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PARTIAL REGULARITY OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO A PDE SYSTEM
WITH CUBIC NONLINEARITY

JIAN-GUO LIU AND XIANGSHENG XU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate regularity properties of weak solutions to a PDE
system that arises in the study of biological transport networks. The system consists of a
possibly singular elliptic equation for the scalar pressure of the underlying biological network
coupled to a diffusion equation for the conductance vector of the network. There are several
different types of nonlinearities in the system. Of particular mathematical interest is a term
that is a polynomial function of solutions and their partial derivatives and this polynomial
function has degree three. That is, the system contains a cubic nonlinearity. Only weak
solutions to the system have been shown to exist. The regularity theory for the system
remains fundamentally incomplete. In particular, it is not known whether or not weak
solutions develop singularities. In this paper we obtain a partial regularity theorem, which
gives an estimate for the parabolic Hausdorff dimension of the set of possible singular points.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 be a bounded domain in RY and T a positive number. Set Q7 = Q x (0,7). We
study the behavior of weak solutions of the system

(1.1) —div[(I+m®@m)Vp] = S(z) in Qr,
(1.2) Oym — D*Am — E*(m - Vp)Vp+ [m*0Ym = 0 in Qp
for given function S(z) and physical parameters D, E, v with properties:
(H1) S(z) € LYRQ), ¢ > 5; and
(H2) D,E € (0,00),7 € (3,0).

This system has been proposed by Hu and Cai ([10], [II]) to describe natural network
formulation. Then the scalar function p = p(z,t) is the pressure due to Darcy’s law, while
the vector-valued function m = m(x,t) is the conductance vector. The function S(x) is the
time-independent source term. Values of the parameters D, FE, and v are determined by
the particular physical applications one has in mind. For example, v = 1 corresponds to
leaf venation [10]. Of particular physical interest is the initial boundary value problem: in
addition to (ILI) and (I.2)) one requires

(1.3) m(z,0) = me(x), z €,
(1.4) p(x,t) =0, m(z,t) =0, (z,t) € Xy =00x(0,T),
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at least in a suitably weak sense; here the initial data should satisfy
mo(z) =0 on OS.

The existence of weak solutions of this initial boundary value problem was proved by
Haskovec, Markowich, and Perthame [8]. However, the regularity theory remains funda-
mentally incomplete. In particular, it is not known whether or not weak solutions develop
singularities.

Let us call a point (z,t) € Qr singular if m is not Holder continuous in any neighborhood
of (z,t); the remaining points will be called regular points. By a partial regularity theorem,
we mean an estimate for the dimension of the set S of singular points. It is well-known
that weak solutions to even uniformly elliptic systems of partial differential equations are
not regular everywhere. We refer the reader to [6] for counter examples. Thus it is only
natural to seek partial regularity theorems for these weak solutions. The system under our
consideration exhibits a rather peculiar nonlinear structure. The first equation in the system
degenerates in the t-variable and the elliptic coefficients there are singular in the sense that
they are not uniformly bounded above a priori, while the second equation contains the term
(m - Vp)Vp, which is a cubic nonlinearity. Thus the classical partial regularity argument
developed in ([6], [1]) does not seem to be applicable here. Our system does resemble the
so-call thermistor problem considered in ([I5]-[17]). The key difference is that the elliptic
coefficients in the preceding papers and also in [6] are assumed to be bounded and continuous
functions of solutions. As a result, the modulus of continuity can be taken to be a bounded,
continuous, and concave function. This fact is essential to the arguments in both [15] and [6].
Our elliptic coefficients here are quadratic in m, and thus a new proof must be developed.
Definition. A pair (m,p) is said to be a weak solution if:

(D1) m € L=(0,T; (Wy () N L(Q)) "), dm € LA(0, T3 (L2()"),p € L(0, T: Wy (<),
m - Vp e L®(0,T; L2(Q));

(D2) m(x,0) = myg in C([0, T]; (L*()");

(D3) (1) and (L2) are satisfied in the sense of distributions.

A result in [§] asserts that (L) -(I4]) has a weak solution provided that, in addition to
assuming S(z) € L*(Q) and (H2), we also have

(H3) mo € (WE(©Q) n L2(2))".
Note that the question of existence in the case where v = i is addressed in [9]. In this

2
case the term |m|?0~Ym is not continuous at m = 0. It must be replaced by the following

function
m|?0~YUm if m #£0
n=1 . !
9(z,t) { e[-1,11N ifm#£0.
Partial regularity relies on local estimates [6]. One peculiar feature about our problem
(LI)-(T4) is that certain important global estimates have no local versions. This is another
source of difficulty for our mathematical analysis. We are ready to state our main result:

Theorem 1.1. Let (H1)-(H3) be satisfied. Assume that N < 3. Then the initial boundary
value problem (I.1)-(1.4) has a weak solution on Qr whose singular set S satisfies

(1.5) PNTE(S) =0

for each € > 0.
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Here P*,s > 0, denotes the s-dimensional parabolic Hausdorff measure. Recall that the
s-dimensional parabolic Hausdorff measure of a set £ C RY x R is defined as follows:

PY(E) = supinf{Y _ri : U2,Q,, () D E,rj < e},

where Q,,(z;) are parabolic cylinders with geometric centers at z; = (y;, 7;), i.e., one has
1 1
Qr,(25) = By (y;) x (15 — 57“]2-7%' + 57“32-)

with

B, (y;) = {zr € RY |z —y;| < 1)}
It is not difficult to see that P? is an outer measure, for which all Borel sets are measurable;
on its o-algebra of measurable sets, P is a Borel regular measure (cf. [5], Chap.2.10). If
P*(E) < oo, then P**¢(E) = 0 for each € > 0. We define the parabolic Hausdorff dimension
dimpFE of a set E to be

dimpE = inf{s € R" : P*(E) = 0}.
Then Theorem 1.1 says that
(1.6) dimpS < N.

Hausdorff measure H* is defined in an entirely similar manner, but with @Q,,(z;) replaced
by an arbitrary closed subset of RY x R of diameter at most r;. (One usually normalizes H*
for integer s so that it agrees with surface area on smooth s-dimensional surfaces.) Clearly,

(1.7) HM(X) < c(k)P¥(X) for each X C RY x R.
To characterize the singular set .S, we will need to invoke the following known result.

Lemma 1.1. Let f € L}OC(QT) and for 0 < s < N + 2 set

Es = {z € Qp :limsup p_s/ | fldxzdt > 0}.
Qp(2)

p—0+
Then P*(Es) = 0.
The proof of this lemma is essentially contained in [I].

A key observation about our weak solutions in the study of partial regularity is the fol-
lowing proposition.

Proposition 1.1. Let (H1)-(H3) be satisfied and (p,m) be a weak solution to (I.1))-(17).

Then we have
(1.8) p € C([0,T]; Lz(Q)).

The proof of this proposition will be given at the end of Section 2.

