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Global Gradient Estimates for Dirichlet Problems of Elliptic
Operators with a BMO Anti-Symmetric Part

Sibei Yang, Dachun Yang and Wen Yuan *

Abstract. Let n > 2 and Q c R” be a bounded NTA domain. In this article, the authors investi-
gate (weighted) global gradient estimates for Dirichlet boundary value problems of second order
elliptic equations of divergence form with an elliptic symmetric part and a BMO anti-symmetric
part in Q. More precisely, for any given p € (2, ), the authors prove that a weak reverse Holder
inequality with exponent p implies the global W!? estimate and the global weighted W' esti-
mate, with ¢ € [2, p] and some Muckenhoupt weights, of solutions to Dirichlet boundary value
problems. As applications, the authors establish some global gradient estimates for solutions to
Dirichlet boundary value problems of second order elliptic equations of divergence form with
small BMO symmetric part and small BMO anti-symmetric part, respectively, on bounded Lip-
schitz domains, quasi-convex domains, Reifenberg flat domains, C ! domains, or (semi-)convex
domains, in weighted Lebesgue spaces. Furthermore, as further applications, the authors ob-
tain the global gradient estimate, respectively, in (weighted) Lorentz spaces, (Lorentz—)Morrey
spaces, (Musielak—)Orlicz spaces, and variable Lebesgue spaces. Even on global gradient es-
timates in Lebesgue spaces, the results obtained in this article improve the known results via
weakening the assumption on the coefficient matrix.

1 Introduction

It is well known that the research of global regularity estimates in various function spaces for
(non-)linear elliptic equations (or systems) in non-smooth domains is one of the most interesting
and important topics in partial differential equations (see, for instance, [1, 5, 12, 16, 21, 23, 25, 28,
35, 55] for the linear case, and [2, 8, 9, 17, 18, 44, 45, 63, 66] for the non-linear case). Moreover,
the global regularity estimates for solutions to elliptic boundary problems depend not only on
the structure of equations, the integrability of the right-hand side datum, and the properties of
coefficients appearing in equations, but also on the smooth property or the geometric property of
the boundary of domains (see, for instance, [1, 5, 16, 24, 25, 28, 36, 41, 44, 62]).

Motivated by [28, 42, 51, 55, 62], in this article, we study global gradient estimates in vari-
ous function spaces for Dirichlet boundary value problems of second order elliptic equations of
divergence form with an elliptic symmetric part and a BMO anti-symmetric part on non-smooth
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domains of R”. More precisely, let n > 2 and Q C R” be a bounded non-tangentially accessible
domain (for short, NTA domain). For any given p € (2, ), using a real-variable argument, we
show that a weak reverse Holder inequality with exponent p implies the global W'? estimate and
the global weighted W'¢ estimate, with ¢ € [2, p] and some Muckenhoupt weights, of solutions
to Dirichlet boundary value problems. As applications, we obtain some global gradient estimates
for solutions to Dirichlet boundary value problems of second order elliptic equations of diver-
gence form with small BMO symmetric part and small BMO anti-symmetric part, respectively,
on bounded Lipschitz domains, quasi-convex domains, Reifenberg flat domains, C! domains,
or (semi-)convex domains, in the scale of weighted Lebesgue spaces. Applying these weighted
global estimates and some technique from harmonic analysis, such as properties of Muckenhoupt
weights, the interpolation theorem of operators, and the extrapolation theorem, we further estab-
lish the global gradient estimate, respectively, in (weighted) Lorentz spaces, (Lorentz—)Morrey
spaces, (Musielak—)Orlicz spaces, and variable Lebesgue spaces. Even on global gradient esti-
mates in Lebesgue spaces, the results obtained in this article improve the corresponding results in
[1, 16, 36, 55] via weakening the assumption on the coefficient matrix.

To describe the main results of this article, we first recall the notions of the Muckenhoupt weight
class and the reverse Holder class (see, for instance, [4, 32, 56]).

