GLOBAL POINTWISE ESTIMATES FOR GREEN’'S MATRIX OF SECOND
ORDER ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS

KYUNGKEUN KANG AND SEICK KIM

AsstracT. We establish global pointwise bounds for the Green’s mdn divergence
form, second order elliptic systems in a domain under theraption that weak solutions
of the system vanishing on a portion of the boundary satisfgreain local boundedness
estimate. Moreover, we prove that such a local boundedrséissate for weak solutions of
the system is equivalent to the usual global pointwise bdanthe Green’s matrix. In the
scalar case, such an estimate is a consequence of De GiosgrNash theory and holds
for equations with bounded measurable fioents in arbitrary domains. In the vectorial
case, one need to impose certain assumptions on thigctem@s of the system as well as
on domains to obtain such an estimate. We present a unifiedagpvalid for both the
scalar and vectorial cases and discuss several applisaifayur result.

1. INTRODUCTION
In this article, we are concerned with the Green’s matrixelitiptic systems
m m n
(1.1) Diljul == Do(AFD), i=1...m
=1 =1 ap=1

in a (possibly unbounded) domdnhc R", n > 3. We assume that the d@ieients are mea-
surable functions defined in the whole sp&Cesatisfying the strong ellipticity condition

m n m n
12) > AP =y Y YA = e’ veerR™  vxeRr”,
i,j=lap=1 i=1 a=1
and also the uniform boundedness condition

(1.3) Z Z

i,j=lap=1

2
A-”jﬁ(x)‘ <v?2 VxeR"
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for some constant € (0, 1]. We do not assume the the ¢beients are symmetric. We will
later impose some further assumptions on the operator bepécitly on its coéficients.

In the scalar case (i.em = 1), the Green’s matrix becomes a scalar function and is
usually called the Green’s function. It is well known thag¢ tGreen’s functiors(x, y) is
nonnegative i2 and for allx, y € Q with x # y, we have

(1.4) G(xy) < Klx—y*™,
whereK is a constant depending on the dimensioaind the ellipticity constant of the

operator; se€ [14]/[12]. It is also known thatCfis a bounded domain satisfying the
uniform exterior cone condition, then for adly € Q with x # y, we have

(1.5) G(x.y) < Kd|x—y>™"™;  dy = dist(y, 59),
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whereK anda € (0, 1) are constants depending onlymry, andQ; see[12]. The methods
used in[14] and[12] rely heavily on the Harnack’s inequadind the maximum principle
and does not work for the general vectorial case. By assuth@ig is a bounded?
domain and the cdicients of the operator are uniformly continuous(in(or belong to
VMO), Dolzmann and Muller([6] proved the global estimdtedlin the vectorial setting.
It should be noted that Fuchs [7, 8] obtained a similar resaittier, but under a stronger
assumption that the cfiicients are Holder continuous. Recently, Hofmann and Kigj [1
derived the existence of a Green’s matrix in an arbitrary @iomunder the assumption
that weak solutions of the system satisfy interior Holdemtmuity estimates. They also
derived various estimates for the Green’s matrix of suchstéesy, including an interior
version of the estimat€(1.4), which was applied to the dgarakent of the layer potential
method for equations with complex dieients in [1]. Their method is interesting because
it works for both scalar and vectorial cases, but howeves; thd not attempt to derive the
global estimate$ (1.4) dr (1.5) for the Green’s matrix intbetorial setting.

The goal of this article is to present how one can derive aaijlebtimate correspond-
ing to (I.4) for Green’s matrix of the elliptic systenis {lid)a domainQ using a local
boundedness estimate for the weak solutions of the systamhiag on a portion of the
boundary; see Conditiol (IIB) below for the precise statenoéithe local boundedness
estimate. In fact, we show that such a local boundednessastis a necessary andisu
cient condition for the Green’s matrix of the system to hagdodal pointwise bound like
(@T.4). We will also show how to derive a global estimate |{k€Gj for Green’s matrix of
the elliptic system[(T]1) in a domaid by using a local Holder continuity estimate for the
solutions of the system vanishing on a portion of the bound&; see Condition[{LH)
below for the statement of the local Holder estimate, asd &ie condition[(CH) in Re-
mark{3.11, which is a little bit weaker. The novelty of our Was in presenting a unifying
method that re-proves the global estimafes](1.4) (bi5)he Green’s function for
the uniformly elliptic operators with bounded measuraldefiicients as well as the cor-
responding estimates for the Green’s matrix of the ellipyistems[{Z]1), for instance, in
a boundedC! domain with uniformly continuous or VMO cdiécients. Moreover, it has
other interesting applications td°-perturbation of diagonal systems in a domain satisfy-
ing the uniform exterior cone condition, elliptic systenadisfying Legendre-Hadamard
condition in a bounde@€?! domain with principal cofiicients in VMO and lower order
terms inL>, Stokes systems in a three-dimensional Lipschitz domédrn, see Sectionl 4
below. As a matter of fact, application to°-perturbation of diagonal systems in a do-
main satisfying the uniform exterior cone condition shole power and flexibility of our
method since that result does not seem to follow from othemknmethods, such as that
based on th&P theory by Dolzmann and Muller [6].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Secfibn 2, meotuce some notations

and definitions including our definition of the Green’s matf the system[{T]1) irf2.
In Sectior B, we give precise statement of the conditiongeoring the local estimates
for weak solutions of the systems and state our main theorémSectior 4, we present
applications of our main results. The proofs of our main tesare given in Section 5 and
a technical lemma is proved in Appendix.

