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HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR A CLASS OF PROBLEMS
UNDER p,¢ 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(z, &) satisfies p,q
growth, with 1 < p < 2 in £ and a Sobolev dependence of with respect to x. By means of
an a-priori estimate we ensure the VVliCp (Q)-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(z, Du)) = b(z) in Q
(1.1)

U = U on 02

where 2 C R" is a bounded open set and the operator A : Q2 xR"™ — R is a Carathédory map
satisfying the following set of assumptions for a couple of exponents p, ¢ such that 1 < p < ¢
and 1 <p <2

(A(e,€) = Alw, ), & = n) = Vi€ = nlP(a® + € + [n) T (1.2)
A, €) = Aw, )| < LIE =l [(L+ 6 + 1P + (@ + [P+ D)= (13)
A, &) = Ay, §)] < & = yl(k(2) + k(y) (1 + €3 (14)

T

where L, v are fixed constants, p € [0, 1] is a parameter and k € L,

negative function.
Let us observe that if we assume that

(©) with r > n is a non

A(z,0) =0,
assumption (3] implies
A, O < L1+ ¢ (1.5)
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Then, setting f(x) = A(z,0) € L*, we have
qg—1
[A(z, &) < LA+ €)= + f(2)

To simplify the presentation, from now on, we shall assume that (L3)) is in force.
Assumption (L)), by virtue of the characterization of the Sobolev function due to Hajlasz,
[29], implies that the partial map = — A(x, &) belongs to the Sobolev space W, () and
that there exists k € LI, () such that

DeA(, &) < k(@)1 +1¢)"T (L6)
We prove the following existence and higher differentiability result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that A(x,§) satisfy (L2)—(LH) with 1 < p < q and 1 < p < 2 such

that
1 1 2p—1
g<1+min{———,b} ifn>2 (1.7)
D n r pn-—2)
orifn =2
q 1 1
—<1l+=—- 1.8
P +2 r (18)
If

wo € WS (Q) and be L7 (Q),

then problem (L) admits a solution v € (ug + Wol’p(Q)) N W2P(Q).  Moreover setting
V,(Du) = (u* + |Du|2)p772Du, the following estimates

[ DD o < o0+ 1Fler )+ Pl (1 /
R
2

(1+ |Du|)pdx) (1.9)

R

v
[ 1Dl o < et Wl + Bl (14 [ @ ipupas) o
BE Br

hold for every ball Br € €2, for an exponent v = v(p,q,n) and ¢ = c¢(v, L,n,p,q, R).
The novelty of Theorem [T is in two directions

First, we consider operators with p, ¢ growth, which means that the ellipticity of the leading
part of £ — A(z, ) has p-growth (see (L2])) while it satisfies a ¢- bound (see (L3)), with
l<p<qgand 1l < 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, 1], 12l 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 ¢ is necessary by virtue of the celebrated
counterexample by Marcellini (see [30]).
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The second principal feature is the Sobolev dependence of A(x, ) with respect to x (see
).

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 operator A(x, ) with respect
to the z-variable. The degeneracy of A(x, &) has the same nature of

div (| DuP"*Du + a(z)|Du|**Du) = 0

related to the double phase functional
Z(u) = / | Dul? 4+ a(x)|Dul? (1.11)
Q

which has been intensively studied starting from the papers [7, [§]. For references on the
regularity properties of minimizers to (LII]), see also [4] and [14].

Actually, it is now completely clear that the weak differentiability of the partial map & —
A(x,€) leads to an higher differentiability of the gradient of the solutions (see for example
[12], 24, 25, 26, 27, 42, 43).

In [I8, [19] for integral functionals under p, ¢, growth with Sobolev coefficients in L", r > n, it
has been shown that the bound % <1+ % — % permit to obatin the local Lipschitz continuity
of the minimizers.

Moreover, it is worth mentioning that the bound at (IL7)) has been already used in [14] (see
also [4]) for the study of problems with subquadratic non standard growth conditions.

In the standard growth, ie. 1 < p = ¢ < 2 in assumption ([3)—(L4), and Lipschitz
continuous coefficients, i.e. k € L2 () in assumption (L4, 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, ¢ growth with 2 < p < ¢, in [36, 38|, B39] Marcellini established the Wf)f regularity
for local weak solution u € W14((Q).

More recently, in the p-growth case, 1 < p < 2 and k € L] (2) with r > n in (L4), 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?%P-norm
of the weak local solution u of of the equation

div (A(z, Du)) = b(z)
i.e. u € W4 such that

/A(x, Du)Dp(x) dx = /b(x)cp(x) dx for all ¢ € C3°(Q).

