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THE OPTIMAL GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PERFECT
CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM WITH C!* INCLUSIONS

YU CHEN, HAIGANG LI, AND LONGJUAN XU

ABSTRACT. In high-contrast composite materials, the electric field concentra-
tion is a common phenomenon when two inclusions are close to touch. It is
important from an engineering point of view to study the dependence of the
electric field on the distance between two adjacent inclusions. In this paper,
we derive the upper and lower bounds of the gradient of solutions to the con-
ductivity problem where two perfectly conducting inclusions are located very
close to each other. To be specific, we extend the known results of Bao-Li-Yin
(ARMA 2009) in two folds: First, we weaken the smoothness of the inclu-
sions from C%'® to C1®. To obtain an pointwise upper bound of the gradient,
we follow an iteration technique developed by Bao-Li-Li (ARMA 2015), who
mainly deal with the system of linear elasticity. However, when the inclusions
are of C1®, we can not use W?2P estimates for elliptic equations any more.
In order to overcome this new difficulty, we take advantage of De Giorgi-Nash
estimates and Campanato’s approach to apply an adapted version of the iter-
ation technique with respect to the energy. A lower bound in the shortest line
between two inclusions is also obtained to show the optimality of the blow-up
rate. Second, when two inclusions are only convex but not strictly convex,
we prove that blow-up does not occur any more. Moreover, the establishment
of the relationship between the blow-up rate of the gradient and the order of
the convexity of the inclusions reveals the mechanism of such concentration
phenomenon.

Keywords: Perfect conductivity problem, Gradient estimates, Blow-up
rates.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let D be a bounded open set in R”, n > 2, Dy and Dy be
its two adjacent subdomains with e-apart. The perfect conductivity problem is
modeled as follows:

Au=0 in D\ Dy UDs,,
u = C;j on dD;, i=1,2,
ul _ -1 9 (1.1)
oD; $’+ - t=14
U= on 0D,
where ¢ € C1*(dD), a € (0, 1) and
Ou — lim u(x +vr) — u(x)
ov n T—0 T

Here and throughout this paper v is the outward unit normal to the domain and

the subscript + indicates the limit from outside and inside the domain, respec-

tively. In the second line of (1.1f), the constants Cy and Cj represent free constant
1
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boundary conditions. The third line of means that there is no flux through
the boundaries of inclusions. By a variational argument, there exists a unique pair
of Cy and Cy such that has a solution u € H(Q), see e.g. [7]. Namely, it
can be described as the unique function which has the least energy in appropriate
functional space, that is,

Elu] = géiEE[U], where A := {v € H'(Q) | Vv =0 in D; U Dy, v|gq = ¢}

A simple, two dimensional example, which very well illustrates the main feature
of our estimates, would have the domain D C R? model the cross-section of a fiber-
reinforced composite, D; and Dy represent the cross-sections of the stiff fibers,
and the remaining subdomain represents the matrix medium. The gradient of
the potential u represents the electrical field in the conductivity problem and the
stress in anti-plane elasticity. From the second and third lines of , there are
constant Cy and Cy such that v = C; on 0D;, i = 1,2, which are free boundary
conditions. This model can also be used to describe many other engineering and
physical problems. Since they are mathematically identical henceforth we here use
the conductivity terminology.

It is well known that the high concentration phenomenon of extreme electric
field or mechanical loads in the extreme loads will be amplified by the composite
microstructure, for example, the narrow region between two adjacent inclusions.
Therefore, an optimal shape of the inclusions is the aim that an engineer pursues
to design a more effective composite. Therefore, there have been many impor-
tant works on the gradient estimates for strictly convex inclusions, especially for
circular inclusions (that is, 2-convex inclusions). For two adjacent disks with e
apart, Keller [29] was the first to compute the effective electrical conductivity for
a composite containing a dense array of perfectly conducting spheres of cylinders.
In [6], Babuska et al. numerically analyzed the initiation and growth of damage in
composite materials, in which the inclusions are frequently spaced very closely and
even touching. Bomnnetier and Vogelius [14] and Li and Vogelius [37] proved the
uniform boundedness of |Vu| regardless of € provided that the conductivities stay
away from 0 and co. Li and Nirenberg [36] extended the results in [37] to general
divergence form second order elliptic systems including systems of elasticity.

For the perfect conductivity problem, the gradient’s blow-up feature has at-
tracted much attention in recent years due to its various applications. Much effort
has been devoted to understanding of this blow-up mechanics. Ammari, Kang,
and Lim [1] were the first to study the case of the close-to-touching regime of two
circular particles whose conductivities degenerate to co or 0, a lower bound on
|Vu| was constructed there showing it blows up in both the perfectly conducting
and insulating cases. This blow-up was proved to be of order e~1/2 in R2. In
their subsequent work with H. Lee and J. Lee [4], they established upper and lower
bounds to show the blow-up rate e~*/2 is optimal in R2. Subsequently, it has been
proved by many mathematicians that for the perfect conducting case the generic
blow-up rate of |Vu| is e7*/2 in dimension two, |eIne|~! in dimension three, and
£~1 in dimensions equal and greater than four. See Bao, Li and Yin [7,8], as well as
Lim and Yun [39,40], Yun [42-44]. The corresponding boundary estimates see [4]
and [35]. For the Lamé system with partially infinitely coefficients, see [9-11}/27].

Recently, the characterizations of the singular behavior of Vu for the perfect case
was further developed in [2,/5L[{12}/131/25//26,(28,(3234]. The stress blow-up in the hole
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case has been characterized by an explicit function in Lim and Yu [38]. The C!, C?
estimates for the elliptic equations with coefficients having Dini mean oscillation
condition was established in [18,[19]. For more related work on elliptic equations
and systems from composites, see |3l/15-17}[20,241/33}/41] and the references therein.

In this paper, we mainly prove that in perfect conductivity problem the blow-up
rates of the electric field, |Vul, are totally determined by the geometry of the in-
clusions. This geometry quantity is the order of the convexity of the inclusions, we
refer to it as m-convexity. For example, the circular inclusions are 2-convex, as men-
tioned before. For all the known results for perfect conductivity problem, the C?
smoothness of the inclusions is assumed, which means that m = 2+ «, see [1}|7] for
instance. However, from the classical regularity theory of elliptic partial differential
equations, it suffice to assume that the domain is C1'%, to establish the gradient
estimates of the solutions. Therefore, the first contribution of this present paper is
to deal with the cases that 1 < m < 2. Although from the regularity theory of par-
tial differential equation, the C**® smoothness is sufficient to obtain L> estimate
of the gradient, more new difficulty is encountered to apply the iteration argument
developed in [10}/11] to establish a pointwise gradient estimate. The reason is that
at this moment, the constructed auxiliary function is not smooth enough to employ
the W2 P-estimates as in the case of C% inclusions (see Proposition . Here we
make use of more delicate analysis technique, such as De Giorgi-Nash estimates and
Campanato’s approach, to adapt the iteration technique to make up this gap. On
the other hand, as mentioned above, in most of known results the strict convexity
of the inclusions are assumed. However, when the inclusions are only convex but
not strictly convex (see Figure(l]) in the perfect conductivity problem, we find that
blow-up does not occur any more, which corresponds the case that m = co. We
prove that |Vu| is uniformly bounded with respect to & whenever the area of the
flat region is bigger than zero (Theorem and show the explicit effect of the
flatness of the inclusions. The rest cases, 2 < m < oo, are also considered in such
frame, see Theorem below. Thus, we study the full range of m, 1 < m < oo are
systematic studied in this paper.

In what follows, we state our main results in two folds, presented in subsection
1.2 and 1.3, respectively.

