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BERNIS ESTIMATES FOR HIGHER-DIMENSIONAL DOUBLY-DEGENERATE

NON-NEWTONIAN THIN-FILM EQUATIONS

CHRISTINA LIENSTROMBERG AND KATERINA NIK

ABSTRACT. For the doubly-degenerate parabolic non-Newtonian thin-film equation

ut+div
(
un|∇Δu|p−2∇Δu) = 0,

we derive (local versions) of Bernis estimates of the form

∫Ω u
n−2p|∇u|3p dx+∫Ω u

n−
p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx ≤ c(n,p,d)∫Ω u
n|∇Δu|p dx,

for functions u ∈W 2
p
(Ω) with Neumann boundary condition, where 2 ≤ p < 19

3
and n lies in a certain range. Here,

Ω ⊂ℝ
d is a smooth convex domain with d < 3p. A particularly important consequence is the estimate

∫Ω |∇Δ(u
n+p

p )|p dx ≤ c(n,p,d)∫Ω u
n|∇Δu|p dx.

The methods used in this article follow the approach of [Grü01] for the Newtonian case, while addressing the
specific challenges posed by the nonlinear higher-order term |∇Δu|p−2∇Δu and the additional degeneracy. The
derived estimates are key to establishing further qualitative results, such as the existence of weak solutions, finite
propagation of support, and the appearance of a waiting-time phenomenon.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Background. In this article, we derive so-called Bernis estimates for fourth-order doubly-degenerate par-
abolic problems of the form

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

ut+div
(
un|∇Δu|p−2∇Δu) = 0 on (0,∞)×Ω ⊂ ℝ

d+1,

∇u ⋅ � = ∇Δu ⋅ � = 0 in (0,∞)×)Ω,

u(0, ⋅) = u0(⋅) in Ω,

(1.1)

as they arise in the modeling of non-Newtonian thin-film flows with a strain rate-dependent power-law rheology.
Problem (1.1) describes the evolution of the height u= u(t,x)≥ 0 of a thin layer of a viscous, non-Newtonian,

and incompressible fluid over an impermeable flat bottom, as sketched in Figure 1.
The partial differential equation (1.1)1 is a fourth-order quasilinear equation that is doubly-degenerate para-

bolic, meaning that parabolicity gets lost when either the film height u or the third-order term ∇Δu vanishes.
The term un represents the mobility of the flow, with the exponent n > 0 determined by the choice of the slip

condition at the lower boundary (i.e., the interface between the solid bottom and the fluid film). For a no-slip
condition, we have n = p+1, while for a Navier-slip condition, we have n = p. Other values of n ∈ (p−2, p+1)

have been proposed to model weaker or stronger slippage; see, for example, [Gre78]. The term |∇Δu|p−2∇Δu
has a dual physical interpretation: the higher-order term ∇Δu accounts for surface tension effects (we assume
that the dynamics of the flow is driven solely by surface tension, thus neglecting gravitational effects), while its
appearance in the nonlinear form |s|p−2s is due to the non-Newtonian power-law rheology of the fluid.

The evolution equation (1.1)1 is supplemented with Neumann-type boundary conditions ∇u ⋅� = 0 and ∇Δu ⋅

� =0, which represent a zero-contact angle condition and a no-flux condition at the lateral boundary (0,∞)×)Ω,
respectively. Finally, u0 denotes the initial film height.

1
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FIGURE 1. Sketch of a fluid film on an impermeable solid bottom.

The natural energy inequality for non-negative solutions to (1.1) is given by

1

2 ∫Ω

|∇u(t)|2 dx+∫
t

0 ∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx ds ≤ 1

2 ∫Ω

|∇u0|2 dx, t ≥ 0. (1.2)

However, even in the one-dimensional case or for the classical Newtonian thin-film equation (p = 2), this esti-
mate on the dissipation ∫

Ω
un|∇Δu|p dx is not sufficient for many purposes. Further estimates on the integrals

∫
Ω
|∇(u n+p3p

)|3p dx, ∫
Ω
|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx, and ∫

Ω
|∇Δ(u n+pp )|p dx are needed to obtain qualitative results such as

finite propagation of support or the occurrence of a waiting-time phenomenon. See Section 1.3 for more details
on related results.

1.2. Aim of the article and main results. The main goal of this article is to derive inequalities of the form

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx ≤ c(n,p,d)
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

for a given non-negative test function ', and for positive functions u ∈ W 2
p
(Ω), 2 ≤ p <

19

3
, satisfying the

Neumann boundary condition ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω and having finite dissipation ∫
Ω
un|∇Δu|p dx <∞. These are

established in Theorem 1.1 below.
From these inequalities, we can deduce further estimates of the form

∫Ω

|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p

dx+∫Ω

|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx+∫Ω

|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p

)|||
p

dx ≤ c(n,p,d)∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx

for u as above. This result is proven in Theorem 1.3 below.
These inequalities, established in Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, provide a basis for applying appropriate interpolation

results, which are in turn crucial for proving qualitative properties of solutions to (1.1), such as finite speed of
propagation or waiting-time phenomena.

Our results generalize the findings of [Grü01], where the Newtonian analogue of (1.1) is addressed, to non-
Newtonian thin-film equations of the form (1.1). In the one-dimensional non-Newtonian case, similar Bernis
inequalities were shown in [AG04] in the parameter range p ≥ 4

3
and p−1

2
< n < 2p−1.

In the following, we present the main results of this article, Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, in detail.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d , d < 3p, be a bounded, convex domain with smooth boundary )Ω. Let 2 ≤ p < 19

3

and

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1.

Assume u ∈W 2
p
(Ω) is positive, satisfies ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and

∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx <∞.

Then there exist positive constants ci = ci(n,p,d) > 0, i = 1,2,3, such that the estimates

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ c1
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(1.3)
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and

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1 ≤ c2

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) (1.4)

and

∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx ≤ c3
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(1.5)

hold true for all non-negative test functions ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) satisfying ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx <∞. Here, II denotes the

(positive semi-definite) second fundamental form of )Ω.

Remark 1.2. (i) For p = 2 and ' ≡ 1, the inequalities in (1.3) and (1.4) recover exactly the results in
[Grü01, Theorem 1.1]. The localized version for p = 2 with a non-negative localization function ' is

mentioned in [Grü05], where a proof is sketched for the range 2−

√
8

8+d
< n < 3.

(ii) For d =1, estimates (1.3) and (1.5) are derived in [AG04, Proposition 4.1] for p≥ 4

3
and p−1

2
<n< 2p−1.

The restriction p≥ 2 in our case (instead of p≥ 4

3
, as in d = 1) is due to the term |∇u|3p−6 in the integral

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx.
In the case d = 1, this integral simplifies to

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx.