Definition 1.1. Let g € [1, o). A non-negative and locally integrable function w on R" is said to
belong to the Muckenhoupt weight class A,(R"), denoted by w € A,(R"), if, when g € (1, o),

1 -1
[w]Aq(Rn) = ;ggn [Ea jl;a)(x) dx] {é L[w(x)]_q_l dx} < 00,

or

1
[w]a, &) 1= sup [— fw(x) dx] ess sup [cu(y)]_1 < 00,
pcre [ 1Bl Jg yeB
where the suprema are taken over all balls B of R".
Let r € (1, c0]. A non-negative and locally integrable function w on R”" is said to belong to the
reverse Holder class RH,(R"), denoted by w € RH,(R"), if, when r € (1, o0),

1 -1
e = o (g [pocor of g fpowoa] <o

or

-1
[w]RH (&) = sup [ess sup w(y)] [i f w(x) dx] < oo,
B

BcR"|  yeB |B|

where the suprema are taken over all balls B of R".

Furthermore, we recall the definition of the so-called NTA domain introduced by Jerison and
Kenig [34] (see also [40, 57]) as follows. We begin with recalling several notions. For any given
x € R" and measurable subset £ C R", let dist(x, E) := inf{lx —y| : y € E}. Meanwhile,
for any measurable subsets £, F C R”, let dist(E,F) = inf{lx—y| : x € E,y € F} and
diam (E) := sup{lx —y| : x,y € E}. Moreover, for any given x € R” and r € (0, o), let
B(x,r):={yeR": [y—x| <r}.
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Definition 1.2. Let n > 2, Q c R” be a domain which means that Q is a connected open set, and
0l := R"\Q. Denote by 4Q the boundary of Q.

(i) Then the domain Q is said to satisfy the interior [resp., the exterior] corkscrew condition
if there exist positive constants R € (0, 00) and o € (0, 1) such that, for any x € 9dQ and
r € (0, R), there exists a point xy € Q [resp., xg € QC], depending on x, such that B(xy,or) C
QN B(x, r) [resp., B(xg, o) € QC N B(x, r)].

(i) The domain Q is said to satisfy the Harnack chain condition if there exist constants m; €
(1, 00) and my € (0, c0) such that, for any x;, x, € Q satisfying

M= lx1 — xo
" min{dist (x, 0Q), dist (x2, 0Q)}

> 1,

there exists a chain {Bi}f\il of open Harnack balls, B; ¢ Q for any i € {1, ..., N}, that

connects x; to xp; namely, x; € By, x; € By, BiN Bjy1 # 0 foranyi e {1, ..., N -1}, and,
foranyie{l, ..., N},

my ! diam (B;) < dist (B;, 0Q) < mjdiam (B;),
where the integer N satisfies N < my log, M.

(iii)) The domain Q is called a non-tangentially accessible domain (for short, NTA domain) if Q
satisfies the interior and the exterior corkscrew conditions, and the Harnack chain condition.

We point out that NTA domains include Lipschitz domains, Zygmund domains, quasi-spheres,
and some Reifenberg flat domains as special examples (see, for instance, [34, 40, 57]).

Let n > 2 and Q be a bounded NTA domain in R". Assume that p € [1,00) and w € A, (R")
with some g € [1, o). Recall that the weighted Lebesgue space LY (Q) is defined by setting

(1.1) Ll(Q) = {f is measurable on Q : ||f||L5(Q) = [f If(x)lpw(x)dxr < oo}.
Q

Moreover, let
(1.2) L(Q:RY = {f := (fi..... f) : foranyi€ (1, ..., n}, f; € LL(Q)]

and
n

”fHLf)(Q;R") = Z ”fi”LUPJ(Q)-

i=1

Denote by Woljp (Q) the weighted Sobolev space on Q equipped with the norm
1A llyr ) = W llze @) + VANl @ipn)s

where V f denotes the distributional gradient of f. Furthermore, Wé”; (Q) is defined to be the

closure of C°(Q) in W(,ljp (Q), where C°(€2) denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions
on Q with compact support contained in Q. In particular, when w = 1, the weighted spaces L (Q),
W P(Q), and W&’Z} (Q) are denoted simply, respectively, by LP(Q), W'P(Q), and Wé’p (Q), which
are just, respectively, the classical Lebesgue space and the classical Sobolev spaces.

Let Q be a domain of R”. Denote by L (Q) the set of all locally integrable functions on Q.

loc
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Definition 1.3. Let Q c R” be a domain and f € L}OC(Q). Then f is said to belong to the space
BMO(Q) if

l/llBMO(©) = Sup P 5] flf(x) fgldx < oo,

where the supremum is taken over all balls B ¢ Q and fp := W fB f()dy.