1.2. CH* inclusions, when 1 < m < 2. We first fix our domain and notations.
Let DY and D§ be a pair of (touching at the origin) subdomains of D, a bounded
open set in R", n > 2, far away from 9D and satisfy

DY c{(z',2,) €ER" | 2, >0}, DY cC{(2,x,) €R" |z, <0}

We use superscripts prime to denote the (n—1)-dimensional variables and domains,
such as 2/, B’ and ¥/. We assume that 0D; and 0D, are all of C1*, 0 < o < 1.
Translate DY (i = 1, 2) by &£ along z,-axis as follows
€ €
$:=DV + (0, 5) and D§ := DY+ (0, —5). (1.2)

For simplicity, we drop the superscript € and denote
D;:=D(i=1,2), Q:=D\D;UDs, (1.3)
and Py := (0',5), P, := (0’,—5) be the two nearest points between dD; and 9D,

2
such that
diSt(Pl, PQ) = dlSt(aDl,aDg) = E&.
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We further assume that there exists a constant R, independent of €, such that
the top and bottom boundaries of the narrow region between 0D, and D5 can be
represented, respectively, by graphs

Tp = g + hi(z') and z, = _g +ha(a'),  for [2'] < 2Ry, (1.4)

where hy, hy € C1*(Bjp (0)) and satisfy

- % + o)) < % 4 hi(a'), for |2'] < 2Ry; (1.5)
hl(O') = hQ(O/) = 0, Vm/hl (0/) = Vz/hg(O') = 0; (16)
kolz'|% < |Varhi ()|, |Varha(2')] < k1]2'|*,  for |2'| < 2Ry, (1.7)

and
||h1HCl’a(B}31) + ”hQHCl’Q(B}zl) <K, (18)

where the positive constants kg < k1 < k. Set
/ € ! € / !
Q, = {(x,xn)eQ} —§+h2(x)<xn<§+h1(x)7 |x|<r}.

Theorem 1.1. Let D1, Dy C D CR™ (n > 2 ) be two bounded C** subdomains
with ¢ apart. Suppose (1.4)—(1.8) hold. Let u € H'(D)NC*(Q) be the solution to
(1.1) with o € CY*(0D). Then for small € > 0, we have

Cpn,al(e)
/ n, a
[Vu(z', )| < e oo

: H()OHCLO‘(BD)a fO’F (x/7xn) € QRl’ (19)
and

IVullLe@\0r,) < Cllellere@p),
where C' is a positive constant, independent of €, and

eTha n=2
n,al€) = ’ 1.10
pu,a(€) {1 s (1.10)

Remark 1.2. To show that the blow-up rates eTFe forn = 2 and e~ ! for n >3
are optimal, we also have the lower bound of |Vu(z)| on the segment P; P,

[Vu(z)| > %‘;E), x € P P,.

For more details, see subsection [3.3

Remark 1.3. As a — 0 (that is, m — 1), one can see from that [Vu(z)| <
Ce~!. But, when D; and D, become Lipschitz domains (m = 1), the corner
singularity is another more interesting and challenging topic. See, e.g. Kozlov et
al’s book [30], Kang and Yun [28] for bow-tie structure.
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FIGURE 1. Two adjacent inclusions with partially “flat” boundaries.

1.3. C%“ inclusions with partially “flat” boundaries, when m = oco. In
this case, we assume D and D§ are two (touching) subdomains of D with C%©
(0 < a < 1) boundaries and have a part of common boundary ¥’ with |X'| # 0,
such that
oDYN oDy =% c R" 1.

See Figure Here, we suppose that ¥’ is a bounded convex domain in R*1,
which can contain an (n — 1)-dimensional ball, and its center of mass is at the
origin. Translate DY (i = 1, 2) by +5 along z,-axis as in subsection 1.2 to have
D; and Dy like .

The top and bottom boundaries of the narrow region between 9Dy and 0Dy can
be represented as follows: there exists a constant R; > 0, independent of &, such

that hy, ho € C**(Bhg, ('), ¥’ C Bjy,, satisfying, besides of (L.4), (L.3)),

hi(z') = ho(z') =0, for 2’ €X' (1.11)
Verhi(2') = Vyha(z') =0, for 2’ € 9%, (1.12)
V2 (h — ho)(2') > kol,—q, fora’ € By \¥, (1.13)
and
1Pallc2e sy, ) + 1h2llcza(sy, ) < Fs; (1.14)

where ko, K3 are positive constants, I,,_1 is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) identity matrix.

Theorem 1.4. Let D1,Dy C D C R™ (n > 2) be two bounded C*>* subdomains,
with partial flat boundaries X' x {£5}, respectively, as in Figure , Assume that
(T4), and (L1T)~(1.14) hold. Let w € H'(D)NCY(Q) be the solution to
and p € C**(dD). Then for 0 < e < 1/2 and |X'| > 0, we have

C

>

[Vullpe@p,) < lelloz.eopy < 7|||90||C2=“(6D)7 (1.15)

C
=/ +epn(e)
and
[Vull L= @\0r,) < Cliellc2e @),
where C is independent of €, |¥'| denotes the area of ¥/, and
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Remark 1.5. The proof of Theorem [T.4] actually gives a stronger pointwise upper
bound estimate:

Ce 1
|2 + epnt(e) et dist?(z, ¥)
where ¥ := %' x (-, %).

272

Remark 1.6. If ¥’ = {0}, then |¥'| = 0. From (1.17)), we can see that the upper
bound estimate actually is

[Vu(z)| <

llellezaopy, forxz e Qgr,. (1.17)

Cpn(e) € €
) ”‘P”CQ:Q(SD)a D) <Tp < 9

This is consistent with the known results, see |1,4}/7,/39] for instance. While, if
|¥| > 0, then |Vu| is bounded in © from (1.17), which implies that no blow-up

occurs.

In contrast with the blow-up result of Theorem Theorem shows the
boundedness of |Vu| whenever |¥'| > 0. In order to further reveal such blow-up
mechanics, we consider the intermediate cases that the relative convexity between
Dy and D5 is of order 2 < m < co. Namely, we assume that, besides of 7,

|Vhi(2)] < Cl2' ™Y, |V2hi(2))| < Cl2'|™™2, for |2'| < 2Ry, i=1,2, (1.18)

and

V(0 z,)] <

)\0|.’17/|m < hl(l‘l) — hg(l’/) < )\1|a:’\m, for |.’El| < 2R1, (1.19)
for 0 < Ag < A1. By a slight modification of the proof of Theorem we have the
following upper bound estimates with different blow-up rates, which tend to O(1)
as m — oo.

Theorem 1.7. Let D;,Dy C D C R"™ (n > 2) be two bounded C** subdomains

with X' = {0'}. Suppose (1.4)—-(1.6), (1.18) and (1.19) hold. Letu € H'(D)NC(Q)
be the solution of and ¢ € C>*(0D). Then for small € > 0,

Vu) < 2 elcnnopy for o € U (1.20)
and
[VullLe@\0r,) < Clielc2e @by,
where

n—1
=% m>n—1,

Pn,m(€) = \T15| m=n—1,

1 m<n—1.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first decompose
the solution u = Cyvy + Cavs + vy, where C; are from the free constant boundary
conditions v = Cj, and v; are solutions of boundary value problems with given
Dirichlet data. Then we reduce the proof of Theorem [I.1] and [[.4] to the estimates
for Vu; and the estimates for C;. The key estimate is the pointwise upper and
lower bounds for |Vv;| in the narrow region Qg,, see Propositions and
which will also be used to estimate |C; — C3|. When dD; and dD; are of C1% in
order to prove Proposition we need to adapt the classical CH“ estimates [21]
to our setting with partially zero boundary condition, see Theorem [2:2] It can be
regarded as the analogue of theorem 9.13 in [23]. We give its proof in the Appendix.
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In Section [3] we use Theorem [2:2] to prove Proposition 2.1} In Section [ we use
the iteration technique with respect to the energy, developed in [10], and W?2?
estimates to prove Proposition [2.4] and Proposition [2.5

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF FOR TWO MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we shall give the main ingredients to prove Theorem [T.1] and
and outline the proofs.
We first use the following decomposition as in |7]:

u(z) = Chvi(x) + Cova(z) + vo(x), x € Q, (2.1)

where C; := C;(¢) is the free boundary value of w on 8D;, i = 1, 2, to be determined
by u. Meanwhile, v; € C?(2) (j = 0, 1,2), respectively, satisfies

Av; =0 in Q, Avy =0 in Q,
v =1 on 0Dq, vy =1 on 0Ds, (2.2)
vy =0 on 0D, UJD, vg =0 on 0Dy UJD,
and
Avg=0 1in Q,
vg =0 on D1 UdD>, (2.3)

v9=¢ ondD.

