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LP-REGULARITY FOR FOURTH ORDER ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS WITH

ANTISYMMETRIC POTENTIALS IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS
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ABsTRACT. We establish an optimal L”-regularity theory for solutions to fourth order
elliptic systems with antisymmetric potentials in all supercritical dimensions n > 5:

APu=A(D-Vu) + div(E - Vu) + (AQ+ G) - Vu + f in B",

where Q € W2(B™, so,,) is antisymmetric and f € L?(B™), and D, E,Q, G satisfy the
growth condition (GC-4), under the smallness condition of a critical scale invariant norm
of Vu and VZu. This system was brought into lights from the study of regularity of
(stationary) biharmonic maps between manifolds by Lamm-Riviére, Struwe, and Wang.
In particular, our results improve Struwe’s Holder regularity theorem to any Holder
exponent a € (0,1) when f = 0, and have applications to both approximate biharmonic
maps and heat flow of biharmonic maps.

As a by-product of the techniques, we also extend the LP-regularity theory of har-
monic maps by Moser to Riviére-Struwe’s second order elliptic systems with antisym-
metric potentials under the growth condition (GC-2) in all dimensions, which confirms
an expectation by Sharp.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Background and motivation. In his landmark work [35], Riviére proposed the
second order linear elliptic system

—Au=Q -Vu in B? ¢ R?, (1.1)

with Q = (Q4;) € L?(B?, 50, ® A'R?) and v € WH2(B2 R™), which models the Euler-
Lagrange equations of critical points of all second order conformally invariant variational
functionals over maps u € W12(B2,N), where B? C R? is the unit disk, and N C R™
is an arbitrary compact Riemannian manifold. In particular, (1.1) includes the equation
of weakly harmonic maps from B? to N and the prescribed mean curvature equations. A
crucial observation of [35] is a conservation law induced by the anti-symmetry of €, from
which the continuity of weak solutions to equation (1.1) follows. This gave an affirmative
answer to the long standing conjectures of Hildebrandt and Heinz, and an alternate proof
of Helein’s celebrated regularity theorem on weak harmonic maps in dimension two. The
technique developed in [35] has also profound applications beyond conformally invariant
problems; see [36, 37| for a comprehensive overview.

Riviére and Struwe have further considered in [38] the same system as (1.1) in super-
critical dimensions n > 3:

—Au=Q-Vu in B" C R", (1.2)

where Q = (€;;) € L?(B"™, s0,, ® A'R™). Although there is no conservation law associated
with (1.2) for n > 3, Riviére and Struwe managed to transform (1.2) into a gauge equivalent
system through Uhlenbeck’s gauge construction associated with §2. It was established in
[38] that a local Holder regularity holds for any weak solution u to (1.2) under the smallness
condition

1/2
1
Wb n—2 / (IVul* + Q) da < e(n,m).
r B (z)NB

z€BT,r>0
As an application, they reproved the partial regularity theorem on stationary harmonic
maps in dimensions n > 3, due to Evans [10] and Bethuel [4].

The techniques in [35, 38] have been subsequently extended to fourth order elliptic
systems by Lamm and Riviére [25] in dimension n = 4 and Struwe [43| for n > 5 in the
course of study of biharmonic maps. Recall that an extrinsic (or intrinsic resp.) bihar-
monic map from B™ into a closed Riemannian manifold N is a critical point of the energy
functional

/ |Auf*  (or / |(Au)T|*  resp.) for u € W2%(B",N),
where (Au)T is the orthogonal projection of Au onto the tangent space T, N. In [25], the
authors formulated the following system of 4th order linear elliptic equations
A = A(V - Vu) +div(wVu) + F - Vu in B, (1.3)

where V,w belong to certain function spaces and F' = Vw + W with w € L?(B*,50,,)
being antisymmetric. By constructing a corresponding conservation law for system (1.3),
an everywhere continuity for weak solutions of (1.3) was established in [25]. The approach
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of |25] was further refined by Guo and Xiang in [16|, where a local Holder continuity for
weak solutions of (1.3) was proven. The result of [25] has been applied to the theory of
regularity for heat flow of biharmonic maps in dimension four. In [43], Struwe revisited
biharmonic maps in supercritical dimensions n > 5 and formulated the following fourth
order linear elliptic system:

A*u = A(D - Vu) +div(E - Vu) + (AQ+G)-Vu  in B, (1.4)

where D, E/,G belong to certain function spaces and ) is an so,,-valued function with
entries in R™. We refer interested readers to |25, 43| for detailed computations of writing
the equation of biharmonic maps in the form of (1.3) or (1.4). By extending the approach
of Riviére and Struwe [38], Struwe established in [43] a partial regularity theory for (1.4),
under the growth condition (GC-4) below, which in turn gave an alternate proof of the
Holder regularity theorems of Chang, Wang and Yang [6] and Wang [48, 47| for biharmonic
maps. Because of structural similarities, it seems natural to extend the result of Riviére
and Struwe [38] on the system of second order linear equations (1.2) to system of fourth
order linear equations (1.3) and (1.4). Indeed, Struwe raised the following question in [43]:

Struwe’s Question. [t would be interesting to see if our method can be extended to general
linear systems of fourth order that exhibit a structure similar to the one of equation (1.4),
as is the case for second order systems (1.2), or in the “conformal” case n = 4 considered
in [25].

Struwe’s Question in the “conformal” case n = 4 has recently been solved by Guo and
Xiang in [17]. More precisely, it was proven in [17]| that in critical dimensions n = 2k
for any k > 2, a Hélder continuity holds for any weak solution u € W*?2(B™ R™) of the
2k-order linear elliptic system with antisymmetric potentials introduced by de Longueville
and Gastel in [9]. [17] was built upon the ideas by Riviére-Struwe [38] and utilized both
Uhlenbeck’s gauge transformation and the duality of Lorentz spaces LP:! — LV where
1 <p<ooandp =p/(p—1). However, when dimensions n > 5, the approach by
[17] (see [17, Section 5]) encountered serious technical difficulties, which left open Struwe’s
Question in supercritical dimensions n > 5. Another interesting problem, closely related to
the regularity theory on (1.2) and Struwe’s Question on (1.4), is to study the corresponding
inhomogeneous system of (1.4) in dimensions n > 4. These problems lead us to ask

Problem 1.1. FEstablish a LP-reqularity theory for weak solutions of the fourth order in-
homogeneous elliptic system of Lamm and Riviére |25] or Struwe [43]

A*u = A(D - Vu) +div(EVu) + F-Vu+ f  in B"

mn dimensions n > 4.

More specifically, Problem 1.1 asks that for f € LP(B™ R™) with 1 < p < oo, if a W/lif'
regularity holds for weak solutions of the linear systems (1.3) or (1.4), provided certain
smallness conditions are imposed on both the linear coefficient functions and the solution.
In the critical dimension n = 4, Problem 1.1 was solved by Guo, Xiang and Zheng in [18§],
where they proved that if f € LP for 1 < p < 4/3, then u € I/[/lifp/(4_p) C CIOA(l_l/p). In

ocC
particular, this implies that when n = 4, every weak solution of the system (1.3) or (1.4) is
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locally a-Holder continuous for all 0 < o < 1. A similar LP-theory for general even order
linear elliptic systems proposed by de Longueville and Gastel [9] was also established by [19]
in critical dimensions. For applications to biharmonic maps, see Laurain-Lin [27] for energy
convexity and Laurain-Riviére [28] and Wang-Zheng [49] for energy quantization. We also
point out that the theory of biharmonic maps has been successfully applied in Cheng-
Zhou’s solution of the Rosenberg-Smith conjecture in their recent work [7]. We would like
to mention that a positive answer to Problem 1.1 would solve Struwe’s Question. However,
Problem 1.1 remains open in supercritical dimensions n > 5. In this paper, we will make
some partial progress towards Problem 1.1.

In the second order case, motivated by the study on approximate harmonic maps and
heat flow of harmonic maps, we would like to ask the following problem.

Develop a W?P-regularity theory for the inhomogeneous Riviére’s system
—Au=Q -Vu+f in B", (1.5)
where Q € L?(B", s0,, @ R") and f € LP(B",R™).
This problem was first considered by Sharp and Topping [42] in dimension n = 2.

Utilizing the conservation law of Riviére [35], they proved that if f € LP(B2 R™) for p €
(1,2), then every weak solution u € W2(B2, R™) belongs to W2P(B2 R™) C c020-1/p),

loc loc
In particular, any weak solution of (1.1) is locally a-Holder continuous for any 0 < « < 1.

