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HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR A CLASS OF PROBLEMS

UNDER p, q SUBQUADRATIC GROWTH

E. MASCOLO – ANTONIA PASSARELLI DI NAPOLI

Abstract. We study the higher differentiability for nonlinear elliptic equation in diver-
gence form A(x,Du) = b(x). The result covers the cases in which A(x, ξ) satisfies p, q

growth, with 1 < p < 2 in ξ and a Sobolev dependence of with respect to x. By means of
an a-priori estimate we ensure the W

2,p

loc
(Ω)-property for the solution of the boundary value

problem.

February 12, 2022

1. Introduction

The paper deals with the following boundary value problem for elliptic equations










div (A(x,Du)) = b(x) in Ω

u = u0 on ∂Ω

(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded open set and the operator A : Ω×Rn → R is a Carathédory map
satisfying the following set of assumptions for a couple of exponents p, q such that 1 < p < q

and 1 < p ≤ 2

〈A(x, ξ)−A(x, η), ξ − η〉 ≥ ν|ξ − η|2(µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
p−2
2 (1.2)

|A(x, ξ)−A(x, η)| ≤ L|ξ − η|
[

(1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
q−2
2 + (µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)

p−2
2

]

(1.3)

|A(x, ξ)−A(y, ξ)| ≤ |x− y|(k(x) + k(y))(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 (1.4)

where L, ν are fixed constants, µ ∈ [0, 1] is a parameter and k ∈ Lr
loc(Ω) with r > n is a non

negative function.
Let us observe that if we assume that

A(x, 0) = 0,

assumption (1.3) implies

|A(x, ξ)| ≤ L(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 (1.5)
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Then, setting f(x) = A(x, 0) ∈ L∞, we have

|A(x, ξ)| ≤ L(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 + f(x)

To simplify the presentation, from now on, we shall assume that (1.5) is in force.
Assumption (1.4), by virtue of the characterization of the Sobolev function due to Hajlasz,
[29], implies that the partial map x 7→ A(x, ξ) belongs to the Sobolev space W

1,r
loc (Ω) and

that there exists k̃ ∈ Lr
loc(Ω) such that

|DxA(x, ξ)| ≤ k̃(x)(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 . (1.6)

We prove the following existence and higher differentiability result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that A(x, ξ) satisfy (1.2)—(1.5) with 1 < p < q and 1 < p ≤ 2 such

that
q

p
< 1 + min

{

1

n
−

1

r
,
2(p− 1)

p(n− 2)

}

if n > 2 (1.7)

or if n = 2
q

p
< 1 +

1

2
−

1

r
(1.8)

If

u0 ∈ W
1, p(q−1)

p−1 (Ω) and b ∈ L
p

p−1

loc (Ω),

then problem (1.1) admits a solution v ∈
(

u0 + W
1,p
0 (Ω)

)

∩ W
2,p
loc (Ω). Moreover setting

Vp(Du) = (µ2 + |Du|2)
p−2
4 Du, the following estimates

ˆ

BR
2

|D(Vp(Dv))|2 dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)γ

(1.9)

ˆ

BR
2

|D2v|p dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)γ

(1.10)

hold for every ball BR ⋐ Ω, for an exponent γ = γ(p, q, n) and c = c(ν, L, n, p, q, R).

The novelty of Theorem 1.1 is in two directions

First, we consider operators with p, q growth, which means that the ellipticity of the leading
part of ξ 7→ A(x, ξ) has p-growth (see (1.2)) while it satisfies a q- bound (see (1.3)), with
1 < p < q and 1 < p < 2. Roughly speaking, we are dealing with the subquadratic non
standard growth case which means that the problem under consideration can be singular
and degenerate.
In the last few years, the study of the regularity properties of solution and minimizers of
problems with non standard growth conditions has undergone remarkable developments,
motivated in part by the applications. We would mention the first papers of Marcellini
[35, 36, 37] and the recent [38, 39, 40], the result on higher integrability and differentiability
in [22, 23, 33, 44] and more recently [5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19]. For complete details
and references on problems with non standard growth we refer to the recent surveys [39, 41]
It is well known that a restriction between p and q is necessary by virtue of the celebrated
counterexample by Marcellini (see [36]).
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The second principal feature is the Sobolev dependence of A(x, ξ) with respect to x (see
(1.4)).
Recently, there has been an increasing interest in the study of the regularity under this
assumptions on the function that measures the oscillation of the operatorA(x, ξ) with respect
to the x-variable. The degeneracy of A(x, ξ) has the same nature of

div
(

|Du|p−2Du+ a(x)|Du|q−2Du
)