From ([2.1)), one has
VU($) :C’lvm (I) + CQV’UQ(CC) + V’Uo(.r)
:(Cl — Cg)Vvl(x) + CQV(’Ul + UQ)(LE) + V'Uo(.’b), xz € Q. (24)
Thus, in order to prove (|1.9) and (1.15)), it suffices to estimate |Vuy|, [V (v1 + v2)],
|[Vugl, |C1 — Cs] and |Cy| (i = 1, 2), respectively.
To estimate |Vv1|, we introduce an auxiliary function @; € CH%(R™) such that
21 =1 on 0D, u; =0 on 0Dy U 0D,
Ty — ha(z') +¢/2

() () ) € One (2.5)

(2, x,) =

and
a1 cre@\aq,) < C- (2.6)
Here and throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, C' denotes a constant,
whose value may vary from line to line, depending only on n, A\g, A1, Ko, K1, K2, K3,
Ry and an upper bound of the C%% (or C1*%) norms of dD; and dD-, but not on
€. Also, we call a constant having such dependence a universal constant.
By using , and denoting 9; := 9/dx;, a direct calculation yields that

() < —SE sl G = — forz e O, (27)
SO 5wy :
where
5(2') := e + hy(z') — hao(z'). (2.8)
Set

W=V — Up.
Then
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Proposition 2.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem . Let vy € HY(Q) be the
weak solution of (2.2)). Then for small e > 0,

C

Vw(@ o,)| < ——————,  (2/,2,) € QR,, 2.9
| ( L)| = (€+|:C’|1+0‘)1+% ( n) R ( )
where C is independent of €. Consequently,
1 C
— < |V (2, x| £ ————, " xn) € QR,. 2.10
O+ oy = Vool s g, (o) €0m o (210)

Because h; and hsy here are only of C1®, now 1, is not twice continuously differ-
entiable. Thus, we do not have —Aw = Aw; any more, and can not immediately
apply WP estimates to obtain |[Vw| < C, like in [35]. We now write the right
hand side in divergence form

—Aw = div(Viy).
We turn to the C1® estimates for elliptic equations to prove Proposition With
the aid of De Giorgi-Nash estimates, we adapt the classical C1“ estimates [21] to
our setting with partially zero boundary condition, which can be regarded as the

analogue of theorem 9.13 in [23|. For readers’ convenience, we give its proof in the
Appendix.

Theorem 2.2. Let Q be a bounded domain in R™, n > 2, with a CY* boundary
portion T C 0Q. Let w € HY(Q)NCY(QUT) be the solution of

—Aiu; =divf in Q, 2.11)
w =20 on T,
where f € C*(Q,R™), 0 < a < 1. Then for any domain Q' CC QUT,

l@llere@ < C (lllz=q) + [flae) (212)
where C = C(n,a,Q’, Q).
Here, the Hélder semi-norm of f = (]?1, fg, s fn) is defined as follows:

5 3 3 |fi(x) = fiy)]
flo, @ == max [fi]a, and [fila,o = sup . 2.13
[flo, @ 199[ Jo, @ [fila,@ S T Tyl (2.13)
In order to prove Theorem 1.1} we also need

Lemma 2.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem let v; € HY(Q) (i =0,1,2) be
the weak solutions of (2.2)) and (2.3)) respectively. Then

[V (v1 4+ v2)(z)| < C, x € (2.14)

[Vwo(2)] < Cllgll<@op), =€ (2.15)
and

| <O, for i=1,2, (2.16)

C1 = Gl < Cpnale) - Ipllcr om): (217)

where C' is independent of €.

We are in position to prove Theorem [I.I] by using Proposition 2.I] and Lemma
23
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Proof of Theorem|[I.1} Tt follows from (2.4)), (2.10) and Lemma [2.3] that for = €
QRl?

[Vu(z)| <IC) — Gl - [Voi ()] + C + Cllglloneon)

Cpn.al0)
SW “llellcre@ny-

For the rest part, it is easy to see from the standard elliptic theories and Lemma
2.3l that

[Vulle@\ar,) < Cliellcr.«@op)-
The proof of Theorem [I.1]is completed. O

When 0D, and 0D, are of C%®, the auxiliary function is the same as before,
still denoting @, but good enough to take twice derivative. From the assumptions

on hy and ho, (1.11))—(1.14]), a direct calculation gives

1
6ia1($)20, i:1,~-~,n—1, 6na1($):g7 JTGE,
and
_ Cdsy (') _ 1
. < Z= AT = —— Q b)) 2.1
|81’U/1(.’13)| =o7 d2,($/)7 anul(x) 6(.%’)7 T € Ry \ ) ( 8)

where dy (2') := dist(2’, ¥’) and é(2’) = e + hy (') — ha(a).

Proposition 2.4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem let vi € HY(Q) be the
weak solution of (2.2]). Then

190 — @)l =@, < C, (2.19)
where C' is independent of €. As a consequence, for small €, we have
1 C
— < |V < — € Qg,. 2.20
Cer @) = Vuls rEy Tt (2:20)

Instead of Lemma we have

Lemma 2.5. Under the hypotheses of Theorem let v; € HY(Q) (i =0,1,2) be

the weak solutions of (2.2)—(2.3)), respectively. Then (2.14), (2.15)) and (2.16) hold,
and instead of (2.17), we have

Ce
|C1 — Ca] < e lell o< (o) (2.21)

DIEYRE
where py(€) is defined in (1.16) and C is independent of .

Combining with these estimates above, the proof of Theorem follows that of
Theorem [[11

3. ESTIMATES FOR C1® INCLUSIONS AND THE PROOF OF PROPOSITION lﬂ]

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition Because 0D1 and 9D,
are only C1®, we adapt the iteration technique developed in to allow us to
apply Theorem In this end, we define

Q,(z') == {x eR™: 7% +ho(2)) <z < g +hi(2), |2 =2 <s },
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for 0 < s < ﬁd(z’)l/u*o‘) < Ry, k1 is defined in (1.7). We first calculate the
semi-norm
[e3 (3 Ot2

[Viir, gy < CO(<) " Ho 5170 4 Co(2') " (3.1)

where §(2') = e+ h1(2") — ha(2') and s < CH(2).
Indeed, we first note that for any (2/,x,) € Qs(2'), s < 4(2'),
|2/| < |2’ — 2| + || < s+ |2'| < Co(2")Y/ A+, (3.2)

This together with mean value theorem and (1.7)) implies that for any x,z € Qs ()
with o’/ # 7/,

|hi(2") = hi(@')| = [Vhi(p) |2’ — 2| < C6() el — 2’|, i=1,2, (3.3)

and
e+ (h1 —ho)(T') > 8(2')—Co(2) e s > %5(2’), e+ (h1—ho)(2") > %5(2’). (3.4)
Then, for
o 1
Ont(t) = N T )
we have
|Ontis () — Ontia ()] _ C8(2')THas!— P E
< < Tfo
— < Sy S 006 (3.5)
While, fori=1,2,---, n—1,
8Zﬂ1(x) _ —aihg(.’bl) (.Tn - hg(xl) + 6/2) (&hg(x’) — 8zh1 (1‘/))
o(x") 62(x")
i =D (x) + Pa(z),
we have
9t (2) — Bita (2)] _ |P1(z) — 21(Z)] | |Pa(2) — P2(2)] _ I+ L.

|z — 2| T ez |z — [
By virtue of (1.7)) and (3.2)—(3.4), a direct calculation yields

I < C +5(z’)1%181’°‘
L8 5(2")2

< C8(2) "+ O5(2) " Tra st

and
1

L < O5() sl + Co(z) o wh
Noting that o + H% > 1, we have

|0;ti1 (x) — 0311 ()|

|z — 2|

Thus, (3.1]) immediately follows from (3.5) and (3.6).

1

< 41, < Co(2) Trasl=@ 4 C5(2) =, (3.6)
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3.1. Proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[2.1] Recall w satisfies
—Aw = div(Va,) in €,
w=0 on 0f.

Since

[ur] + Vi < C in Q\ Qp, s,
it follows from the standard elliptic theories that

lw| +|Vw| < C, inQ\ Qg,.
Thus, it is clear from that

[V (z)| < C, x €0\ Qp,.

In order to estimate ||Vv1| <y, ), we divide the proof into three steps.
STEP 1. The boundedness of the total energy:

/ |Vw|? dz < C.
)

11

(3.11)

In fact, noting that 0,141 = 0 in Qg,, we multiply (3.7) by w, make use of inte-

gration by parts and Young’s inequality, to obtain

/|Vw|2dx:/ diV(Vﬂl)wdx—F/ div(Viy) wdx
Q Q\Qp, QR

1
s/ |Va1||Vw|dx+/ |V111||w|ds—|—f/ |Vwl|? do
2\ 0 2 Jag

1 oQ Qry

/ Z\auﬂ d:er/ Z\auluwms

QRry =1

Then, using and ( , one has

/|Vw|2 dgc</ Z|5‘u1|2 dz + C.