Note, however, that we can estimate |D2u∇u|2 ≤ |D2u|2|∇u|2, where |D2u| =
√∑d

i,j=1
()iju)

2 denotes

the Frobenius norm of the Hessian matrix D2u = ()iju)i,j=1,…,d .

(iii) The restriction p < 19

3
is used only once, in (2.8) of the proof of Proposition 2.3, to ensure the non-

negativity of the integral 4. This integral does not appear for d = 1, as in this case D2u = Δu.
(iv) For smooth functions, Theorem 1.1 is valid for any dimension d ≥ 1. The critical dimension d < 3p in

Theorem 1.1 increases monotonically with p. It can be computed from the conditions W 3
p
(Ω)↪W 2

q
(Ω)

for 1 ≤ q < pd

d−p
and W 2

q
(Ω)↪ C(Ω̄) for q > d

2
, as evident from the proof of Theorem 1.1.

(v) For p ≥ 2, we have

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< 2p−2.

For p = 2, this reduces to 2−

√
8

8+d
< 2, which is consistent with [Grü01; Grü05]. For d = 1, we have

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

=
4p−2−2

√
p(p−1)

3
,

which is greater than p−1

2
for all p ≥ 1. This shows that the bound for n derived in this article is stricter

than the one provided in [AG04].

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d , d < 3p, be a bounded, convex domain with smooth boundary )Ω. Let 2 ≤ p < 19

3

and

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1.

Assume u ∈W 2
p
(Ω) is positive, satisfies ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and

∫
Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx <∞.
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Then, we have

u
n+p

3p ∈W 1
3p
(Ω), u

2(n+p)

3p ∈W 2
3p

2

(Ω), and u
n+p

p ∈W 3
p
(Ω). (1.6)

Moreover, there exists a constant c4 = c4(n,p,d) > 0 such that

∫Ω

|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p

dx+∫Ω

|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx+∫Ω

|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p

)|||
p

dx ≤ c4∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx. (1.7)

Remark 1.4. For the first two terms in (1.7), we also obtain localized estimates of the form

∫
Ω

'3p|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p

dx+∫
Ω

'3p|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx ≤ c(n,p,d)

(
∫
Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx∫
Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

for all non-negative test functions ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) satisfying ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx <∞, see Corollary 3.1. However,

deriving a localized version for the third-order term in (1.7) turns out to be significantly more challenging. This
issue is discussed in Remark 3.2 in detail.

We emphasize again that the strategy used to prove inequalities (1.3) and (1.4) in Theorem 1.1 is strongly
inspired by the approach in [Grü01], while incorporating the necessary generalizations. In the Newtonian case
p=2, these two inequalities alone are sufficient to derive the weighted analogue of Theorem 1.3. Inequality (1.5)
in Theorem 1.1 can be established similarly to the one-dimensional case in [AG04]. Nonetheless, the results
presented here are novel and play a significant role in studying weak solutions to (1.1), as well as in proving
qualitative properties such as finite speed of propagation and the occurrence of waiting-time phenomena. Further
details on potential applications of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 are given in Section 1.3, where we summarize the state
of the art for the one-dimensional non-Newtonian case and for the Newtonian case in dimensions 1 ≤ d < 6.

1.3. Related results. In the one-dimensional Newtonian case, the corresponding thin-film equation is given by

ut+
(
unuxxx

)
x
= 0. (1.8)

This equation was first studied in the seminal paper [BF90]. The property of finite speed of propagation for (1.8)
was shown in [Ber96a; Ber96b] for 0< n < 2 and 2≤ n < 3, respectively, with upper bounds on the propagation
rate for 0 < n < 2 derived in [Ber96a]. The ideas used in the proofs differ depending on the mobility exponent
n. For 0 < n < 2, the proof relies heavily on the so-called �-entropy estimates, while for 2 ≤ n < 3, it is based
on localized versions of the energy inequality (1.2) in d = 1. In [HS98], the authors showed a finite speed
of propagation result in terms of the L1-norm. The occurrence of a waiting-time phenomenon was proved in
[DGG01], even for higher space dimensions.

The one-dimensional non-Newtonian analogue of (1.1) is given by

ut+
(
un|uxxx|p−2uxxx

)
x
= 0,

and Bernis estimates in the style of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 were derived in [AG04], where the authors used these
estimates in particular to guarantee the zero-contact angle condition for the constructed global non-negative
solutions. Earlier, estimates of the form (1.3) and (1.5) were obtained in [Ber96c], where the parameter range
p ≥ 4

3
and n ∈

(
p−1

2
,
p+1

2
−

1

3p

)
was considered. Let us note that �-entropy estimates are not available in the

non-Newtonian setting.
The higher-dimensional Newtonian thin-film equation reads

ut+div
(
un∇Δu

)
= 0, (1.9)

and Bernis estimates for this equation were derived in [Grü01]. An entropy estimate for (1.9) was shown in
[DGG98], and based on this, further qualitative results for the parameter range 0< n< 2 – including finite speed
of propagation, waiting-time phenomena, and the existence of solutions to (1.9) emanating from measure-valued
initial data – were obtained in [Ber+98], [DG99], and [DGG01].

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first paper to address Bernis estimates for the higher-
dimensional non-Newtonian thin-film equation.
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1.4. Notation. Let Ω ⊂ℝ
d be a domain. The standard Lq(Ω)-norm for 1≤ q ≤∞ is denoted by ‖ ⋅‖Lq(Ω). The

Sobolev space W m
q
(Ω), where m ∈ ℕ, consists of functions whose generalized derivatives up to order m belong

to Lq(Ω). The corresponding norm is denoted by ‖ ⋅‖W m
q
(Ω).

For a sufficiently differentiable function u ∶ Ω → ℝ, the gradient of u is denoted by ∇u, and the Hessian
matrix of u is denoted by D2u. The Laplacian Δu is defined as the trace of the Hessian matrix D2u.

The exterior unit normal vector to the boundary )Ω is denoted by �. Depending on the context, | ⋅ | represents
the absolute value for scalars in ℝ, the Euclidean norm for vectors in ℝ

d , or the Frobenius norm for matrices in
ℝ
d×d .

This article is organized into three sections: in Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.1, and in Section 3, we prove
Theorem 1.3.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

This main section of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1, and we follow, more or less, the ap-
proach of Grün [Grü01], where Bernis estimates for the higher-dimensional thin-film equation were established
in the Newtonian setting.

The proof proceeds in three main steps. First, we derive a technical auxiliary integral identity, presented in
Lemma 2.2. Next, we establish the desired estimates (1.3) and (1.4) for two specific ranges of n. For the range
2p−2 < n < 2p−1, the estimates are proved in Proposition 2.3. For the range

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−2
6p−6+

√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

9p−10+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

the estimates are obtained in Proposition 2.5. In both cases, these results are shown for smooth functions. The
inequality (1.5) is proved directly in Proposition 2.7 for the full range

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1.