Finally, a few remarks are in order. We do not treat the ¢case2 in our paper. In
two dimension, the Green’s matrix has logarithmic growtld aequires some ffierent
methods; see [6] and alsal [5]. As a matter of fact, the mettsed in this paper breaks
down and does not work in that case. By this reason, the twemkional case will be
discussed in a separate papéer [4], where we will also trearabplic extension of our
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results. As alluded earlier, the mainffdrence between our result and that[of/[13] is that
they were mostly concerned with the Green’s matrix &™aperturbed diagonal systems
in the whole spac®&" and focused on interior estimates of the Green’s matrixevbilr
paper is mainly concerned with the global estimates [ikd)(and [1.5), which we believe
are quite more useful in practice, especially in the veatarase. In[[2], Auscher and
Tchamitchian introduced the “Dirichlet property (D)” in moection with the Gaussian
estimates for the heat kernel of the operatowhich is very similar to the conditiof (TIH)
of this article. We would like to hereby thank Pascal Ausd¢bekindly informing us about

the paper[2].

2. NotarioNs AND DEFINITIONS

Let L be an elliptic operator acting on column vector valued fiomstu = (u?, ..., u™T"
defined on a domaif2 c R", n > 3, in the following way:

Lu = -D,(A” Dgu),

where we use the usual summation convention over repeadextsw, 8 = 1,...,n, and

A% = A%(x) aremx mmatrix valued functions oR" with entriesAﬁﬁ that satisfy the con-
ditions [1.2) and[{1]3). Notice that tlr¢th component of the column vectbu coincides
with 3, Lijuj in (I.71). The adjoint operatdir of L is defined by

Lu = -D,(‘A”D;u),

where'A” = (A*)T;i.e.,'A” = AL". We use the same function space?(Q) as in [13].
For reader’s convenience, we reproduce the definition below

Definition 2.1. For an open seR c R" (n > 3), the spacer*?(Q) is defined as the
family of all weakly diferentiable functions e L2V("-2(Q), whose weak derivatives are
functions inL?(Q). The spac&/’?(Q) is endowed with the norm

lullyr2(qy = llullzve-2(q) + [IDUllL2q).

We defineYé’z(Q) as the closure a£(Q) in Y12(Q), whereC(Q) is the set of all infin-
itely differentiable functions with compact supportgin

Remark2.2. If |Q| < oo, then Holder’s inequality implie¥>?(Q) c W*2(Q). In the case
Q = R", we havey*?(R") = Yé’z(R”). Notice that by the Sobolev inequality, it follows that

(2.3) llull2ve-2q) < C(MIIDUllz), YU € Ya(€).
Therefore, we havvy2(Q) c Y3 2(Q) andWyA(Q) = Ya2(Q) if Q] < co; see [15].

Definition 2.4. Let = ¢ Q andu be aY*?(Q) function. We say tha vanishes (or write
u=0)onXif uis alimitin Y*?(Q) of a sequence of functions &°(Q \ X).

Notation2.5. We denote by (Q) the family of all L*(Q) functions with compact sup-
ports inQ. Notice thatL®(Q) = L*(Q) if Q is bounded.

Notation2.6. We denoteQgr(x) = Q N Br(X) andZr(X) = dQ N Br(x) for anyR > 0. We
abbreviat€)r = Qr(X) andXr = 2r(X) if the pointx is well understood in the context.

Definition 2.7. We say that amx m matrix valued functior(x, y), with entriesGi; (x, y)
defined on the sd{x,y) € Q x Q : x # y}, is a Green’s matrix ok in Q if it satisfies the
following properties:
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i) G(-y) € W-L(Q) andLG(.,y) = 6,I for ally € Q, in the sense that

loc
@8 [ ADGKCYD = ). VB = (60T € C@),

i) G(-,y) € YL2(Q\ B (y)) for all y € Q andr > 0 andG(-, y) vanishes 0@dQ.
iy Forany f = (f1,..., fMT € LY(Q), the functionu given by

2.9) w9 = [ 60910y
belongs toYy*(Q) and satisfied.u = f in the sense that
(2.10) fAﬁﬁD,yuiDﬁq)j = f flgl, Ve =(o'....6™" € CO(Q).
Q Q

We note that part iii) of the above definition gives the uniggss of a Green’s matrix;
seel[13]. We shall hereafter say tl@&(ix, y) is “the” Green’s matrix ol in Q if it satisfies
all the above properties.

3. MAIN RESULTS

The following condition, which hereafter shall be refertedas [LB), is used to obtain
pointwise bounds for the Green’s matfx, y) of L in Q.

Condition (LB). There existRyax € (0,0] and Ny > 0 such that for alx € Q, R €
(0, Rmay, andf e L*(Qgr(X)), the following holds: Ifu € W*?(Qg(x)) is a weak solution
of eitherLu = f or'Lu = f in Qr(X) and vanishes ofAr(X), then we have

(LB) Ul (@qz) < No (R™2Ullzq) + Rollfllo@q) i Qr == Qr(X).
Notation3.1 We use the convention- co = co for ¢ > 0 and Jco = 0.

Remarl3.2. By using a standard covering argument, it is easy to seettbatinstaniRyax
in the condition[(LB) is interchangeable withRyax for any fixedc € (0, o), possibly at the
cost of changing the constag in the condition[(CB) byK - No, whereK = K(n,c) > 0.

Theorem 3.3. Assume the conditiofitB) and letG(x, y) be the Green’s matrix of L ifR.
Then we have

(3.4) |G(xY) <Clx-y*" forall x,ye Q satisfying 0 < |X— Y| < Rnax
where C= C(n, m, v, Np).

The following condition[(TH) combines two conditions thatpeared as the properties
(H) and (H),. in [13]. It means that weak solutions bfi = 0 andlLu = 0in B c Q are
locally Holder continuous ifB with an exponento.

Notation3.5. We denotea A b = min(a, b) anddy = dist(x, Q).