= 0

related to the double phase functional

I(u) =

ˆ

Ω

|Du|p + a(x)|Du|q (1.11)

which has been intensively studied starting from the papers [7, 8]. For references on the
regularity properties of minimizers to (1.11), see also [4] and [14].
Actually, it is now completely clear that the weak differentiability of the partial map ξ →
A(x, ξ) leads to an higher differentiability of the gradient of the solutions (see for example
[12, 24, 25, 26, 27, 42, 43].
In [18, 19] for integral functionals under p, q, growth with Sobolev coefficients in Lr, r > n, it
has been shown that the bound q

p
< 1+ 1

n
− 1

r
permit to obatin the local Lipschitz continuity

of the minimizers.
Moreover, it is worth mentioning that the bound at (1.7) has been already used in [14] (see
also [4]) for the study of problems with subquadratic non standard growth conditions.
In the standard growth, i.e. 1 < p = q < 2 in assumption (1.3)–(1.4), and Lipschitz
continuous coefficients, i.e. k ∈ L∞

loc(Ω) in assumption (1.4), the regularity is due to Tolksdorf
([45]) (see also [28, Chapter 8]), for the case of vector-valued minimizers see [1].
In case of p, q growth with 2 ≤ p < q, in [36, 38, 39] Marcellini established theW 2,2

loc regularity
for local weak solution u ∈ W 1,q(Ω).
More recently, in the p-growth case, 1 < p < 2 and k ∈ Lr

loc(Ω) with r ≥ n in (1.4), an
higher differentiability result for local minimizers of integral functionals has been established
in [24, 25].
A first main step in the proof of our main result is an a-priori estimate for the W 2,p-norm
of the weak local solution u of of the equation

div (A(x,Du)) = b(x)

i.e. u ∈ W
1,q
loc such that
ˆ

A(x,Du)Dϕ(x) dx =

ˆ

b(x)ϕ(x) dx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω).

We prove that if Du ∈ L
2∗

2
p then it locally belongs to W 2,p and the norm of its second

derivatives can be estimated by the Lp norm of its gradient.
Actually, as far as we know, our a-priori estimate is a first regularity result for weak local
solutions of an equation under p, q-growth 1 < p < q, 1 < p < 2, and a Sobolev assumption
on the partial map x 7→ A(x, ξ) (see (1.4)).
Then we give an existence and regularity result for the Dirichlet boundary problem (1.1).
More precisely, the solution to problem (1.1) which belongs to W 2,p locally is constructed
as a W 1,q-limit of a sequence of solution to regular equations with standard q-growth of the
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form

Aε(x, ξ) = Ãε(x, ξ) + ε(1 + |ξ|2)
q−2
2 ξ,

where Ãε(x, ξ) is the regularized of A(x, ξ) with respect to the variable x, i.e.

Ãε(x, ξ) =

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)A(x+ εω, ξ) dω,

with φ a smooth mollifier.
Each problem has a unique smooth solution vε ∈ W

1,q
0 +u0 in view of the available existence

and regularity results.
Then, we apply to the sequence of approximating solutions the a-priori estimate which takes
into account only the assumptions (1.3)–(1.4) and therefore is independent of ε. Therefore
we obtain a uniform control for the norm of vε in W 2,p. By passing to the limit we obtain a
solution v of (1.1) with higher differentiability properties.
Let us remark that in subquadratic p, q- growth case, in [32] a higher integrability result has
been established when

2n

n+ 2
≤ p ≤ q ≤ 2.

It is worth to observe that if 2n
n+2

≤ p, the restriction on the gap (1.7) reduces to

q

p
< 1 +

1

n
−

1

r

which is the sharp one found in [22] to establish the local Lipschitz continuity of minimizers
of degenerate functionals with (p, q) growth conditions and Sobolev coefficients. Indeed

p ≥
2n

n + 2
=⇒

p− 1

p
≥

n− 2

2n
=⇒

2(p− 1)

p(n− 2)
≥

1

n

and so

min

{

1

n
−

1

r
,
2(p− 1)

p(n− 2)

}

=
1

n
−

1

r
.

2. Preliminary results

In this paper we shall denote by C or c a general positive constant that may vary on different
occasions, even within the same line of estimates. Relevant dependencies will be suitably
emphasized using parentheses or subscripts. In what follows, B(x, r) = Br(x) = {y ∈ Rn :
|y− x| < r} will denote the ball centered at x of radius r. We shall omit the dependence on
the center and on the radius when no confusion arises.
The following lemma has important applications in the so called hole-filling method. Its
proof can be found for example in [28, Lemma 6.1] .



HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR PROBLEMS UNDER p, q SUBQUADRATIC GROWTH 5

Lemma 2.1. Let h : [r, R0] → R be a nonnegative bounded function and 0 < ϑ < 1, A,B ≥ 0
and β > 0. Assume that

h(s) ≤ ϑh(t) +
A

(t− s)β
+B,

for all r ≤ s < t ≤ R0. Then

h(r) ≤
cA

(R0 − r)β
+ cB,

where c = c(ϑ, β) > 0.

We introduce the usual notation

2∗ =

{

2n
n−2

if n > 2

any finite exponent t > 2 if n = 2

For p > 1 and µ ∈ [0, 1], let us define

Vp(ξ) = (µ2 + |ξ|2)
p−2
4 ξ, ξ ∈ R

n (2.1)

We shall use the following estimates, whose proof can be found in [1] (see also [34, Step 2]).

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 < p < 2. There exists a constant c = c(n, p) > 0 such that, for any ξ,

η ∈ Rn, ξ 6= η, it holds

c−1
(

µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2
)

p−2
2

≤
|Vp(ξ)− Vp(η)|

2

|ξ − η|2
≤ c

(

µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2
)

p−2
2

(2.2)

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p < 2 and u ∈ W
1,1
loc (Ω). Then

Vp(Du) ∈ L2∗

loc(Ω) =⇒ Du ∈ L
2∗p
2

loc (Ω).