This result is also established for smooth functions. Finally, an approximation argument is used to extend these
results to u ∈W 2

p
(Ω). Since

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< 2p−2 and 2p−2
6p−6+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

9p−10+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< 2p−1,

we conclude Theorem 1.1 for the entire range

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1.

Lemma 2.2, as mentioned earlier, provides the auxiliary integral identity. To prove this lemma, we use the
following relation between the normal derivative of |∇u|2 and the second fundamental form of the boundary of
Ω.

Lemma 2.1. Let Ω ⊂ℝ
d be a bounded smooth domain, and let II denote the second fundamental form of )Ω.

For any function u ∈ C2(Ω̄) with ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, we have ∇|∇u|2 ⋅ � = −2II(∇u,∇u). In particular, if Ω is

convex, then ∇|∇u|2 ⋅ � ≤ 0 on )Ω.

This control of the normal derivative of |∇u|2 on )Ω is widely used in the literature; see, for example, [CH78],
[SZ98], and the references cited in [Grü01]. For details, we refer to these works.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d be a bounded smooth domain, and let p ≥ 2. For any positive function u ∈ C∞(Ω̄)

satisfying ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and for any ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω), the following identity holds:

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

= −
3p

3p−4 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx

−
n−2p+2

3p−4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅D2u∇u dx

−
1

3p−4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx− 1

3p−4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

−
1

3p−4 ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1.

(2.1)

Proof. We first use the identities

D2u∇u =
1

2
∇|∇u|2 and ∇|∇u|2 ⋅∇|∇u|2 = div

(|∇u|2∇|∇u|2)− |∇u|2Δ|∇u|2
to obtain

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

=
1

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6∇|∇u|2 ⋅∇|∇u|2 dx

=
1

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6 div(|∇u|2∇|∇u|2) dx− 1

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δ|∇u|2 dx.
Applying integration by parts on the first integral on the right-hand side and using that ∇|∇u|2 ⋅� =−2II(∇u,∇u)

on )Ω, see Lemma 2.1, then yields

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

= −
3p

4 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅∇|∇u|2 dx− n−2p+2

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇|∇u|2 dx

−
3p−6

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6D2u∇u ⋅∇|∇u|2 dx− 1

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δ|∇u|2 dx

−
1

2 ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1.

With the identities ∇|∇u|2 = 2D2u∇u and Δ|∇u|2 = 2(|D2u|2+∇u ⋅∇Δu), this can be rewritten as

∫
Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

= −
3p

2 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx−
n−2p+2

2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

−
3p−6

2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx− 1

2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

−
1

2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx− 1

2 ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1.

Since the third integrand on the right-hand side equals the integrand on the left-hand side and since p ≥ 2 >
4

3

ensures that 1

3p−4
> 0, the proof is complete. �

We remark that in Lemma 2.2, we need p ≥ 2 >
4

3
in the final step of the proof to ensure that 2

3p−4
> 0. In

this case, we have n−2p+2

3p−4
> 0 if and only if n > 2p−2. Next, we establish Theorem 1.1 for fixed 2 ≤ p < 19

3
in

the case 2p−2 < n < 2p−1. Note that this corresponds to the bounds 2< n < 3 in the Newtonian case p = 2, as
detailed in [Grü01, Lemma 2.3].
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Proposition 2.3. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d be a bounded, convex and smooth domain, and let 2 ≤ p < 19

3
be fixed. Assume

that u ∈ C∞(Ω̄) is positive and satisfies ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and let ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) be non-negative. If

2p−2 < n < 2p−1

then there exist constants Ci = Ci(n,p) > 0, i = 1,2, such that the following estimates hold:

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ C1

[
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
]

(2.2)

and

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1

≤ C2

[
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
]
.

(2.3)

Note that Proposition 2.3 works for any dimension d ≥ 1.

Remark 2.4. The constants C1 and C2 in Proposition 2.3 are given by

C1 =max

{
3p

2

||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
p

,

p
3p

2

(
9p2

2(n−2p+1)2
+

9p2(3p−2)2

"2(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2
+

9p2

"3(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2

) 3p

2

⎫⎪⎬⎪⎭
and

C2 =
5

3p
+C1

⎡⎢⎢⎣
p−1

p

(
3p−1

Cmin

) p

p−1

+
3p−2

3p

(
C�0

+C�1
+C�2

Cmin

) 3p

3p−2

+
1

Cmin

⎤⎥⎥⎦
,

where

C�0 =
9p2(n−2p+2)2

4
> 0,

and Cmin,C�1 , and C�2 are positive constants depending only on the fixed parameter p, but not on n. Hence, both
C1 and C2 blow up as n goes to 2p−2. Moreover, we need n > 2p−2 in the proof to guarantee that the involved
integrals have the ‘right’ sign. However, it turns out that the lower bound 2p−2 can be slightly improved (see
Proposition 2.5 below).

Proof. We first prove (2.2). To this end, we use the identity ∇u ⋅∇u = div(u∇u)−uΔu and integration by parts,
together with the boundary condition for u, to rewrite the left-hand side of (2.2) as

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx = ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p−2∇u ⋅∇u dx

= ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p−2 div(u∇u) dx−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx

= −3p∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx−(n−2p)∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx

−(3p−2)∫
Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx−∫
Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx.
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Since the second integrand on the right-hand side equals the integrand on the left-hand side and since n < 2p−1

by assumption, we find that

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx = −
3p

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx

−
3p−2

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

−
1

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx.

(2.4)

In the last term of (2.4) we use again the identity ∇u ⋅∇u = div(u∇u)−uΔu and integrate by parts to obtain

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx

= ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4 div(u∇u)Δu dx−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx

= −3p∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx

−(n−2p+1)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx−(3p−4)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6ΔuD2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇Δu ⋅∇u dx.

Noting that the integrand on the left-hand side equals the third integrand on the right-hand side and recalling
that n > 2p−2 by assumption, we deduce

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−2Δu dx

= −
3p

n−2p+2 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx−
1

n−2p+2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx

−
3p−4

n−2p+2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6ΔuD2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

−
1

n−2p+2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇Δu ⋅∇u dx.

Inserting this into (2.4), we obtain

∫
Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx = −
3p

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx

−
3p−2

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

+
3p

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx

+
1

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx

+
3p−4

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6ΔuD2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

+
1

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇Δu ⋅∇u dx.

(2.5)
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Next, we use Lemma 2.2 to rewrite the second term on the right-hand side of (2.5) as follows

−
3p−2

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

=
(3p−2)(3p−4)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

+
3p(3p−2)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx

+
3p−2

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+
3p−2

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

+
3p−2

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1.

(2.6)

Applying now the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality with weight "0 =
1

15
on the fifth term on

the right-hand side of (2.5) we obtain

−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6ΔuD2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

≤ ||||∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6ΔuD2u∇u ⋅∇u dx
||||

≤ 1

15 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+ 15

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx.