We prove that if Du € L5P then it locally belongs to WP 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, ¢g-growth 1 < p < ¢, 1 < p < 2, and a Sobolev assumption
on the partial map = — A(x, &) (see (L4)).

Then we give an existence and regularity result for the Dirichlet boundary problem ().
More precisely, the solution to problem (ILT)) which belongs to W?2? locally is constructed
as a Whi-limit of a sequence of solution to regular equations with standard g-growth of the
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form
Ac(w,€) = Ac(w,€) +e(1+ [ = ¢,
where A, (z,¢) is the regularized of A(z, &) with respect to the variable z, i.e.

A=  6wA@+ew,€) do,
B1(0)

with ¢ a smooth mollifier.
Each problem has a unique smooth solution v. € I/VO1 !+ g 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 ([L3)-(L4]) and therefore is independent of . Therefore
we obtain a uniform control for the norm of v, in WP, By passing to the limit we obtain a
solution v of (1)) with higher differentiability properties.
Let us remark that in subquadratic p, ¢- growth case, in [32] a higher integrability result has
been established when

<p<qg<2.
n+2_p_q_

It is worth to observe that if n2—f2 < p, the restriction on the gap (7)) reduces to

q 1 1

- <1+ —-—==

P n o
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

2n p—1_n—2 2p—1) _ 1
p= = > — ==
n+2 P 2n p(n—2) —n
and so
(1 1 2p0-1)) 1 1
mnq———, ——=p=———
n 1 pn—2) n o

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this paper we shall denote by C' or ¢ 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) = B,(x) = {y € R" :
ly — x| < r} will denote the ball centered at x of radius 7. 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] .
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Lemma 2.1. Let h : [r, Rg)] = R be a nonnegative bounded function and 0 <9 <1, A,B >0
and B > 0. Assume that

A
h(s) < Yh(t B
(8) S V(D) + 5+ B
forallr < s <t < Ry. Then
cA
hir) < B
(r) < Ty B
where ¢ = ¢(9, ) > 0.
We introduce the usual notation
o — 2 ifn>2
any finite exponent ¢ > 2 ifn=2

For p > 1 and p € [0, 1], let us define
p—2 n
Vp(&) = (" +[g") ¢, €eR (2.1)
We shall use the following estimates, whose proof can be found in [I] (see also [34], Step 2]).

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 < p < 2. There exists a constant ¢ = c(n,p) > 0 such that, for any &,
n € R", & #n, it holds

B V(6 = Vo(n))? 22
(v el ) T < PSR < g ) (22)

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p <2 and u € W' (). Then

Vy(Du) € LZ(Q) = Due Lz (Q).

loc

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

2*p 2%
/ |Du| 2 dz = /
Br Br

dz
P_1 2
= | Du|2 Du’ dx +
{z€BR: |Du|<u}

{z€BR: |Du|>u}
/{xEBR: |Du|<u}

< NQTP|BR|+/
{z€BR: |Du|>u}

since p — 2 < 0. Therefore, we have

/ |Du|*™ dv = §M27p|BR|+/ \V,(Du)[* da
Br

{z€BR: |Du|>u}

|Du|> ' Du

*

|Du|2"'Du| dx

Duf?>  |[Duf?\ T
D
(555 + 55) b

2%

dx

y4 2"
|Du|TlDu’ dr + /

{z€Bg:|Du|>u}

2 2\
p” [Dul®\ *
il D
(2 T ) | Dul

2%

dx,

< /B (1 + |V,,(Du)|2*) dv < 400, (2.3)

where we also used that p < 1. O
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Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p <2 and u € W21 (). Then

loc

Vo(Du) e WR2(Q) = ue W2l (Q)

Proof. By the use of Holder’s inequality we get

p(p—2) p(2—p)

[t = [ e s a4 oy
Bpr Bpr
2

< (/ DR + |Du|2>"2‘2)% (f i+ Dup)? ) 5

2 2—p

g C(LJDGMDmﬂﬁ2<A¥m?+MMPﬁ)Q

P

O

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 [2§].

Proposition 2.5. Let f and g be two functions such that f,g € WIP(Q), with p > 1, and
let us consider the set

Q= {z € Q: dist(x,00Q) > |h|}.
Then
(d1) mf € W'P(Q) and
Di(f) = m(D; f).
(d2) If at least one of the functions F or G has support contained in Qyp|, then

/fThgdx:—/gT_hfdx.
Q Q

m(f9)(x) = f(x + h)mg(x) + g(2)70 f ().