Proof. Note that the thesis is obvious if µ = 0. In case µ > 0, we have
ˆ

BR

|Du|
2∗p
2 dx =

ˆ

BR

∣

∣

∣
|Du|

p
2
−1Du

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx

=

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|≤µ}

∣

∣

∣
|Du|

p
2
−1Du

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx+

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|>µ}

∣

∣

∣
|Du|

p
2
−1Du

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx

=

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|≤µ}

∣

∣

∣
|Du|

p
2
−1Du

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx+

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|>µ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

|Du|2

2
+

|Du|2

2

)
p−2
4

|Du|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx

≤ µ
2∗p
2 |BR|+

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|>µ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

µ2

2
+

|Du|2

2

)
p−2
4

|Du|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2∗

dx,

since p− 2 < 0. Therefore, we have
ˆ

BR

|Du|
2∗p
2 dx = ≤ µ

2∗p
2 |BR|+

ˆ

{x∈BR: |Du|>µ}

|Vp(Du)|2
∗

dx

≤

ˆ

BR

(

1 + |Vp(Du)|2
∗

)

dx < +∞, (2.3)

where we also used that µ ≤ 1. �



6 E. MASCOLO – A. PASSARELLI DI NAPOLI

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < 2 and u ∈ W
1,1
loc (Ω). Then

Vp(Du) ∈ W
1,2
loc (Ω) =⇒ u ∈ W

2,p
loc (Ω)

Proof. By the use of Hölder’s inequality we get
ˆ

BR

|D2u|p =

ˆ

BR

|D2u|p(µ2 + |Du|2)
p(p−2)

4 (µ2 + |Du|2)
p(2−p)

4

≤

(
ˆ

BR

|D2u|2(µ2 + |Du|2)
p−2
2

)
p
2
(
ˆ

BR

(µ2 + |Du|2)
p
2

)
2−p
2

≤ c

(
ˆ

BR

|D(Vp(Du))|2
)

p
2
(
ˆ

BR

(µ2 + |Du|2)
p
2

)
2−p
2

�

2.1. Difference quotient. We recall some properties of the finite difference operator needed
in the sequel. We start with the description of some elementary properties that can be found,
for example, in [28].

Proposition 2.5. Let f and g be two functions such that f, g ∈ W 1,p(Ω), with p ≥ 1, and
let us consider the set

Ω|h| := {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) > |h|} .

Then

(d1) τhf ∈ W 1,p(Ω) and

Di(τhf) = τh(Dif).

(d2) If at least one of the functions F or G has support contained in Ω|h|, then
ˆ

Ω

f τhg dx = −

ˆ

Ω

g τ−hf dx.

(d3) We have

τh(fg)(x) = f(x+ h)τhg(x) + g(x)τhf(x).

The next result about finite difference operator is a kind of integral version of Lagrange
Theorem.

Lemma 2.6. If 0 < ρ < R, |h| < R−ρ

2
, 1 < p < +∞, and f,Df ∈ Lp(BR) then

ˆ

Bρ

|τhf(x)|
p dx ≤ c(n, p)|h|p

ˆ

BR

|Df(x)|p dx.

Moreover
ˆ

Bρ

|f(x+ h)|p dx ≤

ˆ

BR

|f(x)|p dx.

Now, we recall the fundamental Sobolev embedding property.
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Lemma 2.7. Let f : Rn → RN , f ∈ Lp(BR) with 1 < p < n. Suppose that there exist

ρ ∈ (0, R) and M > 0 such that

n
∑

s=1

ˆ

Bρ

|τs,hf(x)|
p dx ≤ Mp|h|p,

for every h with |h| < R−ρ

2
. Then

f ∈ W 1,p(Bρ) ∩ L
np
n−p (Bρ).

Moreover

||Df ||Lp(Bρ) ≤ M (2.4)

and

||f ||
L

np
n−p (Bρ)

≤ c
(

M + ||f ||Lp(BR)

)

(2.5)

with c = c(n,N, p).

For the proof see, for example, [28, Lemma 8.2].

3. Proof of the a-priori estimate

This section is devoted to the proof of an a-priori estimate, which is at the same time a first
regularity result, for local solution to the following equation

div(A(x,Du)) = b(x) in Ω (3.1)

where Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded open set and the operator A : Ω×RN×n → R is a Carathéodory
map satisfying the following set of assumptions for a couple of exponents 1 < p < q with
1 < p ≤ 2

〈A(x, ξ)−A(x, η), ξ − η〉 ≥ ν|ξ − η|2(µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
p−2
2 (3.2)

|A(x, ξ)−A(x, η)| ≤ L|ξ − η|
[

(1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
p+q−4

4 + (µ2 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
p−2
2

]

(3.3)

|A(x, ξ)−A(y, ξ)| ≤ |x− y|(k(x) + k(y))(1 + |ξ|2)
p+q−2

4 (3.4)

where c1, c2, L, ν > 0 are fixed constants, µ ∈ [0, 1] is a parameter, k ∈ Lr with r > n is a
non negative function.
We define a local solution to (3.1) as a function u ∈ W

1,q
loc (Ω) that satisfies the following

integral identity
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), Dϕ〉 dx =

ˆ

Ω

b(x)ϕ(x) dx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω). (3.5)

Our next aim is to prove the following
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Theorem 3.1. Let u ∈ W
1,q
loc (Ω) be a local solution to (3.1) under the assumptions (3.2)–

(3.4) such that

Du ∈ L
2∗p
2

loc (Ω). (3.6)

Assume moreover that

q

p
< 1 + min

{

2

(

1

n
−

1

r

)

,
4(p− 1)

p(n− 2)

}

if n > 2 (3.7)

or
q

p
< 1 + 2

(

1

n
−

1

r

)

, if n = 2. (3.8)

Then

u ∈ W
2,p
loc (Ω), Vp(Du) ∈ W

1,2
loc (Ω)

and the following estimates
ˆ

BR
2

|D(Vp(Du))|2 dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)γ

, (3.9)

and
ˆ

BR
2

|D2u|p dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)γ

(3.10)

hold for every ball BR ⋐ Ω, for and exponent γ = γ(p, q, n, r), and c = c(ν, L, n, p, q, r, R).