Qry =1

For the first term on the right hand side, by using (2.7, we have

2+h1(£8 ) C /12«
/ Z |05 |* da < / / |$,‘1+a dz,da’
|z’ |<Ry | )

Qr, =1 Stha(e) (EF |2

Ry pnt2a—2 Ry
< C/ dr < C’/ rite=3qr < C.
0

e+ rita
So that (3.11)) is proved.
STEP 2. The local energy estimates:
/A Vwl? de < Co(z')" i,
Q50.1y(2')
where §(2) = e+ hi(2") — ha(2).
Indeed, from (3.7)), we see that w also satisfies
— Aw =div(Viy —a) in Q,

(3.12)

(3.13)
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for any constant vector a € R”. For 0 < t < s < Ry, let n be a cutoff function
satisfying

1 if 2’ = 2| <t 2
N = ’ d |Van(')| < . 3.14
) {0 if |2/ — 2| > s, and | n(x)‘_s—t (3.14)

Multiplying (3.13) by n?w and using integration by parts, one has

C
/ |Vw|? dx < 72/ |w|? dz + C/ Vi, — af? dz, (3.15)
Qi (2") (s =) Ja. () Q. (=)

s(z

where we take

a= (Vf‘l)ﬁs(z') =

= dy.
192+ (2)]

Case 1. For |Z/| < eTha, 0 < s < eTts, then ¢ < §(z") < Ce. By a direct
calculation, we have

e/2+hy 2
/ Jw|? / / / Opw dxy, |  drpdx’
Qs (2") |z!—2'|<s e/2+hs —5+h2
< 6’52/A |Vw|? da, (3.16)
Qs(z)

and by the definition of semi-norm Ha B2y

IV, — (Vin)g .| < = [V (z) = Vi (y)| dy

\Q( DIRANED)
vulaﬂ
< —== / |z —y[* dy

[wa o) (87 £ 6()°).
Using ([3.1]), we calculate further

Csn—i—l Csn—l Csn+2a—1

/A ‘V’l]l — (Vﬂl)ﬁg(z/)ﬁ dr <

Q. (2") : eltia  erial  lotrisl
Csn+172a
+ m = G(S) (317)
It follows from (|3.15)), (3.16)) and (3.17]) that

2
F(t) < (;11) F(s)+CG(s), YO<t<s< %, (3.18)

here ¢, is a fixed constant, and
F(t) ;:[ |Vw|? dz. (3.19)

Qi (2)

Let k = [ 1L] and t; = 0+2cyie,1=0,1,2,--- , k. It is easy to see from (3.17))

4dcrelte
that

G(tiy1) < C(i 4+ 1)"Hen e,
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Taking s = t;41 and t = ¢; in -3.18, we have the following iteration formula
1
F(t:) < ZF(ti-&-l) +C(i+ 1)”+1€n—1%@.

After k iterations, and by virtue of (3.11)), we have
1 = 2
k n—rig V(4 +1 n—1ia
F(to) < (7)"F(ty) + Ce"~ 1 ;<4)Z<z+ )" < e,
This is (3.12)) with §(z") < Ce.
Case 2. For eTs < |/| < Ry, 0 < s < |2/, then |2/]'+® < 6(2') < C|2'|'+e.

The estimates (3.16]) and (3.17) become, respectively,

2
/ wf? dz §C|z'|2(1+°‘)/ Vwl de, i 0<s< 2, (3.20)
f.(2") 0.(2") 3
and
CSnJrl Cs"fl Osn+2a71
Vi — (Va 2d
758~ (70,00 < o + s + [
Csn+1—2a
+ W = H(S) (321)
In view of (3.15)), and (3.20), estimate ) becomes,
62|Z/|1+a 2
Flt) < () Fls)+CH(s), Yo<t<s<z|2, (3.22)
s _

where ¢y is another fixed constant. Let k = [m] and t; = 6 + 2cqi ||t
1=0,1,2,--- , k. From (3.21)), one has

H(tip1) < C(i+ 1)"H /| (e (- o5),
Then, taking s = t;11 and ¢t = ¢; in (3.22)), the iteration formula is

1
F(t) £ $F(tisa) +Cli+ 1)/ o),

After k iterations, and using (3.11) again,
F(tg) < (i)kF(tk) + O |+ (- 3) Z (i + 1)1 < O |+ ads),

Thus, (3.12)) is proved.
STEP 3. Rescaling and L™ estimates of |[Vuw]|.

Making the following change of variables on Qj(z’ ) as in \\

o = 5y/,
(3.23)
Tp = 0Yn,
then Q;(z') becomes Q; of nearly unit size, where
e 1
= R™: _ = / ’ < 1 / / /
Q {ye 26+5h2(5y +z)<yn<25+§h1(5y +z),y<r},

(3.24)
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for r < 1, and the top and bottom boundaries become

5 1
Fj:{yeR” D Yn = o+ a0y + 2, |y'|<7‘}:

20 0
and .
+ _ n . __i - ’ ’ /
FT—{yeR D Yp = 26—&—5112((&/4-2)7 |y|<r}.
We denote

WY, yn) = w0y +2,0yn), Uy, yn) = w0y +2,0yn), (¥ yn) € Q1.
From 7 we see that w satisfies

—Aw = div(Va) in Q1,

{ w=0 on I‘li.

Applying the De Giorgi-Nash estimates for (3.25)), see Lemma in the Appendix,
we obtain

(3.25)

@]l 2(@1/2) < C (10 L2(@y) + [V, i) - (3.26)
By using the C1'® estimates, Theorem with f = V& on Q1/2, we have

”{5”01*“(@1/4) <C (H{DHLM(QI/Z) + [vman1/2> <C (”ﬁ”LQ(Ql) + [vmel) :
Combining with the Poincaré inequality
[@ll22Qu) < ClIVWlL2(qy),
one has
V@] L@y ,0) < C (IVOl 220y + [Vila, @) -

Rescaling back to the original region SA)(;(Z’ ),

C(a_n e
IVwll @, 4y < 5 (51 [V ull g, oy + O [Vul]a,ﬁé(z,)) . (327
By virtue of (3.1]) and (3.12]), we have, for (2, z,) € 65/4(75’) and |2'| < Ry,

[Vw (', 20)] < IVWll gy, oy < € (5—% 6F TR 46 5-‘*—%@) < C§ s,

Thus, we finish the proof of Proposition [2:1} O
Proposition also holds for v, defined in (2.2), if we choose an auxiliary
function @ = 1 — @ in QRl .
3.2. Proof of Lemma [2.3]
Proof of Lemma[2.3. Recalling the definitions of v; and vy in (2.2), one has
Avy+v2—1)=0 inQ,
vi+va—1=0 on 0D;, i =1,2,
vy +vy—1=-1 on OD.
By theorem 1.1 of [33], we have (2.14). By the same reason, (2.15)) also holds. It
2.16)

is easy to have ( hold by the trace embedding theorem and ||ul|g10) < C
(independent of ¢).