Condition (IH). There exisjug € (0,1], R. € (0, o], andN; > 0 such that for alk € Q
andR e (0,dy A Re), the following holds: Ifu € W?(Bg(x)) is a weak solution of either
Lu =0 or'Lu = 0 in Br(X), then we have

n—2+2u
(IH) f IDUp? < Nl(f) f DU for 0<r<s<R
By (X) S Bo(X)



GREEN'’S MATRIX 5

Theorem 3.6. Assume the conditioffd) and (CB). Then, the Green’s matri&(x, y) of L
in Q exists and satisfies the estim®4)with C = C(n, m, v, Np). Also, the Green’s matrix
'G(x, y) of the adjoint operatolL in Q exists and we have

3.7) G(xy) ='G(y.x)", YxyeQ, x#y.
Moreover, the Green’s matri®(x, y) satisfies the estimate
(3.8) IG(, Vlvizg, )y < Cr™2, Vr e (0,Rnay, YYeQ,

where C= C(n,m, v, Np).

The following theorem says that the converse of Thedreins3abso true if we assume
the condition[(TH).

Theorem 3.9. Assume the conditiofiH) and letG(x, y) be the Green’s matrix of L if.
Suppose there exists,k € (0, o] such that for all xy € Q satisfying0 < [X — Y| < Rmnax
we have

(3.10) IG(x, y)| < Colx—yI*™".
Then the conditioB) is satisfied with the same&and Ny = No(n, m, v, Cp).

Remark3.11 In fact, one can replace the conditignlIH) in Theofen 3.6 &Eneoreni 3.0
by the following condition[(TH): There exisj € (0, 1], R. € (0, ], andCqy > 0 such that
if u e W-?(Bgr(X)) is a weak solution of eithdru = 0 or'Lu = 0 in Br(X), wherex € Q

and 0< R < dy A R, then we have
1/2
(M) [Wow East) < CoRH ( f |u|2) .
Br(x)

Here, U]cwo(sg,) denotes the usual Holder seminorm. It is not hard to seecthradition

([H) implies (IH) with Co = Co(n, m, v, uo, N1) and the samgy andR.. As a matter of fact,

the conditions[{TH) and (TP are equivalent under our basic assumptions on the operator
L; see[[13, Lemma 2.3]. However, the conditibnitdoes not imply[(IH), for instance,

in the presence of lower order terms in the operatoin this sense [(If is a weaker
condition. We point out that the properties (H) and,gkin [L3] can be replaced entirely

by the condition[(TH), without afecting the conclusion of the main theorem<’in [13].

The following condition, which hereafter shall be referteds [[H), is a combination
of (TH) and another condition that appeared as the propBity (n [13].

Condition (LH). There exisjg € (0, 1], Rnax € (0, o], andN; > 0 such that for alk € Q
andR € (0, Rnay, the following holds: Ifu € W*?(Qg(x)) is a weak solution of either
Lu = 0 or'Lu = 0 in Qr(X) and vanishes ofr(X), then we have

r n—2+2,u
(LH) f IDup? < Nl(—) f IDUR for 0<r<s<R
M S Qs(%)

Remark3.12 In the condition[(LH), the constaiaxis interchangeable with- Ryax for
any fixedc € (0, =), possibly at the cost of changing the constdntn the condition[(TH)
by K - N1, whereK = K(n,c) > 0.

It will be shown in Appendix that{LH) implied(LIB). Also, itsi obvious that[{LH)
implies (IH). Therefore if [LH) is satisfied, then by Theor&h@, the Green’s matrix
G(x,y) of L in Q exists and satisfies the estimdte13.4). The following theoasserts that
in fact, in such a case, a better estimate®¢x, y) is available near the boundasy.
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Theorem 3.13. Assume the conditioftH) and letG(x,y) be the Green’s matrix of L in
Q. Then for all xy € Q satisfying0 < |X — Y| < Rnax We have

(3.14) IG(x, )| < C{dy A [x = yI}*{dy A [x = yIJ*°Ix =y~ 2o,
where C= C(n,m, v, up, N1). If Rnax < o0 andQ is bounded, then for all,y € Q with
X # Yy, we have the estima@I4)with C = C(n, m, v, uo, N1, Rmax/ diamq).

Remark3.15 It will be clear from the proof of Theorem 3113 (s€e (3.39§n4) that we
in fact have the following estimate, which is slightly stgem than[(3.14): For ak,y € Q
with X # y, we have

IGOGY)I < Cldx A X =yl A Rmax}”o{dy A X =Y A Rnaxd"{Ix =yl A Rmax}z_n_z'uo,
whereC = C(n, m, v, uo, Ny).

Remark3.16 The following condition[(LH) can be used as a substitute for {(LH) in The-
orem[3.1IB: There existy € (0, 1], Rnax € (0, ], andCp > 0 such that for alk € Q and
R € (0, Rmay, the following holds: Ifu € W2(Qg(x)) is a weak solution of eithdru = 0
orLu = 0 in Qr(x) and vanishes oAR(X), then we have

1/2
(LH") [Ulcro(Bra(a) < CoR™ (]{: ( )Iﬂlz) . where U= yoqU.

Br(X

It is not hard to verify that the conditioR_(IH) impliels (THwith Co = Co(n, m, v, o, Ny)
and the samgy andRmax Also, it can be easily seen that the condition () khplies both
the conditions[{CB) and(If. We note that the conditiof.(I’Mis, however, weaker than

condition [CH) in general. From the proof of Theorém 3.13shibuld be clear that the
conclusion of Theorem 3.13 remains the same under a weakditiom (CH).

4. AppLICATIONS OF MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Scalar case.In the scalar case (i.em; = 1), both conditions{LB) and(IH) are sat-
isfied with Ryax = o0 andNg = Np(n,v) in any domainQ; see e.g.,[[11]. Also, in the
scalar case, the Green’s matrices are nonnegative scataids; se€ [12]. Therefore, the
following corollary is an immediate consequence of ThedBe@n

Corollary 4.1. If m = 1, then for any domai@ c R", the Green’s function (X, y) of L in
Q exists and satisfies

(4.2) G(xy) <CIx—yP™", VxyeQ, x#y,
where C= C(n, v) is a universal constant independentf

Remark4.3. Corollary[4.] is widely known (see e.gl, [12,114]). Howe\ieishould be
mentioned that unliké [12,14], we do not need to assumeQhsatounded.