Let (m,p) be a weak solution. In view of ([3],[15]), to establish Theorem 1.1, we will need
to define a suitable scaled energy F,(z) for our system. For this purpose, let z = (y,7) €
Qp,r > 0 with Q,(z) C Qr and pick

(1.9) 0 < B < min{2 — g 1,
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where ¢ is given as in (H1). We consider the following quantities:

1
(1.10) Pya(t) = p(z, t)dx = p(z, t)dz,
wr® = 8 B0 Jn

(1.11) m,, = F m(z,t)dzdt,

Qp(2)

1
(1.12) A(z) = —NmaXtE[T_lrszJrlrz]/ (p(z,t) — py.(t)*dx.

r 0 B

The right choice for E,.(z) seems to be

1
rN+2

(1.13) E.(2) / |m — m.,|2dzdt + A.(2) +r*.
Qr(2)

The last term in E,.(z) accounts for the non-homogeneous term S(z) in (ILI)). Due to the
fact that the first equation (LI]) does not have the 0;p term, we are forced to use the term
A, (z) instead of —r Jo,( I — pzrl?dzdt in Ei(2). This will cause two problems: one is
that in our application of the classical blow-up argument ([3],[6],[15]), the resulting blow-up
sequence is not compact in the desired function space; the other is the characterization of
the singular set S. That is, it is not immediately clear how one can describe the set

in terms of the parabolic Hausdorff measure. (Note that this issue is rather simple in the
context of [15].) To overcome these two problems, we find a suitable decomposition of p.
This enables us to show that the lack of compactness in the blow-up sequence does not
really matter. To be more specific, we obtain that the blow-up sequence can be decomposed
into the sum of two other sequences, one of which converges strongly while the terms of
the other are very smooth in the space variables, and this is good enough for our purpose.
This idea was first employed in [15]. However, as we mentioned earlier, the nature of our
mathematical difficulty here is totally different. A similar decomposition technique can also
be used to derive the parabolic Hausdorff dimension of the set in (L14).
The key to our development is this assertion about energy:

Proposition 1.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold. For each M > 0 there exist
constants 0 < e,0 < 1 such that

(1.15) m.,| <M and E.(z)<e
imply

1
(1.16) Es(z) < iEr(z)

for all z € Qp and r > 0 with Q,(z) C Q.

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 4. It relies on the decomposition of the
function p we mentioned earlier. An immediate consequence of this proposition is:

Corollary 1.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold. To each M > 0 there corresponds
a pair of numbers 01,1 in (0,1) such that whenever

M
(1.17) Im.,..| < 5 and E.(z) < &
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we have
1\ F
(1.18) Egi,(2) < <§> g1 for each positive integer k.

Proof. We essentially follow the proof of Corollary 3.8 in [15] (also see [6]). Let M > 0 be
given. By Proposition 1.2, there exist 0 < €, < 1 such that (LI3) and (LI6) hold. We
claim that we can take

(1.19) & = 4,

2
MSN*2(\2 — 1) on
(1.20) e = min{ e, (V2 1)y ,
20N+2 4 2/2

where wy is the volume of the unit ball in RY. To see this, let (ILI7) hold. Obviously, (LIS
is satisfied for K = 1. Now for each positive integer j suppose (I.I8) is true for all £ < 5. We
will show that it is also true for £k = j + 1. To this end, we integrate the inequality

Im sir — M si-1,] < My i, — m(z, )| + |m(z, ) —m, si-1,|
over Qgsi.(2) to derive

im, sip — Mo gio| < F |mg s —m(x,t)|dedt

thir(z)
L ey \drdt
mix — m, si-1,.|AT
oN+2 Qs (2) ) 601
2
< JC ‘mz,éir - m(x, T,)|2diﬁdt
Q(gir(z)

1
2

si—1,.(2)

1
+5N+2 (Q £ m(z,t) - mz75i1r|2d$dt)
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(1.21) i=1,-,j.

Subsequently, we have

J
|mz,51r| < mg,+ Z |mz,5ir - mz,5i71T|
=1

M J 1 1 i % J 1 1 1 i—1 %
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By Proposition 1.2, (ILI8) holds for k£ = j 4+ 1. This completes the proof. O

This corollary combined with the argument in ([6], p.86) asserts that there exist ¢ =
c(d1,e1,7) € (0,1),7 = 7v(d1) > 0 such that

(1.23) E,(z) <cp’ forall0<p<r.

Obviously, m, ., fQT(Z) |m — mz7r|2dxdt are both continuous functions of z. By Proposition
1.1, E.(z) is also a continuous function of z. Thus whenever (LI7) holds for some z = 2
there is an open neighborhood O of z, over which (LI7) remains true. As a result, (L23) is
satisfied on O. This puts us in a position to apply a result in [I2]. To state the result, we
define, for € (0, 1),

[m(z,t) —m(y, 7)|

(1o =yl + 1t —712)" H(x,1), (y,7) €O

[m]mO = sup

Parabolic Holder spaces can be characterized by the following version of Campanato’s theo-
rem ([12], Theorem 1).

Lemma 1.2. Let u € L*(Qr). If there exist o € (0,1) and Ry > 0 such that

£ u—u,  ’dedt < A*p*

Qp(2)
for all z in an open subset O of Qp and all p < Ry with Q,(z) C Qp, then we have
[M]a0 < ¢(N)A.
That is, u is Holder continuous in O.
To describe the singular set S, we set

(1.24) R={z=(y,7) € Qr : sup |mz,r| < 00, li_rf(l]Er(z) =0}.

r>0

Here and in what follows lim,_,o means lim,_,o+ because we always have » > 0. If z € R, we
take M > 2sup,.,|m.,|. By Corollary 1.1, there exist d;,¢, € (0,1) such that (LI7) and
(LI8) hold. We can find a r such that

ET(Z) <é€1.
For the same r we obviously have

|mz7r| < 7

Consequently, m is Holder continuous in a neighborhood of z. That is, R is a set of regular
points. Obviously, R is an open set.

Note that since we have the term A,(z) instead of —m Jo,() IP = peypl?dzdt in Ei(2)
Proposition 1.2 does not imply that p is locally Holder continuous in the space-time domain
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R. The difference between the two quantities can be seen from the following calculation:

1 7'-‘1-%7“2
JC |p_pz,r|2dxdt = ) JC |p—pz,r|2dxdt
o(2) e Jr—Lr2 Br(y)
2 7'-‘1-%7“2 )
< = — pyr ()| *dxdt
T e Biﬁy) = pur)
2 7'-‘1-%7“2 )
+7’_2 i |py,7’(t) _pz,r| dt
2 2 [Ttar ,
(1.25) <A@+ [ el et
WN r T—1r2

Obviously, the last term above causes the problem. Of course, for each t = tg, p(z,tp) is
locally Holder continuous in z in RN {t = ty}.

To estimate the parabolic Hausdorff dimension of the singular set S C Qp \ R, we have
the following proposition.

Proposition 1.3. Let (H1)-(H3) hold and (p,m) be a weak solution. Then we have

The proof of this proposition relies on almost the same decomposition of p as that in the
proof of Proposition 1.2. The details will be given in Section 3.

Thus Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of Propositions 1.1-1.3. The rest of the paper is
organized as follows. In Section 2, we develop some new global estimates. They serve as a
motivation for our local estimates. The section will end with the proof of Proposition 1.1. In
Section 3, we will first establish some local estimates and then proceed to prove Proposition
1.3. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.2. Note that the three propositions
are independent, and thus the order of their proofs is not important.