Proof. Let BR ⋐ Ω be a ball, fix radii 0 < R
2
< s < t < R and a cut off function η ∈ C∞

0 (Bt)

such that η ≡ 1 on Bs and |Dη| ≤ C
t−s

. We choose ϕ = τ−h(η
2τhu) ∈ W

1,q
loc (Ω) as test function

in (3.5) to deduce that
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(D(η2τhu))〉 dx =

ˆ

Ω

bτ−h(η
2τhu) dx

i.e.
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(η
2τhDu) + 2τ−h(ηDητhu)〉 dx =

ˆ

Ω

bτ−h(η
2τhu) dx.

From previous equality, we get
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(η
2τhDu)〉 dx = −2

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(ηDητhu)〉 dx

+

ˆ

Ω

bτ−h(η
2τhu) dx.

which, by virtue of (d2) in Proposition 2.5, implies
ˆ

Ω

η2〈τh(A(x,Du)), τhDu〉 dx = −2

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(ηDητhu)〉 dx

+

ˆ

Ω

bτ−h(η
2τhu) dx.
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Exploiting the definition of τh(A(x,Du)) in previous equality, we have
ˆ

Ω

η2〈A(x+ h,Du(x+ h))−A(x+ h,Du(x)), τhDu〉 dx

= −

ˆ

Ω

η2〈A(x+ h,Du(x))−A(x,Du(x)), τhDu〉 dx

−2

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Du), τ−h(ηDητhu)〉 dx

+

ˆ

Ω

bτ−h(η
2τhu) dx.

Using the ellipticity assumption (3.2) in the left hand side and assumptions (3.3) and (3.4)
in the right hand side of previous estimate, we obtain

ν

ˆ

Ω

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤

ˆ

Ω

η2|A(x+ h,Du(x))−A(x,Du(x))||τhDu| dx

+ 2

ˆ

Ω

η|A(x,Du(x))||τ−h(ηDητhu)| dx

+

ˆ

Ω

|b||τ−h(η
2τhu)| dx

≤ |h|

ˆ

Ω

η2(k(x+ h) + k(x))(1 + |Du(x)|2)
p+q−2

4 |τhDu| dx

+c

ˆ

Ω

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p+q−2

2 |τ−h(ηDητhu)| dx

+

ˆ

Ω

|b||τ−h(η
2τhu)| dx

By the use of Young’s inequality in the first integral of the right hand side we get

ν

ˆ

Ω

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤
ν

2

ˆ

Ω

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

+c(ν)|h|2
ˆ

Ω

η2(k(x+ h) + k(x))2(1 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
q
2 dx

+c

ˆ

Ω

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p+q−2

2 |τ−h(ηDητhu)| dx

+

ˆ

Ω

|b||τ−h(η
2τhu)| dx

Reabsorbing the first integral in the right hand side, we get
ˆ

Ω

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx
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≤ c|h|2
ˆ

Ω

η2(k(x+ h) + k(x))2(1 + |Du(x)|+ |Du(x+ h)|)q dx

+c

ˆ

Ω

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p+q−2

2 |τ−h(ηDητhu)| dx

+

ˆ

Ω

|b||τ−h(η
2τhu)| dx =: I1 + I2 + I3 (3.11)

The assumption k ∈ Lr with r > n and Hölder’s inequality yields

I1 ≤ c|h|2
(
ˆ

BR

k(x)r dx

)
2
r
(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

=: c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

. (3.12)

The a-priori assumption Du ∈ L
np
n−2

loc (Ω) and again Hölder’s inequality imply

I2 + I3 ≤ c

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

(
ˆ

Bt

|τ−h(η∇ητhu)|
p dx

)
1
p

+c

(
ˆ

Bt

|b(x)|
p

p−1 dx

)
p−1
p

(
ˆ

Bt

|τ−h(η
2τhu)|

p dx

) 1
p

= c

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+

(
ˆ

Bt

|b(x)|
p

p−1 dx

)
p−1
p

]

·

[

(
ˆ

Bt

|τ−h(ηDητhu)|
p dx

)
1
p

+

(
ˆ

Bt

|τ−h(η
2τhu)|

p dx

)
1
p

]

≤ c|h|

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+

(
ˆ

BR

|b(x)|
p

p−1 dx

)
p−1
p

]

·

[

(
ˆ

Bt

|D(ηDητhu)|
p dx

)
1
p

+

(
ˆ

Bt

|D(η2τhu)|
p dx

)
1
p

]

,

where, in the last inequality, we used the first statement of Lemma 2.6. Performing the
calculations in the last two integrals, using the properties of η and assuming without loss of
generality that 0 < t− s < R < 1, we get