Also, in the scalar case, the conditin (LH) is satisfie isatisfies the conditiofi {S),
the definition of which is given below. In fact, lifis a smallL*-perturbation of a diagonal
system, then the condition (ILH) is satisfied wheneYeatisfies the condition]S); séé.2
below.

Condition (S). There exist > 0 andR; € (0, co] such that
(S) IBR() \ QI > 6Br(X)l, ¥Yx€Q, VRE (0,Ra).

The following corollary is then an easy consequence of TéeE. 13.
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Corollary 4.4. Assume nx 1 and let @x, y) be the Green’s function of L 2, whereQ is
a domain satisfying the conditiq®). Then, Gx, y) satisfies the estimatg.2). Moreover,
for all x,y € Q satisfying0 < [x — y| < Ry, we have

(45) G(x.Y) < Cldy A [x = YI}**{dy A [x = yI*|x — yf* 20,

where C= C(n, v, 8) andug = uo(n, v, 6). If Ry < 0o andQ is bounded, then for all,y € Q
with x # y, we have the estima@.F)with C = C(n, v, 0, Ry/ diamQ).

Example 4.6. Q = R satisfies the conditionE](S) with= 1/2 andR, = . Therefore,
Corollaryl4:3 implies that for alk,y € R with x # y, we have

G(x,y) < Cldx A Ix = YIF*{cy A [x = yI}*|x — yj* "%,
whereC = C(n,v) andug = uo(n, v).
4.2. L=-perturbation of diagonal systems. Let a®?(x) be scalar functions satisfying
n
(4.7) aP (st = volg”, VEER, > [a¥(9 <2
ap=1

for all x e R" with some constanyy € (0, 1]. Assume tha€ satisfies the conditioR]S) and
let Alf’jﬁ(x) be the co#ficients of the operatdr. We denote

(4.8) & = sup{zm: zn:
i,j=lap=1

12
2

AL() - a (95 } :
XeRN
wheres;; is the usual Kronecker delta symbol. By [13, Lemma 4.6],étexists a number
& = &(n, vo,0) such that if& < &, then the conditio (LH) is satisfied Hyin Q with
parametergo = uo(n, vo, d), N1 = N1(n, m, v, 8), andRmax = Ra. Therefore, the following
corollary is another easy consequence of Thedrein 3.6 anol&mg3.1B.

Corollary 4.9. Let &?(x) satisfy the conditiod.7). Assume tha® satisfies the condition
(3) and let& be defined as if4.8), where ,ﬁﬁ(x) are the cogicients of the operator L.
There existgy = &o(n, vo, 6) such that if& < &, then the Green’s matrigg(x, y) of L in Q
exists and for all xy € Q satisfying0 < |x —y| < Ry, we have

(4.10) GO Y)I < Cld A [x = I {dy A [x = yiy*Ix— i "3,

where C= C(n,m,vg,8) andug = po(n, vo, 0). If Ry < o0 andQ is bounded, then for all
X,y € Q such that %+ y, we have the estimafd.10)with C = C(n, m, vo, 8, Ra/ diamQ).

Example 4.11.LetQ = {x € R" : X, > ¢(X)}, wherex = (X, x,) andg : R™! —» Ris a
Lipschitz function with the Lipschitz constakt ThenQ satisfies the conditiof [S) with

0 = 0(n,K) andR, = . If L is a smallL*-perturbation of a diagonal system in the sense
of Corollary[4.9, then the Green’s mati&(x, y) of L in Q exists and we have

IG(x, V)| < C{dy A [X = YIF°{dy A X = YIFOIx — Y220, ¥xyeQ, Xx#Y,

whereC = C(n, m, v, K) andug = uo(n, vo, K).
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4.3. Systems with VMO codficients. For a measurable functiohonR", we set

ws(f) := supsup [f(y) - fuc|dy, V6> 0; f_x,rzf f.
) Br(x)

XeR" r<é JB(X

We say thatf belongs to VMO if limy_o ws(f) = 0; seel[16].

If the coeficients A% of the operatolL are functions in VMO satisfyind (11.2)[{1.3)
and ifQ is a bounded! domain, then the conditiof (IH) is satisfied with parametgrs
N, andRmax depending o2 andws(A%) as well as om, m, v. Therefore, we have the
following corollary of Theoreri 3.13.

Corollary 4.12. Let Q be a bounded Edomain. Suppose the gfieients A% of the
operator L belong to VMO and satisfy the conditiqds?), (T.3). Then for all xy € Q
with X # y, we have

IG(X. )| < Cdy A [x = YIJ{dy A [x = yIJ|x — y[2 20,
where C andlg are constants depending onm, v, Q, andw;(A%).

In the above corollary, one may assume th4t satisfy the weaker Legendre-Hadamard
condition and may even include lower order terms in the dper®lore precisely, let

(4.13) Lau = —D,(A%Dsu) + D,(B®U) + BD,u + Cu + Au,
whereA”, B, B®, andC arem x m matrix valued functions oR" satisfying
Q j el 2|12 .
AP e, > V€] In|", YEER™, YpeR", ¥xeR"

n n
SlaE vz S (I8, « eI ) [l <

apB=1 a=1

(4.14)

for some constant € (0, 1], andA is a scalar constant.

Corollary 4.15. Let Q be a bounded Edomain and let the operator,Lbe defined as
in (4.13)with the cogicients satisfying the conditiorfd.14) We assume further that the
leading cogficients A% belong to VMO. There exist > 0 such that if1 > Ao, then the
Green’s matrixG(x, y) of L, in Q exists and for all xy € Q with x # y, we have

IG(%, V)| < C{d A Ix = yI}*{dy A [x = yIJ*°Ix =y,
where the constanjg and C depend on,m, v, Q, 1, andw;(A%).