(2.7)

Inserting (2.6) back into (2.5) and using (2.7) yields

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx

≤ (3p−4)(12p−23)

4(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx

+
3p−2

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+
3p−1

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

+
19−3p

15(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx

+
3p−2

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1

−
3p

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx

+
3p(3p−2)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx

+
3p

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx

=∶ 1+2+3+4+5+6+7+8.

(2.8)

Due to the choices of p ≥ 2 and 2p−2 < n < 2p−1 the pre factors of 1,2 and 5 are negative, while the
integrals are non-negative. The non-negativity of II(∇u,∇u) follows from the convexity of the domain, see
Lemma 2.1. Moreover, the choices of p < 19

3
and 2p−2 < n < 2p−1 yield 4 ≤ 0. We directly use 2,5 ≤ 0

in (2.8). To control the last three integrals 6,7 and 8, we use the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Young’s
inequality such that 6 can be partly absorbed by the integral on the left-hand side of (2.8) and the integrals
7 and 8 are absorbed by 1, respectively 4. Indeed, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s
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inequality with weight "1 =
1

2
to 6, we have

−
3p

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx

≤ 1

2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+C"1 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx
(2.9)

with C"1 = C("1, n,p) ∶=
9p2

2(n−2p+1)2
> 0. Inserting this inequality in (2.8), we obtain

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ 2(1+3+4+7+8)+2C"1 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx. (2.10)

We can further estimate 7 by

||||
6p(3p−2)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx
||||

≤ "2∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+C"2 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx,
(2.11)

as well as 8 by

||||
6p

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx
||||

≤ "3∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+C"3 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx,
(2.12)

where "2, "3 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily and where C"2 ,C"3 > 0 are given by

C"2 = C("2, n,p) ∶=
9p2(3p−2)2

"2(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2

and

C"3 = C("3, n,p) ∶=
9p2

"3(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2
.

We choose "2 = "2(n,p) and "3 = "3(n,p) small enough so that

0 < "2 <
||||

(3p−4)(12p−23)

2(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

|||| and 0 < "3 <
||||

2(19−3p)

15(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

|||| .

Using (2.11) and (2.12) in (2.10), we can absorb the terms in (2.10) to get the estimate

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ 2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2) ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

+
(
2C"1 +C"2 +C"3

)
∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx.
(2.13)

Applying Hölder’s inequality to both integrals on the right-hand side of (2.13), we obtain

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx

≤ ||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) p−1

p
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

p

+
(
2C"1

+C"2
+C"3

)(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

.

(2.14)
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We then use Young’s inequality on the first line on the right-hand side of (2.14) to deduce

∫
Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx

≤ p−1

p ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+ 1

p

||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
p

∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

+
(
2C"1 +C"2 +C"3

)(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

,

which immediately gives

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ ||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
p

∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

+p
(
2C"1

+C"2
+C"3

)(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

.

Applying again Young’s inequality, but now to the second line on the right-hand side of the above inequality,
leads to

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ 3p

2

||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
p

∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

+p
3p

2

(
2C"1 +C"2 +C"3

) 3p

2 ∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx,
and from this we conclude estimate (2.2) with the constant C1 > 0 given by

C1 =max

{
3p

2

||||
2(3p−1)

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

||||
p

,

p
3p

2

(
9p2

(n−2p+1)2
+

9p2(3p−2)2

"2(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2
+

9p2

"3(n−2p+1)2(n−2p+2)2

) 3p

2

⎫⎪⎬⎪⎭
.

It remains to prove (2.3). Noting that the left-hand side in (2.8) is non-negative and multiplying (2.8) by (n−

2p+1)(n−2p+2) < 0 gives

(n−2p+1)(n−2p+2)

8∑
i=1

i ≤ 0

and by rearranging this inequality, we see that

(3p−4)(12p−23)

4 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+(3p−2)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+
19−3p

15 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+(3p−2)∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1

≤ −(3p−1)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

+3p(n−2p+2)∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx (2.15)

−3p(3p−2)∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx

−3p∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx

=∶ 1+2+3+4.

Now, we estimate the terms 2, 3, and 4 by similar arguments as those used for (2.9), (2.11) and (2.12).
Indeed, to estimate 2, we use Young’s inequality with �0 = 1 and (2.2). We obtain

2 ≤ C�0 ∫
Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx+C1∫
Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+C1∫
Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx (2.16)



12 CHRISTINA LIENSTROMBERG AND KATERINA NIK

with C�0 = C(�0, n,p) ∶=
9p2(n−2p+2)2

4
> 0. For 3 and 4, we obtain the estimates

3 ≤ �1∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+C�1 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx (2.17)

and

4 ≤ �2∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+C�2 ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx, (2.18)

where �1, �2 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily and with

C�1 = C(�1, p) ∶=
9p2(3p−2)2

4�1
> 0 and C�2 = C(�2, p) ∶=

9p2

4�2
> 0.

Inserting (2.16)–(2.18) into (2.15) and choosing

0 < �1 <
(3p−4)(12p−23)

8
and 0 < �2 <

19−3p

30

yields

(3p−4)(12p−23)

8 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+(3p−2)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+
19−3p

30 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+(3p−2)∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1

≤ −(3p−1)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx (2.19)

+(C�0
+C�1

+C�2
)∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx

+C1∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+C1∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx.

Setting

Cmin ∶= min

{
(3p−4)(12p−23)

8
,
19−3p

30
,3p−2

}
> 0

and, applying Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, further yields

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|Δu|2 dx+∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1

≤ (3p−1)

Cmin

(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) p−1

p
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

p

+

(
C�0

+C�1
+C�2

)

Cmin

(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

+
C1

Cmin
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+ C1

Cmin
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

≤ p−1

p

(
3p−1

Cmin

) p

p−1

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+ 1

p ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

+
3p−2

3p

(
C�0 +C�1 +C�2

Cmin

) 3p

3p−2

∫
Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+ 2

3p ∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

+
C1

Cmin
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+ C1

Cmin
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx.
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Using (2.2), we finally obtain the estimate (2.3) with the constant C2 > 0 given by

C2 ∶=
5

3p
+C1

⎡⎢⎢⎣
p−1

p

(
3p−1

Cmin

) p

p−1

+
3p−2

3p

(
C�0 +C�1 +C�2

Cmin

) 3p

3p−2

+
1

Cmin

⎤⎥⎥⎦
.

�

With the following result we extend the lower bound for n, obtained in Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 2.5. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d be a bounded, convex and smooth domain, and let 2 ≤ p < 19

3
be fixed. Assume

that u ∈ C∞(Ω̄) is positive and satisfies ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and let ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) be non-negative. If

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−2
6p−6+

√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

9p−10+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

,

then there exist positive constants Ci = Ci(n,p,d) > 0, i = 3,4, such that the following estimates hold:

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx ≤ C3

[
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
]

(2.20)

and

∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx+∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx

+∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1 ≤ C4

[
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
]
.