See Laurain-Riviére [29] and Lamm-Sharp [26] for some further related results.
For dimensions n > 3, in the course of studying the heat flow of harmonic maps, Moser
[34] considered the LP-regularity of the system of approximate harmonic maps v : B™ — N:

and proved that, if f € LP(B",R™) for some n/2 < p < oo, then u € I/Vli’f(B",N),
under certain smallness condition on Vu. One crucial idea of [34] is to rewrite the system
(1.6) via the Gauge transformation of Riviére and Struwe [38]. On the other hand, Sharp

[41] established a Morrey-space regularity for the linear system (1.5), namely, M =2
regularity for V2u holds under a smallness condition on ||Q||ys2.n—2. In view of Moser [34],
Sharp made the following expectation in [41, Remark 1.3]:

Sharp’s expectation. One would expect Moser’s LP-regularity on (1.6) remains to hold
for the system (1.5), under the additional condition

Q| < ClVul. (GC-2)
We will give an affirmative answer to this expectation in Theorem 1.8 below.

1.2. Main results. Henceforth, we will assume m > 1,n > 5. Let B, = {z € R" : |z| < r}
and u € W22(By,R™). Consider the following inhomogeneous 4th order elliptic system

A*u=A(D-Vu) +div(EVu) + F-Vu+ f  in By, (1.7)
with FF'= AQ + G, and
D € WY(By, M,,, ® A'R™),  E € L*(By, M)

(1.8)
Qe WY2(By, s0m), G € L3Y(By, My, ® A'R™).
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In coordinates, (1.7) reads as
Ayt = A(D;- V) + diV(E;-Vuj) + FJZ V! + ff, 1<i<m,

where the Einstein summation convention is used for repeated indices.
In this paper, we aim to establish an LP-regularity theory for (1.7) under the following
growth condition on D, E, G, ()

D]+ |€2] < C[Vul,
|E| + |VD| +|VQ| < C |V?u| + C|Vul?, (GC-4)
G| < C|V?u||Vu| + C|Vul*.

Although the LP-theory of (1.7) under condition (GC-4) does not answer Problem
1.1, it provides very interesting insights on attacking this challenging problem. From the
analytic point of view, the nonlinearity under (GC-4) is of critical growth so that for a
weak solution u € W22(B™ R™) there merely holds |V2Zu|? € L'(B") and the standard
LP-regularity theory is not applicable. Furthermore, the nonlinearity is so strong that it
is also impossible to apply the standard bootstrapping argument, even if some improved
regularity, e.g. V2u € L?*¢ for a sufficiently small € > 0, is assumed.

Since (1.7) models biharmonic maps when f = 0 (see Lamm and Riviére [25] and
Struwe [43]), our LP-regularity theory, via the Sobolev embedding theorem, implies that
u € C(B") for any a € (0,1), which in turn improves Struwe’s Holder regularity theorem.
Note that the system for both approximate biharmonic maps and heat flow of biharmonic
maps do satisfy both (1.7) and the growth condition (GC-4), hence the LP-regularity theory
will have direct application to the study of biharmonic maps and heat flow of biharmonic
maps in supercritical dimensions.

We denote by MP*(B,) and Mf’/\(Br) the (p, r)-Morrey space and weak (p, r)-Morrey
space respectively (see Section 2 for their definitions). Our first theorem is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose f € M1 =4+(By R™) for some a € (0,1) and u € W?2(Bgy, R™)
is a solution of system (1.7) satisfying (GC-4). There exist constants € = e(m,n,«) and
C =C(m,n,a) > 0 such that if

IVl + [ Vularn-san) < e (19)
then
VU S M:}’n_4+4a(B1/2) and V2u S Mf’n_4+2a(31/2).

Moreover,

IVl ypponsssa g ) < C (”vuqu,H(Bl) + HfHMl,HM(Bl)) , (1.10)

Hv2u||Mf'7“4+2a(B1/2) <’ <HV2UHM*2’"74(31) + ||VUHM;1’7L74(31) + ||f||M1,n74+a(Bl)> .

Theorem 1.2, relaxing the LP-assumption on f to a Morrey assumption on f, seems
to be new even in the critical dimension n = 4. In connection with the Morrey smallness
assumption (1.9), the Morrey assumption on f seems to be more compatible than the LP
assumption on f.
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The smallness assumption (1.9) is natural in terms of both translation and dilation
invariance. When f = 0, the monotonicity formula for stationary biharmonic maps justifies
this smallness assumption, see e.g. Wang [48|, Struwe [43] and Moser [32]. For heat
flow of biharmonic map flow (i.e. f = u;), a parabolic version of smallness assumptions
can also be verified in some cases, see e.g. Hineman-Huang-Wang [20]. In view of the
embedding M~ *%(B)) ¢ M9"~4+9%(B,) for any 1 < ¢ < 4, the estimate (1.10) can
be viewed as a slight improvement of Struwe [43, Estimate (37)], where it was proved that
Vu € M3"=9H4%(By j5) for some 1 < g < 2.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2 is the following optimal Holder regularity.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose f € MY"=4T9( By, R™) for some o € (0,1) andu € W?2(Bgy, R™)
is a solution of system (1.7) satisfying (GC-4). There exist constants € = ¢(m,n,«) and
C =C(m,n,a) > 0 such that if (1.9) holds, then u € C’loo’g(Bl) with

lullena s,z < C (IVullygan-sggy + 1 Flar-sras)) -

When f = 0, this implies that solutions of (1.4) are locally a-Hélder continuous with
any exponent 0 < a < 1, which improves the main result of Struwe [43]|. See Rupflin [39]
and Wang-Zheng [49] for some related results.

Theorem 1.2 provides the key technical tool to prove the following LP-regularity result.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose f € LP(By) for some n/4 < p < oo and u € W*%(B1,R™) is a
solution of system (1.7) satisfying (GC-4).
(i) When p < n, there exists a constant € = e(m,n,p) such that if the assumption (1.9)

3,2
n—p

holds, then v € W, """ (B1) and
Hvsu”yﬁ”p (Byy2) < Cs (IVullaram—s(pyy + IV?ullpzn-a(yy + 1fleesy)) -

Here Cy = co(1+ e+ || fllLo(B,))* for constants c. and a. depending on n,m,p.
(i) When p > n, for any 1 < q < oo, there exists a constant € = €(m,n,p,q) such that
if the smallness assumption (1.9) holds, then u € I/Vl‘:))’cq(Bl) and

||V3u||L‘1(B1/2) < D, (IVullpran-a(pyy + IV?ullpzn-agsyy + 1fllosy)) -
Here D, = d.(1+¢e+ HfHLp(Bl))b* for constants d, and b, depending on n,m,p,q.

We would like to remark that in Theorem 1.4, the constant C, (and D,) depends not
only on €,n,m,p (and q) but also on || f[|r(p,). The reason for dependence on || f||zr(p,) is
that our system is nonlinear and in general one can only expect a priori estimates involving
polynomial dependency on ||[Vullpan-a(p,y, [|[V2ullp2n-a(p,) and [|f|l1s(p,), under the
Morrey smallness assumption (1.9) on Vu and VZu.

This result provides an affirmative answer to Problem 1.1 under the growth condition
(GC-4). As a simple consequence of this theorem and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we
can infer that the smallness assumption (1.9) implies

C(By), ifn/d <p<n/3,

loc

ue o (By), ifn/3<p<n/2

loc

C27%(By), ifn/2<p<n,

loc
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where a« = 4 — n/p, whenever p < n. As a further application, we have

Corollary 1.5. Suppose f € LP(By) for some n/4 < p < oo and u € W*2(B1,R™) a
solution of system (1.7) satisfying (GC-4). Suppose further that

IVD| < C(IV2ul +[Vul?),

|VE| 4+ |V2Q| < C(IV3u| + |V2u||Vu| + |Vul?).

Then there exists a constant € = e(m,n,p) such that if the assumption (1.9) holds, then
uwe WEP(By) and

loc
HV4UHLP(B1/2) < C (IVullppan-a(gyy + IV?ullpzn-azyy + 1 flleesy)) -

Here C' = c(14e+| fl zr(p,))® for two constants c and a depending on n,m,p. In particular,
any approximate biharmonic map w with drift term f € LP(By) for some n/4 < p < oo
belongs to Wli’p(Bl), provided the smallness condition (1.9) holds for a sufficiently small e.

C

Corollary 1.5 extends the corresponding results by Wang-Zheng [49] and Laurain-
Riviére [28] in the critical dimension n = 4. It also leads to the following weak compactness
and energy gap results.

Corollary 1.6. There is a sufficient small constant € = e(m,n) > 0 such that

(1) Weak Compactness: For any sequence uy, € W2(By, N) of biharmonic maps
which converges weakly to a map u € W22(By, N), if

||V2UkHM2’"*4(Bl) + ||VUk||M4,n—4(Bl) <, Vk>1,

then up to a subsequence, up — u Strongly in Wli’cz(Bl,N). In particular, u is a
smooth biharmonic map; and
(2) Energy gap: If u € W22(R", N) is a biharmonic map satisfying

Hv2u||M2,nf4(Rn) + Hvu||M4,nf4(Rn) S €,
then u = p in R™ for a point p € N.