2. GLOBAL ESTIMATES

In this section, we first summarize the main a priori estimates already established in [§].
Then we present our new global estimates. The proof of Proposition 1.1 is given at the end.
To begin with, we use p(z,t) as a test function in (I.I]) to obtain

(2.1) /Q \Vp|?dz + /Q (m - Vp)’de = / S(x)pdz.

Q

Here and in what follows we suppress the dependence of p,m on (z,t) for simplicity of
notation if no confusion arises. Let 7 € (0,7), ©, = Q x (0,7). Take the dot product of
both sides of (I.2]) with m, integrate the resulting equation over €2, and thereby yield

1
—/ |m(:v,7')|2da?—|—D2/ |Vm|2dzdt
2 Ja Q,

1
(2.2) —E2/ (m - Vp)dzdt +/ |m|*dxdt = 5/ |mo|da,
O, Q, Q
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where |[Vm|2 = |V @ m[? = SN (2%)2 Multiply through (1) by 2E2, integrate over

4,j=1\ Ox;
(0,7), and then add it to (Z2) to arrive at

1
—/ \m(x,r)|2dx+D2/ |Vm|2dxdt+E2/ (m - Vp)>dadt
2 Jo Qr Qr
+/ \m|27dxdt+2E2/ \Vp|*dxdr
Q- Q.

1
(2.3) = —/|m0|2d:)5+2E2/ S(z)pdxdt.
2 Ja Q,

Take the dot product of (I2) with d;m and integrate the resulting equation over €2 to obtain

/|8tm|2dx+——/|Vm|2dx
Q

(2.4) _E? / (m - Vp)Vpdmdz + -2 / im|?dz = 0.
) 2 di

Use Oyp as a test function in (I.I)) to derive

2dt/ |V d:c—i—/(m Vp)mV&tpdx—/S )Oypdzx.

Multiply through this equation by—FE? and add the resulting one to (2.4]) to obtain

2 R _——
/Q|0tm| dx + 5 dt/|Vm| dx 5 dt/|m Vp)’dx

E2
(2.6) —7/Q|Vp|2d:£+2—E/ Im|*dx = EQ/S(:z)atpdat.

Differentiate (2.1]) with respect to ¢, multiply through the resulting equation by E?, then
add it to the above equation, and thereby deduce

(2.5)

D? E?
|Oym|2dxdt + 7/ \Vm(x, 7)|2dx + 7/ (m - Vp)’da
0 0

E? 1
+—/|Vp|2dx+—/|m|2”dat
2 Jo 27 Jo

D? L2 1
= — Vmol|?d — . d — 2
5 /Q\ mo|“dx + 5 /Q\(mo Do) x+27/9|m0| x

Q,

E2
(2.7) +—/ |Vpol|*dz,
2 Ja
where pq is the solution of the boundary value problem
(2.8) —div[({ +mo ®mo)Vp] = S(z), in Q,
(2.9) po = 0 on 0.

Local versions of (2.1)) and (2.3) will be established in Section 3. Unfortunately, they are
not enough to yield a partial regularity result. Naturally, one tries to seek a local version of
(27). But this cannot be done because we have no control over d;p. To partially circumvent
this, we have developed some new estimates.
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Proposition 2.1. Let (H1) and (H2) be satisfied and (m,p) a weak solution of (I1.1))-(17).
Then:

(C1) There is a positive number ¢ = (2, N) such that ||p||cc,0r = ess supq,.|p| < c||S(7)]4.0,

where |- || denotes the norm in LI(€2). We shall write ||-||s for ||-||s.q for simplicity;
(C2) For each K > 0 we can choose B € (0, 1) suitably small such that
|m(z,7)
/ / K*)* + K?)Pdsdx +/ 0’| Vm|*dadt
Q‘r

+/ 05_1|Vv|2dxdt+/ |m|* 0P dadt

T QT

+ / v | VpAdadt + / v?(m - Vp)*dadt
Q

, Q,
2
< ¢ i |S(2)|vPdxdt + /Q /0|m0 (s — K*)* 4+ K*)Pdsdx + ¢ for all T € (0,T),
where
(2.10) v=(Im* - K" + K* > K2
By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
m € L®(0,T; Lv=2(Q)).
Thus the first integral on the right-hand side of the above inequality is finite.

Proof. The proof of (C1) is standard. Let x be a positive number to be determined. Write
Iin—:‘i—% B,(t) ={z e Q:p(x,t) > kK,}, n=0,1,2,---.

Use (p — kn)" as a test function in (L) to deduce
/\V — Kp) 2dx+/\m V(p — k) ")2dx
= /S(a:)(p— Kn) dx
Q

N ) 2N n
< ([ @) 7 el
An(t)
(2.11) < e|S(@) gl ()] 5[V (p = ) o,
from whence follows
N
2 (9 N
(2.12) |Ani ()] < || S(x )|| AR,
K N-2

By (H1), we have a = 1%45(2 — %) > 0. This enables us to apply Lemma 4.1 in ([2], p. 12)
to obtain

|Aoo(t)| = 0, provided that xk = ¢||S(z)]|, for some ¢ = ¢(€2, N).
This implies (C1).
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Let K > 0,5 > 0 be given and v be defined as in (2I0). For L > K, define

L? ifs> L2
(2.13) Or(s) =< s if K?<s<L?
K? ifs<K.

Set vy, = AL, (|m|?). Then the function v9m is a legitimate test function for (I2). Upon using

it, we arrive at

|m|?
1d / / 10, (s)Pdsdz + D* / o |V 2dz
2dt Jo Jo 0

D? _
+ 6/1;@ 1|WL|2+/ im|?o da
2 Q Q

(2.14) = E? / vf (m - Vp)’dz.

Q
In the derivation of the third term above, we have used the fact that
(2.15) Vor, =0 on the set where |m|? > L? or |m|* < K2

Use v7p as a test function in (I.I) to deduce

/vf\Vp\2dx+/v§(m~Vp)2dx
Q Q

= _/Vppﬁv§_1Vdex
Q

—/ (m-Vp)mpﬁvf_IVdex—l—/S(:c)vfpdx
Q Q

IN

Eﬁ/v§_1|VvL|2d:)s+c(5)ﬁ/v§_1p2|Vp|2d:E
0 0

+8/v€(m~Vp)2d:c+c(a)ﬁ2/v€_2\m|2p2|VvL|2dx
0

Q
(2.16) +/S(x)v§pdx, £ > 0.
Q

By virtue of (ZI5), we have that v0 2|m|?|Vuy|?> = v) |V, |?. Remember that 8 € (0,1).
This gives vi'p? < ||p||% K2#~Y. Multiply through the above inequality by 2E2, add the
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resulting inequality to (2.I4), thereby obtain

Im|?
% / / [0, (s)]Pdsdx + / v |Vm|?dx
QJo Q

+ﬁ/v€_1|VvL|2dx+/ jm|?0? dx:
Q Q
B8 2 B 2
+/UL|Vp| dx+/vL(m-Vp) dx
Q Q
< AR [ [T+ ol [ ol Vol
Q Q

(2.17) +/ S(z)vpdz.