(2.21)

Remark 2.6. (i) Observe that Proposition 2.5 is valid for any dimension d ≥ 1. Moreover, as

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< 2p−2

for all p ≥ 2, Proposition 2.5 extends the statement of Proposition 2.3 to values of n that are slightly
smaller than 2p−2. However, in Proposition 2.5 the constants C3,C4 > 0 depend not only on n and p,
but also on the dimension d.

(ii) Note that for p = 2, the upper bound

2p−2
6p−6+

√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

9p−10+
√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

equals 2+ 2

4+
√

8+d

8

, i.e. it coincides with the one in [Grü01].

Proof. We start by introducing the notation

1 ∶= ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx,

2 ∶= ∫Ω

'3p−2|∇'|2un−2p+2|∇u|3p−2 dx,

3 ∶= ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−6|D2u∇u|2 dx,

4 ∶= ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4|D2u|2 dx,

 ∶= ∫)Ω'
3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4II(∇u,∇u) dd−1.
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Using this, we can rewrite (2.1) from Lemma 2.2 as

(3p−4)3+4+ =−3p∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇' ⋅D2u∇u dx

−(n−2p+2)∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅D2u∇u dx

−∫Ω

'3pun−2p+2|∇u|3p−4∇u ⋅∇Δu dx.

(2.22)

We want to estimate the right-hand side of (2.22) in terms of 3 and 4. For that purpose, we apply the
Cauchy–Schwarz and Hölder inequalities, obtaining that

(3p−4)3+4+ ≤ 3p
√2

√3+ |n−2p+2|√1

√3

+
p−1

p

1

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

p

.

(2.23)

Step 1. Estimates for 1 and 2 in terms of 3 and 4. First, we observe that, by Hölder’s inequality, 2

can be estimated in terms of 1 by

2 ≤ 
3p−2

3p

1

(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

. (2.24)

For the integral 1, we obtain from equation (2.4), by using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the estimate

1

d
|Δu|2 ≤

d∑
i=1

()iiu)
2 ≤

d∑
i,j=1

()iju)
2 = |D2u|2 in Ω,

that

1 = −
3p

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3p−1un−2p+1|∇u|3p−2∇' ⋅∇u dx

−
3p−2

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−4D2u∇u ⋅∇u dx

−
1

n−2p+1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p+1|∇u|3p−2Δu dx

≤ 3p

|n−2p+1|
√1

√2+
3p−2

|n−2p+1|
√1

√3+

√
d

|n−2p+1|
√1

√4,

and dividing both sides by
√1 gives

√1 ≤ 1

|n−2p+1|
(
3p
√2+(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)
. (2.25)

Hence, by using Young’s inequality, we see that

1 ≤ 1

|n−2p+1|2
(
3p
√2+(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)2

≤ 18p2

|n−2p+1|22+
2

|n−2p+1|2
(
(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)2

.

(2.26)

Now, inserting the inequality (2.24) for2 into (2.26) and applying Young’s inequality with weight 1

2
, we deduce

the estimate

1 ≤ 1

2
1+

2

3p

(
3p

6p−4

) 2−3p

2
(

18p2

|n−2p+1|2
) 3p

2

∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

+
2

|n−2p+1|2
(
(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)2

.

This directly implies the following estimate for 1:

1 ≤ 4

|n−2p+1|2
(
(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)2

+C ∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx, (2.27)
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where the constant C is given by

C = C(n,p) ∶=
4

3p

(
3p

6p−4

) 2−3p

2
(

18p2

|n−2p+1|2
) 3p

2

> 0.

Step 2. Further estimate inequality (2.23). Applying in (2.23) the estimate (2.25) for
√1 on the second

term and Young’s inequality with weight "̃1 on the third term, we find that

(3p−4)3+4+ ≤ 3p
√2

√3+
|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

(
3p
√2

√3+(3p−2)3+
√
d
√3

√4

)

+ "̃11+C"̃1 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

= 3p

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)√2

√3+
|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

(
(3p−2)3+

√
d
√3

√4

)

+ "̃11+C"̃1 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

with

"̃1 ∶= "1
(n−2p+1)2

4
> 0 and C"̃1

∶=
1

p

(
p

p−1
"̃1

)1−p

> 0

for some arbitrary constant "1 > 0. By Young’s inequality with weight "2
2

for the second term on the right-hand
side of the above inequality and (2.27), we further obtain

(3p−4)3+4+ ≤ 3p

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)√2

√3

+
|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

[(
(3p−2)+

√
d

2"2

)
3+

"2

√
d

2
4

]

+"1

(
(3p−2)

√3+
√
d
√4

)2

+ "̃1C ∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

+C"̃1 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

(2.28)

for some arbitrary "2 > 0.
Now we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (2.28). Recalling the estimate (2.24) for2 and applying
twice Young’s inequality with weights "3

2
and "4, we have

3p

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)√2

√3

≤ 3p

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)


3p−2

6p

1

(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 1

3p √3

≤ "3

2
3+

9p2

2"3

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)2


3p−2

3p

1

(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 2

3p

≤ "3

2
3+"41+

(
3p

3p−2
"4

) 2−3p

2 2

3p

[
9p2

2"3

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)2
] 3p

2

∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

(2.29)
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with some "3, "4 > 0. Inserting (2.29) and (2.27) back into (2.28) and rearranging, we have

(3p−4)3+4+
≤ "3

2
3+

(
4"4

|n−2p+1|2 +"1
)(

(3p−2)
√3+

√
d
√4

)2

+
|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

[(
(3p−2)+

√
d

2"2

)
3+

"2

√
d

2
4

]

+

⎡⎢⎢⎣
("4+ "̃1)C +

(
3p

3p−2
"4

) 2−3p

2 2

3p

[
9p2

2"3

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)2
] 3p

2 ⎤⎥⎥⎦∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

+C"̃1 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx.

(2.30)

Step 3. Finish the proof. We now want to absorb the terms on the right-hand side of (2.30) into its left-hand
side. Therefore, we choose "2 as the unique positive solution of

(3p−2)+

√
d

2"2
= (3p−4)

"2

√
d

2
,

since this absorbs the second line on the right-hand side of (2.30) in an optimal way and also leads us to the
desired bound for n. Solving this equation for "2 > 0 gives

"2 =
3p−2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)√
d(3p−4)

.

If
|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|"2

√
d < 2, (2.31)

then we may absorb the second line on the right-hand side into the left-hand side. Inserting the equation for "2
into (2.31) gives us a bound for n in terms of p and d. Indeed, the inequality

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

3p−2+
√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

3p−4
< 2

is satisfied for

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−2
6p−6+

√
(3p−2)2 +d(3p−4)

9p−10+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

.