I2 + I3 ≤ c|h|

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+ ||b||
L

p
p−1 (BR)

]

·

[

c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

Bt

|τhu|
p dx

)
1
p

+
c

(t− s)

(
ˆ

Bt

ηp|τhDu|p dx

)
1
p

]

=
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+ ||b||
L

p
p−1 (BR)

]
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·

(
ˆ

Bt

|Du|p dx

) 1
p

+
c|h|

t− s

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p

p−1
p+q−2

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+ ||b||
L

p
p−1 (BR)

]

·

(
ˆ

Bt

ηp|τhDu|p dx

)
1
p

. (3.13)

Inserting (3.12) and (3.13) in (3.11) and using the notation p′ = p

p−1
, we obtain

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq

r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+||b||Lp′(BR)

]

(
ˆ

Bt

|Du|p dx

)
1
p

+
c|h|

t− s

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+||b||Lp′(BR)

]

(
ˆ

Bt

ηp|τhDu|p dx

)
1
p

(3.14)

By the assumption 1 < p < 2, we have that

(
ˆ

Bt

ηp|τhDu|p dx

)
1
p

=

(
ˆ

Bt

ηp|τhDu|p(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p(p−2)

4 (µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p(2−p)

4 dx

)
1
p

≤

(
ˆ

Bt

η2|τhDu|2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2

)
1
2
(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
2p

, (3.15)

and, using (3.15) to estimate the last integral in the right hand side of (3.14), we arrive at

ν

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
qr
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]

·

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du|)p dx

) 1
p

+
c|h|

(t− s)

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
p−1
p

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]
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(
ˆ

Bt

η2|τhDu|2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2

) 1
2

·

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
2p

(3.16)

By the use of Young’s inequality, we get

ν

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
qr

r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
1
p

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]2
(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
p

+
ν

2

(
ˆ

Bt

η2|τhDu|2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2

)

(3.17)

Reabsorbing the last integral in the right hand side, we get

ν

2

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
1
p

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]2
(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

.

By Young’s inequality in the second term in the right hand side of previous estimate, we
have

ν

2

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2
p

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

[

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

) 1
p′

+ ||b||Lp′(BR)

]2

·

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
p

]

.
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So, by the elementary inequality (a+ b)2 ≤ c(a2 + b2), we get

ν

2

ˆ

Bt

η2(µ2 + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)|2)
p−2
2 |τhDu|2 dx

≤ c|h|2||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
2
p′

·

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c|h|2

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

) 2
p

Dividing both sides of previous estimate by |h|2 and using Lemma 2.2, we have
ˆ

Bt

η2
|τhVp(Du)|2

|h|2
dx

≤ c||k||2
Lp′(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
2
p′

·

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2
p

(3.18)

Note the right hand side of (3.18) is finite by virtue of the a-priori assumption Du ∈ L
2∗

2
p

loc (Ω)
and the bound at (3.7). Indeed, the bound on the gap at (3.7), implies that











p < qr

r−2
< 2∗

2
p

and

p < p

p−1
p+q−2

2
< 2∗

2
p

(3.19)

Indeed for n > 2 we have 2∗

2
= n

n−2
and

qr

r − 2
<

np

n− 2
⇐⇒

q

p
<

r − 2

r

n

n− 2
= 1 +

2

n− 2
−

2n

r(n− 2)
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and
2

n− 2
−

2n

r(n− 2)
=

2(r − n)

r(n− 2)
>

1

n
−

1

r
⇐⇒

2

n− 2
>

1

n
.

Moreover
p

p− 1

p+ q − 2

2
<

np

n− 2
⇐⇒ p+ q − 2 <

2n(p− 1)

n− 2
i.e.

q <
2n(p− 1)

n− 2
− p + 2 = p+

2n(p− 1)

n− 2
− 2(p− 1) = p+ 2(p− 1)

[

n

n− 2
− 1

]

and so
q

p
< 1 +

4n(p− 1)

p(n− 2)

On the other hand for n = 2, since 2∗

2
is any exponent larger than 2 inequalities (3.19) are

trivially satisfied choosing 2∗ sufficiently large.
Therefore, estimate (3.18), by the use of Lemma 2.7 with p = 2, yields

Vp(Du) ∈ W 1,2(Bs) ∩ L
2∗

2 (Bs).

Moreover by (2.3) in Lemma 2.3 and (2.5), we get
(
ˆ

Bs

|Du|
2∗

2
p dx

) 2
2∗

≤ c(n)

(
ˆ

Bs

(

1 + |Vp(Du)|2
∗
)

dx

) 2
2∗

≤ c||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

η2(1 + |Du(x)|)
rq
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
2
p′

·

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|2)
p
2 dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2
p

(3.20)

Our next aim is to establish an estimate independent on the a-priori assumption Du ∈

L
2∗

2
p

loc (Ω). Setting

J1 =

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
qr
r−2 dx

)
r−2
r

and

J2 =

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
p′(p+q−2)

2 dx

)
2
p′

we can rewrite (3.20) as follows
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(
ˆ

Bs

|Du|
2∗

2
p dx

)
2
2∗

≤ c||k||2Lr(BR) J1

+
c J2

(t− s)2

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

) 2
p

. (3.21)

By the inequalities in (3.19), there exist ϑ1 ∈ (0, 1) and ϑ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that