Choosing [ sufficiently small so that the second term on the right-hand in the above inequal-
ity can be absorbed into the third term on the left-hand side there, integrating the resulting
inequality with respect to ¢, and then taking L — oo yields (C2). The proof is complete. [

It turns out that a local version of (C2) is possible if N < 3. This accounts for the
restriction on the space dimension in Theorem 1.1.

At the end of this section, we present the proof of Proposition 1.1.
Proof of Proposition 1.1. It is easy to see that m(z,t) € C([0,T]: (L*(Q))"). By the
proof of Lemma 2.3 in [I8], we can conclude that for each ¢ € [0, T] there is a unique weak
solution p = p(z,t) in the space Wy*(Q) to (L) with m(z,t) - Vp(z,t) € L*(Q). Fix a t* in
[0, 7). Let {t;} be a sequence in [0, 7] with the property

(2.18) t;— 1.

Set m; = m(x,t;) and denote by p; the solution of (LIl with m being replaced by m;.
Obviously, we have

(2.19) m; — m* = m(z,t*) strongly in (L2(Q))" as j — oc.
We claim that we also have
(2.20) p; — p* =p(z,t*) strongly in L*(Q) as j — oo,

and this will be enough to imply the proposition. To see this, note that m; ® m;Vp; =
(m; - Vp;)m;, and thus we have the equation

(2.21) — div(Vp; + (m; - Vp;)m;) = S(x) in (L
Using p; as a test function, we can easily derive
(2.22) JoIVp;Pde + [o(m; - Vp;)?de < ¢ [o|S(x)[*dx.
Thus we may assume that
(2.23) p; — p weakly in Wy*(Q) and strongly in L?(Q)
(passing to a subsequence if need be.) This together with (2.19) implies
m; - Vp; = m*-p weakly in L'(2), and therefore in L?(2).
Subsequently, we have

(m; - Vp;ym; — (m* - pym* weakly in (L*(Q))".
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Thus we can take j — oo in ([2.2)) to obtain
(2.24) —div(Vp+ (m* - Vp)m*) = S(x) in Q.

The solution to this equation is unique in VVO1 ’2(9), and therefore p = p* and the whole
sequence {p,} tends to p* strongly in L?(Q2). The proof is complete.

3. LOCAL ESTIMATES

In this section we begin with a derivation of local versions of (1)) and (23)). Then we
proceed to prove Proposition 1.3.

Let z = (y,7) € Qp,r > 0 with Q,.(z2) C Qr be given. Pick a C* function ¢ on RV*!
satisfying

§ = 1 on@Q(2),
¢ = 0 off Q.(2),
0< ¢ <1 onQ.(2),
o€l < .
vel < S

T

Note that m ® mVp = (m - Vp)m. Keep this in mind, while using &*(p — p,,(t)) as a test
function in (L], to obtain

/ Vpl2e2ds + / (m - Vp)*da
Br(y) Br(y)

C
< 1P — pyr(B)Pdz+ < / (ml2lp = pyo (8) P
Br(v) T JB.(y)

3
(3.1) T / S@)ED = pyo(B)]de
Br(y)

Set My = ess supq,. |p(x,t)|. Then the fourth integral in (3.I) can be estimated as follows:

/ mPlp — py(t)2dz < 2 / m— oy Plp — pye(0)da
By (y) By (y)
2lm / 1P — pyu (1)2dz
Br(y)
< SMg/ |m —m.,|*dx
Br(y)

(3.2) w2, [ p=pye(0)Pde,
Br'(y)
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We apply Poincaré’s inequality to the last integral in (81]) to yield

N+2

/ |S($)‘£2‘p_py,r(t)|dflf < (/ \S(x)|ﬁ_fz) o
Br(y) By (y)

.<A%wkm—pwum%ﬁ)

N+2

N—-2
2N

2N
< (/ |ﬂwﬁ%)
By (y)
%
C
) <_2/ lp — py.(t)]Pdx +/ £2|Vp|2da:)
" JB.(y) Br(y)
2 2 ce 2
< 8/ | Vpldr + — Ip — pyr(t)|“da
B (y) T JB.(y)
(3.3) Fe(e)rN T

for each ¢ > 0. Use (33) and [B.2) in (B1)), choose ¢ sufficiently small in the resulting
inequality, and thereby arrive at

[k [ movprear

Br(y) Br(y)

1 z,T 2
WERD) [y pyutofdr+ 5 [ = Pl
r Br(y) " J B (y)

(3.4) N

<

Now we use (m —m,, )&% as a test function in (I2) to obtain

d 1
— ~lm —m., |23 dz + c/ |Vm|*&3dx + / |m|*&3dx
dt Jp,(y) 2 Br(y) Br(y)
< S meme P B [ mepreds
" JB,(y) By (y)
(3.5) +clm, .2 |Vp|*e2dz +m.,, / Im 20" Y me3da.
Br(y) Br(y)

In view of the interpolation inequality ([7], p. 145), we have

(3.6) ‘m / |m |20V me2dx
Br'(y)

< 6/ im|*€%dx + c(e)|m. [P, e > 0.
Br(y)

Substitute (3.6) into (3.5]), choose € so small in the resulting inequality that the second
integral in (3.6]) can be absorbed into the third term in (3.3]), then integrate with respect to
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t to yield
1 2
ma'XtE[T—%TQ,T-‘réTQ}fB% (y)§|m - mz,r| dx
2 2
—|—cfQ%(z)|Vm| dxdt+fQ§(Z)\m| dxdt
< co(jme, [P+ 1) ( / \Vp|*2dxdt + / (m - Vp)2§2dxdt)
Qr(2) Qr(2)
(3.7) = m — m.,2dzdt + c|m, [V,

7% JQuz)

We are ready to prove Proposition 1.3.
Proof of Proposition 1.3. For each € > 0 we consider the set
(3.8)
1
H.={z€Qp:lim

r—0 rN+e

/Q . (Im|® + 19;m[* + |Vm|? + |Vp[* + (m - Vp)?) dwdt = 0},
where d = % if N 2 2 and any number bigger than 2+ % if N = 2. On account of Lemma
1.1, we have

(3.9) PN*E(Qp \ H.) = 0.

Thus it is enough for us to show

(3.10) H. CR,

where R is defined in (L24]). We divide the proof of this into several claims.