To give a sketch of proof for Corollafy 4115, first we note tfatsufficiently largeaq,
we have the solvability of the following problem ¥#(Q)™ = Wy 2(Q)™

Lu= f in Q
u=0 on 09,

wheref € LZ(Q). In particular, one can construct the “averaged Greentsixiac’(x, y)

of L, in Q by following the argument in_[13§4]. Also, it is not hard to see that the
condition [LH) in Remark 3.1 is satisfied in this case. In particular, westiae condition
(CB). We point out that these are all the ingredients neededdnstruction of the Green’s
matrix G(x, y) of L, in Q. Then by modifying the proofs of TheorémB.6 and Thedrem|3.13
one can prove the above corollary; see Rerhark 3.16. Thdglataileft the the reader.

Remark4.16 In Corollary[ZI2 and Corollafy 4,15, the conditions®fand A% can be
relaxed. We may assume thatis a bounded Lipschitz domain with afSaiently small
Lipschitz constant, ands(A®) is also stiiciently small for some > 0; see e.g.[]2].
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4.4. Stationary Stokes system.Let Q ¢ R3 be a bounded Lipschitz domain with con-
nected boundary. We consider the stationary Stokes system

(4.17) —Au+Vp=0, divu=0 in Q.

It is known that the conditior {LH) is satisfied in this segfirsee [17] and alsd [3]. We
also note that Caccioppoli’s inequalities are availabletfie system[(4.17). Then again,
by modifying the proof of Theorem 3.1L3, one can prove theofeihg corollary.

Corollary 4.18. LetQ c R® be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary. Let
G be the Green’s matrix of the stationary Stokes syqtefdif)in Q. Then for all xy € Q
with x # y, we have

(4.19) IG(x, V)| < Celx A Ix = YI**{dy A Ix = yI}Ix =y =%
for some positive constants C angldepending oif.

We remark that estimaté {4]19) of the Green’s matrices ferLthimé system and the
Stokes system were recently shown'ih [3] by fietent method to ours.

5. Proors oF MAIN THEOREMS

5.1. Proof of Theorem[3.3. Let R € (0, Rnay andy € Q be arbitrary, but fixed. Assume
that f € L*(Q) is supported if2r(y) and letu be defined by[(2]9). Notice that we may
takeu in place of¢ in (Z.10). Then by[(Z]3) we have

(5.1) llull vy < ClIDUllLz(y < ClifllLzveagy < CRE™ZIfllLs @ng))-

Also, notice from Remark 212 that € W*?(Qg(y)). Thereforeu is a weak solution of
TLu = f in Qr(y) vanishing onZx(y) and thus, by the conditiob (IIB) we have

(5.2) Ul @rz6) < No (R™ZI1Ullz(uy + ROl e -
Then by [5.2),[(511), and Holder's inequality, we derive
(5.3) UL @ra0) < CRI L @r)-

Hence, by[(Z19) and[(3.3), we conclude that

f G(.y)f
Qr(Y)

Therefore, by duality, we conclude from (b.4) that

(5.5) IGC. Vlixanyy < CR.

Next, notice thaf{LB) implies that fax € Q andR € (0, Rnay, if v € W2(Qr(X)) is a
weak solution olLv = 0 in Qr = Qr(X) vanishing onz(x), then we have

(5.4) < CRIfllto@nep. YT € L¥(QR(Y)).

IMIL=(@r2) < NoR™2IMlL2(0-
Then, by a standard argument (see €e.gl, [10, pp. 80-82])swehale
(5.6) IMIL=(@r2) < CoR™PIVILe(@r),  YP > 0,

where the constarit, depends om, No, andp.

Now, for anyx € Q such that O< |X —y| < Rpax/2, SetR := 2|x —y|/3. Notice that
Definition[Z.7 implies thaG(-, y) € WH2(Qr(x)) and satisfies G(-, y) = 0 weakly inQg(X)
andG(-,y) = 0 onZg(x). Therefore, by[(5)6) and(3.5), we have

(5.7) IG(X.y)| < CRMIGC. V)l @nrg) < CRIGE WllLt@ameyy < CR™
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We have thus shown that
IG(x,y)l < CIx—y>™" forall x,y € Q satisfying 0< |X — Y| < Rnax/2,
whereC = C(n, m, v, Np). The theorem then follows from Remark13.2. n

5.2. Proof of Theorem[3.6. The existence of the Green’s matric@&, y) and!G(x, y) as
well as the identity[(3]7) is a consequence of the condilid Gee [13, Theorem 4.1] and
[13, Eq. (4.34)]. Then, by Theordm 8.3, the conditionl(LB)lgis the estimaté(3.4). Also,
by [13, Eq. (4.24)], we find that the estimate [N {3.8) is vdtid0 < r < (dy A R;)/2. To
give a full proof of [3.8), we need to make use of the estiniai#) @nd adapt the arguments
used in[[13] as follows.

Forp > 0, letG(-,y) € Yé’z(Q) be the averaged Green’s matrixloin Q as constructed
in [13], §4.1]. Notice that by([13, Eq. (4.3)], we have

(5.8) fAFYjﬁDﬁG?k(',y)Daui =JC u, Yue YoX(Q).
Q Q)

Also, by [13, Eq. (4.2)], we have

(5:9) IDG(-, )iz < CIQ,()IE/2 < o2,

whereC = C(n, m,v). Denote byH the Hilbert space(é’z(Q)m with the inner product

(u,v>:=ch,uiDavi.
Q

For all f € LY (), the linear functional

W»—>ff-w
Q

is bounded ofil. Hence, by the Lax-Milgram lemma there is a unigue H satisfying
(5.10) Lpﬁﬁoﬁwi D U = fQ f.ow, YweH.

Thus, if we setwv to be thek-th column ofG°(-, y) in (5.10), we obtain fron{(5]8) that
(5.11) LGipk(-,y)fi = wa) uk.

P

Also, if we setw = u in (5.10), it follows from [Z.8) that
(5.12) ||U|||_2n/(n—2)(Q) < C||Du||,_2(Q) < C||f|||_2n/(n+2)(Q).