For geometric applications of this type of result, see Wang-Zheng [49] and Laurain-
Riviére [28] on the energy identity of biharmonic maps in dimension n = 4.

The requirement p > n/4 in Theorem 1.4 ensures that f € ML~ *t%(By) for some
0 < a < 1. It is natural to ask what happens when 1 < p < n/4. Observe that the heat
flow u of biharmonic maps can be viewed as (1.7) for f = u; € LP, with p = 2 < n/4 when
dimensions n > 8, see e.g. Moser [33]. This motivates us to consider the case f € LP for
1 <p<n/4. We can prove

Theorem 1.7. Suppose f € LP N M =4+2(By) for some 1 < p < n/4 and 0 < a < 1
and u € W?2(By,R™) is a weak solution to system (1.7) satisfying (GC-4). There erists
€ > 0 such that if the smallness condition (1.9) holds, then

V2u e P M TN (By ) and Vu e PN MO (B,
where xy =2 —a)/(1—a)>2andn=(4—a)/(2—a) > 2.
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We would like to remark that with slight changes of arguments, all results stated
as above remain to hold if the coefficient function F' in equation (1.7) takes the form
F =Vw+ W of equation (1.3) and (GC-4) is replaced by a corresponding one.

Finally, as aforementioned, as a by-product of our method, we provide an affirmative
answer to Sharp’s expectation.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose f € LP(By) for some 1 < n/2 < p < oo and u € W2(By,R™)
is a weak solution of system (1.5). If, in addition, Q) € L*(By,s0, ® A'R™) satisfies the
growth condition (GC-2), then there exists € = e(m,n,p) > 0 such that

u € Wigl(B1,R™),

C

whenever [|[Vul|y2n—2(p, rmy < €.

Theorem 1.8 extends the main result of Moser [34, Theorem 1.2| for p > n/2 with an
alternate proof. It is an interesting question that if Theorem 1.8 holds when 1 < p < n/2.

1.3. Strategy of the proof. To derive Theorem 1.2, we shall first rewrite the system
using the Gauge transform of Struwe [43], and then apply the Hodge decomposition to
simplify the problem. Morrey type decay estimates then follow from a combination of
Riesz potential theory and a decay property of harmonic functions.

Theorem 1.4 follows from a delicate iteration argument. To explain this strategy
clearly, we first sketch the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We first consider the case § < p < n. Sharp [41, Theorem 1.2] has
proved that Vu € M>""*"2*(B)) with o = 2 — n/p € (0,1). It follows from the growth

loc
condition that Q € M **2%(B)). Therefore Q- Vu € M2 (By).
First suppose o < 1/2. Extend €2, u and f from B, 5 into R" with compact support in
BY in a norm-bounded way. Let uy = I(Q2- Vu) and ug = Io(f) such that h = u —uy — ug
is a harmonic function in By /o, where I, = c|z|*~" is the standard Riesz potential. Since

Q-Vu € Mbn=2+2an L1(R"), Adams’ potential theory (see Proposition 2.5 below) implies
|Vu| < CL(Q - Vu) € L2 (R"),

_1(2-2)
X=3\1-2a
By standard elliptic regularity theory, us € W>*P(R™). Hence Vuy, € LP (R"), where
=5
Since h € C*, if 2y > p*, then we find that Vu € L} (By). If 2y < p*, we obtain
Vu e L2X7°°(Bl/2). Since 2y > 2, we have Vu € L (By) for some ¢ > 2. Then the growth

loc

condition (GC-2) implies that Q € M2"** N LI (By). It follows that

loc

where

Q- Vu e Mi"—2t2 pny o 192

loc loc *

Since ¢/2 > 1, using Adams’ potential (see Proposition 2.6) again gives Vuy € LX9. If
xq < p*, we obtain Vu € LX4. Thus, we find the iteration:

Vu € L1 = Vu e LX1,
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Since x > 1, we can assume that x*q < p* < x**1¢ for some k > 1. After finitely many
times iteration, we find that Vu € L (By).

loc

In the case a > 1/2, we use embedding M>"2+29(By) ¢ M?*"=2+28(By) for any
[ < 1/2 so as to obtain the same regularity as in the case a < 1/2. As a consequence, we
can always derive Vu € L} (Bp). Now the second order regularity u € Wfli’f (B1) follows

from the usual elliptic regularity theory.
If p>n, then f € LY(B™) for any n/2 < ¢ < n . Running the previous argument we
ng

conclude that Vu € Ly *(B1). This implies that u1 € (), I/Vli’cq(Bl) and so finally

loc

u € VVli’p (B1). The proof is complete. O

C

Our proof of Theorem 1.4 follows a similar approach, but the analysis becomes much
more involved. In a first step, we derive the weak Morrey decay estimate for solutions of
system (1.7), that is, Theorem 1.2. Unlike the case of linear systems in [18, 19, 41, 42],
this regularity improvement is not strong enough for iteration yet. To fill the gap, two
observations are needed here:

e The weak Morrey regularity of V2u automatically implies an improvement of Vu,
i.e, Vue LN fo’"_2X(l_a)(B1/4), where x = (2 — a)/(1 —a) > 2;

e The growth condition implies a corresponding regularity improvement for the Gauge
transformation (see Lemma 4.1 below).

By the first observation, we obtained an improved regularity of Vu. But this improvement
itself is not sufficient for the iteration method yet. To proceed, our new idea is to further
track and improve the regularity of Gauge transforms. We then turn to construct an
associated Gauge transform on smaller balls (half radius of the previous one) with improved
regularity. This is realized by the second observation. Then, combining these improved
Gauge transforms, and tracking both the Lebesgue integrability and Morrey regularity of
Vu and VZu simultaneously, an application of the Riesz potential theory gives a further
improvement on integrability of Vu and VZu. Finally, to obtain the optimal interior
regularity, we run an iteration scheme by repeatedly constructing the gauge transforms on
a sequence of shrinking balls and then using the gauge equivalent equations on shrinking
balls. Surprisingly, in contrast to those infinite iteration on linear systems in [18, 19, 41, 42|,
our iteration process actually only takes finitely many steps thanks to the nonlinearity of
the problems. Finally we mention that a crucial harmonic analysis theory used in the proof
is the boundedness of Riesz operators between weak Morrey spaces, which is due to Ho
[21] (see also Proposition 2.7 below).

Our notations are standard. By A < B, we mean there is an absolute constant C' > 0
such that A < C'B. The constant C' may differ from line to line.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some function spaces and the related Riesz potential
theory between these function spaces. They play a central role in later proofs.

2.1. Morrey spaces. Let Q@ C R" be a smooth domain. For 1 < p < oo, let LP(2) be the
usual LP space on € and LE(Q) the weak LP space on ().
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Let 1 < p < ooand 0 < s < n. The Morrey space MP*(Q2) consists of functions
f € LP(Q) such that

£l ares(2) = sup PP fll o3, ()0 < 0c.
x€Q,0<r<diam(2)

The weak Morrey space MEY*(2) consists of functions f € LY(£2) such that

[ £l aezs ) = sup P P £l 1 8y wyns) < 00
z€Q,0<r<diam(Q2)

Note that MP0(Q) = LP(Q) and MP"(Q) = L=(Q), and MP°(Q) = L2(Q). When
Q is a bounded domain, it follows from Holder’s inequality and the simple embedding

LE(Q) € LU(Q) (1 < g < p) that,
LP(Q) ¢ M*"U72)(Q),  vi1<g<p
and

MPS(Q) ¢ MY Q) Vi<p< o

We shall need the following well-known Hélder’s inequality for weak LP functions.

Proposition 2.1. Let 1 < p1,p2 < oo be such that % = p% + p% < 1. Then, f € LY*(Q)
and g € LY*(Q) implies fg € LE(Q). Moreover,

1f9llze) < Il f]

The following proposition concerns Holder’s inequalities in Morrey functions. The
proof is straightforward and thus omitted.

Lfl(Q)”g‘ L2 Q)

Proposition 2.2. Let 1 < pi,p2 < oo and 0 < q1,q2 < n be such that

lzi—kiél and q:£q1+£q2.
p p1 P2 P p2
Then, there hold
I £gllarpay < 1f lazerar @ gl arpa-a2 (02)- (2.1)
and
HngMf’q(Q) < ”f”Mflvql(Q)”9”1\/152"12(9)' (2.2)

As we are concerned with Hélder regularity theory, we need the following weak type
of Morrey’s Dirichlet growth theorem.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose  is a bounded smooth domain and u € Llloc(Q) such that
Vu € MP"PYP(Q) holds for some 1 < p < co and o € (0,1). Then u € CO*(Q) with

el p—
for some C = C(n,p, Q).