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

(d3) We have

Lemma 2.6. If0< p< R, |h| <2, 1 <p< +oo, and f,Df € LP(Bg) then

i f (@) de < c(n, p)|l? / Df(@)? d.
B, Br
Moreover

U@+hwd$§/)U@de

B, Bpr

Now, we recall the fundamental Sobolev embedding property.
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Lemma 2.7. Let f : R® — RY, f € LP(Bg) with 1 < p < n. Suppose that there exist
p € (0,R) and M > 0 such that

n

| Imaf(@)Pde < MP|RP,

s=1 By

for every h with |h| < £2. Then

few(B,)n L"%’(Bp)-
Moreover
1D fllres,) < M (2.4)

and
WAl e < e (M A+ fllosr)) (2.5)

L7 (By) =
with ¢ = ¢(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(z, Du)) = b(x) in Q (3.1)

where 0 C R” is a bounded open set and the operator A : Q x RV*" — R is a Carathéodory
map satisfying the following set of assumptions for a couple of exponents 1 < p < g with
1l<p<2

(A(z,€) — Az, ), € —n) = v|€ —n2(1® + €2 + [n]>)" 7 (3.2)
Az, &) — Az, n)] < LIE =] [(1+ €2+ D)5 + (2 + €2 + D)= (3.3)
A2, €) — Aly, €)] < |z — yl(k(z) + k()1 + ¢} (3.4)

where ¢, co, L,v > 0 are fixed constants, u € [0, 1] is a parameter, k € L" with r > n is a
non negative function.

We define a local solution to (BI) as a function u € W,2(Q) that satisfies the following
integral identity

/(A(:p, Du), Do) dx = / b(z)p(z) dx for all p € C5°(Q). (3.5)
0 0

Our next aim is to prove the following
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Theorem 3.1. Let u € W,5%(Q) be a local solution to B) under the assumptions (3.2)-
BA4) such that

2%p
Du e th’C (Q) (3.6)
Assume moreover that
1 1 4(p—1
g<1+min{2<———),b} ifn>2 (3.7)
p nr) pn—2)
or
1 1
g<1+2<———), ifn = 2. (3.8)
P n o or
Then

ue W2P(Q),  V,(Du) € WL(Q)

loc loc

and the following estimates
}
[ IDOGDW)E e < 1+ [l + Bl (1+ / <1+\Du\>pdx) C(39)
R R
and

Y
/ |D*ulP dz < c(1+ ||k||1r(Bp) + 61 2o (5))" (1 +/ (1+ |Du|)? dx) (3.10)
Br Br
2

hold for every ball Bg € 2, for and exponent v = ~v(p,q,n,r), and ¢ = c(v, L,n,p,q,r, R).

Proof. Let Br € Q be a ball, fix radii 0 < £ < s <t < R and a cut off function n € C§°(B;)
such that n = 1 on By and |Dn| < s£. We choose ¢ = 7_,(n*T,u) € W,L9(Q) as test function
in (B.5) to deduce that

/Q(A(SL’,DU),Th(D(T]2Thu))>dSL’I/bTh(T]2Thu) dx

Q

1.e.

/(A(:c,Du),Th(n2ThDu) + 27 (nDnmpu)) de = / br_n(n*mu) dx.
0 0

From previous equality, we get

/(A(x, Du), 7_p(n*mDu)) dow = —2/<A(x, Du), 7_n(nDnmyu)) dx
Q Q

+ / br_n(n*mu) d.
Q

which, by virtue of (d2) in Proposition 2.5 implies
/772<Th(A(x,Du)),ThDu> dv = —2/(A($,Du),7_h(77DnThu)>d:p
Q Q

+/b7’h<7]27'hu) dz.
Q
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Exploiting the definition of 7,(A(z, Du)) in previous equality, we have

/9772<A(x + h, Du(x + h)) — A(x + h, Du(z)), 7,Du) dx
= — /Q " (A(x + h, Du(z)) — A(z, Du(x)), 7,Du) dv
—2 /Q<A(x, Du), 7_p(nDnmhu)) dx

+ / br_p(n*mu) d.
Q

Using the ellipticity assumption (3:2]) in the left hand side and assumptions (3.3) and (34)
in the right hand side of previous estimate, we obtain

V/QnQ(;ﬁ + |Du(z) | + |Du(z + h)|?) "= |7, Dul® dx
< /Q | A(z + h, Du(z)) — A(z, Du(x))||mDu| dz
+ 2/977|A(x, Du(z))||r—n(nDnmyu)| dx
+ [ bl do

p+

< |h|/ﬂ?72(k(w+h)+k(w))(1+\DU(x)|2) |7 Dul do

T / (1 + |Du(z)|)" % |7 (nDymyu)| da
Q

+/ |b| |7 ()| da
Q

By the use of Young’s inequality in the first integral of the right hand side we get
V/QT]Q(,LLQ + | Du(x)|* + |Du(z + h)|2)%\ThDu|2da:
< g/QTIQ(/f + | Du(x)|* + | Du(z + h)|2)%\ThDu|2da:
+c(v)|hf? /Q n?(k(x + ) + k(2))?(1 + | Du(x)|* + | Du(x + h)[?)? da
ve [ (14 Duta)) " D) do