Let us now assume thdtis supported ifdg := Qgr(y), wherey € Q andR € (0, Rnay)
are arbitrary, but fixed. Notice thate W-?(Qg) andu is a weak solution dfu = f in Qg
vanishing onzy. Therefore, the conditiof (IB) implies that

Ul @) < No (RT2lUllizagy + Rl @) -
On the other hand {5.112) and Holder's inequality yields
Iullizory < CREZIIF lILs(n)
By combining the above two inequalities, we obtain
(5.13) Ulls(@r) < CRIlls(an)-
Then, by [5.1l1) and (5.13) we derive

lf G ()F| < CRIIf @y, YT eL™(Qr). Vpe(O.R/2).
Qr




GREEN'’S MATRIX 11

Therefore, by duality, we conclude that
IG° (. Mlleny < CR. Vo € (0.R/2).

Now, for anyx € Q such that O< [X — y| < Rmax/2, let us takeR := 2|x — y|/3. Notice that
if p < R/2, thenG (-, y) € W-?(Qr(X)) and satisfied G°(-,y) = 0 in Qr(X) and vanishes
onZr(X). Therefore, as if(5l7), we have

IG°(x, y)| < CRIG (-, YlILr@an(yy) < CR™
We have thus proved that for anyy € Q satisfying 0< |X — y| < Rnax/2, we have
(5.14) IG(xY) < Clx=y*™", Vo <Ix=yI/3,
whereC = C(n, m, v, Np).
Next, fix anyr € (0, Rnax/2) and letv, be thek-th column ofG°(-, y), wherek = 1,...,m
and O< p < r/6. Letn be a smooth function oR" satisfying

(5.15) 0<n<1, mp=1onR"\B(y), n=0o0nB(y), and |Dnl<4/r.

We setu = 7%v, in (5.8) and then us€(5.114) to obtain

(5.16) f 7oy, <c f Ionfv,|* < cr? f Ix - y2@ " dx < Cr2 ™,
Q Q Br (V\Br/2(y)

Therefore, by[(5.15)[(213), anld (5]16), we obtain
HVp| < C”D(UVp)”,_z(Q) < Cr@n/2

provided that O< p < r/6. On the other hand, jf > r/6, then[[5.D) implies

o are oy < [Mollno o)

< C|Dv gy < CHE2

Vo] L -2\ B, (y) = Ivol

By combining the above two estimates, we obtain

|_2n/(n72)(Q)

(5.17) IG (., Y)llzvo-aag, gy < Cré™2, Vr € (0,Rmax/2), Vp > 0.
Notice from [5.16) and (5.15) that for©p < r/6, we have
IDG (-, Y)llz@gr ) < Cr&™2,
In the case whep > r/6, we obtain from[(519) that
IDG (.Yl gy < IDG(CY)llyq) < Co® M2 < Criem2,
By combining the above two inequalities, we obtain
(5.18) IDG (. Yllizg )y < Cr%™2,  Vr e (0,Rnax/2), Yp > 0.

Notice from [13, Eq. (4.19)] that there exists a sequelpgE? tending to zero such

thatG(-,y) — G(-,y) weakly in Y2%(Q \ B(y)) for all r > 0. Therefore,[[318) follows
from (5.17), [5.1B), and the obvious fact tftax/2 andRyax are comparable to each other
in the case wheRmax < o0. The proof is complete. [ |
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5.3. Proof of Theorem[3.9. As we mentioned in the proof of Theorém13.6, the condition
(IH) implies the existence of the Green’s matri€g&, y) and'G(x,y) in Q and also the
identity (3.7). Hence, if5(x, y) satisfies the estimate(3]10), then so d&{s,y). There-
fore, by the symmetry, it is enough to profe(LB) for weak $iolus of Lu = f.

Let x € Q andR € (0, Rnay be given. Assume that € W-2(Qg(x)) is a weak solution
of Lu = f in Qr(X) vanishing onzZr(X), wheref € L*(Qgr(X)). Then, we have

(5.19) AT DU DW= f fiwl,  vw e WH(Qr(x)).
Qr(X) Qr(X)

Let G°(-,y) be the averaged Green’s matrix loin Q as in the proof of Theorefn 3.6.
Setv = Zu, where/ is a smooth cutd function onR" satisfying

(5.20) 0<¢ <1, suppcBga(X), ¢=1o0nBsrs(x), and |D{|<16/R
Notice thatv € Y, () and thus, by{{518), we obtain

G2 f k= [ APDGLEMDL ¢ [ AYDLGLE D

On the other hand, notice the®” (-, y) € Wy *(Qr(x)). Hence, if we setv to be thek-th
column ofZ/G°(-, y), then by [5.IB), we obtain

(5.22) D UG (- y)Dst + » APD,ULD,G () = f )gfiG/J?k(.,y).
R(X

Qr(X) Qr(X
Recall that supp c Br/2(X). Therefore, by combining (5.21) arfld (5.22), we obtain

(5.23) Q(y)gukz fg AP DG (- Y)U'Dad - fg APG (-, y)Dot Dyl + fg (FIGL ()
=i+ 1+ 13

Now, assume that € Qg/4(x). Notice from [5.2D) that we have digtéuppD¢) > R/8.
Setr = R/8 A (dy A R). By [13, Eq. (4.17)] and [13, Eq. (4.19)], there exists awsstpe
{outoa tending to zero such th&(-,y) — G(-,y) weakly inW9(B(y)) for q € (1, =)

andG(-,y) — G(-,y) weakly inY;*(Q \ Br(y)). Notice that

li+12= A DG (- Y)UDuL ~ f )Aﬁﬂe‘,-’k(-,y)Daui Dy¢;

Q\Bi(y) Q\B(y,

|3=f §f"G’jk(-,y)+f (PG (Y).
Q\B,(y) Br(y)
Therefore, by taking limits if(5.23) and usirig(3.20), wedéor almost ally € Qg/4(X),