Proof. By Poincaré’s inequality, for any =z € Q and 0 < r < diam(f2), there holds

][ [u — wp g SC’T][ |Vul.
By (z)NQ By (z)NQ
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Since p > 1, we have
IVl s, @na) < Cr" VPNVl s, @mna) < ClIVulygpm-rere gy ™.

Thus, for any € Q and 0 < r < diam(€2),

][ N Pel L p——
By (z)NQ *

This yields the conclusion by applying Campanato function space theory, see Giaquinta
[13, Chapter III, Theorem 1.2]. O

Higher order (weak) Morrey spaces will be useful in our later proofs. For any k € N, the
kth order Morrey space M,f’n_kp(Q) consists of f € W*P(Q) such that V!f € MP"=P(Q)
for all 0 <[ < k, and we can similarly define the kth order weak Morrey space M. ]Z’:_kp (Q).
It follows from [43, Proposition 3.2] that M?™ *’(B;) ¢ M»" ?'(B,) with 1 < p < n/2,
and

IVl 320205,y < ClIVullarin-1(sy) (IV?ullarpn—20 () + IVl prpinr(sy) - (2:3)

In particular, u € M22’"_4(Bl) implies that Vu € M4"=4(Bj). Recall that the basic
assumption of Struwe [43] is

R"—4/ (IV2ul + [Vul") < e,
Br

which together with the monotonicity formula implies that u € M22 ’n_4(B R/2) and

||V2U||M2,n74(BR/2) + ||VU||M4,n74(BR/2) < CE.

Thus, by (2.3), one may naturally assume that u € M22’n_4(Bg) satisfies

||V2UHM2,7L—4(BQ) + HVUHMZ"*Q(BQ) < e.

We shall frequently use (a special case of) the following Morrey-Sobolev extension!

result due to Burenkov [5]; see also [24, Theorem 2.5] for a new proof.

Proposition 2.4. For any k € N, 1 < p and 0 < s < n, there exists a bounded linear
operator E: M{"*(By) — M}*(R"™) such that if f € M}"*(B1), then Ef = f a.e. in By
and there exists a constant C' = C(k,p, s) > 0 such that for all f € M}"*(By), we have

IEf e gny < CUFllaazs(5y)-
Furthermore, for each 0 <1 < k, there exists a constant C = C(l,p,s) > 0 such that
IV Efllarmsn) < CUV'f s (-

Similar extension results hold for the higher order weak Morrey-Sobolev spaces M,f”j(Bl)
as well.

1We would like to thank Prof. Pekka Koskela for pointing out the relevant literatures in this respect.
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We also refer the interested readers to [23] for a different construction of the extension
operator. Note that in [23], the authors only considered the higher order Morrey-Sobolev
spaces M ,f *(B1). However, the proof works with minor changes (replacing the L estimates
by corresponding weak LY estimates) for the higher order weak Morrey-Sobolev spaces

My (By).

2.2. Riesz potentials. Let I,(x) = conlz|*™™, 0 < o < n, be the standard Riesz poten-
tials in R™. The following two propositions are well-known; see Theorem 3.1, Proposition
3.2 and Proposition 3.1 of Adams [2].

Proposition 2.5. Let 0 < a<nand 0 <A <n. For1 <p < (n—M\)/a, set

P p n—X\
Then
(1) For every 1 <p < (n—\)/a,
Iy: MPAR™) — MPANR™)

18 a bounded linear operator;
(2) Forp=1,

n—>A

D S
Ia:Ml,)\(Rn)_)M*n—)\—a (Rn)

18 also a bounded linear operator.

Proposition 2.6. Let 0 < a < f <n and 1 < p < oco. Then there exists a constant
C = Cupnp > 0 such that for f € MY=F (R") N LP (R™), there holds

a 1_a
”Iaf”%jgn < C”f”]@l,nfﬂ([@n)”f”p,RZ'
In view of the embedding MZ™" 9 (R") ¢ M"=#(R") for n/B > q > 1, there holds

a B-a
”Iaf”ﬁzlia7Rn S CHfH]@E,nfqﬁ(Rn)Hpr,%"
Concerning weak Morrey spaces, we will need the following proposition, which is a

special case of Ho [21, Theorem 5.1].

Proposition 2.7. Let 0 < a,A <n and 1 <p < (n—A\)/a. Set

—
—_
Q

P op n—\
Then
Iy : MPA(R™) — MPAR™)

18 a bounded linear operator.

As a corollary of Propositions 2.6 and 2.7, for any co >p > 1land 0 < a < 8 < n/p,
we have the following boundedness result:

I : MP=PB A LP(R™) — MP PP LP(R")  where p = 55 L (2.4)

—
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and
Mol oy + (Dl ygzn5s gy < C (1l ogany + 1z s g ) -

When the operator under consideration is a singular integral operator, there holds

Proposition 2.8 (Theorem 8.1, [1]). Let 1 < p < oo and 0 < A < n. The usual Calderon-
Zygmund singular integral operators are bounded on MPMR™).

3. MORREY ESTIMATE AND HOLDER CONTINUITY

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.2. For simplicity, denote by B, = B,.(0) C
R™ the open ball centered at origin with radius r. We shall need the following Gauge
transform of Struwe [43, Lemma 3.3|; see also Lamm and Riviére [25, Theorem A.5| for an
equivalent form.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 3.3, [43]). There exist € = e(n,m) > 0 and C = C(n,m) > 0 with
the following property: For every ) € M12’"_4 N M4 By, s0,, @ A'R™) with

IVQ pr2n-a(py) + 12 aran-a(,) <€

there exist P € M3 *(B1,50,,) and & € Mz *(By, s0m ® A""2R™) such that
PAP~' 4+ POQP ' =«d¢  in By, (3.1)

and

dx&=0 in By, &E=0 on0B;.
Moreover,

IV P|apan-a(p,) + [[VEl apran-1(,) < ClIQ|asam-a5,) < Ce,
IV Pllagzn-a(syy + V%€l arzn-1(5,) < C (IVQllas2n-1(8y) + 190]aran-15,)) < Ce.

The last two estimates on P, are not separated in the original statement of Struwe
[43, Lemma 3.3], but they follow from the proofs there. Below let P, ¢ be defined as in
Lemma 3.1. It follows from the growth condition (GC-4) on Q and (1.9) that

IV Pl pran—agyy + [IVEpam—a(p) < ClIVul pramn-ap,y < Ce.
”V2PHM27”*4(31) + HV2SHM2’”*4(B1) (3.2)
< C (IV2ullagzn-s(my) + IVullagin-sp,)) < Ce.
By [43, Formula (35)], the equation of PAwu on Bj is given by
A(PAu) = div}(Dp ® Vu) + div(Ep - Vu) + Gp - Vu + *dA¢ - Pdu + P, (3.3)
where the coefficient functions satisfy the growth condition
|Dp| < C(|Vu| +[VP]),
IVDp|+ |Ep| < C (|V?u] + [Vul* + |[V?P| + |VP]?), (3.4)
IGp| < C(|VPu] + |V2P|) ([Vul + [VP|) + C (|Vul* + |V P]*) .
For details, see the formula (36) of [43].
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. First apply the Hodge decomposition to derive
Pdu = diiy + d*is +h  in By,
where d*@i; = 0, diis = 0 and h is a harmonic 1-form. Note that A2d; = Ad*(Pdu),
—Atig = dP Ndu and Ah =0 on Bj.
Next, we extend all the related functions u, £, P and Dp, Ep and Gp from B; into
the whole space R™ with compact supports in By in the same function space in a bounded

way. Set f =0 on Bf. For simplicity, we keep using the same notations for the extended
functions. Then we define

wil = Iy <div2(Dp ® V) + div(Ep - Vu) + Gp - Vu + +dA€ - Pdu + A(VPVu)), (3.5)

U192 = I4(Pf), (36)
where I, is the fundamental solution of A% in R™ and define
Ug = IQ(dP VAN d’LL), (37)

where Iy is the fundamental solution of —A in R™. It follows that
Alupy + APujp = A% and  Aug = Ay
on By. Set h = diiy — duyy — dura + d*liz — d*us + h so that
A’h=0  in Bj.
We obtain the decomposition
Pdu = duyq + duis + d*us + h in By. (3.8)

To obtain the Morrey decay estimates of Vu and V2, it suffices to estimate that of
the components uq1,u12 and us.
First we estimate Vuj;. From the definition (3.5) of w11, it holds

Vuyy = Vi * (div*(Dp ® Vu) + div(Ep - Vu) + Gp - Vu + *dA¢ - Pdu+ A(VPVu)) .
Let J; = Iy (div*(Dp ® Vu) + div(Ep - Vu) + A(VPVu)). Then
VJ, = V3 (DpVu+ VPVu) + VI, (EpVu),

which implies that

IV S I (|Dp[|Vul + [VP[|[Vul) + Iz (|Ep||Vul) . (3.9)
Applying the growth condition (3.4) gives