For (2.17), we rewrite the decomposition (2.1]) as follows
u = (Cl - CQ)Ul + CQ(Ul + ’02) + vo.
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From the third line of ([L.1)), we have

0
/ U‘J’_ = (Cl - CQ)all —+ 02((111 + a12) + bl — O7
7]

where 5 5
aij == e N N g =12
op; OV op, Ov
Hence,
Cs| - b
ICy — Gy < |Cs| - la11 + a12] + | 1|. (3.28)
a1
By lemma 2.4 in 7], we have known that
1
5 < \all + CL12| <C and |b1‘ < CH@HL“’(GD) for i=1, 2. (329)
Now we calculate a11. By using the Green’s formula,
0 0
a1 — / v _ / o, 7/ Vor |2, (3.30)
oD, OV oD, OV Q
We divide
/ Vo[ = / Vo |? +/ Vo |2,
Q Qr, \Qr,
where it is easy to see from ([3.10) that
/ Vo2 < C.
QN\QR,
Then, combining with the upper bound (2.10)), a direct calculation yields
1 C
T <lan| € ——, 3.31
Cpn,ale) o] Pn,a(€) ( )

where p, o(€) is defined in (1.10). Thus, substituting this and (3.29)) into (3.28)),
we prove (2.17)). O

3.3. The Lower Bounds. From the decomposition (2.4]), we write
Vu = (Cy — C3)Vuy + Vuy, in Q,
where
up := Ca(v1 + v2) + vg,

verifying

Aup =0 in €,

up = CQ on 8D1 U 8D2,

Up = @ on 0D.
It follows from the third line of (1.1)) that

—(Cy — Cy)arr = by,
where by 1= /. oD, %|+7 which is a linear functional of ¢. We observe from (3.31]),
that a1; # 0, so
|b1|

—ai1

Gy — Co| = (3.32)
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For n = 2, by using the same argument in [31], we have by — g’{ as € — 0. Here
bi = [5p- %L_ is a blow-up factor and u* satisfies
1

Au* =0 in QF,

ut=C* on dD; UOD,",
ou* ou* _

Joo, Bo |y + Jony 514 =0,

Up = @ on 9D,

where Df = {z e R" : 2+ P, € D;} i =1, 2), Q* = D\ D;ND; and C* =
liH(l)%(Cl + C3). Thus, by using (3.31)) and (3.32), if there exists ¢ such that
E—r
bi[¢] # 0, one has for small € > 0

IVu(0', zn)| Z|C1 = Co[Vor (0, 2n)| = [Vup (0, )|

Pn 01(8) 7 %
> ) .
= Ce | 1[%0”

For n > 3, it suffices to find a boundary data ¢ such that [by[]| > & for some

positive universal constant C, although g}‘ [] is not necessarily its limit. Then we
have

[Vu(z)| > for x € P P,.

1
Ce’

4. Two KEY ESTIMATES IN THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4]

The key estimates in the proof of Theorem [1.4]are the estimates of |V (v — @1)],
Proposition and that of |C; — Cs|, Proposition Firstly, to prove Proposition
we follow the main idea in [10,33] and list the main differences to show the role
of |Y¥'| playing in such blow-up analysis. We emphasize that here the constants C
are independent of |¥'|. For simplicity, we denote

d(z) := dg/(2') = dist(2', %).
4.1. Proof of Proposition First, we denote
w =] — U. (4.1)

From ([2.2)), the definition of 4 and (4.1)), we have

—Aw = Auy in Q,
{ w=0 on 9IN. (4.2)
Similar as before, by virtue of the standard elliptic theory, one has that
|lw|+ [Vw| < C, in Q\ Qg,.
Recalling (2.6)), we have
[V (z)| < C, x € Q\ Qpg,. (4.3)
Thus, to obtain ([2.19), we only need to prove
”Vw”Loo(QRl) <C, (4.4)

Next, we mainly make use of an adapted version of the iteration technique de-
veloped in [10] to obtain the energy estimates in a small cube and then use W?2?
estimates and the bootstrap argument to prove (4.4)).
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Proof of Proposition[2.7} We divide into three steps.
STEP 1. The boundedness of the total energy:

17

/ Vw|® de < C. (4.5)
Q

Indeed, by using the maximum principle, we have 0 < v; < 1 in . Together
with |a| < C, we have

[wl[e @) < C.
By a direct computation,

_ _ C
A’Ul(l‘) = 0, x e Z, |AU1($)| < m, x < QRl \E (46)
Then, multiplying the equation in (4.2]) by w and integrating by parts, one has

21 \2

| Ay | +O> < C.
STEP 2. The local energy estimates:

/A IVw|? dz < Co(2")". (4.7)
Qs (27)

We adapt the iteration technique in [10] and give a unified iteration process for

0 < |?2/| < Ry. For 0 < ¢t < s < Ry, let 1 be a cut-off function defined in (3.14).

Multiplying the equation in (4.2)) by n?w and integrating by parts leads to the
Caccioppolli’s inequality

C
/ IVl de < 72/ o[ da + (s —t)2/
NED! (s =) Ja. (2 o
For 0 < s < |2'| < Ry/2, similar to (3.16]), one has
2 /
[ lw|? dz < 05(2')2/A Vol de if0<s< 22 (4.9)
Q.(2) Q. (2) 3
Then, combining with (4.8]) and (4.9)), we have, for 0 <t < s < %Z,l,

F(t) < <C;5£Z;)) F(s) +C(s — t)? /{A2 s<z1>|Ml‘2 de, (4.10)

where ¢ is the universal constant, we fix it now. F(t) is defined in (3.19).
Let k = %@Jfll} and t; = 6(2') +2c116(2"), 1 =0,1,2,

|Awy|* dz.  (4.8)
)

S(Z

,k‘. Take s = ti+1
and t = ¢; in (4.10). It follows from (4.6 that
C el
[ AR dxg/ dr’ < —t1
Qi 44 (27)

T =
|z — 2" |<tit1 6(%’) 5(2/)
<CGi+1)""to(")" 2
An iteration formula follows from (4.10) and (4.11)),

F(t) < 3F(tun) +CG+ 1" 5()",

(4.11)

i=1,2, k.
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After iterating k times, in view of (4.5]), we have
k—1

Flto) < ()*F(t) + Co(/)" S_(3)1 G+ 1" < Co (/)"
=0

So (4.7) holds.
STEP 3. Rescaling and L*> estimates of |Vuw]|.

Under the change of variables (3.23)), domain ﬁ(g(z’ ) becomes @1, see ((3.24)), with
the top and bottom boundaries I'7". Further denote

Wy yn) = w8y + 2, 0y,), and (Y, yn) = u1(0y + 2, 0yn).
From , we see that w satisfies
—Aw = Au in @1,
{ w=0 on T'f.

By using W?2? estimates and the standard bootstrap argument for (4.12)) in Q1,
then rescaling back, the same as the step 1.3 in [35], we obtain

C /i n _
||VU)||LOQ(Q§/2(Z/)) S g (51 2 ||VU)||L2(§6(Z/)) + 52 HA’UJHLOQ(QO(Z/))) . (413)

Substituting (4.7) and (4.6) into (4.13) yields
C(01-%6% +5)
)< ——n—"

(4.12)

|Vw (', 2,
Thus, the estimate (2.19) is established. O

We remark that Proposition also holds for vy, the solution of (2.2), if we
choose auxiliary function as tie =1 — @ in Qp,.

4.2. Proof of Proposition The following lemma is a main difference with
the analog in [7], which plays a key role in the blow-up analysis of |Vu|.

Lemma 4.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[1.]) then for small e > 0, we have

1 /Y] 1 ) (E’| 1 ) ,
= + <-—a; <C + , 1=1,2, 4.14
c ( € pn(€) € pn(€) (4.14)

where C' is a universal constant, independent of |X'|.

< C, v - % +ha(2') < zp < nghl(z’).

In order to prove Lemma we need the following well-known property for
bounded convex domains, which refers to the ellipsoid of minimum volume (see
e.g. |22, Theorem 1.8.2]).

Lemma 4.2. If D C R™ is a bounded convex set with nonempty interior and E is
the ellipsoid of minimum volume containing D center at the center of mass of D,
then

n3?EcDCE,

where rE denotes the r-dilation of E with respect to its center.

Thus, for bounded convex (n — 1)-dimensional domain ¥/, there exists a E’ such
that
(n—1)"%?E c¥ cFE.
Denote the length of the longest principal semi-axis as Ry and the length of the
shortest principal semi-axis as Ry > 0. In order to show the role of [~'] in the
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blow-up analysis of |Vul|, we suppose for simplicity that > a for some a > 0.