Claim 3.1. If z = (y,7) € H., then we have

(3.11) sup |m,,| < oo.
>0

Proof. We follow the argument given in ([6], p. 104). That is, we calculate

= d £ m(y+Cp, 7+ pw)d(dw

_7”/1,2’7 [
g dp Qi)

d
dp

:y% | (Vm(y +Cp, 7+ pPw)¢ + Bum(y + Cp, 7 + pw)2pw) d¢dw
0

1

IN

F Qo) | Vmldedt + pfq, ) |0mp|dedt

L / AL PR
c |Vm|“dzdt | +c¢ —/ |Oym|“dxdt
<PN+2 Qu(2) ) (PN Qu(2)

1

1 1 / ) : 1 )
= _£ |Vm| dxdt +c f/ |8tm\ dxdt
pi (PN“ Q(2) PN Q)

Cc

-z

IN

1
2

(3.12) <

he)
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Here and in the remainder of the proof of Proposition 1.3 the constant ¢ may depend on &
and z. It immediately follows that

‘ ‘ /P2 d p ’
mz, - 7”27 S _7nz7 14
pP1 P2 ” dp P
(3.13) < clpi —pi|-
Thus the claim follows. O
Claim 3.2. If z € H., then
(3.14) £ |m—m,, Pdxdt < orf.
Qp(2)
Proof. Note that
1 7'-‘1-%7“2 1 7’-‘1—%7”2
mz,r = ﬁ T_%Tz Bgﬁy) M(:L’,t)dxdt == 7‘_2 T_%r2 my,r(t)dt.
That is, m.,, is the average of my,,(t) over [T — 3r?, 7 4+ 3r?]. Subsequently, we have
7’-‘1—%7”2 d
T t) — z,r < TR T d
praet) = el < [ et s

[NIES

1.2

T+5T
(3.15) < r / £ |0omPdrdw |
T—gr2 Br(y)

from whence follows

1 (e ) c )
3.16 — My (t) — m, . |°dt < orm|“dxdt.
(3.16) o im0 e s o [ o
In view of Poincaré’s inequality([4], p.141), we have
3.17 m — m, . (t)|?de < er? Vml|?dz.
(3.17) o m=m(0) 1o
We compute
1 T—I—%T2
f Im—m.,[Pdedt = = £ Im—m,,|*dzdt
Qp(2) r 7’—%7”2 Br(y)
2 T—I—%T2 )
< — m — my,.(t)|"dxdt
< 5[ et
2 T—I—%T2
3 Iy (t) — m. . [*dt
¢ 2 ¢ 2
< — |Vm|*drdt + —— |Oym|“dxdt
" JQe2) r Qr(2)
(3.18) < orf

This completes the proof. O
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Claim 3.3. Let z € H.. Then for each a € (0, min{w%5, +}] there is a positive number c
such that

24 (2a+2)e
(3.19) lmmaxye, 1.2 11,2 B?E ) lm — my,(1)*de < cor 4
Proof. 1t follows from (3.1I8]) and (3.7) that
(3.20) MaXe (- 1,2 -1 1,2) f |m —m,,.(t)|*dz < erf.
By (y)
We estimate from Poincaré’s inequality that
1 T+%T2
— Im — my, ()| ¥ 2dadt
r? Jr L2 By ’
1,2 2 N-2
< [T memtras)” (f om0 T a
< — m— my, x m — My, 2dx
72 r—1r2 Br(y) Y Br(y) Y
¥
< c (maxte[—r 1r2 12| f |m_my,r(t)|2dz)
Br(y)
12
(3.21) / £ |VmPdadt < er®t
T—%TQ Br(y)
Let a € (0, min{+%5, +}] be given. For ¢ € [7 — 7% 7 + 1r?] set
fot) = o Jm—my, ()" dz.
Br(y)
Observe that
(3.22) |m_myr( )|2+2a < 2a+1 (|m|2+2a+ JC |m|2+20‘d:£)
Br y)
d 2 2
3.23 — 1y (T < omldz | < oym|*dz.
(323 @] < (f jmlas) < f ol
Keeping these two inequalities in mind, we calculate that
d N d
S = 2+a) Baﬁy) [ =y ()] (1m0 =y (8)) - = (m = 1y, (8))dt
d
< —my . ()|*THom — (t)|d
< o f ey (0 O — o ()] dz
3 d 3
< — my ., (1)]?“T2d om — —my(t)2d
< o f m-mpas) (f o - G0k
3 3
(3.24) < c( £ |m|2°‘+2dzv) ( F |8tm|2dat> .
Br(y) Br(y)
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Note that 2 + 2o < d. We estimate

2

T-‘r%’f‘
-5 [ A

MaXye 12y dey fr(t) S MaXip 120010

r—1p2
2
1 7412
+ﬁ i fr(w)dw
T+2r2 d 1 T+3r2
< —f(t)|dt + = F(t)dt
- /—érz dtf ( )’ r? T—%Tz f ( )
1 1
1 2at2, V(1 2, \?
< ¢l |m|**"*dz — |Oym|“dx
" JQne) " JQu(z)
1 7’-‘1—%7”2
+5 |m — my,,(t)|*dxdt
r T—%Tz Br(y)
2a+2 1
1 d 2d 1 9 2
< ¢l |m|*dz — |Oym|“dx
" JQr(2) " Jene)
1,2 =
1 T+2r i, 2+ 5
+ —2/ £ Im—=my,(t)|¥ P dudt
r T—%’f‘2 Br(y)
(3.25) < o L o 48) < o B
The proof is complete. ]

Claim 3.4. If z € H., then there is €1 > 0 such that
(3.26) A (z) < cerfl.
Obviously, this claim implies (B.10)).
Proof. Let z = (y,7) € H. be given. Fix r > 0 with @Q,(z) C Qr. Set
(3.27) Wy, =m — my,(t).
Note that

mem = (m—my,.(t) @m+my,(t) & (m—my,(t))
+my . (t) @ my . (1)
= W, @M+ My, (t) @ wy + My, (t) ® my,(1).

Thus p satisfies the system

—div[(I +my,,(t) ® m, (1)) Vp]
(3.28) = div[(m - Vp)w,] + div [(w, - Vp)m, ()] + S(x) in Q,(2).
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Here we have used the fact that (w, ® m)Vp = (m - Vp)w,. We decompose p into n + ¢ on
Q. (z) as follows: 7 is the solution of the problem

—div [({ + my,(t) @m,,(t))Vny] = 0
1 1
(3.29) in B,(y), te€[r— 57"2,7' + 57"2],
1 1
(3.30) n = p ondB.(y), telr— 57’2,7‘ + 57’2],

while ¢ is the solution of the problem

— div [({ +my,.(t) @ my,(£))Ve] = div[(m - Vp)w,] + div [(w, - Vp)m,,(t)]

(3.31) +S(z) in B.(y), te[r— %r T+ ; 7],
(3.32) ¢ = 0 ondB,(y), te|r— %rz],T T+ %r
Recall from (B:13]) that
My (O < Jmyp(t) = meg| + [me | 1
(3.33) < er (LN/ |0tm|2d:)3dt) ’ + |m.|.
" JQn(z)

By Theorem 2.1 in ([6], p.78), there is a positive number ¢ depending only on sup,.. |m, - (t)]
such that

(3.34) F ol = moPdr < ¢ (B) Fouln - malde

forall0 < p < R<randt € [r— %r T+ 7“2]. On the other hand, another classical

regularity result [13] for linear elliptic equations Wlth continuous coefficients asserts that for
each s € (1,00) there is a positive number ¢ with the property

IVolls < ell(m - Vp)wlls + cl|(wr - Vp)my,(£)]s

1 1
(3.35) +c||S(x) an, TE [T — =r’, 74+ =17,

2 2

Note that the constant ¢ here is also independent of r. We remark that in general the
above inequality is not true for s = 1. This is why Claim 3.3 is crucial to our development.
Obviously, if we replace m,, by m,,(t) in ([B4), the resulting inequality still holds. This
implies