1 =
ϑ1

qr

r−2
2∗p
2

+
(1− ϑ1)

qr

r−2

p

and

1 =
ϑ2

p

p−1
p+q−2

2
2∗p
2

+
(1− ϑ2)

p

p−1
p+q−2

2

p

It is easy to check that

ϑ1 =
2∗ − 2

2

(q − p)r + 2p

qr

and

ϑ2 =
2∗ − 2

2

q − p

p + q − 2

Therefore, the interpolation inequality implies

J1 ≤

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)

ϑ1
qr
r−2

2∗p
2

r−2
r

·

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)

(1−ϑ1)
qr
r−2

p
r−2
r

=

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)
2∗−2

2
(q−p)r+2p

pr
2
2∗

·

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)(1−ϑ1)
q
p

(3.22)

and

J2 ≤

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)

ϑ2
p′(q+p−2)

2
2∗p
2

2
p′
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·

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)

(1−ϑ2)
p′(q+p−2)

2
p

2
p′

=

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)
2∗−2

2
q−p
p

2
2∗

·

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)

(1−ϑ2)(q+p−2)
p

, (3.23)

where we used the expressions of ϑ1, ϑ2. Using estimates (3.22) and (3.23) in (3.21) we obtain
(
ˆ

Bs

|Du|
2∗p
2 dx

)
2
2∗

≤ c||k||2Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)
2∗−2

2
(q−p)r+2p

pr
2
2∗
(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)

(1−ϑ1)q
p

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)
2∗−2

2
q−p
p

2
2∗
(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)

(1−ϑ2)(q−p+2)
p

·

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2
p

. (3.24)

Let us note that

(2∗ − 2)

2

(q − p)r + 2p

rp
< 1 ⇐⇒

q

p
< 1 + 2

(

1

n
−

1

r

)

which is precisely (3.7), and

(2∗ − 2)

2

q − p

p
< 1 ⇐⇒

q

p
< 1 +

2

n

which is less restrictive than (3.7). Therefore by Young’s inequality with exponents

2rp

(2∗ − 2)[r(q − p) + 2p]
,

2rp

2rp− (2∗ − 2)[r(q − p) + 2p]

in the first term of the right hand side of (3.24) and with exponents

2p

(2∗ − 2)(q − p)
,

2p

2p− (2∗ − 2)(q − p)

in the second term to get
(
ˆ

Bs

|Du|
2∗p
2 dx

)
2
2∗

≤
1

2

(
ˆ

Bt

(1 + |Du(x)|)
2∗p
2 dx

)
2
2∗
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+c||k||γ1
Lr(BR)

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)γ2

+
c

(t− s)2γ0

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)γ3

+
c

(t− s)2
||b||2

Lp′(BR)

[

1 +

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2−p
p

]

+
c

(t− s)2

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)
2
p

, (3.25)

where γi > 1 only depend on p, q, r, n, for i = 0, 1, 2, 3. The iteration Lemma 2.1 implies





ˆ

BR
2

|Du|
2∗p
2 dx





2
2∗

≤
c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))

γ

R2γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du|)p dx

)γ

(3.26)

for every ball BR ⋐ Ω for a constant c = c(n, p, q, L, ν) and with a positive exponent
γ = γ(n, p, q, r). Finally the integrals J1 and J2 can be estimated as follows

J1 ≤ c

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)γ4

(3.27)

and

J2 ≤ c

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)γ5

, (3.28)

with c = c(n,R, p, q, L, ν, ||k||Lr(BR), ||b||Lp′(BR)) and positive exponents γ4 = γ4(n, p, q, r) and

γ5 = γ5(n, p, q, r). Therefore, inserting these estimates in (3.18), we obtain

ˆ

BR
2

|τhVp(Du)|2

|h|2
dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))

ϑ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)ϑ

(3.29)

where, again, c = c(n,R, p, q, L, ν) and ϑ = ϑ(n, p, q, r) > 0. Denoting by

M2 = c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
ϑ

(
ˆ

BR

(1 + |Du(x)|)p dx

)ϑ

we conclude, by the use of Lemma 2.7, that

Vp(Du) ∈ W
1,2
loc (Ω)

and therefore, by Lemma 2.4,

D2u ∈ L
p
loc(Ω).

Moreover estimates (3.9) and (3.10) hold true. �

As a consequence of previous theorem, we deduce the following
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Theorem 3.2. Let u ∈ W
1, 2

∗p
2

loc (Ω) be a solution to (3.1) under the assumptions (1.2)–(1.4)
with 1 < p < q such that

q

p
< 1 + min

{

1

n
−

1

r
,
2(p− 1)

p(n− 2)

}

if n > 2 (3.30)

or
q

p
< 1 +

1

n
−

1

r
, if n = 2. (3.31)

Then estimates (3.9) and (3.10) hold true.

Proof. The proof follows as that of Theorem 5.1 in [36]. Let t = 2q− p then (1.2)– (1.4) are
nothing else but (3.2)– (3.4) with t in place of q. Moreover

t

p
=

2q

p
− 1

and so the validity of (3.30) and (3.31) implies the validity of (3.7) and (3.8), respectively. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let φ ∈ C∞
c (B1(0)), φ ≥ 0, be such that

´

B1(0)
φ dx = 1 and let φε be the corresponding

family of mollifiers. Let us set

Ãε(x, ξ) =

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)A(x+ εω, ξ) dω,

Aε(x, ξ) = Ãε(x, ξ) + ε(1 + |ξ|2)
q−2
2 ξ

and

bε = b ⋆ φε.