For any given x € Q, let a(x) := {a; j(x)} e , denote an n X n matrix with real-valued, bounded
and measurable entries. Then a is said to satlsfy the uniform ellipticity condition if there exists a
positive constant yg € (0, 1] such that, for any x € Q and & := (¢4, ..., &) € R",

n
(1.3) polel? < 3 a0 < g P,
ij=1
Recall that the matrix b := {b; j};’jzl is said to be anti-symmetric if b;; = —bj; for any i, j €
{1, ..., n}. Throughout this article, we always assume that the matrix A satisfies the following
assumption.

Assumption 1.4. Let Q C R" be a domain. Assume that, for any given x € Q, A(x) isann X n
matrix satisfying that A(x) = a(x) + b(x), where the matrix a(x) = {a; j(x)}Zj:I is real-valued,
symmetric, and measurable, and satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition (1.3), and the matrix
b(x) := {bij(x)}zjz1 is real-valued, anti-symmetric, and measurable, and satisfies b;; € BMO(Q)
foranyi, je{l, ..., n}k

Remark 1.5. Let QQ ¢ R” be a domain and A := a + b satisfy Assumption 1.4.

(1) By the assumption that a satisfies (1.3), we conclude that a € L*(Q; R"z), which, together
with the facts that L*(QQ2) ¢ BMO(Q) and b € BMO(Q;R”Z), further implies that A €
BMO(Q; R™).

(i1) Via replacing Q by R” in Definition 1.3, we obtain the definition of the space BMO(R").
Jones [38] proved that any given function f € BMO({2) admits an extension to some fe
BMO(R") if and only if the domain € is a uniform domain (namely, the domain satisfying
the interior corkscrew condition and the Harnack chain condition). Thus, if Q is an NTA
domain, then, for any given f € BMO(Q), there exists an fe BMO(R") such that

J?IQ =/ and ||f[’BMO(R" Cllllzmoc
where C is a positive constant depending only on € and n.

(iii) By the assumptions that a satisfies (1.3) and b is anti-symmetric, we conclude that, for any
xeQand ¢ e R,

(A(0E) - € = (a(0)€) - € = polél.

Let Q c R" be a bounded domain and the matrix A satisfy Assumption 1.4. Assume that
p € (1,00), w € Ay(R") with some g € [1,00), and f € LP(Q;R™). Then a function u is called a
weak solution of the following weighted Dirichlet boundary value problem

(D)p,w

(1.4) —div(AVu) = div(f) in Q,
u=0 on 0Q
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ifue W&’f) (Q) and, for any ¢ € CZ(Q),

(1.5) fA(x)Vu(x) -Vo(x)dx = - f f(x) - Vo(x) dx.
Q Q

In particular, when w = 1, the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ,, is just the Dirichlet problem
(D),. The weighted Dirichlet problem (D)p o 18 said to be uniquely solvable if, for any given

f € LD (Q;R"), there exists a unique u € W P ,(Q) such that (1.5) holds true for any ¢ € C°(Q).
Let L := —div(AV) with the matrix A satlsfylng Assumption 1.4. The elliptic operator L natu-
rally arises in the study of the elliptic equation of the form

(1.6) —Au+c-Vu=f

(see, for instance, [43, 51]) and the parabolic equation

0
a—l;t—Au+c-Vu=f,

where the drift term ¢ satisfies div(c) = 0. By div(c) = 0, we know that ¢ = div(b) for some
anti-symmetric tensor b := {b J} . Therefore, the equation (1.6) becomes

—div(I — b)Vu = f,

where I denotes the unit matrix on R”". In particular, Seregin et al. [51] discovered that the well-
known Moser iteration works for such an elliptic operator L. Via the Moser iteration, Seregin et al.
[51] proved the Liouville theorem and the Harnack inequality for solutions to the equation (1.6)
or its parabolic case. Moreover, Li and Pipher [42] studied the boundary behavior of solutions of
the equation Lu = 0 in NTA domains. Furthermore, Dong and Phan [26] investigated the mixed-
norm Sobolev estimate for solutions to non-stationary Stokes systems with coefficients having
unbounded anti-symmetric part in cylindrical domains.