+/ |b| |7 (n*mhu) | da
Q

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

/ n*(u® 4 |Du(z)|* + |Du(z + h)|2)pT_2|ThDu\2 dx
Q
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< clhf? / i (k(z + h) + k(2))*(1 + | Du(z)| + |Du(x + h)|)? dz
Q

te / (1 + |Du(z)|) 5 |7_p(nDymyu)| da
Q

+/ || ()| do =: I + I + I3 (3.11)
Q
The assumption k € L™ with » > n and Holder’s inequality yields
2 r—2
I, < clhf? (/ k(x)" d;z:) (/ (1 + |Du(z)])™2 d;z:)
BR By

r—2
r

:;cmﬁwﬂ;wm(l;ﬁ@+¢Dm@Dﬁum) . (3.12)

_np_
" 2(€2) and again Holder’s inequality imply

The a-priori assumption Du € L

p—1

L+1I; < ¢ </ (1+ ‘Du(xmﬁﬁgd dx) p ( [T_n(MVnTHRu) [P dx) p
Bt Bt

p—1

Te ( [ d;z:) B ( st dx)”
~ K/Bf” Dua) 5 dx)p;l + ([ o dx)p;l]
. [( [ stmmairas) ([ atpara) ]
< dh [(/Bfl + |Du(e) P4 d:c)p_”l e ([ e dx)p_”l]

- [( i |D<anhu>|pdas)% +( i DO ds ) ] ,

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

p—1
ptq

Ll < clhl [(/Btuﬂm(xmﬁ 2 das) +||b||L%(BR)]
' : | Thul” dx ;+ ‘ /np|ThDu|pdx ’
(t = 5)* \/p, (t—s) \/g,

p—1
C|h|2 %p-m—? P
(t — )2 [(/Bt(l+ |Du(z)|)»=1 2 d$) + ||b||LpE1(BR)]
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. < |Du|pdx)p
By
C|h| p_ptq—2 pT_l
Tl K/Bf” DUDDFTE o) T4 e, )]
. (/ 0P|, Dul? d:p) " (3.13)
By

Inserting (3.12) and (B.13) in (.1I) and using the notation p’ = -£5, we obtain

1

/ (1 + |Du(z) 2 + | Du(z + h)[?) ' |7 Dul? do
By

r—2
r

< Pk ([ O+ D) daz)
+ (;@; [(/BtuﬂDu(x)D (o= )dx) +110]| (BR)] (/ |Du|pdx)
= [( [ pu) 5 i) . ] (f 77p|ThDu\pd:c)% (314

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

1

</ 0P|, Dul? dx) ’
By

— </ 77p|7'hD’LL|p(,u2 —+ |Du(:p)|2 -+ |Du(x+ h)|2)p(1’4_2) (,uz + |Du(x)|2 + |Du(x+ h)| )P( —p) d:E)
By

1 2—p

< ([ mDuftu + pute) + Dute+ ey ) ([ s ipupias) 7
By Br

and, using ([B.I7]) to estimate the last integral in the right hand side of (314]), we arrive at

/ (1% + | Du(@)? + | Du(z + b)|*) 7 |7 Dul? de
By

r—2
r

< AP oy ([ 0+ 1Du]) 5 )

1
7/

+<fﬂf>2 [(/Bt(1+ | Du(z)]) =25 dfﬁ) + 18]z (BR>]
.(/Bt(le\Du\)pdaz)%

clh P p+q 2 P
e [( [ D)5 ) +||b||Lp/(BR>]

Q=

(3.15)
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A
( [ lm DU + D) + | Dute + h>|2>72)
By

2—p

~</BR(1+ |Du|2)gd:c)2_ (3.16)

By the use of Young’s inequality, we get

1// n*(u® 4 |Du(z)|* + |Du(z + h)|2)¥|ThDu\2d:c
By

r—2

< AP ([ 0+ Du) S ds )

t
L T 1
7

C|h|2 [ P (p+q—2) P D P
+ 3 (L+ [Du(z)]) 2 dx ) +|[bl|pw(p, (14 [Dul)” dx
(t - S) Bt Br

- ) ., .
clhf? v (p+q=2) v » T
+ ‘_‘ 5 (/ (14 [Du(z)]) dw) 18l o () (/ (1+\Du\2)2dx)
(t—s) \UB, _ .
% (/ 1° | Dul*(u* + [ Du(z)|* + | Du(z + h)|2)¥) (3.17)
By