1
(336) maXte[T_%rz,T_F%,a}m/; W (‘VPP -+ (m . Vp)z) dz < c.
r\Y

We can easily find a s € (1,2) so that

2s 4(s —1) 2 4
= <
24 2+ mln{N 5 N}

(3.37) 7 5 5
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We estimate

1 S
MAX, (1,2 o4 1p2) N /B W |(m - Vp)w,|*dzx
r\Y

1 3
< (maXtE[T—éT’277+%T’2]7JV——2/B W (m - Vp)%lat)
Y

2—s

1 23\ 2
S\ maXyep 12,1 L2 N B0) |w,| 2= dx

2=s
1 25 2
< c maXte[r—%rz,'r—i-%rz]r_N |w, |2~
Br(y)

(3.38) < o T
_ 4(s-1) s .
where o = = —. Similarly, we have
1 S
MaXpe(r 12 412 5y [(w, - Vp)my, ()| dz
r B (y)
1 2
S maXtE[ 7’2 T+= 7“2] rN— 2 B.(4) |VP| dx
( L[ )
| maXe 7“2 T+35 Lp2 Wy |2=# dx
[T— ]TN B. ()
< el
c | max w,| 2= dx
< o (mosirog g |
(3.39) < oY
1 s«]%VN
(s
r </ ()
1 7 .
(3.40) < == (/ |S(x)\qd:c) PN < et
r Br(y)
To summarize, we have
1 . g (2—8)(2a+2)e N
s min{*=—2 "2 g(2— 20}
(341) maXtE[T_%T27T+%T2}m /Br(y) ‘V¢| dx S cr 2d q’7,

It follows from Poincaré’s inequality that

e\ W ¢ 1 ¢
(3.42) (Bziy) | — ¢y,r(t)|Nsdx) < cr( £ Vol dI) =c (TN_S /Br(y) Vol dI) :

Br(y)

Remember that ||@|lec < [|7]loo +1[2]lce < 2]|p]|co- Hence we can always find a positive number
g1 € (0,2) so that

(3.43) MAX e[ 1,2 71 1,2 B?.%y) | — by (1) 2dx < er®
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For 0 < p < r we derive from (8.34)) and (3.43)) that
NS
By(y)

< 9 / 17— myp(O)Pd + 2 / 16— &y.,(0)Pdz
Bp(y) BP(Z/)

p N+2 9 9
< () m-nmeoPder2 [ jo- (0P
r Br(y) Br(y)
N+2
(3.44) < ¢ </—)) / Ip — pyr(t)|Pdz + er™Nter,
r Br(y)

Here we have used the fact that | B,() |¢ — ¢,,.,(t)|?dx is an increasing function of p. We set

o) = mi oy [ 19 pie(0)Pds
Br(y)

We easily infer from (3.44) that

(3.45) o(p) < ¢ <§>N+2 o(r) + erN e,

for all 0 < p < r. This puts us in a position to apply Lemma 2.1 in ([6], p.86), from whence
follows
P N+e1 N
(3.46) alp) <c (—) o(r) 4 cp™ =
r
for all 0 < p < r. This gives the claim. O

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2

In this section we present the proof of Proposition 1.2. We would like to remark that the
proof of this proposition is more challenging than that of Proposition 1.3 mainly because we
do not have a local estimate for 0;m or a local L*> estimate for p. This also causes us to
impose the restriction N < 3. Note that this restriction is not needed in Propositions 1.1
and 1.3.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that the lemma is false.
Then for some M > 0 (II5) and (II6) fail to hold no matter how we pick numbers ¢, § from
the interval (0,1). In particular, we can choose a sequence {g;} C (0, 1) with the property

(4.1) er =0 ask —0.

The selection of § from (0,1) is more delicate, and it will be made clear later. Let § be
chosen as below. For each k there exist cylinders Q,, (z;) C Qg such that

(4.2) My | <M and E,, (2) < e,
whereas

1
(4.3) Es, (z1) > §Erk(zk), k=1,---.
Set

Then (A1) asserts
A, — 0 as k — oo.
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We rescale our variables to the unit cylinder Q;(0), as follows. If z = (y,7) € Q1(0), write

p(yk + TRy, Tk + 7“137) - pyk,rk(Tk + 7’1%7)

(4.4) Ui(y, ) = S :
k
(4.5) nk(y,7) = m(ys + rey, T + ri7),
(4.6) wly.7) = T
Ak
We can easily verify
1
max ¢ 1 1 VRly, m)dy = 5 An (=) <1,
B1(0) k

1
/Q o |wk(ya 7')|2dyd7_ = W‘f@%(%ﬂm(l}t) - mzk,rk|2dl'dt <1,
1 k' k

but
! / i — (wi)oglPdydr + —~max / Ik — (o (r)Pdy
N1 k — k)0, N rel—152 152 k — k)0,6
oN+2 Q5(0) oN €l=2%%5%7 B;5(0)
52872
(4.7) o>
N0

Here and in what follows we suppress the dependence of ¢, wy, ny on (y, ) for simplicity of
notation. Our plan is to show that the lim sup of the left-hand side of the above inequality
as k — oo can be made smaller than % if we adjust 0 to be small enough, and thus the
desired contradiction follows.

We easily see from the definition of A\, that

(4.8) ko< 528,

To analyze the first two terms in (4.71), we first conclude from the proof in [3] that ¥y (y, ), wk(y, 7)
satisfy the system

2

(4.9) — Ay — div [(ng - Vi)ng] = Q—’;S@k +ry) = Fu(y)  in Qu(0),
2
(4.10) 0twk — D2Awk — E2)\k(nk : V’l/%)V’QDk + :—Z|nk|2(“’_1)nk =0 in Ql(O)

We can infer from (3.4]) that

(4.11) / |V |2 dydr +/ Ing - V| Pdydr < c.
Q1(0) Q1(0)

Similarly, we can derive from (3.7) that

2 2

r r

-k |ng|*'dydr < c+ c—'; <ec.
11 A
TE[ 8’8 k

(4.12)  max / \wk\2dy+/ |Vwg|*dydT + 32
] B1(0) Q1(0) k/Q1(0)
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Consequently, we have
2y

Zl 27—1 7“13 -1 7“13 2
/ " dydr = A\ v F/ |ne| ¥ dydT
k k k/Q1(0)

(4.13) —0 as k— 0.

This together with (4.10), (AI1)), and (£I2) implies that the sequence {0;wy} is bounded
in L2(=% Lw-b 2(31(0))) - Ll(Q%(O)). By a well-known result in [14], wy, is precompact

|nk|27_

88
in L?(Q ( ). Passmg to subsequences if necessary, we have
(4.14) My, — G
(4.15) nk = Mwg +m,, ., — a strongly in L*(Q1(0)),

wy — w strongly in L*(Q1(0))
1.