[Dpl|Vu| + [VP||[Vu| S (|Vu| +[VP]) [Vul,

and

|Ep||Vu| £ (|V?u| + |Vul* + |V2P| + [VP]?) [Vul.
Since VP,Vu € M} 4(R") and V2u, V2P € MZ" *(R"), the Hélder inequality (2.2)
implies that DpVu € M2" *(R") and EpVu € Mf/g’n_4(R"), together with estimates

IDpVul y2nagay S (”VP”M;*’"“‘(R”) + HVU|!M3W4(R”>> Vel pgans gy (3.10)

< €| Vully o g,
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and

HEPVUHMf/&"*‘*(Rn) < eHVuHM;x,n—zt(Rn)- (3.11)

Here we used the bounded extension of u, P from Mgf ~4(By) into Mgf ~4(R™) (see Propo-
sition 2.4) and the smallness assumption (1.9). By Proposition 2.7,
Ii: MPPHR™) — MEPHRY)

and
L MY R - MAA(RY)
are bounded operators. Thus from (3.9) and the above estimates we deduce
|IVJ1HM37”74(R7L) S GHV’LL”M:},nle(Rn).
Using the bounded extension HVUHMj»"*‘*(Rn) S HWHMf»"*‘*(Bl)’ it follows
HVJlHMf’"*“(Bl) S EHVUHMj»"*‘*(Bl)-

Let Jo = I4(Gp * Vu). This is the most difficult term to estimate and we need
to exploit the full nonlinearity of Gp. By (2.2) and the inequality (2.1), and the fact
|Vul, [VP| € M4"=1 |V2u|,| V2P| € M?"* we infer that

IGpVul < (|V?u| + |V2P|) (IVul + VP VUl + (|Vul® + [VPP) [Vu| € MY HR™)
with estimates
NG PlIVulll prrn-1gny
S IVullaan-i (IV?ullpzn-1 + V2 Pllpzn-a) ([Vullgan-1 + VP ppan-a) - (3.12)
+IVullapan-a (IVallfpan-a + VPl an-1) -
Combining the estimate (3.2) of VP with (3.12) yields

NG PIIVulllgpn-a@ny S (IV2ullazo-s + 1Vl an-) IVullfpan-a S IVUlldfon-sgn-

Therefore, applying the bounded operator I3: M1"~4(R") — M ’n_4(R") by Proposition
2.5, we arrive at

1972yt gy S NGPAITl [y gy S IVl gy

Thus we conclude
HVJ2”M§”*4(31) S Hvu”?\/j&n%(gl)-

Let J3 = I4(xdAE - Pdu). Integrating by parts gives (up to signs)
J3 = /dAf A Ly Pdu = /Af VAN (dI4P + I4dP) A du.

Thus
IV Js| < 1o (V€] Vul) + Is (|V2¢]|Vu| [V P) .

4,
As |V2¢||Vu| € ME"4 Mt ¢ M 4, we infer that I (|[VZ||Vul) € M™% as that
of J; with estimate

HI2 (|V2£||V’LL|) HMf’"*“(Rn) S, EHVUHM;*’"*‘l(Rn)-
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For the second term, we have |V2¢||Vu||[VP| € Mb"~%. As that of .J, we obtain

|13 (|V25||VU||VP|)HMf’nﬂt(Rn) S IVul3pn-1gny-
Consequently,

||VJ3HM;*’"*4(R7L) S EHVUHva"*‘*(Rn) + HVUH?\/PL»"*‘*(R")‘
Using the bounded extension of u gives

”VJ?»Hva”*‘*(Bl) 5 EHVUHM}”*‘*(BI) + ”VUH?\/I‘lmfﬁl(Bl)’
Taking the three estimates involving VJi,V.Jo, VJ3, we derive

HvullHMf,nf4(Bl) S.; 6HVU|’M3,7L74(B1) + ”VUH?W;,”,;;(B”.

Applying the inequality (2.3) and the smallness assumption (1.9) and the embedding
M 4(By) € MY"1(By), we find that

IVuliran-1y S €l Vallannis) S el Vullyn-igg,)-
Thus we obtain the estimate of w1 as

”vullqu’"*“(Bl) 5 6Hvu”1\/[3”‘*4(31)

(3.13)
The estimate of ujs is standard. Since f € M1"=4+2 |Vus| ~ I3(Pf) and standard

47_0‘7 _4+ .
potential theory, Proposition 2.5, gives Vuio € M, "7 Notice that for 0 < a < 1,
i‘:—g > 4 so we have

IVurelyinsp) S 70IVERI sz iie S I llarmsso )
*

(3.14)
for any r > 0. Here we have used the fact that f =0 on Bf.

Combining the above estimates (3.13) and (3.14), we deduce that, for any 0 < r <1,

|’VU11”M§W4(BT) + HVUHHM;L”*‘*(BT) S E”VUHva”*‘*(Bl) + ”f”Ml’n*‘Ha(Bl)ra

(3.15)
It remains to estimate ug and h. Since ug = Is(dPAdu), we have |Vus| < I (|VP||Vul)
As that of J;, we obtain

HVUQHM:},anL(Bl) 5 6|’quMf’n74(Bl)

(3.16)
Since h is biharmonic, for any « € B; with Ba,(x) C By, there holds
max |[Vh| < C |Vh|.
Br(x) Boy(z)
So for any x € Byjp and 0 <r < 1/2,
4
4 < 4 <, n 4 < .n < n 4
19 o < [ 190 S5 01 S () 198) S 9B
That is,
n—4
ro4 ||VhHL4,oo(Br(m)) < THVhHM;;,anL(Bl).
Hence

HVhHMf»"*‘*(BT) = sup

n—4
e (5" IVhl s Baa ) S TVl ganosg,ye (317)
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Now we can obtain the decay estimate for Vu. For any 0 < 7 < 1/2, combining (3.15),
(3.16) and (3.17) gives
IVl s
S ”VhHMj}v”*‘*(BT) + |’VU11”M§”*4(BT) + HVUHHM;L”*‘*(BT) + ”VU2”M§’I*4(BT)

S THVhHMj}v”*‘*(Bl) + EHVU||M§"*4(BI) + ||f||M1’”*4+a(B1)7_a
< T<||VUHM3,7L74(Bl) + ||VU11||M:L,7L74(31) + ||Vu12||Mf,7L74(B1)

+ ||VU2HM3%4(BI)> + el Vull ypan-a gy + 7N F I n-asa(my)
SO+ IVullyan-a g,y + CT fllarrn—sva(ny)

for some C' > 0 independent of 7 and e. Recall that 0 < o« < 1. Take 8 € («,1). Then
take 7 = r¢ small enough such that 2Cry < rg , and then choose € < ry. We obtain

HVUHM;""*‘*(BTO) < Tg”quMf’"*‘l(Bl) + HfHMl’"*‘Ha(Bl)T(OJ'
Finally, using a standard scaling and translation and iteration argument, there holds, for
any € Byjp and 0 <r <1,
Hvu|’M§’"74(Br(x)) < Cr® (”quMf’”%(Bl) -+ ”f”Ml,n74+a(Bl)) .
In particular, this implies that for any x € Byjp and 0 <r <1,

4
IV ull Loe (3, ay) < Cr 44 (I!VUHM;M*‘l(Bl) + ”f”Mlv"*‘“ra(Bl))

Hence Vu € My (B, /2) and the desired estimate (1.10) follows.
Next we derive the decay of V2u and the proof is similar to the one given above. First
estimate V?u;;. Using the same notations, we have

V2 ~ VA (DpVu) 4+ V3L (EpVu).
Since V%I, is a singular integral operator, Proposition 2.8 implies that
VA, MPAR™) — MPAR™)
is a bounded operator. Thus
IV s (Dp V) agzn-s S (IVPlagaes + [Vullagan-s) [Vullypacs S IVl in-agan,

where the second inequality follows from inequality (3.2). Using the embedding M?"~* C
MZ""* the inequality (2.3) and the smallness assumption (1.9) of u as before, we deduce

IV DRV s 5y S IVl
For the second term, combining (3.11) and the boundedness of
I MR - MER(R™)
by Proposition 2.7, we infer
HV?’IA:(EPV“)HME»”*‘*(BQ S ellVullypan-a g,

Hence

HV2J1 HME’”74(B1) S €||VUHM;1,7L74(31).
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For J,, we have
V22| S L(IGp[[Vul).
Recall that GpVu € MY 4(R") and estimate (3.12) holds. Hence V2.Jy € M2" *(R")
by Proposition 2.5 with estimate
V222 yzns S WGPVl yprn-s S IV an-aggny.
Again, applying inequality (2.3) yields

HV2J2HM3,7L74( ) 5 EHVUHva”*‘*

B1 (B1)"