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

g/ n*(u® 4 |Du(z)|* + |Du(z + h)|2)pT_Q|ThDu\2 dx
By
r—2

IN

Py ([ 20+ Du)) ™

- 1 -

C|h|2 P’ (p+q—2) v’ P p
+ 5 (L+[Du(@)]) > dx | + |6l sy, (1 +[Dul)” dx
(t - S) Bt Br

r 1 92 2—p

Ch2 P’ (p+q—2) o P
o ([ @ 1ua)™ = de) "+l | ([ 0+ 1Dupras) "
(t—s) | \/B B

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

g/ n2(u2 + \Du(x)|2 + |Du(z + h)\Q)pT_Q\ThDuFdx
By

r—2 2

rq_ r C|h|2 P
c|hPKNZr (5 n*(1+|Du(zx)|)72 da + (1 + [Dul)" dx
By (t—s) Br
2

C|h|2 i p (p+q-2) i
T </Bt(1+|Du(x)|) : dx) +||Z’||LP’<BR>]

: _1+ </BR(1+ |Du|2)%da;) 2?] .

IN




HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR PROBLEMS UNDER p,q SUBQUADRATIC GROWTH 13

So, by the elementary inequality (a + b)? < c(a® + b?), we get

%/ n*(u® 4 |Du(z)|* + |Du(z + h)|2)¥|ThDu\2dx
By

r—2
T

IN

Py ([ 70+ Du))

2
C|h|2 P (p+q—2) v

'

1+ (/BR(1+ \Du\Q)gd:c) 27]
1+ </BR(1+\DU\)pda:>QTp]

+(tc|_h|§)2 </BR(1 + |Du|)pdx>i

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

[ bt ,
By |h'|

c|h|? 2
(t — 8)2 HbHLP’(BR)

< el ( / 72(1+ | Du(z) )" da:)

+ﬁ </Bt<1 [ Du(x)]) 5 d:c) ’

C 2
m”bHLP'(BR)

+ﬁ </BR(1 + |Du|)pdx>z (3.18)

2
Note the right hand side of ([BI8)) is finite by virtue of the a-priori assumption Du € ngcp(Q)
and the bound at (8.7). Indeed, the bound on the gap at (3.7)), implies that

_|_

qr 2%
P<iZ <3P

and (3.19)
p< S <%
Indeed for n > 2 we have 27 = % and
T n r—2 n 2 2n
T P 1 — 1+ _

r—2 mn-—2 P r on—2 n—2 r(n-—2)
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and
2 2n. 2(r n)>1 1 2 >1
n—2 rn-2) rn—-2)"n r n—2" n
Moreover ( )
p ptq—2 np 2n(p —1
< <~ —-2< —7—">"
p—1 2 n—2 Pty n—2
ie.
2n(p — 1) 2n(p — 1) n
< —p+2= —2p—1)=p+2p—1)|—— —1
(< — 5 TP t2=pt — =D =p+2p-1)|—
and so
4 —1
g<1+7n<p )
p p(n —2)

On the other hand for n = 2, since % is any exponent larger than 2 inequalities (3.19) are
trivially satisfied choosing 2* sufficiently large.

Therefore, estimate ([B.I8]), by the use of Lemma 2.7 with p = 2, yields
V,(Du) € W"3(B,) N LT (B,).
Moreover by (23] in Lemma 23] and (2Z3]), we get

2

( N |Dul 7P daz) " <en) (/ (1+[Vp(Duw)[*) dw) :

r—2

< cllElr sy ( [+ D d:c)

t
2

v ([ i) 5= o)
1+ (/BR(l + | Duf?)? d:c) _]
1+ (/BR(1+ |Du|)pdx)2;p]

+ﬁ </BR<1 + |Du|)pdaz)% (3.20)

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

Zp
L27(Q). Setting

loc

c 2
+(t _ 8)2 ||b||Lp’(BR)

r—2

Ty = </Bt<1+ | Du()|)™2 da:) '

J, = (/Bta + [Du(z)) " dx)

we can rewrite (3.20)) as follows

and
2
P’
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2
=

* 2
( . |Du|22pdx> §c||k:||%r(BR) J1

+(t—3)2 1+ (/BR(1+‘DUD dl’) ]
ol M |1+ ([ 0+ Dy ar) ]

+ﬁ (/BR(1 + |Dul)? dx); . (3.21)

By the inequalities in ([B.19)), there exist ¥; € (0,1) and J5 € (0, 1) such that