Next, using Young’s inequality in the second term on the right-hand side of (2.30) and applying (2.31), we find
that (2.30) can be further estimated as follows:

(3p−4)3+4+
≤ 2

[
"3

2
+

(
4"4

|n−2p+1|2 +"1
)
(3p−2)

(
(3p−2)+

√
d

)]3

+2

(
4"4

|n−2p+1|2 +"1
)√

d

(
(3p−2)+

√
d

)4

+2

⎡⎢⎢⎣
("4+ "̃1)C +

(
3p

3p−2
"4

) 2−3p

2 2

3p

[
9p2

2"3

(
1+

|n−2p+2|
|n−2p+1|

)2
] 3p

2 ⎤⎥⎥⎦∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx

+2C"̃1 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx.

(2.32)

Now we can choose "1, "3 and "4 such that we can absorb the first two lines on the right-hand side of (2.32) into
its left-hand side. Hence, we find a constant C̃ = C̃(n,p,d) > 0 such that

3+4+ ≤ C̃
[
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx+∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx
]
.
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Combining this estimate with (2.27) concludes the proof. �

The final Bernis-type inequality, presented in the following proposition, provides an estimate for an integral
involving the product of the function u and its Laplacian. The proof does not require a case-by-case analysis
based on the mobility exponent n but can be directly established for the entire range of n. The key ingredients
of the proof are the inequalities (2.2) and (2.20), which control the integral ∫

Ω
'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx. Additionally,

we note that the corresponding result for the one-dimensional case is presented in [AG04].

Proposition 2.7. Let Ω ⊂ ℝ
d be a bounded, convex and smooth domain, and let 2 ≤ p < 19

3
be fixed. Assume

that u ∈ C∞(Ω̄) is positive and satisfies ∇u ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω, and let ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) be non-negative. If

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1,

then there exists a positive constant C5 = C5(n,p,d) > 0 such that the following estimate holds:

∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx ≤ C5

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)
. (2.33)

Proof. Using integration by parts, we can rewrite

∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx = −3p∫Ω

'3p−1u
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p−42 Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx

−

(
n−

p

2

)
∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2
−1|∇u|2|Δu| 3p−42 Δu dx

−

(
3p−2

2

)
∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p−42 ∇u ⋅∇Δu dx.

(2.34)

Applying now Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities on each of the integrals on the right-hand side yields the
estimates

∫Ω

'3p−1u
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p−42 Δu∇' ⋅∇u dx

≤
(
∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx

) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 1

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 1

3p

≤ "1∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx+C"1 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+ C̃"1 ∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx,

(2.35)

for the first integral,

∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2
−1|∇u|2|Δu| 3p−42 Δu dx ≤

(
∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx

) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 2

3p

≤ "2∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx+C"2 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
(2.36)

for the second integral, and

∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p−42 ∇u ⋅∇Δu dx

≤
(
∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx

) 3p−4

3p
(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 1

3p
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

p

≤ "3∫Ω

'3pu
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx+C"3 ∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx+ C̃"3 ∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx

(2.37)

for the third one, where we chose 0< "1+"2+"3 < 1. By the inequalities (2.2), respectively (2.20) we can esti-
mate the integral ∫

Ω
'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx in (2.35)–(2.37) in terms of ∫

Ω
'3pun|∇Δu|p dx and ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx.

This yields the desired inequality. �
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To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, it remains to perform the approximation argument to establish the
result in the desired functional setting, i.e., for functions u ∈W 2

p
(Ω) with 2 ≤ p < 19

3
. Note that all results in

this section are valid for arbitrary dimensions d. The restriction d < 3p arises only during the approximation
argument, where Sobolev embeddings are employed.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof follows the idea of the proof of [Grü01, Theorem 1.1], using elliptic regularity
theory in Lp(Ω) instead of L2(Ω). Let u ∈W 2

p
(Ω), with 2 ≤ p < 19

3
, be a positive function satisfying ∇u ⋅ � = 0

on )Ω,

∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx <∞. (2.38)

We may assume that there is � > 0 such that u ≥ � > 0 a.e. in Ω. Using (2.38), this implies ∫
Ω
|∇Δu|p dx <∞.

To prove the claim, we construct a sequence of functions (uk)k∈ℕ ⊂ C
∞(Ω̄) with the following properties:

(1) uk ≥ �

2
in Ω̄ for k ∈ ℕ sufficiently large;

(2) ∇uk ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω;
(3) uk ⟶ u strongly in W 2

p
(Ω), as k→∞;

(4) ∇Δuk ⟶∇Δu strongly in Lp(Ω), as k→∞.

Once this sequence uk is constructed, we know it satisfies the inequalities of Propositions 2.3, 2.5 and 2.7 for
the whole range

2p−2
2+

√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

−3p+6+
√
(3p−2)2+d(3p−4)

< n < 2p−1.

We can then take the limit on both sides of the corresponding inequalities. For the right-hand side, we apply
Vitali’s convergence theorem, while for the left-hand side, we use Fatou’s lemma. This yields the corresponding
estimates (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) for the limit function u.

We now construct the sequence uk. Since ∇Δu∈Lp(Ω), we have Δu∈W 1
p
(Ω). Thus, there exists a sequence

(fk)k∈ℕ ⊂ C
∞(Ω̄) satisfying

fk ⟶ −Δu strongly in W 1
p
(Ω) and ∫Ω

fk dx = 0,

see [GT01]. Here, the zero-mean condition can be obtained since ∫
Ω
Δu dx = ∫

)Ω
∇u ⋅ � = 0 by the Neumann

boundary condition on u. For each k ∈ ℕ, let uk be the solution to the Neumann problem

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

−Δuk = fk, x ∈ Ω

∇uk ⋅ � = 0, x ∈ )Ω

∫
Ω
uk dx = ∫

Ω
u dx.

By elliptic regularity theory [Gri11, Theorem 2.5.1.1, Remark 2.5.1.2], we find that uk ∈ C
∞(Ω̄) and

uk ⟶ u strongly in W 3
p
(Ω).

In particular, uk satisfies (2), (3), and (4). Moreover, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

W 3
p
(Ω)↪W 2

q
(Ω) for 1 ≤ q < dp

d−p
and W 2

q
(Ω)↪ C(Ω̄) for q >

d

2
.

Consequently, we find that
{
uk ⟶ u strongly in W 2

q
(Ω) for 1 ≤ q < dp

d−p
.

uk ⟶ u strongly in C(Ω̄) for d < 3p.