Set 7o = (n — 1)73/2Ry. Obviously, B, CX¥ CFE C B}%O. Then, there exists a
constant C, depending only on n and a, such that

|Bp,| < CI¥|. (4.15)

Proof of Lemma[/.1 Here, we only estimate a;; for instance, since ass is similar.
By virtue of the same reason of (3.30)), we have

—a11 =/ |VU1|2=/ |Vv1|2—|—/ |Vvl|2+/ Vs |2, (4.16)
Q Q\Qr, = Qr,\Z

1

For the first term in (4.16)), it is easy to see from (4.3)) that
/ |V, |2 < C. (4.17)
Q\Qg,

For the second term, by (2.20)),

/ /
‘E / / G ——dxyda’ </ |V |? < / / —dayda’ < C|E |. (4.18)
’ 19

For the last term in , it is a little complicated. Using again, one has
e/2+hi(z’) 1
/' A /£/2+h2(a:’) Cle +d?*(z'))? oG B
< / |V |2
Qg \T

€/2+h1(a: C
/ / 5 dacnda:
R \S e /2+ha(a) (e + d*(2'))?

which implies that

dx’ Cdx’
< Vouil? < / e 4.19
/;ﬁ\g, Cle +d?(z")) — /QRI\E Vel < s €+ d2() (4.19)

Next, we divide into three cases by dimension to calculate the integral in (4.19).
Fist, if n = 2, then ¥’ = (—Rg, Ro), and d(z’) = |2'| — Rg. We can choose some
constant £ € (0,1) depending only on R;, such that for 0 < e < &,

B dr /Rl Ro gy 1 Ry — Ro
- C

= t . 4.20
ry C(e+(r—Ro)?) err? OETTM TR (4.20)

Inserting (4.17)—(4.20)) to (4.16]), we have, for small ¢ > 0 (say, at least less than

(R1 — Ro)?),
l |E/|+L < — < |E/|+L
C 3 \/g =T 9 \/g ’

which implies (4.14) for n = 2.
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For n = 3, in view of (4.15]), we choose some constant £; € (0,1/e) such that for
0<e<eéy,

/ dx’ < / dx’
}21\2/ €+d2(l'/) - BEH\B’/"O €+di8t2($/7B}%0)

Ro or B Cr
<[ Zdr+ | ———dr
T0 € Ro € + (r - RO)

C(R% — 7"(2J) o r— Ry R Ry
- Yicf| —————dr+C | ————d
e R e+ (T —Ro2 h e+ (r—Ro2"

R§ Ry |X'|
<Cc(=241 = 1
< (E —|—|n5—|—\£> <|n£|—|— ,

where the Cauchy’s inequality is used in the last inequality.

On the other hand, we pick a point p € 9Y', take a quadrant @ outside X',
with p as the vertex, (R; — Rp)/2 as the radius, and symmetric with the outword
normal at p. Then, in the polar coordinates {p;r,0} with p as the center, for
z’ € Q, we have o' = p+ (rcosf,rsinf), § € (-=%,%), r € (0,(R1 — Ro)/2), and
dist(z',%") < dist(z',p). There exists some small positive constant £ € (0,£7),
depending only on Rj, such that for 0 < & < €, one has

/ dx’ < / dx’
L A\E €T d*(2') ~ Joe+ distQ(aﬂ’ D)

= s+r2*

Substituting these two estimates above into , ), together with (4.18]) and (4.17)),

we have (4.14]) for n = 3.

If n > 4, by using (4.15)) again, we have

dz’' Ro C’I“n_2 Ry CTn—Q
— < d ——d
/;%1\2/ €+d2(x/) _/7:0 13 r—‘r/lzo E+(7'_R0)2 "
n—1 nf Ry— RO -
< C(R + C/ 7)dt
€+

t2

L CRg ! 1 fa=fo yn—2
—— + CRy™ / ——dt+C / dt
€ 0 €+ t2 e+ t2

n—1 n—2 R1—Ro 2
<C By + By~ B pn-agy ,
€ \f € + 12

ce(z)

For any p € 9%, we also can construct a cone Q C By \ X' with p as the vertex,
such that dist(z', %) < dist(z’,p) whenever ' € Q. Then for small £ > 0,

/ dx’ > / dx’
B\ e+ d2(1'/) QF¢ + dlStQ( 7p

Thus, (4.14) holds for n > 4. The proof of Lemma is completed. a

|1n€|

n—2 1

7d > —.
e+r2 — C
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Remark 4.3. Lemma shows that if |X’| > 0, by taking € > 0 small enough
such that %(E) < %, one has

| Cl¥|
< — <

< —ay <
Ce e’

which leads the boundedness of |Vul.

i=1,2

Proof of Lemma[2.5. We prove (2.21). Indeed, from (3.28), it suffices to estimate
|a11]. Combining with (3.28]) and (4.14) of Lemma@ we obtain

Ce
']+ pu ' (e)e
The proof is completed. O

C
|C1 — C2| < — - ll¢llL=(op) <

‘a11| 'H90||Loo(aD)~

5. APPENDIX : C1® ESTIMATES AND DE GIORGI-NASH ESTIMATES

5.1. C1 estimates. In this section, we shall use the Campanato’s approach, see
e.g. [21], to prove Theorem [2.2

Let @ be a Lipschitz domain in R", the Campanato space £2*(Q), A > 0, is
defined as follows

1
L2MNQ) = {u € L*(Q) : sup —/ U — Uy, p|2dz < +oo},
By(z0)NQ

z0eQ P
p>0
where g, , = m anB (o) u(z) dz. Tt is endowed with the norm
P P

lwll 20y = lullLz(q) + [ulz27 (@),

where the semi-norm [-] 2,1 (@) is defined by

1
[u]im(Q) = sup )\/B( o U — Uy, p|2da.
p(ZTo

zp€EQ P
p>0

It is known that if n < A <n+2 and o = %, the Campanato space £>*(Q) is
equivalent to the Hélder space C%%(Q).
We first recall a classical result in |21].

Theorem 5.1. (Theorem 5.14 in [21)]) Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in
R, n > 2. Let w € H(Q) be a solution for

—Aw=divf nQ, (5.1)
with f € C*(Q,R"), 0 < a<1. Then Vw € C*(Q) and for B := Br(xzg) C Q,
IVl czinze B < C (IVll12(50) + Fleznrza(mn )
where C' = C(n,a, R).

From the proof of Theorem [5.1] and the equivalence of Holder space and Cam-
panato space, we have the following interior estimates.
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Corollary 5.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [2.3. Let w be the solution of
(2.11). Then for Bg := Bgr(xo) C Q,
~ 1 . ~
VTt < C (Tl + Bl ). (52)
where C = C(n, «).

For the boundary estimate, we replace the ball Br(xo) in (5.2) by the half ball
B} (z0) = Br(zo) NRY, where g € 9R"} and R” := {z € R" : ,, > 0}.

Corollary 5.3. Let w be the solution of
~Aw=divf  in R}
w=0 on ORY,

where £ € C*(R%,R™). Then for zo € OR" and B}, := B} (o),

~ 1 . ~
Vi, 5y, < (sa1lmcopy + o sy ) (53)
where C' = C(n,a).
Now, we are in the position to prove Theorem [2.2]

Proof of Theorem [2.2. Since I' € C™*, then for each point ¢ € I, there exists a
neighbourhood U of xp and a homeomorphism ¥ € C1*(U) such that

T(UNQ)=B ={ycB:1(0) : y, >0},
Y(UNT)=0B Nn{ycR" : y, =0},

where B1(0) := {y € R™ : |y| < 1}. Under the transformation y = ¥(z) =
(\Ill('r)a t 7\Ijn(x)), we denote

Wy) == a(¥ ' (y), Fly) =T (),

and
Aw) = 19GITTNW. 60 = 1T6IT6). T = G o wi)
Then becomes

~ div, (AW)V, W) = div, (G0)(F) - ). (54)

where a € R™ is a constant vector to be determined later. Let yo = ¥(xg), freeze
the coefficients, and rewrite (5.4) in the form

—div, (A(y0) VyW(y)) = divy ((Aly) — Alyo)) VyW(y) +G(0)(Fly) —a) ). (5.5)

Since W is a homeomorphism, A(yp) is positive definite. Then there exists a nonsin-
gular constant matrix P such that PT A(yo)P = I,,, where I,, is the n x n identity
matrix. Thus, under the transformation z = P7y, (5.5) becomes

AW (2) = div, (PT (A(2) — A(20))PV.W(2) + PTG(2)(F(z) - a)),
where zg = PTyo and W(z) := W((PT)'2),
A(z):= A((PT)*IZ), G(z) = Q((PT)*lz), and F(z) := ]-'((PT)*lz).
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Then, by virtue of Corollary [5.3] we have

[VZW] a,B;/z <C (RH—a ||W||L°° B) [PTG(F B Cl)] O"BE>

+C[PT(A - A(zo))PVZW]%BE,

where Bf, := {z € Br(20) : 2, > 0} and Br(z9) := {z € R" : |z — 29| < R}. Since
¥ c CL@ by taking
1

a=F =
5 1By

F(z) dz,
we have

[PTG(F ~ Fy)],, s < C ([Fl, gy + IF = Fpll s ) < CIFL, o
and

[PT(A — A(Zo))PvzW] a,B; S C (RQ[VZW]Q,B; + ”vzWHLOO(B;)) :
By using the interpolation inequality, one has

" C
VWl oo ) < REIV W] g1+ SIW Lo 55y

where C' = C(n). Hence,
[VZW]Q,B;/Q <C (R1+a HW||L<><>(B+) + RY[V.W],, 5i t [F]a,6;> : (5.6)

Since ¥ is a homeomorphism and P is nonsingular, it follows that the norms in
(5.6) defined on B, are equivalent to those on N = (PT o ¥)~1(B}), respectively.
Thus, rescaling back to the variable x, we obtain

V@], v <C (RHa @] oo (ar) + B[V @, & + [, ) ,
where N/ = (PT o ¥)~ (Bg/z) and C = C(n,a, ¥, P). Furthermore, there exists
a constant 0 < o < 1 independent on R such that Byg(z9) N Q C N.