1
2

(4.16) and weakly in L?(—3, §; W1’2(31 0))),
(4.17) Yr — 9 and weakly in L*(—4, ; W”(B%(O))).
In view of (4.11]) and (AI3]), we can send k to infinity in (4.I0) to obtain
(4.18) 0w — D*Aw =0 in Q1(0)
in the weak, and therefore classical sense. It follows from (£I5) and (£I7) that
(4.19) np Vi, — aVip  weakly in Ll(Ql(O)),
and therefore weakly in L2(Q (0)) due to (AI1]). This, in turns, implies
(4.20) (nk Ve )ng — aVipa  weakly in Ll(Q%(O)).
We estimate the last term in (£9]) as follows
2
Jo. | Fil'dy = quI |S(ys. + r1y)|*dy
= T S
Bry (yk)
(4.21) < jjqq 1) It
The last step is due to ([L9). We are ready to let k& go to infinity in (4.9), thereby obtaining
(4.22) —div[(/+a®a)Vy] =0 in Q1(0).

Remember that a is a constant vector. By the classical regularity theory for linear elliptic
equations, there exist ¢ > 0, € (0,1) determined only by M and N with the property

(4.23) max JC [ — os(T)Pdy <  max 6™ Bf(o) [ — @/}07%(7‘)|2dy < 5

rel- 1]52 152] Bj( TE[—%M?,%W}

for all 9 < i. Subsequently,

1
/ |9 — 1bo.s(T)|?dy < 0.
5(0)

4.24 — max
(424) ON rel-1152,152) [
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for all 0 < § < 7. Tt is also well-known (see, e.g., Claim 1 in [16]) that there exist ¢ > 0, €
(0,1) determined only by N, D such that
(4.25) £ |w—wosPdydr < 6 £ |w—wy 1 |*dydr < c5*
Qs(0) Q1(0) 2
forallO<5§i.

If we could pass to the limit in (47), this would result in the desired contradiction. What
prevents us from doing so is the lack of compactness of the sequence {¢} in the t-variable.
To circumvent this problem, we fix a suitably small number % > Jp > 0 and consider the
decomposition 1y = 1 + ¢ on @Qs,(0), where 7 is the solution of the problem

1,1
(4.26)  —div[(I +m. @M, )Vl = 0 in By (0), 7€ [—553, 553],

(4.27) me = Y on dBs(0), T€ [—%58, %53],
while ¢, is the solution of the problem

—div[({ +myy r, @My, )Vor] = Aediv((ng - V) wg) + Apdiv((wy - Vg )me, )
(4.28) +F, in Bs,(0), 7€ [—%53,%53],

1,1
(4.29) ¢r = 0 ondBs(0), 7€ [—558,558].

We will show that {¢;} is precompact in L**(—162,262; L*(Bs,(0))), and this is enough for
our purpose in spite of the fact that {n;} may not be precompact in the preceding function

space. To see this, we first infer from (3.4]) that

1
TE[_$7372}

878

(4.30)  max / |Vwk|2dy+/ (ng - Vor)2dy | < c+ max / lwi|2dy < c.
B, (0) B, (0) T€[-5.3] By (0)

Using 1, — ¢y, as a test function in (4.20) yields
(4.31) max f350(0)|vnk|2dy < max }CIB50(0)|V¢k|2dy <ec.

rel-483.453) rel-4a3. 443
Note that (4.26]) is an uniformly elliptic equation with constant coefficients. The classical
regularity theory asserts that there exist ¢ > 0, € (0, 1) depending only on M, N such that

1

N — 2dy < 6 _ 2
SN 55(0) e — (Mk)os(T)|°dy < ¢ B(%C(O) 1 — (Mk)o.s, (T)|“dy

(4.32) < 88 f |VmlPdy < 6>
%0
for all § < %50.
Now we turn our attention to the sequence {¢;}. We wish to show

(4.33) ¢r, — 0 strongly in L>(—363, 365; L*(Bs,(0))).

022
This is where the subtlety of our analysis lies. We observe from (430]) that

(4.34) max / e #2dy < c.
51J B (0)

1
T€[~355:35] 1
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In view of (L31), {¢x} also satisfies the above estimate. By the interpolation inequality ([6],
p.146)

(4.35) [6k(- T2 < ellor(, Tl 2. + c(e)lgu(- 7)1, >0,
it is sufficient for us to show
(4.36) E[_Hll?;(w fBa |y, 7)ldy — 0 as k — oo.

Note that the elliptic coefficients in (4.28)) are constants. This puts us in a position to invoke
the classical Wh* estimate for ¢,. That is, for each s € (1,00) there is a positive number ¢
with the property

(4.37) IV@rlls < el (nn - Vo) wills + eArl|((wr - Viog)mzy s + el Bl sx

Remember that (4.37) does not hold for s = 1. To find a s > 1, we will show that there is a
£ > 0 such that

2(1+8)
(4.38) TQEE;;%%}Jg%Kmlum(y,f)l dy < c.

Obviously, this will imply that
(4.39) max (|| (- Vibp)wils + [[(wr - Vibr)mz, v lls) <

for some s > 1. Consequently, the right-hand side of (£.37]) goes to 0 as & — oo. To establish
([4.38), we will develop a suitable local version of (C2) in Proposition 2.1l This effort is
complicated by the fact that a local version of (C1) in the proposition is not available. The
remaining part of this section will be dedicated to the proof of (A38]), which will be divided
into two claims.

Claim 4.1. We have:

(4.40) / |1, Vb [P dydr +/ (g - Vo) || 2dydr < c.
Q1(0) Q1(0)
8 8
Proof. Let € be a C* function on RY x R with the properties
(4.41) ¢ = 0 outside @1(0), and
(4.42) ¢ € [0,1] in Qq(0).

Upon using 1;,°¢? as a test function in ([@9), we deduce

/ Vb2 dy + / (ni - Vb Edy
B1(0)

B1(0)

(4.43) < c U VEPdy + ¢ /

B1(0) B1(0)

el Ve 2y + / Fillo*Edy.

B1(0)

Observe that
(4.44) |Atr] < c.
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Subsequently, we have

|Nwy + e, [P0t

200 fwi|* + v

e wg]? + ey

(4.45) kaﬁ—ﬂ + c|wg|N + ey
We estimate from (£.I2]) and the Sobolev Embedding Theorem that

AR

IA A

IN

1

3
/ |wk|2+%dyd7' < / / |wk|2dy / \wk\f\%gdy dr
Q1(0) - B1(0) B%(O)

1
2

2 N-2
N

2
N

VAN
o
:
e
Sa
Nl
s
B
ol
T
QU
N

/ |Vwg|*dydr + / \wy|*dydr
Q1(0) Q1(0)

(4.46) < ¢
Our assumption on the space dimension N implies
4 2N
N <24+ — > 4.
S o N N-=2
By virtue of (£.30), we obtain
2(N—2)
N

2N

/ Upldy < 0/ Y2 dy
By (0) B, 0)

1
4
< c/ |vwk|2+/ o2y
Bi(o) Bi(o)

(4.47) < ¢ for each 7 € [—55, 5]
We finally arrive at
(4.48) / Ing| oy dydr < c.
Q1(0)
4
Recall that ¢ > % Then we have ™ +22])Vq 1~ < ]\2,]_\’2 Keeping this in mind, we calculate

from (£.21)) that
IFe€lPen < 1Fillg sy o) 19x€l”_ang
N+2 (

(N+2)q—2N
< cl|lvpé]Pay
N-—2
c/ \V¢k\2£2dy+c/ k]2 VEPdy.
B1(0) B1(0)

N

(4.49)

IA
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The last term in (4£43]) can be estimated as follows
342 2
R R A P P
IEnt | 2 VW20
(4.50) < OV + @)1 Fin% 0> 0.