The strong convergence uk → u in C(Ω̄) and u ≥ � > 0 imply (1) for k ∈ ℕ large enough. This concludes the
construction of the sequence uk satisfying properties (1)–(4), thereby completing the proof of the theorem. �
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

We now prove Theorem 1.3 which is a consequence of the inequalities (1.3) and (1.5) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The first parts of (1.6), respectively (1.7), follow from (1.3), while parts two and three
follow from (1.3) and (1.5). We mention again that we actually prove weighted versions of the first-order and
second-order estimate in (1.7).

Parts one of (1.6), (1.7): We first show that u
n+p

3p lies in W 1
3p
(Ω) and that the inequality

∫Ω

'3p|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p
dx ≤ C

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(3.1)

holds for some constantC =C(n,p,d)> 0 and for all non-negative test functions'∈W 1
∞
(Ω) satisfying ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx<

∞. Since u ∈W 2
p
(Ω) and W 2

p
(Ω)↪ Ln+p(Ω), we have u

n+p

3p ∈ L3p(Ω). In addition, we compute that

∇
(
u

n+p

3p
)
=

n+p

3p
u

n−2p

3p ∇u, (3.2)

and together with (1.3) from Theorem 1.1, we obtain that u
n+p

3p ∈W 1
3p
(Ω) with the inequality

∫Ω

'3p|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p

dx =

(
n+p

3p

)3p

∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx

≤ (
n+p

3p

)3p

c1

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)
<∞.

Setting ' ≡ 1 yields the first estimate.

Parts two of (1.6), (1.7): Next, we show that u
2(n+p)

3p belongs toW 2
3p

2

(Ω) and that there exists a positive constant

C̃ = C̃(n,p,d) such that

∫Ω

'3p|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx ≤ C̃

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(3.3)

holds for all non-negative test functions ' ∈W 1
∞
(Ω) satisfying ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx <∞. Since u ∈W 2

p
(Ω) ↪

Ln+p(Ω), we obtain as before that u
2(n+p)

3p ∈ L 3p

2

(Ω). For ∇
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
, we compute

∇
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
=

2(n+p)

3p
u

2n−p

3p ∇u (3.4)

and use Hölder’s inequality together with (1.3) (with ' ≡ 1) to find that

∫Ω

|||∇
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx =

(
2(n+p)

3p

) 3p

2

∫Ω

u
n+p

2 u
n

2
−p|∇u| 3p2 dx

≤ (
2(n+p)

3p

) 3p

2
c

1

2

1

(
∫Ω

un+p dx

) 1

2
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

2

<∞.

Hence, ∇
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
∈ L 3p

2

(Ω;ℝd). Now, we compute

Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
=

2(n+p)

3p

(
2n−p

3p
u

2(n−2p)

3p |∇u|2+u
2n−p

3p Δu

)
,

and by Jensen’s inequality we further have that

|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2 ≤ c(un−2p|∇u|3p+un− p

2 |Δu| 3p2
)

(3.5)

for some constant c = c(n,p) > 0. Using (1.3) and (1.5), we infer from (3.5) that Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)

belongs to L 3p

2

(Ω)

and that (3.3) holds. We deduce the second estimate in (1.7) by setting ' ≡ 1 in (3.3). It remains to check that

D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
∈L 3p

2

(Ω;ℝd×d). It follows from (3.4) and the Neumann boundary condition for u that ∇
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
⋅� =

0 on )Ω. Elliptic Lp-theory (see for instance [Gri11, Thm. 2.4.2.7 & 2.5.5.1]) then proves the claim.
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Parts three of (1.6), (1.7): Finally, we show that u
n+p

p belongs to W 3
p
(Ω) and that there exists a constant Ĉ =

Ĉ(n,p,d) > 0 such that

∫Ω

|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)|||
p

dx ≤ Ĉ ∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx. (3.6)

Because u ∈W 2
p
(Ω)↪ Ln+p(Ω), we have u

n+p

p ∈ Lp(Ω). For the gradient of u
n+p

p , we calculate

∇
(
u
n+p

p
)
=

n+p

p
u
n

p∇u, (3.7)

and using Hölder’s inequality along with (1.3) for ' ≡ 1 we deduce that

∫Ω

|||∇
(
u
n+p

p
)|||
p

dx =

(
n+p

p

)p
∫Ω

un|∇u|p dx

≤ (
n+p

p

)p(
∫Ω

un+p dx

) 2

3
(
∫Ω

un−2p|∇u|3p dx

) 1

3

≤ (
n+p

p

)p
c

1

3

1

(
∫Ω

un+p dx

) 2

3
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

3

<∞.

Thus, ∇
(
u
n+p

p

)
∈ Lp(Ω;ℝ

d). For the Laplacian of u
n+p

p , we compute

Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)
=

n+p

p
u
n

pΔu+
n(n+p)

p2
u
n−p

p |∇u|2.
By applying Jensen’s and Hölder’s inequalities, along with (1.3) and (1.5), again for ' ≡ 1, we obtain

∫Ω

|||Δ
(
u
n+p

p

)|||
p

dx ≤ c
(
∫Ω

un|Δu|p dx+∫Ω

un−p|∇u|2p dx
)

≤ c
(
∫Ω

un+p dx

) 1

3

[(
∫Ω

u
n−

p

2 |Δu| 3p2 dx
) 2

3

+

(
∫Ω

un−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 2

3

]

≤ c
(
c

2

3

1
+ c

2

3

3

)(
∫Ω

un+p dx

) 1

3
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx
) 2

3

<∞

for some constant c = c(n,p) > 0. Hence, Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)
∈ Lp(Ω). To verify that D2

(
u
n+p

p
)

belongs to Lp(Ω;ℝ
d×d),

observe that from (3.7) and the Neumann boundary condition for u, we have ∇
(
u
n+p

p

)
⋅ � = 0 on )Ω. The claim

then follows by applying elliptic Lp-theory (see, e.g., [Gri11, Thm. 2.4.2.7]). Next, it follows from

∇Δ
(
u

(n+p)

p

)
=

(n+p)n(n−p)

p3
u
n−2p

p |∇u|2∇u+ 2(n+p)n

p2
u
n−p

p D2u∇u+
(n+p)n

p2
u
n−p

p Δu∇u+
n+p

p
u
n

p∇Δu

and Jensen’s inequality that there is a constant c̃ = c̃(n,p) > 0 such that

|∇Δ(u n+pp )|p ≤ c̃(un−2p|∇u|3p+un−p|D2u∇u|p+un−p|Δu∇u|p+un|∇Δu|p). (3.8)

The main task is to estimate the second-order term un−p|D2u∇u|p. To this end, we compute for s ∈ℝ⧵{0} the
following two identities:

D2u∇u =
1

s
u1−sD2us∇u−(s−1)u−1|∇u|2∇u and Δu∇u =

1

s
u1−sΔus∇u−(s−1)u−1|∇u|2∇u.