U S
= ’
2
and
— -2
1_1921%11%(212 (1_192)1%1p+g
- 2*p +
=5 p

It is easy to check that

and
2*—2 q—p

2 ptqg-—2
Therefore, the interpolation inequality implies

¥y =

I, < (/ (1+|Du(x)|)?dx) =
Bz

(1*791)%r__2
. </ (14 \Du(:c)|)pda:>
By

™
2%—2 (g=p)r+2p 2
*

_ </Bt(1+|Du(a;)|)?dx) T

: (/Bt(l + |Du(z)|) dx) o (3.22)

and

/
+p—2
q9217(11217 ) 9

I, < (/ (1+\Du<x)|)22”dx) EA
By
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(1-9g) ELLip=2)

: (/Bt(l + |Du(x)|)pdx)pp/

2*¥_2 q—p
_ (/ (1+ |Du(z)])" daz)
By
(1-9Y9)(g+p—2)
P

. ( / (1+ |Du(z)|)” d:c) , (3.23)
By
where we used the expressions of ¥, 5. Using estimates (8.22)) and (3.23)) in (B.2I]) we obtain

2

( \Du\% d;z:)
Bs

2
oF

2*2—2 (q—p)r+2p2; (1-91)q
< dkBr ( [ @+ pu) d:c) ( [a+ \Du<x>|>pdx)
' 2*—2q-p 2 ' (1=99)(q—p+2)

+<t_cs)2 (/Bt(1—|—|Du(x)\)2;pdx) T (/Bt(l—i—|Du(a:)\)pd:c) '
1+ (/BR(1+|DU|)pdx)2pp]
1+ (/BR(H\Du\)pdx)Qpp]

i ([ aepuyar)” (3.21)

Let us note that
2" =2 — 2 1 1
( )la—pr+2p g<1+2<___)
2 rp p n o
which is precisely ([3.1), and

2* —2) g — 2
@ -2a-p_| ., 1_4,2
2 P P n

which is less restrictive than ([B.7). Therefore by Young’s inequality with exponents

_|_

C 2
WHZ)HLP/(BR)

2rp 2rp
2 =2rg—p)+2p]"  2rp—(2*=2)r(qg—p) + 2p]
in the first term of the right hand side of ([3.24]) and with exponents
2p 2p
2" =2)(¢-p)" 2p—(2"=2)(¢—p)

in the second term to get
2
</ (1+ |Du(z)|)* da:)
By

2
=

(/ |Du|22pda:) <

N | —
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Y2
rellln ([ 1+ [Dulo)ly i)
c Y3
+(t — 5)20 (/BR(l + | Du(z)|)? dl’)

1+ (/BR(1+|Du|)pdx)2;p]

+ﬁ (/BR@ - \Du\)pd:c) . (3.25)

where 7; > 1 only depend on p, g, 7, n, for i =0, 1,2, 3. The iteration Lemma 2.1l implies

C

2
+(t _ 8)2 ||b||Lp’(BR)

2
oF

/ |Du|27p d < c(1+ [|kl[LrBr) + Hb||sz/(BR))v
g

O (1 + /BR<1 + | Du))? d:c)y (3.26)

for every ball By € ) for a constant ¢ = ¢(n,p,q, L,v) and with a positive exponent
v = y(n,p,q,r). Finally the integrals J; and J; can be estimated as follows

I <ec (/BRu + |Du(x)|)pdx)m (3.27)

and

I <e </BR<1 +1Du(z)])? d:c) " (3.28)

with ¢ = ¢(n, R, p, q, L, v, ||k||r(BR), [|b]| 1 (5,)) and positive exponents y4 = v4(n, p, ¢, 7) and
s = v5(n, p, ¢, 7). Therefore, inserting these estimates in (3.I8]), we obtain

|7V (Du)|? p 5\
B NE dw < (14 [|k]|Lrsg) + 1l )" |1+ [ (1+ [Du(z)|)Pdz | (3.29)
R

Br

where, again, ¢ = ¢(n, R, p, q, L,v) and ¥ = 9(n, p,q,r) > 0. Denoting by

9
M = o1 Mo + 1Bl )’ ( / <1+|Du<x>|>pdas)
R

we conclude, by the use of Lemma 2.7, that
V,(Du) € W)

loc

and therefore, by Lemma 2.4]
D*u e LY (Q).
Moreover estimates (3.9) and (3.10) hold true. O

As a consequence of previous theorem, we deduce the following
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2p
Theorem 3.2. Let u € I/Vlic 2 () be a solution to (B under the assumptions (L.2)—(L4)
with 1 < p < q such that

11 2(p—1
g<1+min{———,b} ifn>2 (3.30)
’ W pn—2)
or 1 1
Loy =-2 ifn=2. (3.31)
P n o r