5:24) U0) = [ APDGKNUDL - [ ATGKEYDNDE+ [ £F1GK(.y)
=11+ 15 +13

DenoteAgr(y) = Qarya(y) \ Br/s(y). By using Holder’s inequality an@{5.20) we obtain

< CRYIDG(:, Y)llLz(axy)) lUllL2 (g2 (0

< CRYIG(, Ylltz(anty)) IDUllz@ma(0)-

’
Il

’
|2

and

3] < CIGC, Ml @apaty 1 Tl @r200)-
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DenoteAg(y) = Qr(Y) \ Brss(y). Observe tha(-.y) € W*2(Ag(y)) and it satisfies
LG(-,y) = 0 weakly inAg(y) and vanishes 0AQ N dAr(y). Then by the Caccioppoli's
inequality and the estimate (3]110), we obtain

IDG( Vliczqaney) < CRUIGE Vllizaney < CRZ2.
Therefore, we have
(5.25) |I7] < CR™2|lullLz0q(x)-

By settingw = »?u in (5.19), wherey € CZ(Bgr(x)) is a cut-df function such tha = 1 on
Br/2(X) and|Dr| < 4/R, and use a standard argument, we derive

| ousc | pguEec [ it
QR(X) QR(X) Qr(%)
By the Sobolev inequality, Holder’s inequality, and Cayislinequality, we obtain
& _
f I flinul < S IDEIUIEz g0y + C& T o)
Qr(X)

= 8[ IDyPIu? + & f 71D + Ce R e 00y
Qr(X) Qr(X)

By choosings small enough, we then obtain
f DU <C | IDyPul® + CR™IIf I qn00)-
Qr(X) Qr(X)

Therefore, by using the estimale (3.10) we derive

(5.26) 15] < CR™||Ull 200y + CRIIF Il (e(x)-

By using the estimaté (3.1.0) again, we also obtain

(5.27) |é < CR2||f|||_m(QR(X)).

By combining above estimatds (51 2%), (3.26), dnd (5.27)covelude from[(5.24) that
(5.28) Ul @raey < C (R™2NUllzeey + R Flle@a) -

whereC = C(n,m,v,Cyp). Since [5.2B) holds for akk € Q andR € (0, Rnay), We obtain
(CB) by a standard covering argument. |

5.4. Proof of Theorem[3.13. Notice that by LemmBa®l1 and TheorEml3.6, we have

(5.29) IG(x.y)I < Colx— Yy if 0 <X~ Y| < Rpax
whereCq = Co(n, m, v, o, N1). To prove the estimaté(3.114), we first claim that
(5.30) IG(x, )| < Cldx A Ix = YIJIx = yP~"# if 0 < |x = Y| < Rax

whereC = C(n, m, v, up, N1). The following lemma is the key to provie (5130).

Lemma 5.31. Assume the conditiaftH). For R € (0, Rmaxy and xe Q such thatg < R/2,
let u e W-?(Qgr(x)) be a weak solution ofiL= 0 in Qg(x) vanishing on¥g(x). Then, we
have

(5.32) lu(¥)| < CALR™™2#0| DUl 2(0x(x)»
where C= C(n, m, v, uo, N1).
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Proof. Let (i be an extension af by zero onBgr(x) \ Q. Notice thatui"e W*2(Bgr(x)) and
Dl = yq:Du in Br(x). Then by the Poincaré’s inequality aid {LH), we find that &t
r € (0, R/2] andy € Bg/2(X), we have

f [6-0, < Crzf |D{|? = Crzf |Duf?
By (y) By (y) Q(y)

N+240 p—N+2—-2u 2
< Cr'eeR °||Du||L2(QR(X)).
Then by the Campanato’s characterization of Holder semispwe have
(5.33) cro(Brax) < CRYZ /DUl 20q0)-

For anyr € (dx, R/2), there is<' € Bgrj2(X) \ Q such thatx — x| = r. By (5.33) we obtain
u(x)| = [8(x) = G(<)| < CroR™27#0 Dull (g (x)-
By taking limitr — dy in the above inequality, we derivie(5132). |
Now we are ready to prove the clail (5.30). We may assumealthaix—y|/4 because

otherwise[(5.30) follows froni(5.29). We then $&£ |x —y|/2 andu to bek-th column of
G(-,y), fork=1,...,m, in Lemmd&5.3l to obtain

IG(x. )| < CACR™27IDG(, Ylizary;  R= X =YI/2.
On the other hand, sin€@r(X) € Q \ Br(y) andR < Rnax/2, we have by[(3]8) that
IDG(:, V)lliz(n) < IDGC iz@say)y < CRZV2.
By combining the above two inequalities, we find that
IG(x, )| < Calx -y "*e,

which implies [5.3D) since we assumg< |x — y|/4. We have proved the claim.

We prove the estimat€ (3114) usiig (3.30). Since the cam{{iH) is symmetric be-
tweenL and'L, by applying the above argument'®(x, y) and then interchangingandy,
we obtain, via the identity (317) and Remé&rk 3.12, that

(5.34) IG(x, )| < C{dy A [x=yIIx =y if 0 < [X— Y| < 2Rmax
y

Again, we may assume thdf < |x — y|/8 to prove [3.I4) because otherwige (8.14)
would follow from (5.34). We seR = |x — y|/4 andu to bek-th column ofG(,y), for
k=1,...,m, in Lemmd5.3M, and then use the Caccioppoli’s inequalityt@in

(5.35)  IG(x.Y)l < CA’R"™2IDG(-, Y)llL2(0n) < CHR ™2 IG(, YlIL2(0pm(x)-

Notice that for allz € Qur(X), we have R < |[z—y| < 6R. Therefore, by the assumption
R =[x —y|/4 and [5.34), we obtain