Remark 1.6. Let Q c R" be a bounded NTA domain and the matrix A := a+b satisfy Assumption
1.4. For any u, v € Wé’z(Q), let

Blu,v] := fA(x)Vu(x)-Vv(x) dx.
Q

From Remark 1.5(iii), it follows that, for any u € Wé’z(Q),

B[I/t M] > ,U()”VMHLQ(Q Ry

Moreover, it was showed in [42, (2.11)], via using the div-curl lemma, that, for any u, v € Wé’z(Q),
IBlu, v]| < ClIVullz2@:rm)IVVII2 @0y,

where C is a positive constant depending only on A and Q. Thus, by the Lax—Milgram theorem
(see, for instance, [31, Theorem 5.8]), we conclude that the Dirichlet problem (D), is uniquely
solvable and, for any given f € L*(Q;R"), the weak solution u € WS’Z(Q) of (D), satisfies that

IVall 2@y < 15" Il 2z,
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where g is as in (1.3).

Moreover, via an example given by Meyers [46, Section 5] (see also [16, p. 1285]), we know
that, for any p € (1, o) with p # 2, the Dirichlet problem (D), may not be uniquely solvable, even
when the domain Q is smooth.

Letn > 2, Q c R" be a bounded NTA domain, and the matrix A satisfy Assumption 1.4.
Assume further that A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition (see Definition 2.1 below) or A belongs
to the space VMO(Q) (see, for instance, [50]). In this article, our aim is to establish the weighted
Calder6n—Zygmund type estimates

(L.7) ||Vu”L£(Q;R") < C||f||L£(Q;Rn)

for the Dirichlet problem (1.4), with p € (1, 00) and w € A,(R") for some ¢ € [1, o), and then give
their applications, where C is a positive constant independent of « and f.

Letn > 2, Q c R" be a bounded domain, and the matrix A := a + b satisfy Assumption 1.4.
For the Dirichlet problem (D), the estimate (1.7) with p € (1,00) and w = 1 was established
by Di Fazio [21], under the assumptions that a € VMO(R"), b = 0, and 0Q € C L1 which was
weakened to 9Q € C! by Auscher and Qafsaoui [5]. Moreover, for the Dirichlet problem (D) P>
the estimate (1.7) with p € (1, 00) and w = 1 was obtained by Byun and Wang in [12, 16], under
the assumptions that a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for sufficiently small ¢ € (0, ), b = 0,
and Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain with a small Lipschitz constant or a bounded Reifenberg flat
domain (see, for instance, [49, 57]). Furthermore, for the Dirichlet problem (D), with a having
partial small BMO coefficients and & = 0, the estimate (1.7) with p € (1,00) and w = 1 was
studied, respectively, by Dong and Kim [23], and Krylov [41], under the assumption that Q is
a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz constant. Moreover, if Q is a bounded quasi-
convex domain, a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for sufficiently small ¢ € (0, o), and b = 0,
the estimate (1.7) with p € (1,00) and w = 1 was established by Jia et al. [36] for the Dirichlet
problem (D),. For the Dirichlet problem (D), in a general Lipschitz domain €, it was proved
by Shen [55] that, if « € VMO(R") and b = 0, then (1.7) with w = 1 holds true for any given
p € (% —-&3+&)whenn>3,0orpe (% —¢&,4+ &) when n = 2, where € € (0, ) is a positive
constant depending on Q. It is worth pointing out that, when A := [ (the identity matrix) in (1.7),
the range of p obtained in [55] is even sharp for general Lipschitz domains (see, for instance, [35]).

For the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ., with a having partial small BMO coefficients and
b =0, (1.7) with p € (2,00) and w € A,>(R") was obtained by Byun and Palagachev [14] under
the assumption that Q is a bounded Reifenberg flat domain. Furthermore, for the problem (D), ,,
with a having partial small BMO coefficients and b = 0, the estimate (1.7) with p € (1, 00) and
w € A,(R") was established by Dong and Kim [25] under the assumption that Q is a bounded
Reifenberg flat domain. For the problem (D), ., with a having small BMO coefficients and b = 0,
(1.7) with p € (1,00) and w € A,(R") was obtained by Adimurthi et al. [1] under the assumption
that Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz constant.