Let u0 ∈ W
1, p(q−1)

p−1 (Ω), fix a ball BR ⋐ Ω and let vε ∈ u0 + W
1,q
0 (Ω) be the solution to the

Dirichlet problem










divAε(x,Dvε) = bε in Ω

vε = u0 on ∂Ω

(4.1)

Note that

|Aε(x, ξ)−Aε(x, η)| ≤ |ξ − η|
[

L(µ2 + 1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
p−2
2 + cqε(1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)

q−2
2

]

(4.2)

〈Aε(x, ξ)−Aε(x, η), ξ−η〉 ≥ ν|ξ−η|2(µ2+|ξ|2+|η|2)
p−2
2 +εcq|ξ−η|2(µ2+|ξ|2+|η|2)

q−2
2 (4.3)

|Aε(x, ξ)−Aε(y, ξ)| ≤ |x− y|(kε(x) + kε(y))(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 (4.4)
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where
kε = k ⋆ φε.

Note that assumption (1.5) implies that

|Aε(x, ξ)| ≤ (L+ cqε)|ξ|(1 + |ξ|2)
q−1
2 (4.5)

Since the operator Aε satisfies assumptions (4.2)–(4.4) and p(q−1)
p−1

≥ q, there exists a unique

solution vε ∈ u0 +W 1,q(Ω) and by the regularity results in [45], we have that vε ∈ W
2,q
loc (Ω)

and Vq(Dvε) = (µ2 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
4 Dvε ∈ W

1,2
loc (Ω).

Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, Dvε ∈ L
2∗q
2

loc (Ω) ⊂ L
2∗p
2

loc (Ω) and so we are legitimate to apply
estimates (3.9) and (3.10) to each vε to obtain that
ˆ

B r
2

|D2vε|
p dx ≤ c(1 + ||kε||Lr(BR) + ||bε||Lp′(BR))

γ

(

1 +

ˆ

Br

(1 + |Dvε(x)|)
p dx

)γ

(4.6)

and
ˆ

B r
2

|D(Vp(Dvε))|
2 dx ≤ c(1 + ||kε||Lr(BR) + ||bε||Lp′(BR))

ϑ

(

1 +

ˆ

Br

(1 + |Dvε(x)|)
p dx

)ϑ

,(4.7)

for all Br ⋐ BR. Moreover by assumption (4.3) and since vε solves problem (4.1) we get

ν

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
2(µ2 + |Dvε|

2 + |Du0|
2)

p−2
2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω

〈Aε(x,Dvε)−Aε(x,Du0), Dvε −Du0〉 dx

=

ˆ

Ω

〈Aε(x,Dvε), Dvε −Du0〉 dx−

ˆ

Ω

〈Aε(x,Du0), Dvε −Du0〉 dx

=

ˆ

Ω

〈bε, Dvε −Du0〉 dx−

ˆ

Ω

〈Aε(x,Du0), Dvε −Du0〉 dx

≤

ˆ

Ω

|bε||Dvε −Du0| dx+

ˆ

Ω

|Aε(x,Du0)||Dvε −Du0| dx. (4.8)

As long as 1 < p < 2, we can use Young’s inequality with exponents 2
p
and 2

2−p
as follows

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
p dx

=

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
p(µ2 + |Dvε|

2 + |Du0|
2)

p−2
2

p
2 (µ2 + |Dvε|

2 + |Du0|
2)

2−p
2

p
2 dx

≤ ν

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
2(µ2 + |Dvε|

2 + |Du0|
2)

p−2
2 dx

+c(ν)

ˆ

Ω

(µ2 + |Dvε|
2 + |Du0|

2)
p
2 dx (4.9)

Using (4.8) to estimate the first term in the right hand side of (4.9), we get
ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
p dx

≤
1

2

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
p dx+ c

ˆ

Ω

|bε|
p

p−1 + c

ˆ

Ω

|Aε(x,Du0)|
p

p−1 , (4.10)



20 E. MASCOLO – A. PASSARELLI DI NAPOLI

where, in the last line, we used Young’s inequality. Reabsorbing the first integral in the right
hand side by the left hand side and using (4.5) we have

ˆ

Ω

|Dvε −Du0|
p dx ≤ c

ˆ

Ω

|bε|
p

p−1 + c

ˆ

Ω

|Aε(x,Du0)|
p

p−1

≤ c

ˆ

Ω

|b|
p

p−1 + c

ˆ

Ω

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1

and so
ˆ

Ω

|Dvε|
p dx ≤ c

ˆ

Ω

|b|
p

p−1 + c

ˆ

BR

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1 (4.11)

where we used that bε strongly converges to b in L
p

p−1 (Ω). Estimate (4.11) implies that vε is
a bounded sequence in u0 +W

1,p
0 (Ω) and therefore there exists v ∈ u0 +W

1,p
0 (Ω) such that

vε ⇀ v weakly in u0 +W
1,p
0 (Ω).