(5.36) IG(z. Y)I < Cldy A Ix=YIfIx = Y70, Yz e Qar(X).
By combining [5.3b) and (5.36), we obtain
IG(X, V)| < CA®Ix — y[{dy A [X = Y} x =y~ "Ho,

which implies [3.I4) since we assurdg < |x — y|/8. This completes the proof di (3114)
for all x,y € Q satisfying 0< [X — Y| < Rnax

Next, we prove the second part of the theorem. SuppPagg< o and diam) < co.
Let x, y be arbitrary but fixed points if2 satisfying|x — y| > Rnax/2. LetR = Rnax/4 andv
be thek-th column ofG(-,y) for k = 1, ..., m. Notice thatv € W*?(Qg(x)) andv is a weak
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solution ofLv =0 in Br(x) vanishing onZg(x). Hence, by[(5}6) wittp = 2n/(n - 2), we
have

IG( Wll=(@roy < CRZVZIG(, Y)lILano-2an0)-
Therefore, by the above estimate ajnd](3.8) we have
(5.37) IG(x, )l < CREV2IG(-, Y)llvez( gy < CRE™ < CREM,

On the other hand, if we s&® = Rnax/4 andu to be thek-th column of G(-,y) for
k=1,...,m in Lemmd5.3M, then by (3.8) again, we find thad,if< R/4 = Rnax/8, then

IG(X, )| < CAPR™2#|DG(., Yz < Ch?Renax .
By combining [5.3l7) and the above estimate, we derive tHeviig conclusion.
(5.38) IG(x, )| < C(dx A Rma)*°Rinax " whenever|x — Y| > Rax/2.
Then, by using[(5.38) and arguing similarly as above, weinbta
(5:39)  IG(X )| < C(dk A Rmad* (0 A Rmax)"*Rinax #° wheneverix -yl > Riax
Therefore, we conclude frorh (5]139) that for &l € Q satisfying|x — y| > Rnax We have
IG(x. )| < C{dx A [x = YI}*{dy A X = YI}**(Rinax/ diam)?~20|x — y|>~"-2o,

From the above estimate, we obtdin (3.14) in case ke > Ryax With the constan€
replaced by Rnayx/ diamQ)?"-2©C. Recall that we already havie (3114) in the case when
0 < [X—Y| < Rnax The proof is complete. ]

6. APPENDIX

Lemma 6.1. Assume the conditiofLH). For any pe (n/2, =], there exists a constant
C = C(n,m, v, ug, N1, p) such that for all xe Q, R € (0, Rnay, and f € LP(Qgr(x)), the
following holds: Ifu e W-?(Qg(X)) is a weak solution of eitheri.= f or Lu = f in
Qr(X) and vanishes oaR(x), then we have

62)  Ilullee@ry) < C(R™IUllion + R™PlIflio@e);  Qr = Qr(X).
In particular, the condition(CB) holds with the samefRxand Ny = No(n, m, v, uo, Ny).

Proof. We shall only consider the case whans a weak solution of.u = f since the
proof of the other case is identical. Throughout the prodf, denote byC a constant
depending on the prescribed parameters, v, p and also the numbersg, N; that appears
in the condition[(CH). As usual, the consta®imay vary from line to line.

Fix R < Rnax/4 and letu be a weak solution ofu = f in Qur = Q4r(Xp) vanishing
on 2R, Wheref € LP(Qur) with p € (n/2,]. Fix x € Qg ands € (0,R]. We write
u = v+ win Qg(x), wherev e W2(Qg(x)) is a weak solution ofv = 0 in Q¢(x) such that
v—u € Wr%(Qs(x)). Notice that vanishes ols(x). Then, [LB) implies that for G< r < s,

f |Du|232f |Dv|2+2f |DwW?

() (%) (%)
r n—-2+2u

C(—) °f |Dv|2+2f IDW2
S Qs(x) Qs(x)

r n—2+2uo
c(-) f |Du|2+Cf IDW2.
s 040 04

IA

IA
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Observe thatv € Wé'Z(Qs(x)) andw is a weak solution okw = f in Q¢(x). Therefore, we
obtain

IDW2 < CIIf 1200 :
LS(X) L2n/(+2)(Q(x))

Chooseng € (n/2, p) such thas := 2 - n/pg < wo. Then
”f”EZn/(mZ)(QS(x)) < ||f||Epo(gs(x))|Qs|l+2/n72/p° < C””'EPO(QZR)SWZH#I.

By combining the above inequalities, we have forall s< R

r n—2+2up -
f IDuf? < c(-) f IDU? + CS" 224 |12 -
() S Q%)

A well known iteration argument (see e.d.] [1.2]) yields that for allr € (0, R] and
X € Qr, we have

r n—-2+2u1 _
(6.3) f IDuf® < c(ﬁ) IDU? + Cr™224 |25, -
Q(X) Qor

Let G be an extension ofi by zero onByg \ Qor. Notice thatu™ e W2(Byg) and
DU = yo,,Du in Bxr. Then by the Poincaré’s inequality add (6.3), we find thataib
r € (0, Rl andx € Bg, we have

(6.4) fB " 18— Gir[? < Cr 2 (R 2724(IDul, o + 110 o)) -

Then it follows from [6.4) and Holder’s inequality that

[ﬂ]él(BR) < CRn+272l11||Du||ﬁz(QZR) + CR472#172n/p”f”ﬁp(QZR)'

Therefore, we obtain

Il ) < CRA (UG g + CRIAI g,

< CR™2|IDUll%, g, + CRTZVPIIf 5, + CRMIUIE, g

Recall thatu vanishes ox,g. By the Caccioppoli’s inequality, we derive

IDUIEz(0,e) < CRIIUIz 0y + Cl iz

2 2 n-2n/p 2
< CRAIUIE g, + R Pl o ey

By combining the above two inequalities and repladiigy R/4, we obtain
Ull=(@re) < CR™ZIUllz(g) + CRPlIfliLoag).

Finally, the above inequality together with a standard coggargument yield§(612). The
proof is complete. ]
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