Now, we state the main results of this article as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, the matrix A satisfy Assumption
1.4, and p € (2, 00). Assume that there exist positive constants Cy € (0, 00) and ry € (0, diam (Q))
such that, for any ball B(xo,r) having the property that r € (0,r9/4) and either xy € 0Q or
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B(xo,2r) C Q, the weak reverse Holder inequality

1

(1.8) —
|Ba(x0, 21| JBo(x,2r)

1
V(o) dx]p < Cy

1 IVu(x) dx]
[|Bg(xo, NN J oo

holds true for any function v € WY2(Ba(xo, 2r)) satisfying div(AVv) = 0 in Ba(xg,2r), and v = 0
on B(xg,2r) N 0Q when xo € 0Q, where Ba(xy, 1) := B(xp,r) N Q.

(1) Then the weak solution u € WS’Z(Q) of the Dirichlet problem (D), with t € LP(Q;R") exists

and, moreover, u € Wé’p (Q) and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p,
and Q, such that

(L.9) IVullrrny < ClIflLr R

(i) Let g € [2,p), q0 € [1, %], ro € [(%)’,oo], and w € Ay R") N RH,((R"). Then a weak
solution u of the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ,, withf € LL(Q; R) exists and, moreover,
u € Wé”Z)(Q) and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, q, [w] Agy B
[w] RH, (), and Q, such that

(110) ||Vu“LZ)(Q;Rn) < C”fHLZ)(Q;R")‘

Here and thereafter, for any s € [1, 0], s" denotes its conjugate exponent, namely, 1/s +
1/s" = 1.

We prove Theorem 1.7 via using a (weighted) real-variable argument (see Theorem 3.1 below),
which was essentially established in [54, Theorem 3.4] (see also [28, 29, 53, 55, 62]) and inspired
by [18, 58]. It is worth pointing out that a similar real-variable argument with the different mo-
tivation was used in [3, 4]. Moreover, a different weighted real-variable argument was obtained
by Shen [52, Theorem 2.1]. Furthermore, the linear structure of second order elliptic operators
of divergence form and the properties of Muckenhoupt weights are subtly used in the proof of
Theorem 1.7.

Let the (0, R)-BMO condition and the space VMO(Q) be as in Definition 2.1 below. As an
application of Theorem 1.7, we obtain the (weighted) global gradient estimates for solutions to
Dirichlet boundary problems on bounded Lipschitz domains as follows.

Theorem 1.8. Let n > 2, Q C R”" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and the matrix A satisfy
Assumption 1.4.

(1) Then there exist positive constants &gy, oy € (0, ), depending only on n and the Lipschitz
constant of Q, such that, for any given p € (3 + &y)’,3 + €9) whenn > 3, or p € (4 +
£0),4 + g9) when n = 2, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0, 6y) and
R € (0, 00), or A € VMO(Q), then the Dirichlet problem (D), with f € L(;R") is uniquely
solvable and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, and the Lipschitz
constant of Q, such that, for any weak solution u, u € Wé’p () and

(L.1D) IVullLrrny < ClIfl LR
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(ii) Let gy be as in (i) and py := 3 + &g when n > 3, and py = 4 + &9 when n = 2. Then,
for any given p € (py, po) and any w € A - (R”) N RH po),(R”) there exists a positive

constant oy € (0, 00), depending only on n, p, the Lipschitz constant of €, [w]a 5 &y, and
[a)]RH 0 @), such that, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some ¢ € (0, 60) and R €

(0, 00), orA € VMO(Q), then the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ., with f € LP(Q:R") is

uniquely solvable and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, [w]a o B
0
[a)]RH( by, R, and the Lipschitz constant of Q, such that, for any weak solution u, u €
7

Lp
Wo,w(Q) and

(1.12) IVull, 2 ezmy < CIENLp o

Let A := a + b satisfy Assumption 1.4 and py be as in Theorem 1.8(ii). The key to proving
Theorem 1.8 is to show that the weak reverse Holder inequality (1.8) is valid for any p € (2, pg).
To do this, we flexibly apply the real-variable argument established in Theorem 3.1 below, the
method of perturbation, the assumptions that b € BMO(€; an) and b is anti-symmetric, and the
properties of Muckenhoupt weights.