On the other hand, since bε strongly converges to b in L
p

p−1

loc (Ω) and kε strongly converges to
k in Lr

loc(Ω), using (4.11) in (4.6) and in (4.7), we get
ˆ

BR
2

|D2vε|
p dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))

γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1

)γ

(4.12)

and
ˆ

BR
2

|D(Vp(Dvε))|
2 dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))

ϑ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1

)ϑ

, (4.13)

for every balls BR ⋐ Ω. Estimate (4.12) implies that vε is a bounded sequence in W
2,p
loc (Ω)

and therefore
vε ⇀ v weakly in W

2,p
loc (Ω)

and so

vε → v strongly in W
1,p
loc (Ω).

Passing to the limit as ε → 0 in (4.12), by the lower semicontinuity of the norm, we obtain
ˆ

B r
2

|D2v|p dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
γ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1

)γ

(4.14)

The continuity of the map DVp(ξ) implies that the sequence DVp(Dvε) converges, up to a
subsequence, a.e. to DVp(Dv). Therefore by Fatou’s Lemma Passing to the limit as ε → 0
in (4.13) we also have

ˆ

B r
2

|D(Vp(Dv))|2 dx ≤ c(1 + ||k||Lr(BR) + ||b||Lp′(BR))
ϑ

(

1 +

ˆ

BR

|Du0|
p(q−1)
p−1

)ϑ

. (4.15)

It remains to prove that v satisfies (4.1). To this aim, we observe that
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Dv), Dϕ〉 dx−

ˆ

Ω

〈b,Dϕ〉 dx
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=

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dv), Dϕ〉 dx+

ˆ

Ω

〈Ãε(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dvε), Dϕ〉 dx

+

ˆ

Ω

〈Ãε(x,Dvε), Dϕ〉 dx−

ˆ

BR

〈b,Dϕ〉 dx

=

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dv), Dϕ〉 dx+

ˆ

BR

〈Ãε(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dvε), Dϕ〉 dx

+

ˆ

Ω

〈bε − b,Dϕ〉 dx− ε

ˆ

Ω

〈(1 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
2 Dvε, Dϕ〉 dx,

for every ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω). Therefore, we are left to prove that the right hand side of previous

equality vanishes as ε → 0. This will come if we show that

lim
ε→0

Iε1 := lim
ε→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dv), Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0

lim
ε→0

Iε2 := lim
ε→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

〈Ãε(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dvε), Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0

lim
ε→0

Iε3 := lim
ε→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

〈bε − b,Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0

and

lim
ε→0

ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

〈(1 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
2 Dvε, Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0

Last two estimate are obvious since bε → b strongly in L
p

p−1 (Ω) and since

lim
ε→0

ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

〈(1 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
2 Dvε, Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ lim
ε→0

ε||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

suppϕ

(1 + |Dvε|
2)

q−1
2 dx = 0

by virtue of the bound q < np

n−2
and of estimate (4.13) and where we denoted by Ω′ a compact

set that contains the support of the test function ϕ. For what concerns I1 we have by the
definition of Ãε that

lim
ε→0

Iε1 ≤ lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

|A(x,Dv)− Ãε(x,Dv)| dx

≤ lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

∣

∣

∣

∣

A(x,Dv)−

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)A(x+ εω,Dv) dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

≤ lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′))

ˆ

Ω′

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)
∣

∣

∣
A(x,Dv)−A(x+ εω,Dv)

∣

∣

∣
dω dx

≤ lim
ε→0

ε||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)k(x) + k(x+ εω)(1 + |Dv|2)
q−1
2

∣

∣

∣
dω dx

≤ lim
ε→0

ε||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

(k(x) + kε(x))(1 + |Dv|2)
q−1
2 dx

≤ lim
ε→0

ε||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

(
ˆ

Ω′

(k(x) + kε(x))
r

) 1
r
(
ˆ

Ω′

(1 + |Dv|2)
q−1
2

r
r−1 dx

)
r−1
r

= 0
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since kε → k strongly in Lr(Ω), by the bound

q

2

r

r − 1
<

qr

r − 2
<

2∗p

2

and again by (4.7). For the estimate of Iε2 , we observe that

lim
ε→0

Iε2 ≤ lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

|Aε(x,Dv)−Aε(x,Dvε)| dx

≤ lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

ˆ

B1(0)

φ(ω)
∣

∣

∣
A(x+ εω,Dv)−A(x+ εω,Dvε)

∣

∣

∣
dω dx

≤ L lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

|Dv −Dvε|(µ
2 + |Dv|2 + |Dvε|

2)
p−2
2 dx

+cε lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

ˆ

Ω′

|Dv −Dvε|(1 + |Dv|2 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
2 dx

≤ L lim
ε→0

||Dϕ||L∞(Ω′)

(
ˆ

Ω′

|Dv −Dvε|
p dx

)
1
p

·

(
ˆ

Ω′

(1 + |Dv|2 + |Dvε|
2)

q−2
2

p
p−1 dx

)
p−1
p

= 0,

since Dvε → Dv strongly in Lp(suppϕ) and by virtue of the bound

q − 2

2

p

p− 1
<

q − 1

2

p

p− 1
<

np

n− 2

and again by (4.7). With these estimates at our disposal, we conclude that for every ϕ ∈
C1

c (Ω)
ˆ

Ω

〈A(x,Dv), Dϕ〉 dx =

ˆ

Ω

〈b,Dϕ〉 dx,

then v ∈ (u0 +W
1,p
0 (Ω)) ∩W

2,p
loc (Ω) is a solution to (4.1).
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