Then estimates (3.9) and BI0) hold true.
Proof. The proof follows as that of Theorem 5.1 in [36]. Let t = 2q — p then (L2)- (L4) are
nothing else but (3:2)- ([B4]) with ¢ in place of g. Moreover

t  2q

R
p p

and so the validity of (8.30) and (B:31)) implies the validity of (3.7)) and (3.8]), respectively. [

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Let ¢ € C*(B41(0)), ¢ > 0, be such that fBl(O) ¢dx = 1 and let ¢. be the corresponding
family of mollifiers. Let us set

Au(z,6) = P(w)A(z + ew, §) dw,

B1(0)

Ac(w,€) = Ac(z, ) +e(1+ [P 7T ¢
and
be = b* ..
p(g—1)

Let ug € W »=1 (Q), fix a ball Bz € Q and let v. € uy+ Wy(Q) be the solution to the
Dirichlet problem

divA.(z, Dv.) = b, in Q2
(4.1)
Ve = U on 052
Note that

[Aclw,€) = Ac(w,m)] < 1€ = nl LG + 1+ |+ )T + e+ 6P + )| (4.2)
(As(w, €)= Ac(, 1), E=n) = V=P (12 HIEP+ )T Fecyle—nl* (2 +IEP+nl?) T (4.3)

Ac(z,€) = Ay, )] < o — yl(ke(2) + ke() (1 + [ (4.4)
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where
k. =k x ¢..

Note that assumption (LH) implies that
g—1
(A2, ] < (L + o) l€l(1+ [¢[) 2 (4.5)
Since the operator A, satisfies assumptions (4.2)—(£4) and ’% > ¢, there exists a unique
solution v, € ug + W1(Q) and by the regularity results in [45], we have that v. € W;24(1)
and V,(Dv.) = (ii* + | Dv-*) T Du. € Wi2(Q).
2%q
2

2%p
Therefore, by Lemma 23] Dv. € L2 (Q) C L2 () and so we are legitimate to apply

loc

estimates (3.9) and (3:10) to each v. to obtain that

v
Dt e <04 el + ) (14 [ @4 Du@lras) @)

By

and

[ 1D P < 1+ el + 1Bl s (1+ / <1+\Dve<x>\>pdx) (4.7)

r B
5 T

for all B, € Bgr. Moreover by assumption (£3) and since v. solves problem (1)) we get

1// |Dve — Dug|* (1% + | Dve|? + |Duo|2)p%2 drx < /(Ag(x, Dv.) — A.(z, Dugy), Dv. — Dug) dx
0 Q

= /<A5(ZL‘, Dwv.), Dv. — Dug) dx — /(Ag(x, Duyg), Dv. — Dug) dx
Q Q

= /(ba, Dv. — Dug) dx — /(Ag(:p, Duy), Dv. — Duy) dx
Q Q

< /|b€||Dv5—Du0|dx+/|A5(x,Du0)||Dve—Du0|dx. (4.8)
Q Q

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

/ |DU€ - Duo|p dx
Q

— [ IDv. = DuaP (s + [Duuf + 1 Duaf’) 5 5+ 1Dl + |Duof?)'5* da

Q
S I// ‘D'Ue — DUOP(MQ + |D'U€|2 _'_ ‘DUO‘2>pT_2 dx
Q
#el0) [ G+ 1Dl + 1D e (49)
Q

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

/ | Dve — Dug|? dz
Q

1 p p
< —/|Dv€—Duo|pd:c—|—c/|b€|Pl —|—c/|A€(:c,Du0)\Pl, (4.10)
2 Jo 0 0
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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 (435]) we have

/|D05—Du0|pdx §c/ || 7T +c/ | Ac(z, Dug)| 71
Q Q Q

(g=1)
= C/Ib%“/wuoﬁ—l
Q Q

p p(g—=1)
/\Dv€|pd:c gc/ |b| =1 +c/ | Dug| »-1 (4.11)
Q Q Br

where we used that b. strongly converges to b in L%(Q) Estimate (4.I1]) implies that v, is
a bounded sequence in ug + W, ?(Q) and therefore there exists v € ug + Wy () such that

and so

ve =~ v weakly in wug+ W, P(Q).