Substituting this and ([4.45) into (4.43)) and choosing § suitably small in the resulting in-
equality yield

/ |1 Vb €2 dy +/ (g - Vi) i €2y
B1(0)

IN

A

B1(0)
(4.51) < c 1/1k4|V§\2dy+0/ [ *wi | VEPdy + cl| Fng [ -
B1(0) B1(0) N+2
Integrate this inequality over [—135, 135, then choose ¢ suitably, i.e., £ =1 on Q (0) and 0
outside Q1 (0), and thereby obtain the claim. O

Fix K > 0. Define
Vr = (‘ka - K2)+ + K2.

Claim 4.2. There is a 3 > 0 such that

|wk|
(4.52) max / / T+ K?)Pdsdy < c.
1
—s13:513) /B L (0)

Obviously, this claims implies (Z.38)).

Proof. Let £ be given as in (L41)-(Z42) and 5 > 0. We may assume that wy € L>®(Qr) for
each k. (Otherwise, we use the cut-off function in (2I3).) Then the function v, wi? is a
legitimate test function for ({.I10). Upon using it, we derive

1 D -
3 [ ieoupdy+0* [ vy + 20 '€ Vufdy
B1(0) B1(0) B1(0)
2
+D2/ v,wakwk%VfdijE |, 20~ nkvkwk§2dy
B1(0) i J B, (0)
(4.53) = E°X\ / ()(nk-V@bk)Vwkv;fwk&Qd@/-
B (0
Note that
ﬁ | 200Dy P E2dy  — 7“_]% 20-Dp 0P (n, — 2q
h\ nk| nkvkwkg Yy = \2 |nk| nkvk(nk mzkﬂ"k)g Y
k JB;(0) k v B1(0)
7"1% 2y, B2
= 5 ey
B1(0)
7’1% 2(y—1 B 2
B eV me, ., E2dy
B1(0)
17"1% 2 : WPe2
(4.54) 2 53 | v €2 dy — A2/ v €7 dy.
k J B1(0) (0)
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Now we analyze the last term in ([£53) to obtain

" / (e - Vi) Violuneldy — / (- V) Vol (i — s, 1, )€2dy

B1(0) B1(0)

_ / (ne - Vi) 00 €2y
B1(0)

_ / (- V) Vo, o E2dy

B1(0)

= 2/ (g, - Vo) v €2dy
B1(0)

(4.55) +c / Vb | 2vl €2dy.
B1(0)

Combining the preceding three estimates gives

|wk|
/ / * + K2)Pds¢dy + D? / 0P 2| Vg |*dy
2 d7’ Bi1(0) B1(0)
D?j
— eIy g [ ey
B1(0 (0)
|wk|
/ / +K2]Bds§8T§dy+c/ v,f|wk|2|V§|2dy
31 B1(0)
(4.56) +c— fzdy + 2FE? / (ny, - Vwk)2v£§2dy + c/ |Vwk|2v,f§2dy.
B1(0) B1(0) B1(0)

To estimate the last two terms in the above inequality, we use ;v 52 as a test function in

([@9) to obtain

/ Voiedy+ [ Vsl Vudy+ | Vownl2evedy
B1(0) B1(0) B1(0)
+/ (g - Vb ) v €2dy +/ (g - Vb )t Bu~ Vurtdy
B1(0) B1(0)
+ / (g - Vb ) nitpvy 26 VEdy
B1(0)

(4.57) = / Fyppol €2dy.
B1(0)
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Observe that

16E2B B1(0) U£_1£2|vvk|2dy

+cp v T €2 Vi 2dy

B1(0)

/ V¢k¢kﬁ®£_lvvk§2dy‘ <
B1(0)

IN

B—1¢+2 2d
16E2B Bl(O)Uk E V| “dy

(4.58) +epKO / &Vl *dy.

B1(0)

Here we have used the fact that vy > K? and 8 < 1. The fifth integral in (£57) can be
estimated as follows.

/B(O) (nk'v¢k)nk¢kﬁvlf_lvvk§2dy’ < 16E2B o vy Vg Pdy
1
(4.59) +cf8 vk—léniw(nk - Vi) dy
B1(0)

Remember

|nk\21/1k2 = ‘)\kwk+mzk,rk‘2¢k2

< 203w + ey

(4.60) < clwpl? + vy

and v) ' wg|? < vf. Consequently,

D? 1.2 9
15 VP 5|V |“dy
16E2 B1(0) :

+¢f8 VP €2 (g - Vi) dy

B1(0)

(4.61) +efK?PD / 2P (g - V) dy

B1(0)

/ (g - V@Dk)nk%ﬁvf_lvkazdy' <
B1(0)

Using the preceding estimates in (4.57))

/ |V1pk|21),f£2dy +(1- cﬁ)/ (ng - V¢k)2v,f£2dy
B1(0)

B1(0)

< ﬁ v£_1§2|Vvk|2dy+cﬁK2(5_l)/ &V *dy

8E2 B1(0) B1(0)
+cBKHB-D / 2 (g - Vi)’ dy + ¢ / vl VEPdy
B1(0) B1(0)

(4.62) +e / 0P w2 VEPdy + / Frppvl €2dy.
B1(0) B1(0)
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Plugging this into (€50 and choosing [ suitably small in the resulting inequality, we obtain

1d il
- / / (s — K*)© + K*)Pds€3dy + D2/ vp 2| Vg dy
2dr B1(0) Jo B (0)

D?p
2

2
r
k
+ L

vy 2V Py + |y, | Do 2 dy

A% IBio)

B1(0)
Jw|?
< c/ / [(s—K2)++K2]BdS§&§dy+c/ ol lwi 2| VE|2dy
B1(0) Jo
2

B1(0)
r _
+c>\—'; VP E2dy + cBKHPY / E2\Vippaby | dy
k 7 B1(0) B1(0)
+cBK25-D / 22 (ng - Vi)’ dy + ¢ / v VEPdy
B1(0) B1(0)

(4.63) + / Fipv€2dy.
B1(0)
In view of (£46)), (£47), and(@49), if 3 is sufficiently small, we have

J

|wg|?
/ (s — K*)T 4+ K*)Pdsdydr < ¢,
0 Jo

Nl

IN

&)

/ vlf |wy|*dydT
Q1(0)

1
2

7%]7

oo

/ v ldy < ¢ for 1€ [—
B1(0)

1
2

5

o

/ Fk¢kv£dy < ¢ forTe[—
B1(0)
2

Integrate (AG3]) with respect to 7, choose £ suitably, and remember Claim 1 to yield the
desired result. U

This finishes the proof of Proposition 1.2.
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