For J3, we have
V2 J5| S I (IV2€]|Vul) + I (IV€][Vul [V PI)
Similar to J; and Jo, we derive

Hv2J3HMf’”*4( ) 5 EHVUHM:}’”74(31)'

B1

All together we conclude that

HVQUHHM%”*‘*( ) 5 EHVUHM;““‘L(Bl)' (3.18)

B1
For ujy, since f € MY"=4% and |V2uis| ~ I(Pf), Proposition 2.5 gives VZujy €
47_0‘7 _4+ . . . .
M2 Notice that for 0 < a < 1, g‘:—g > 2. So similar to (3.14), we obtain for any
0<r<oo,
2
v umHMf’"*‘L(BT) S ||f||M1,n74+a(Bl)T‘a. (3.19)

For the term ug, we have |V2uy| < In(|VP||Vu|) € M?"~* with
HVZuQHME,W; < V%gllpzn—a SIVUll2 a1 S €l[Vullyan—sp,)- (3.20)

Similarly dispose the biharmonic 1-form h, for any 0 < r < 1, there holds

||V2hHM*2’"74(BT-) S T||V2h||Mf'"74(B1)‘ (3.21)
Combining estimates (3.18), (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21) yields, for any 0 < r < 1,
\|V2u||M3,n74(BT) + Hvu”Mf’"*‘l(BT)
<(r+e€) (Hv2u||M3,nf4(Bl) + ||VuHM;1,nf4(Bl)) (Ll sy
Similar iteration, scaling and translation arguments give
HV2’LL||ME,7L74(BT) + HVUHM;""#L(BT)
< (19%ully 2 1Vl ygan-s(5y) + 1 llaprm-ssagayy) 7

The proof is complete. O

Proof of Corollary 1.5. It follows from Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 2.3. U



LP-THEORY 19

4. LP REGULARITY THEORY

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7. We will write

np np np
y P2 = p3 =
n—p

n—2p’ n — 3p
whenever these are positive numbers. For p < n, set

p1 =

)

a=4—n/p. (4.1)

Roughly speaking, Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7 follow from the Morrey estimate of
the previous section and an iteration argument. Along the iteration the constant e should
become smaller and smaller. Fortunately, the iteration stops after finitely many steps.
Thus we can always choose a sufficiently small € in the very beginning such that the whole
iteration proceeds. As in the previous proofs, the Gauge transform plays a central role.

4.1. Case 1: n/4 < p < n/3. In this subsection we prove Theorem 1.4 in the case n/4 <
p < n/3. Recall that our initial assumption is that Vu € M*"~=4(By), V2u € M?"4(By)
hold with the smallness assumption (1.9). Thus we can choose € sufficiently small such
that we have the improvement

Vu € M 41%(By5) and Vu € M 1H2%(B) ),

where « =4 —n/p € (0,1). At this moment, due to the strong nonlinearity, the regularity
of the function

|GpVu| S (|V2u| +|V2P]) (|Vu| + |V P])|Vu| + (|Vul® + |VP]?) [Vul

will be too weak to iterate.
Fortunately we have the following two observations. The first one is that the second
order weak Morrey regularity implies:

Vu e L0 M2 >0=)(p, ) (4.2)

where
X=2-a)/(1—-a)>2. (4.3)
To find this, select n € C§°(B,/2) with n = 1 on By/;. An elementary calculation

shows that V(un) € Mf’n_4(1_a)(B1/2) and V2(nu) € Mf’n_z(z_a)(Bl/g). Set nu = 0
outside Bj/y. (2.4) implies that

V(nu) = VIy(—A(qu)) ~ L(Au) € L2X 0 M2 X0=) g
with estimates
IV ()l Lax + IVl exm-2xa-a) S 1AMz + AU 2n-20-0-
This yields (4.2) for Vu with
IVull 2B, ) + HVUHng,n—zxu—a)(Bm) S HVUHMf,n—Ml—a)(Bm) + HVQUHMgn—m—a)(BI/Q)-

The second observation is:



20 C.-Y. GUO, C.Y. WANG AND C.-L. XIANG

Lemma 4.1. There ezist ¢ = e(n,m) > 0 and C = C(n,m) > 0 with the following
property: For every Q € Mf’n_4 N M4’”_4(Bl/2, 501 @ AYR™) with
92Uy )+ 120 a1 < €

there exist P € W2’2(Bl/2, SOp,) and € € W2’2(Bl/2, 50 @ A" 2R™) such that Lemma 3.1
holds on By s.

In addition, if Q € Mf’"_4+4a(B1/2) and VQ € Mf’"_4+2a(B1/2), then we further
have VP, V¢ € M (B 9), V2P, V3¢ € M2 *2%(B, y) together with

||VP||M;1,n74+4a(Bl/2) + ||V£HM3,TL74+4Q(B1/2) S C||Q||Mj,n74+4a(Bl/2), (44)
and
(B12)
<C (HVQ|’M3’"74+20‘(B1/2) + ”QHM,‘}’”*‘HM(BUZ)) .

Proof. The existence of P, ¢ follows from the same method as that of Lemma 3.1. For the
proof of estimates (4.4) and (4.5), see Lemma A.3 in the Appendix. O

||V2P||Mf'"74+2a(B1/2) + ||v2£||Mf,nf4+2a
(4.5)

Let P, ¢ be obtained as in Lemma 4.1. By the first observation, we have
VP, VE € LX N MP" XU (B ) (4.6)
and
VP, VgHLZXOMEX,nsz(ka)(31/4) < HVQ||M3,7L—4+2a(B1/2) + HQ||M$,7L74+411(31/2).
Thus we deduce from the growth assumption on €2 that
VP, V£HL2XOM3X7”*2X(1*O¢)(31/4) < HvzuHM}"*‘HQa(Bl/Q) + Hvu||Mf'7“4+4a(Bl/2)‘

We transform the system (1.7) on Bj,, to obtain the gauge equivalent system (3.3).
Then we extend all the functions from Bj/4 into R™ with compact supports in By in a
bounded way, and define similarly w1, u12, us and a biharmonic 1-form A on B; /4 as that
of (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) such that Pdu = duiy + duiz + d*uz + h on By 4.

Our aim is to improve the regularity of V2u through the gauge equivalent system (3.3).

Claim 4.2. Let py = 25 and x be defined as in (4.3). Then

n

XN Mi"”‘X@‘O‘)(Bl) if x < pa2,
Viu e 1 4.7
L”z(Bi) if X > pa2, (47)

Proof. Hereafter all the norms are taken on the whole space R™ unless specified. We first
deduce the regularity of V?uy;.
For the first term Jq, (4.2), (4.6) and Holder’s inequality (2.2) imply

22X p—4+20 2x

(IV2u| + |V2P| + |Vul> + |[VP]?) (|Vu| + |[VP|) € MXT N L+,

Since
V2 =~ L (([V?ul + [V2P| + [Vul® + [VPP) ([Vu| + [VP))),
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and by (2.4)
2
Ill L% N M*X%’n_4+2a — ILXN Mi(,n—4+2a
is a bounded operator, we obtain V2J; € M}’"_‘Hzo‘(}gn) N LX(R") with

HV2J1HM},7174+20¢ ) 5 Hqu )\|V2u||

NLX(R™ LxAMX" X L2nM2" ) (B, )

By the weak Morrey estimate,

IVl pppenxe-o g, )+ ||V2U||L20M3,n72<2—a>(31/4) S et 1 flloesy)-

This in turn leads

HV2J1HMi(v”*‘lJr%’nLX(Rn) S (6 + ||f||Lp(Bl))||V2UHL20M%”*2(2*O‘)(B (48)

1/4)
For the second term, we have |V2.J5| < Ir(|Gp||Vu|) and
IGp| < (|V?u] + [V2P|) (IVu| + [VP]) + (IVul® + [VP]*) .

Recall that Vu, VP € M2¥" 429 12X and V2u, V2P € MZ" 1 L2, So

2 o
(IV2u] + [V2P|) (|Vu] + [VP])? € M3 L3,
4 2 2 B it 2x
(IVu| + |VP|)* = (|Vu| + |VP)2(|Vu| + |[VP])? € M, N L3z,

M;l,n—4+2a

Here the first term can be regarded in the space in view of the embedding

fo,n—4+2a(B1/2) C Mf,n—4+2o¢(Bl/2). Thus

CpVu e MFT" T )
In the case a < 2/3, we may apply (2.4) to deduce the boundedness of
L MR g8y L g e e
which implies V2J5 € M;ﬁ;z) noRe L 55 Similar to (4.8), we can obtain
IV220 s v i S (I o) IVl paosoergs, - (49)

for some a > 0.
For the third term |V2J3| < I1(|V2¢||Vu|) + I(|V2€||Vul||VP|), the same estimates
as that of J; and Js imply

L(|VZ||Vul) € MX"H24(R™) 0 LY(R")
and when o < 2/3

22—a) n—4-+2a 2(2—a)

L(|V2¢||Vul|[VP|) € M, >3 NL73a .