Multiplying these identities by u
n−p

p , we rewrite them as

u
n−p

p D2u∇u =
1

s
u
n

p
−s
D2us∇u−(s−1)u

n−2p

p |∇u|2∇u (3.9)

and

u
n−p

p Δu∇u =
1

s
u
n

p
−s
Δus∇u−(s−1)u

n−2p

p |∇u|2∇u. (3.10)

For the term u
n−2

p |∇u|2∇u, appearing in (3.9) and (3.10), a straightforward calculation gives the identity

u
n−2p

p |∇u|2∇u =
(

3p

n+p

)3 |∇(u n+p3p
)|2 ∇(u n+p3p

)
.
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Substituting this identity back into (3.9) and (3.10), and then applying Jensen’s inequality, results in

un−p|D2u∇u|p ≤ ĉ(un−sp|D2us∇u|p+ |∇(u n+p3p
)|3p

)

and

un−p|Δu∇u|p ≤ ĉ(un−sp|Δus∇u|p+ |∇(u n+p3p
)|3p

)

with a constant ĉ > 0, depending only on n, p and s. Setting s = 2(n+p)

3p
, it follows from (3.8), by applying the

above inequalities and Hölder’s inequality, along with (1.3) and the estimates from the first and second part of
(1.7) with ' ≡ 1, that

∫Ω

|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)|||
p

dx

≤ c̃∫Ω

(
un−2p|∇u|3p+un−p|D2u∇u|p+un−p|Δu∇u|p+un|∇Δu|p)dx

≤ c∗
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇(u n+p3p
)|3p dx+∫Ω

u
n−2p

3 |Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)
∇u|p dx

+ ∫Ω

u
n−2p

3 |D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
∇u|p dx

)

≤ c∗∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx+ c∗
(
∫Ω

un−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 1

3
(
∫Ω

|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx

) 2

3

+ c∗

(
∫Ω

un−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 1

3
(
∫Ω

|D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx

) 2

3

≤ c∗∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx+ c∗
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx
) 1

3
(
∫Ω

|D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx

) 2

3

,

(3.11)

where c∗ > 0 is a generic constant that may change from line to line, but depends only on n, p, and d. Due

to the fact that D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)
∈ L 3p

2

(Ω;ℝd×d), we deduce that ∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)
∈ Lp(Ω;ℝ

d). Therefore, applying again

elliptic Lp-theory (see [Gri11, Thm. 2.5.5.1]), we conclude that u
n+p

p ∈W 3
p
(Ω). Furthermore, using [Gri11,

Thm. 2.3.3.6], we obtain the estimate

‖D2
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)‖L 3p

2

(Ω) ≤ c∗
(
‖Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)‖L 3p

2

(Ω)+‖u 2(n+p)

3p ‖L 3p
2

(Ω)

)

≤ c∗(‖Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)‖L 3p

2

(Ω)+‖∇(u 2(n+p)

3p
)‖L 3p

2

(Ω)

) (3.12)

for some generic constant c∗ > 0 depending on n, p, and Ω. To establish inequality (3.6) we insert the elliptic
estimate (3.12) into (3.11) and apply Young’s inequality as well as the first two statements of the theorem. This
leads to

∫Ω

|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p

)|||
p

dx ≤ c∗
(
∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx+∫Ω

|∇(u 2(n+p)

3p
)| 3p2 dx

)

≤ c∗∫Ω

un|∇Δu|p dx.
Thus, the proof is complete. �

We can improve the estimates in Theorem 1.3 to localized versions as follows.

Corollary 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 we have the additional weighted estimates

∫Ω

'3p|||∇
(
u
n+p

3p
)|||

3p

dx+∫Ω

'3p|||Δ
(
u

2(n+p)

3p
)|||

3p

2
dx ≤ c5

(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

for all non-negative test functions ' ∈ W 1
∞
(Ω) satisfying ∫

Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx < ∞, and where c5 is a positive

constant depending only on n, p, and d.
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The proof of these two estimates is already contained in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Remark 3.2. In Corollary 3.1, we address the estimates for the first- and second-order terms. However, for
the third-order term, we can only establish the following result. Assuming, in addition to the assumptions of
Theorem 1.3, that an elliptic estimate of the form

∫Ω

 |D2v|s dx ≤ cs
(
∫Ω

 |Δv|s dx+∫Ω

|D2v|s−1|∇ | |∇v| dx+ l.o.t.

)
, (3.13)

for 1 < s <∞ and suitable test functions  ≥ 0, holds true for solutions v to the Neumann problem{
−Δv+v = f in Ω

∇v ⋅ � = 0 on )Ω,

then we also get the weighted estimate

∫Ω

'3p|||∇Δ
(
u
n+p

p
)|||
p

dx ≤ c6
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(3.14)

for suitable non-negative test functions ' satisfying ∫
Ω
|∇'|3pun+p dx<∞ and for some constant c6 = c6(n,p,d)>

0. The authors are not aware whether an estimate of the form (3.13) holds true for the Neumann problem. For
the Dirichlet case, weighted elliptic estimates are available (cf. [CD18; DST08; DST10]), provided the weight
belongs to some Muckenhoupt class. In this case, the second integral on the right-hand side of (3.13) becomes
superfluous. However, since the test functions ' in this paper might vanish on sets of positive measure, they do
not belong to the Muckenhoupt class. As a result, (3.13), if it holds at all, would require the additional integral
involving lower-order terms. It is also possible that the test function might need W 2

∞
-regularity for (3.13) to be

valid.

Sketch of proof of (3.14) under the assumption (3.13). If an estimate of the form (3.13) is satisfied, where we
ignore the lower-order terms in the calculation, we can choose

 = '3p, v = u
2(n+p)

3p and s =
3p

2

and apply Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities to obtain

∫Ω

'3p|D2(u
2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx

≤ cp∫Ω

'3p|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx+2cp(n+p)∫Ω

'3p−1u
2n−p

3p |D2(u
2(n+p)

3p )| 3p−22 |∇'||∇u| dx

≤ cp∫Ω

'3p|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx

+2cp(n+p)

(
∫Ω

'3p|D2(u
2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx

) 3p−2

3p
(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
) 1

3p
(
∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
) 1

3p

≤ cp∫Ω

'3p|Δ(u 2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx+"∫Ω

'3p|D2(u
2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx

+C"

(
∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx+∫Ω

'3pun−2p|∇u|3p dx
)

for some 0 < " < 1, where C" > 0 depends only on n, p, and ". Absorbing the second term on the right-hand
side in the left-hand side, estimating the first term by (1.7) and the fourth term by (1.3), we obtain the weighted
estimate

∫Ω

'3p|D2(u
2(n+p)

3p )| 3p2 dx ≤ c7
(
∫Ω

'3pun|∇Δu|p dx+∫Ω

|∇'|3pun+p dx
)

(3.15)

with a constant c7 > 0 depending on n, p, and d. Following the steps for (3.11) and using (3.15) we finally obtain
(3.14). �
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