_p_
On the other hand, since b. strongly converges to b in L{_'(2) and k. strongly converges to

kEin L7 .(92), using (AIT)) in (A6) and in (L7), we get

p(g—1) K
/B |D?va|pdxs«:<1+||k||Lr<BR>+||b||Lpf<BR>>”(1+ / Duy| ) (412)
R R
2

and

p(g—1)
p—1

9
/B |D<vp<Dva>>|2dxsc<1+||k||m<BR>+||b||Lp'(BR)>ﬂ(1+ / Duy| ) (4.13)
R R
2

for every balls Br € Q. Estimate (@IZ) implies that v, is a bounded sequence in W.2?(1)
and therefore

Ve — weakly in WP ()
and so
Ve = v strongly in W,2P(Q).
Passing to the limit as € — 0 in (£.12), by the lower semicontinuity of the norm, we obtain

p(g—1) v
[ 1020 e < 1+ Kl + Blls ) (1 e ) (4.14)

R

%
The continuity of the map DV, (&) implies that the sequence DV,(Dwv.) converges, up to a
subsequence, a.e. to DV,(Dv). Therefore by Fatou’s Lemma Passing to the limit as ¢ — 0
in (£I3) we also have

9
p(g—1)
/ |D<vp<Dv>>|2dxs«:<1+||k||Lr<BR>+||b||Lpf(BR)>ﬁ(1+ | 1pu ) (4.15)

R

r
2

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

/Q (A(z, Dv), D) dx — /ﬂ (b, D) dz
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= /(A(:p, Dv) — A.(z, Dv), D) dx + /(.Zle(x, Dv) — A.(z, Dv.), Dy) dx
0 0

+ [(Aa Do) Dy da = [ g

Br

= /Q(.A(ZL‘, Dv) — A.(z, Dv), D) dx + / (A.(z, Dv) — A.(z, Dv.), Dy) dx

Br
+/(be—b,Dg0> dx—e/((1+|Dvg| ) DUE,DQO>d
Q Q

for every ¢ € C(Q). Therefore, we are left to prove that the right hand side of previous
equality vanishes as ¢ — 0. This will come if we show that

lim [T := lim /Q(A(:c,Dv) — A.(z, Dv), Dp) dz| =0
hm I5 :=lim /(.Zlg(x, Dv) — A.(z, Dv.), Dp) dz| = 0
—0 e=01 [

hn%[3 = lgr(l] /Q<bE —b,Dy)dx| =0
and
lime /((1 + |Dv€|2)%2Dv€,D<p) dx| =0
e—0 Q

Last two estimate are obvious since b, — b strongly in L#(Q) and since

/Q (1 +|Dv.)Z Do., Dg) da

lime
e—0

< g%enwumq [ iD= ar=o
suppy
by virtue of the bound ¢ < - and of estimate (413 and where we denoted by ' a compact
set that contains the support of the test function ¢. For what concerns I; we have by the
definition of A, that

e—0

limI; < 1i1%||Dg0||Loo(Q/)/ | A(z, Dv) — A.(x, Dv)| dz
e— oy

< lim||Dg0||Loo(Q/)/ ‘A(:c,Dv)— d(w)A(r + ew, Dv) dw| dx

B1(0)

IN

hm [[Dl|poo (o) / qb(w))A(:c, Dv) — A(z + ew, Dv)) dw dzx

tim el Dillen | [ 6w)ka) + o + )1+ Do)
+JB

By (0)

IN

IA

h_r)%gHDSOHLOO(Q’) / (k(x) + ko(x))(1 + |Dv\2)q%1 dx
&€ Q/

1 r—1

el Dl ([ (o) 4o ) ([ @) e as) T <o
E—> Q/ /

IA
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since k. — k strongly in L"(2), by the bound
q r qgr_2p

< <
2r—1 r—=2 2
and again by (£1). For the estimate of I5, we observe that

e—0

limI5 < li_>n%HD<pHLoo(Q/)/ |As(x, Dv) — Ac(x, Dv.)| dx
€ Q/

IN

lim [[Dp|| ooy / Pd(w) ’A(az +ew, Dv) — A(x + ew, Dv,)| dw dx
€ "/ B1(0)

IN

Ll IDgllimie) [ 1D = Dol + 1D + Do) do
£ Q

+ce liI%HDwHLoo(Q,)/ |Dv — Du.|(1 + |Dv|? + |D@€|2)% dx
E— Q/

IN

1
L lim ||Dg0||Loo(Q/) (/ ‘DU — Dve‘p dﬂ?)
e—0 Q
p—1

(/ (1+|Dv\2+|Dv€\2)q22pfld:c) -
Ql

since Dv. — Dv strongly in LP(suppy) and by virtue of the bound
—2 -1
q P < q p < np
2 p—1 2 p—1 n-2

and again by (A7)). With these estimates at our disposal, we conclude that for every ¢ €
Ce ()

/Q (A(z, Dv), Dy) da = / (b, D) dx,

0
then v € (ug + Wy "()) N W2P(Q) is a solution to (EI]).
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