Therefore, recalling that I' C 9Q is a boundary portion, for any domain Q' CC

Q UT and for each g € Q' NT, there exist Rg = Ro(xg) and Cy = Co(n, «, )
such that

_ — 1 .
V@], pryoner < Co (Ro [Vi]a, @ + RIFa @]l o< (@) + [f]a,Q> . (5.7

Applying the finite covering theorem to the collection of Bgr, /o (z) for all zg €
['N@Q’, there exist finite Br, /2(z;), j = 1,2, ... K, covering T' N Q". Let C; be the
constant in (5.7) corresponding to x;. Set

. (R,

Cim mx A0k Rim min {57
Thus, for any o € I' N Q’, there exists jo € {1,2, ..., K} such that Bs(zo) C
Bgr,, (vj,) and

~

_ . 1
V) pyner <€ (R0 + e llim) + Hlac) . 69

R
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Finally, we give the estimates on Q’. Let C be the constant in (5.2)) from Corol-
lary Let

C:=max{C,C} and TR :=min{(3C) " R}.
For any x', 22 € Q’, there are three cases to occur:
(i) |2t —a? > %
(ii) there exists 1 < jo < K such that 2!, 22 € Bﬁ/z(xjo) NQ';
(iii) z!, 2% € Br, C Q.

For case (i), we have

|Vi(zt) — Vo (x?)| 4 .
< — ’.
|.T1 _ x2|a — ﬁa ||vw||007Q

For case (ii), it follows from (5.8)) that

[Va(z') — Vi(z?)]
ol — 22|

< [VWla, Br o (@i0)n@ < [VWa, Br(a,o)ne

— [—a " 1 _ ~

For case (iii), by using Corollary one has
V(2" — Vi(a?)|

|.T1 _332‘04

~ — 1 _ .
< [vw]a,Bﬁ/z <C <R1+a ”wHLOO(Q) + [f]o"Q> .

Hence, in either case, we obtain
~ — (=~ 1 . = 4 ~
[Vula,qr < C| R [Vla, @ + FHWHL“’(Q) + [fla, @ ) + ?HVUJHLOO(Q»

By the interpolation inequality, see e.g. [23, Lemma 6.32],

4 - 1. C -
?HVWHLW(Q') < g[vw]a@' + WHWHW(Q/)

1

<
-3

~ c -
[VWla, o + ﬁ”wan(Q)’

where C' = C(n, ). Since R < (3C)~2, we get

vl o <€ (I1ll=@ + Flaa) (5.9)
where C' = C(n, o, Q', Q). By using the interpolation inequality, we obtain (2.12]).
O

5.2. De Giorgi-Nash estimates. In this subsection, we use De Giorgi-Nash ap-
proach, see [23| Theorem 8.15], to obtain the L™ estimate of w which is used to
prove Proposition [2.1]

Lemma 5.4. Let w be the solution of (3.25)) with Vu € C*(Q1,R™), where Q1 is
defined in (3.24). Then there exists a positive constant C = C(n,«a, Q1) such that

@l oo (s ,0) < C (101 L2(01) + [VTla, Q1) -
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Proof. For simplicity, we denote f:= V. Let 3> 1, N > k, we choose a function
H € CY([k,0)) by setting H(t) = t? — k? for t € [k, N] and taking to be linear for
t € [N,00). We set v = wt + k and take

P
v=G¥) = /k |H'(s) 2ds

with k = ||f'||Lq(Q1) for ¢ > n. Then, we take n?v as a test function, where the cut-off
function n(y’) satisfies n(y’) = 1 for |y'| < 1/2and n(y’) = 0 for |y’| = 1. Integrating
by parts, using Young’s inequality, and observing that le nG(Y)VnVw~ dy = 0
and G(s) < G'(s)s, one has
2 v 2 2 2 212, 2
e wiver ay<c | et dya | it a
1 1 1

It follows from the definition of G and the Holder inequality that

q—2

_2q_ q
[ owvrR ay<c [ it g c ([ e a)
1 Q1 Q1
(5.10)
By the interpolation inequality, one has, for any A > 0,

||nH'(w)w||L%(Ql) < )\HnH’(z/))szL%(

where 7 = n for n > 2 and 72 € (2,q) for n = 2. Moreover, noting that nH(¢) €
H}(Q1), it follows from the Sobolev inequality that

H 4 <C
I, 2 g <€ (]
where C' = C'(). Then, combining with (5.10)—(5.12), we have

) +)‘7# nH/(¢)1/)||L2(Q1)a (511)

Q1

1/2
V@) dy+ [ 1P dy) . (512)

1
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IR o, <€ (R @I o, A 001, )

Q1)
e /Q V02 (JH ()0l + H2 () dy.

Take A small such that

2 / 2 2 / 2 2
I s, o <€ ([ W dy [ 190P(H @0 + 170) dy ).

where C' = C(n, q). Letting N — oo, one has

1

%), 2, ) <O (07 1900 ) 5.1

Let r1, ro be such that 1/2 <r; <ry <1 and set n =1 for |y/| < rq, n =0 for
ly'| > ro with |Vn| < 2/(rg — r1). Writing x = 7/(72 — 2) in (5.13)), we have

ﬁfl
||¢||wa<@”>§( ) 16l20 @,

To —T1
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Then, iterating by 8 = x’ and r; = % + 3 =0,1, -+, we have

||w”L2xj+1 ) ~ ( ) ||’¢}HL2><J(Q )

R 4 24yt
< OO T L O T )

1911 L2(q)-
Letting j — o0,

[z (@i)n) < CllYllL2(qu):
where C = C(n, q,Q1). Recalling that ¢» = wt + k, a direct calculation yields

1T | Lo (@1 ) < CUIBI 21y + 1l Lagan))- (5.14)
We observe that ([5.14) is also valid by replacing w with —w. Thus, we have
1@ Lo (@1 2) < CUlDll2,00 + IEllac@))s (5.15)

where ¢ > n and C = C(n,q,Q1).
Since w still satisfies o
—Aw =div(f — fg,),
following the proof of (5.15]), we have

1l (@1, < € (11220 + IE ~ T, lzocan))

< C (1l 2@ + Flaar)
where C' = C'(n, o, Q1). The proof is completed. O

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Dr. Hongjie Ju for valu-
able discussion. Y. Chen was partially supported by Postdoctoral Science Founda-
tion of China No. 2018M631369. H.G. Li was partially supported by NSF in China
No. 11571042, 11631002.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Ammari; H. Kang; M. Lim, Gradient estimates to the conductivity problem. Math. Ann.
332 (2005), 277-286.

[2] H. Ammari; G. Ciraolo; H. Kang; H. Lee; K. Yun, Spectral analysis of the Neumann-Poincaré
operator and characterization of the stress concentration in anti-plane elasticity. Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 208 (2013), 275-304.

[3] H. Ammari; H. Dassios; H. Kang; M. Lim, Estimates for the electric field in the presence of
adjacent perfectly conducting spheres. Quat. Appl. Math. 65 (2007), 339-355.

[4] H. Ammari; H. Kang; H. Lee; J. Lee; M. Lim, Optimal estimates for the electrical field in
two dimensions. J. Math. Pures Appl. 88 (2007), 307-324.