Note that if av < 2/3, then
22—a) 2-«

= > R
2-3a¢ 1-3a "

and if a > %, then the regularity of V2J;, i = 2,3, become even better. All together, we
may conclude
VZuyy € MY 2By y) 0 LXY(By ).
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Since u1p € W4P(R™), V2ujo € W3P(R™) C LP2. In particular, for any s > 0,
[ IVl S [0 S s,
s(x

That is
V2uiy € LP2 N MX’"_2X+X“(R").

Similar to the estimate of Jy, one deduces
V?ug € MY 2By 4) 0 LX(By4)-

Note that the biharmonic 1-form h is always smooth. Hence Claim 4.2 holds if x > ps. In
the case x < pa = np/(n — 2p) = n/(2 — a), observe that n — 4 + 2a0 = n — 2y + 2xa. So,
for any w € Mi""_2X+2Xa(B1/4) and any 0 < r < 1/2,

Tn—2x+2xoz < HwH n—2x+xa.

r

X X X
leolixoe @y < 10lhppnzcnne g, ) MR (B )

That is,

MYPTIRN(By ) € MXTTIX(By ).
Therefore,

V2u11,V3ug € LX N MY 2XXY(By ).

The proof of Claim 4.2 is complete. O
Next we use iteration to derive the optimal regularity of Vu and V2u.
Claim 4.3. (lteration lemma) Let x = A\ < Ay, < p2 and set

Al = %An.

If
Vue L 0 MR and VPue L 0 M ()

with sufficiently small norms and if

)\n—i-l <X
then
\VIR= L2)\n+1 me)\n+lyn_2)\n+1(1_a) (B1/2) and v2u c L)\n+1 mM3n+17n_)\n+1(2—05) (31/2)

Proof. The improvement of Vu on By follows as before. We also have the same regularity
of P,¢ as that of u by the same arguments as above. So we only need to deduce the
regularity of V?u and the arguments will be similar as in the previous step.

For the first term, we have

V20~ I ((|V2u] + [V2P)) [Vu| + (|Vu| + [V P])|[VZu]) .

Holder’s inequality gives

X_\pn——=2 )\, (32«
(192l +|92P|) [Vl + ([Vul + |V P])|V2u] € LT (a8 e

and (2.4) gives the boundedness of

X

X X _ _ 3—-2a X _ X _
Iy D (\ME TR e g e T A,
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Note that
3—2a x

2—-2ax+1""

- %An — Aps1.
Hence
V2J, € LA+t et Ans1 (2720)
For the second term, we have |V2.J5| < Ir(|Gp||Vu|) and
IGpVu| < (|V2u| + |V2P]) (|Vu| + |VP|)? + (|Vu| + |[VP|)*.

Note that 2X\,11 = x A, and so

An,n——2X X\, (4—3
(|v2u|+|v2P|)(|Vu|+|vp|)2eLﬁA"ﬂMW wratnl a),

(IVu| + [VP)* € L3 (agdt (),

The second term has better regularity than the first one. In the case o < 2/3, applying
(2.4) gives boundedness of

X
12: LﬁA" ﬂM*X+2)\7L7n X+2)\n(4 30&) - L; ga o2 An ﬂM2 Sa X+2)\n7 X+2)\n(4 30&)

So

4—3a X _
VA, € LS (| pFe m e e,

The third term can be splited into a sum of two terms with the same regularity as
that of J; and Jy. Since x +2 = (4 — 3a)/(1 — «), we have
4—-3a x 2-a,  21-aq)

A

_ Sl S
2-3ax+2"" 2-3a"" 2-3a "

/\n+1 =

Hence 5\n+1 > A\p41 and
n—Ans1(2—=3a) =n— Ay1(2—2a) >n— Ay1(2 — ).
This implies
LAn+1 A M*5\n+1,n—5\n+1(2—301) (Byj) C L1 A Mi‘n+17n—>\n+1(2_a) (Bi2).
Consequently, we obtain
V2upy € LA ppm i G (g gy,
Note also that V2uis € LP2. Thus if A\, 41 < p2, then
V2upy € LAt q MAnn—Anst Gma)(By o),

Similarly, we can deduce the result for us and the biharmonic part h. The proof of
Claim 4.3 is complete. O

Since x > 2, Claims 4.2 and 4.3 imply that after finitely many steps, this iteration will
stop, whence V?u € LI (By). This in return implies that Vu € LIS (By) by the Sobolev
embedding theorem.

Now we can deduce the third order regularity of u. Rewrite the system (1.7) as

A%y = div (I) + 11, (4.10)

where
I=DV*u+VD -Vu+E-Vu+VQ-Vu,
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Il =-VQ-Au+ G- -Vu+ f.
By the growth assumption (GC-4), we know

11| < C(IV?u| + [Vul*)|Vul, (4.11)
11| < C (|V%ul]* + [Vul*|Vu| + [Vul!) + f.

Since we have proved that u € W% and n < 4p, it follows that 2p < ps < p3/2. Hence
np

np
ITe L™ C L"" and IT € L . Here the least regular term of I and IT are V2uVu and

loc
f, respectively.
Set A2u; = div(l) and A%uy = IT in B;. Standard elliptic regularity theory implies
3,12

up € W, .'7% and ug € VVé’f C W 5. Asu— 11 — uo is a biharmonic function, we infer
that

ocC

np

3’7L7p
(NS I/Vloc (Bl)

Next we derive the apriori estimate of u. By the Hodge decomposition, we have the
biharmonic 1-form h satisfying

h = Pdu — d’LLH — dulg — d*’LLg in Bl.
By the Morrey estimates (Theorem 1.2), we have
HhHMj’"*‘H‘*O‘(BSM) Set HfHLP(Bl)-

In particular, this implies that ||h||z1(5,,,) S €+ | fllze(,)- Since h is biharmonic, we infer
that

Hh||LP3(B1/2) S Hh||L1(B3/4) Set HfHLP(Bl)-

Returning to the Hodge decomposition, we have
IVullprs (B, ) S NBllzes (B, ) + IV@llzes (B, ) + [Vutelles s, ) + 1Vu2llzes 3, ,.)-

Using the potential theory, we can similarly estimate ||[Vu11 | zes(B, ), [Vl zes (s, ) and
IVuz| s (B, ,,) as that of (4.8) and (4.9). Hence

lldullzes (B, )
< e et I llza)” (IVullyan-s0-ar gy + 1920l 2o g + 1 mian)
for some a > 0. Similarly, we obtain
IVl < (et 1 lzon)” (IVulansa-e gy
HIVZuly 2in2m g+ I loo) )

for some a > 0. Here ¢ and a are two constants that depend on n,m, p.
Now we derive the a priori estimate for V3u. Applying the elliptic regularity theory
to the equation (4.10), we obtain

vauHLT’l(Bl/Q) S Ml eer (Bs)0) + Ml e (s, + I Vullpas,,)-
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By the growth property (4.11), we have

Moy S (V%08 5, 0+ IV6E5,) 190030
S (e 1 lloes)IVull s B,,.4)-

Thus we obtain

11 Lor (B, ) S €+ 11f Lo (m)® (IVUullaran—ssy) + IVl p2n-acsy) + 1 fll Lo (sy)) -
/

Similarly, we obtain

I o(B, ) < (€ + 1 fllLr(s1))* (IVullpgan-a(pyy + IV?ullpzn-agyy + 1l osy)) -

In conclusion, we deduce

IVullimo S e+ Il (I9ullarson sz + IV2larmn sy + 1200
+HIVullLacs,).
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4 in the case n/4 < p < n/3.

4.2. Case 2: n/3 < p < oco. In the remaining case n/3 < p < oo, the result follows by an
induction argument and a trivial iteration.

Since n/3 < p, it follows that f € L9(B;) for any ¢ < n/3. Choose € = ¢, sufficiently
small such that we can apply the previous result to obtain u € VVli’g , which then implies
that

Vue L] ViueL? Vs<oo0,0<6<1.

loc
Write the equation as
A%y =div(I) + 11+ f.
As aresult, I € Lﬁ;é and IT € LV?7°

loc

A%uy =divl, A?uy =11, A%ug=7f.

for any § > 0 small. Let

We find that u; € I/Vl?;’:_‘s, Uy € W/l‘é?_‘s and uz € I/Vli’f.
Case 2.1. If n/3 < p < n/2, then for § > 0 sufficiently small Ww3n—6 - W?”n_fp. Hence
np

. ] 3,—
in this case u; +ug +uz € W) "". So

np

3,—
n/3<p<n/2=>uc W, "
Case 2.2. If p > n/2, then f € L9(Bj) for any g < n/2. Apply the above result gives
u € Wli’f_é,which in turn implies that Vu € L>® and V?u € L . for any s < oo. Hence
I,II € Lj . for any s < oo. This then gives u; € I/Vl‘z’s, Ug € VVli’Cs for any s < co. However,
recall that ug € Wfé’f . So we can conclude that

37ﬂ .
we W, " ifn/2<p<n,

ocC

ueWE’)j for any s < oo if p > n.