[5] H. Ammari; H. Kang; H. Lee; M. Lim; H. Zribi, Decomposition theorems and fine esti-
mates for electrical fields in the presence of closely located circular inclusions. J. Differential
Equations 247 (2009), 2897-2912.

[6] I. Babuska; B. Andersson; P. Smith; K. Levin, Damage analysis of fiber composites. I. Sta-
tistical analysis on fiber scale. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 172 (1999), 27-77.

[7] E. Bao; Y.Y. Li; B. Yin, Gradient estimates for the perfect conductivity problem. Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal. 193 (2009), 195-226.

[8] E. Bao; Y.Y. Li; B. Yin, Gradient estimates for the perfect and insulated conductivity prob-
lems with multiple inclusions. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 35 (2010), 1982-2006.

[9] J.G. Bao; H.J. Ju; H.G. Li, Optimal boundary gradient estimates for Lamé systems with
partially infinite coefficients. Adv. Math. 314 (2017), 583-629.

[10] J.G. Bao; H.G. Li; Y.Y. Li, Gradient estimates for solutions of the Lamé system with partially
infinite coefficients. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 215 (2015), no. 1, 307-351.



(11]

(12]

(13]
(14]
[15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
(19]
20]
21]
22]
(23]
24]

[25]

[26]

27)

(28]

[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]
[35]

(36]

GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PERFECT CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM 27

J.G. Bao; H.G. Li; Y.Y. Li, Gradient estimates for solutions of the Lamé system with partially
infinite coefficients in dimensions greater than two. Adv. Math. 305 (2017), 298-338.

E. Bonnetier; F. Triki, Pointwise bounds on the gradient and the spectrum of the Neumann-
Poincaré operator: the case of 2 discs, Multi-scale and high-contrast PDE: from modeling,
to mathematical analysis, to inversion, Contemp. Math., 577, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence,
RI, 2012, 81-91.

E. Bonnetier; F. Triki, On the spectrum of the Poincaré variational problem for two close-to-
touching inclusions in 2D. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 209 (2013), 541-567.

E. Bonnetier; M. Vogelius, An elliptic regularity result for a composite medium with “touch-
ing” fibers of circular cross-section. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 31 (2000), 651-677.

B. Budiansky; G.F. Carrier, High shear stresses in stiff fiber composites, J. App. Mech. 51
(1984), 733-735.

H.J. Dong, Gradient estimates for parabolic and elliptic systems from linear laminates. Arch.
Rational Mech. Anal. 205 (2012), 119-149.

H.J. Dong; H.G. Li, Optimal estimates for the conductivity problem by Green’s function
method. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 231 (2019), 1427-1453.

H.J. Dong, S. Kim, On C', C?, and weak type-(1,1) estimates for linear elliptic operators,
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 42 (2017) , 417-435.

H.J. Dong, L. Escauriaza, S. Kim, On C1, C?2, and weak type-(1,1) estimates for linear elliptic
operators: Part 2. Math. Ann. 370 (2018), 447-489.

H.J. Dong; H. Zhang, On an elliptic equation arising from composite materials. Arch. Rational
Mech. Anal. 222 (2016), 47-89.

M. Giaquinta, L. Martinazzi. An introduction to the regularity theory for elliptic systems,
harmonic maps and minimal graphs. Springer Science Business Media, 2013.

Gutiérrez, Cristian E. The Monge-Ampére equation. Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equa-
tions and their Applications, 44. Birkh&user Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2001.

D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Springer
1998.

H. Kang; H. Lee; K. Yun, Optimal estimates and asymptotics for the stress concentration
between closely located stiff inclusions, Math. Ann. 363 (2015), 1281-1306.

H. Kang; M. Lim; K. Yun, Asymptotics and computation of the solution to the conductivity
equation in the presence of adjacent inclusions with extreme conductivities. J. Math. Pures
Appl. (9) 99 (2013), 234-249.

H. Kang; M. Lim; K. Yun, Characterization of the electric field concentration between two
adjacent spherical perfect conductors. STAM J. Appl. Math. 74 (2014), 125-146.

H. Kang; S. Yu, Quantitative characterization of stress concentration in the presence of closely
spaced hard inclusions in two-dimensional linear elasticity. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 232
(2019), 121-196.

H. Kang, K. Yun. Optimal estimates of the field enhancement in presence of a bow-tie
structure of perfectly conducting inclusions in two dimensions. J. Differential Equations.
266 (2019), 5064-5094

J.B. Keller, Conductivity of a medium containing a dense array of perfectly conducting
spheres or cylinders or nonconducting cylinders, J. Appl. Phys., 34 (1963), 991-993.

V.A. Kozlov, V.G. Mazya, J. Rossmann, Elliptic Boundary Value Problems in Domains with
Point Singularities, Math. Surveys Monogr., vol. 52, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1997.
H.G. Li, Lower bounds of gradient’s blow-up for the Lamé system with partially infinite
coefficients. larXiv:1811.03453v1.

H.J. Ju, H.G. Li, L.J. Xu, Estimates for elliptic systems in a narrow region arising from
composite materials. Quart. Appl. Math. 77 (2019), 177-199.

H.G. Li; Y.Y. Li; E.S. Bao; B. Yin, Derivative estimates of solutions of elliptic systems in
narrow regions. Quart. Appl. Math. 72 (2014), 589-596.

H.G. Li, Y.Y. Li, Gradient estimates for parabolic systems from composite material. Sci.
China Math. 60 (2017), 2011-2052.

H.G. Li and L.J. Xu, Optimal estimates for the perfect conductivity problem with inclusions
close to the boundary. STAM J. Math. Anal. 49 (2017), 3125-3142.

Y.Y. Li; L. Nirenberg, Estimates for elliptic system from composite material. Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 56 (2003), 892-925.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03453

28

Y. CHEN, H.G. LI, AND L.J. XU

[37] Y.Y. Li; M. Vogelius, Gradient stimates for solutions to divergence form elliptic equations

with discontinuous coefficients. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 153 (2000), 91-151.

[38] M. Lim; S. Yu, Stress concentration for two nearly touching circular holes. arXiv:

1705.10400v1. (2017)

[39] M. Lim; K. Yun, Strong influence of a small fiber on shear stress in fiber-reinforced composites.

J. Differential Equations 250 (2011), 2402-2439.

[40] M. Lim; K. Yun, Blow-up of electric fields between closely spaced spherical perfect conductors,

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 34 (2009), 1287-1315.

[41] X. Markenscoff, Stress amplification in vanishingly small geometries. Computational Mechan-

ics 19 (1996), 77-83.

[42] K. Yun, Estimates for electric fields blown up between closely adjacent conductors with

arbitrary shape. STAM J. Appl. Math. 67 (2007), 714-730.

[43] K. Yun, Optimal bound on high stresses occurring between stiff fibers with arbitrary shaped

cross-sections. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 350 (2009), 306-312.

[44] H. Yun, An optimal estimate for electric fields on the shortest line segment between two

spherical insulators in three dimensions. J. Differential Equations 261 (2016), 148-188.

(Y. Chen) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, BEIJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY, LABORATORY

OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPLEX SYSTEMS, MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, BEIJING 100875, CHINA.

E-mail address: chenyu@amss.ac.cn.

(H.G. Li) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, BEIJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY, LABORATORY

OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPLEX SYSTEMS, MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, BEIJING 100875, CHINA.

E-mail address: hgli@bnu.edu.cn.

(L.J. Xu) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, BEIJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY, LABORATORY

OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPLEX SYSTEMS, MINISTRY OF EDUCATION, BEIJING 100875, CHINA.

E-mail address: 1jxu@mail.bnu.edu.cn.



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background
	1.2.  C1,  inclusions, when 1< m <2.
	1.3. C2,  inclusions with partially ``flat'' boundaries, when  m =.

	2. Outline of the proof for two main results
	3. Estimates for C1, inclusions and the proof of Proposition 2.1 
	3.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1
	3.2. Proof of Lemma 2.3
	3.3. The Lower Bounds

	4.  Two Key Estimates in the Proof of Theorem 1.4
	4.1. Proof of Proposition 2.4
	4.2.  Proof of Proposition 2.5

	5. Appendix : C1, estimates and De Giorgi-Nash estimates
	5.1. C1, estimates 
	5.2. De Giorgi-Nash estimates

	References