The a priori estimates in this case can be derived similarly and thus omitted. The
proof of Theorem 1.4 is complete.
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4.3. Case 3: 1 <p<n/d

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The proof of this theorem is almost the same as that of Theorem
1.4, only with minor modifications in the arguments. First note that our Morrey estimate
holds as well. So we can iterate. By the assumption of f, we have

I(f) € L™ A MI" 1= (R,

Remark that 2 < n < x. This term determines how much regularity we can gain in the
end.
If ng < x, the iteration stops at the first step, and gives

V2u e LA MITTE T (B ).

In case ng > x, using the same iteration method with slightly modification, we can obtain
the same result. As a result, it follows from the potential theory that

Vu e L A Mg, ),

We leave the details to interested readers. O

4.4. Proofs of other results.

Proof of Corollary 1.5. The proof is standard and omitted here; see for instance |18, Propo-
sition 6.2]. O

Proof of Corollary 1.6. It follows easily from a contradiction argument; see for instance
[18, Proof of Corollary 1.5|. O

APPENDIX A. SOME APRIORI ESTIMATES CONCERNING GAUGE TRANSFORM

Lemma 4.1 can be proved following the strategy of Riviére [35] and Riviére-Struwe
[38]. We sketch the proof for readers’ convenience. Also, for future applications, we will
prove a slightly more general result than that of Lemma 4.1.

Let D C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢g<ooand 0 <s < n.
We slightly extend the notion of Morrey spaces. Say that a function f belongs to the
Lorentz-Morrey space LMP%5(D), if f belongs to the Lorentz space LP4(D), and if

I lzamasmy = s (1Pl i, @) ) < oo
€D, 0<r<dp

where dp is the diameter of D. Note that
LMPP*(D) = MP*(D) and LMP°>*(D) = MP*(D).

When s = 0, we get the usual Lorentz space, i.e., LMP%%(D) = LP4(D). When 0 < s <n
and D is a bounded domain, we have the continuous embedding LMP%*(D) C LP(D).
Moreover,

£ llzpapy < 5PN f | Latpas (o) (A1)
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Lemma A.1. Let D C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < 0o, 1 < q < o0 and
0 < s < n. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on D, p,q,s such that
whenever u € Wol’p(D) is the solution of the equation

—Au =divf n D,
for some f € LMP?5(D,R"), then Vu € LMP%5(D). Moreover,
IVullLarras(py < CIf | Lazras(y-

Proof. Wen s = 0 and ¢ = p, the result is well known. So the result follows from a
standard interpolation arguments in the case s = 0 and 1 < ¢ < oco. In the below we
suppose 0 < s < n.

Let 9 € D be an arbitrary point in D and r > 0. Denote D, = D N B,(xg). Let
v be the harmonic function in D, with Dirichlet boundary value u. Then, the function
w = u — v solves

—Aw =divf in D,,
w =10 on 0D,.
So apply the result for s = 0, we obtain
IVwllpp.a(p,) < CllfllLrap,)-
By the assumption, we find
IVwl|zoap,) < ClflLammaspyr™®.

On the other hand, for any 0 < p < r,
1901205, < € (2) 1V 0 g,
Thus, for any 0 < p < r, using a simple triangle inequality gives
IVl 0,y < € (2) IV, + CIVO oo,
from which we deduce that

IVl g,y < € (2) 19I5,y + CUTIE pgpiney™

Therefore, using an elementary lemma, we derive, for any 0 < p < dp,

of 1
1908,y < O (17 + 1 Wi )

Since z( is arbitrary, this is equivalent to

||VUHLMM’S(D) <C (HVUHLM(D) + HfHLMM»S(D)) .
Finally, note that by the result for s = 0, we have

IVullprapy < Cllfllrapy < Clf lareasy-

The second inequality follows from (A.1). Hence, we conclude from the above two estimates
that the desired estimate holds. The proof is finished. O

Next we consider the following special Poisson equation.
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Lemma A.2. Let D C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 1 < p < 0o, 1 < q < o0 and
0 < s < n. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on D, p,q,s such that
whenever u € Wol’p(D, A"T2R™) s the solution of the equation

—Au=x(dP ' AdP)  in D,
for some function P € BMO(D) with dP € LMP%*(D), then du € LMP%*(D). Moreover,
|dul|arpas(py < ClIP | Baromy |dP | paspas(p)-

Proof. (1) Suppose ¢ = p and s = 0, i.e., P € BMO(D) and dP € LP(D). Let F =
|du|P~2du € L¥ (D, A" 'R™). Hodge decomposition gives v € W%’p/(D,/\”_2R"), g e
W]i,’p,(D, A"2R™) and an n—2 harmonic form h € H"~2(D,R") such that F' = dy+d*3+h
and
|l + [l < CIFlly = Clldullz

Then

/ ]du]p:/ du - (dp +d* B+ h) :/ du - dip.

D D D

Here in last equality we used the boundary condition © = 0 on dD. Therefore, we obtain

/yduypz/ dP_l/\dP/\zp:/ dP~Y(P — Pp) A di,
D D D

where Pp = f—D P. Since dP~! A di) belongs to Hardy space, we obtain

| 1aul” < CIPLmrow)ldP oy 0] oy
This gives
I dull, < C|IP|l oy lldP ™ | ze ()

(2) In the case s = 0 and 1 < ¢ < oo, we use the usual interpolation argument to
obtain

dull Lo.a(py < CIIP ] saro) 1P || Lra()-

(3) Now suppose 0 < s < n. Use the same arguments as in the Lemma A.1. For any
xg € D and r > 0, denote D, = D N B,(xp). Let v be the harmonic function in D, with
Dirichlet boundary value w. Then, the function w = u — v solves

~Aw = *(dP~' AdP) in D,,
w =10 on 0D,
Thus using the result in the second step yields
|dw| 10D,y < CIPIsarom)|dP ™ || ra(p,)-

It follows
r=*/?|dw]| poap,)y < ClIP oy ldP ™ | Laras(p).
On the other hand, for any 0 < p < r,

1401200,y < € (2)" a0 N o,
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Therefore, a similar argument as in the previous lemma gives, for any zo € D and
0<p<dp,
||du||LP,q(Dp) < Cps/p (HduHLP»fI(D) + HPHBMO(D)||dP—1||LMp,q,s(D)) .
Since [|[dP~|pp.a(py < CIldP~ | ap.as(py, using the result in the second step together

with the above estimate, we deduce the desired estimate. The proof is complete. O

Based on the above two lemmata, we can prove Lemma 4.1. We prove a slightly more
general result here.

Lemma A.3. There exist 6 > 0 and C > 0 with the following property: Suppose that
Q € LMP%3(Byy) for some 1 <p < oo, 1 <q <00 and 0 < s <n such that there exist
P,§ € LMP%%(By y) satisfying the equation (3.1) of Lemma 8.1 on By s, and

4P a5y + a3y <5,
then there hold

1P| Latp.acs (B, ) + A€l Larpas (B, 1) < ClQULMPas (B, )-

n—p+s

(By)s), then V2P, V%€ € M55 (By), and

n—p+s
2

If, in addition, V) € M5

2 2
v PHMg,”;gﬁ(B%)JFHV fHMg,n_*gﬁ(B%) <cC (HVQHMg,n_gﬁ(B%) + HQHLMP,q,s(B%)> '

In particular, (4.4) and (4.5) holds under the assumption Q € Mf’"_4+4a(B1/2) and V) €
Mf,n—4+2a(B1/2).

Proof. By equation (3.1),
AE = xdP~' NdP 4+ xd(P~*QP) in By,
6 =0 on B1/2.
Let & be the solution of
A& = *dP™' ANdP in By, A& = #d(P71QP) in By,
and
SZO on B1/27 620 on B1/2'
Applying Lemma A.1 to & and Lemma A.2 to &, we deduce
|d& 1]l Larpas (B, p) < COlldP| Larpas(s, )
and
ld&2llLarpas (B, ) < ClIQU Lapas(s, ,y)-
Thus
dell Latp.as(B, p) < COllAP|Latpas s, ) + 1@ Laseas (s, y)-
Directly from equation (3.1), we have
AP Latpas (B, n) < Clld€l| Larras (B, ) + 12 Larvas (B, )-

Combining the above two estimate together with a suitably chosen § < 1 small enough,
we obtain the first estimate.



30 C.-Y. GUO, C.Y. WANG AND C.-L. XIANG
The second estimate can be proved by the same method. We omit the details. The
proof is complete. O
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