Remark 1.9. Letn > 2, Q c R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and A := a+b satisfy Assumption
1.4. If a € VMO(Q) and b = 0, then Theorem 1.8 in this case was essentially established by Shen
[55, Theorem C]. Thus, Theorem 1.8 improves [55, Theorem C] via weakening the condition for
the matrix A.

Let the quasi-convex domain be as in Definition 2.3 below. We further obtain the following
(weighted) global gradient estimates for the Dirichlet problems on quasi-convex domains by using
Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 1.10. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, and p € (1, ). Assume further
that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4, and Q is a (6,0, R) quasi-convex domain with some
0, 0 €(0,1)andR € (0, ).

(1) Then there exists a positive constant 5o € (0, 1), depending only on n, p, and Q, such that,
if Q is a (0, 0, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some
0 € (0,60), o € (0,1), and R € (0,00), or A € VMO(Q), then the Dirichlet problem (D),
with £ € LP(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and, for any weak solution u of the problem (D),
e WyP(Q) and

IVullzr@rry < ClifllLr@:rny,

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, and €.

(ii) Let w € Ap(R"). Then there exists a positive constant 6o € (0, 1), depending only on n, p,
Q, and [w]a, g, such that, if Q is a (6, 0, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the (6, R)-
BMO condition for some 6 € (0,09), o € (0,1), and R € (0, 0), or A € VMO(Q), then the
weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ., with f € LE(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and there exists
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a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, [w]a,gr), and €, such that, for any weak
solution u, u € Wé’fJ () and

Assume that p € [2,00). To prove Theorem 1.10 via using Theorem 1.7, we need to prove
that there exists a 99 € (0, 1), depending on p and Q, such that, if Q is a bounded (o, o, R)
quasi-convex domain with some ¢ € (0,dp), o € (0,1), and R € (0, ), then the weak reverse
Holder inequality (1.8) is valid for the exponent p. To this end, we adequately use the real-
variable argument obtained in Theorem 3.1 below, the method of perturbation, and the geometric
properties of quasi-convex domains (see Lemma 5.3 below).

Let the (semi-)convex domain be as in Remark 2.5(i) below. As a corollary of Theorem 1.10,
we have the following conclusion.

Corollary 1.11. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded C Lor (semi-)convex domain, p € (1, ), and
w € Ap(R"). Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4. Then there exists a positive
constant 9y € (0, ), depending only on n, p, Q, and [w] ApR"), such that, if A satisfies the (0, R)-
BMO condition for some 6 € (0,6¢) and R € (0, o), or A € VMO(Q), then the weighted Dirichlet
problem (D), , with £ € L!(Q;R") is uniquely solvable and there exists a positive constant C,
depending only on n, p, [w] Ap(RY) and Q, such that, for any weak solution u, u € W&’Z) (Q) and

IVullzp @ipny < CllEllz @en)-

Moreover, let the Reifenberg flat domain be as in Remark 2.5(ii) below. By Theorem 1.10 and
Remark 2.5(ii), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.12. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded (6, R)-Reifenberg flat domain with some 6 € (0, 1)
and R € (0,00), p € (1,00), and w € A,(R"). Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4.
Then there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1), depending only on n, p, Q, and [w]a,wgr), such
that, if Q is a bounded (6, R)-Reifenberg flat domain and A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for
some ¢ € (0,00) and R € (0,00), or A € VMO(Q), then the weighted Dirichlet problem (D),
with £ € LI (Q;R") is uniquely solvable and there exists a positive constant C, depending only on
n, p, [wla,®m, and Q, such that, for any weak solution u, u € W&"ZJ (Q) and

Vil @iz < CliElls -

Remark 1.13. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain with some

0, 0 €(0,1) and R € (0, o). Assume that the matrix A := a + b satisfies Assumption 1.4.

(1) If a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some sufficiently small 6 € (0,c0) and b = 0,
then Theorem 1.10(i) in this case was established by Jia et al. in [36, Theorem 1.1]. Thus,
Theorem 1.10(i) improves [36, Theorem 1.1] via weakening the condition for the matrix A.
Moreover, even when b = 0, the conclusion of Theorem 1.10(ii) in this case is also new.

(i) When a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some sufficiently small ¢ € (0, o), b = 0, and
w = 1, Corollary 1.12 in this case was obtained by Byun and Wang in [16, Theorem 1.5].
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Therefore, even when w = 1, Corollary 1.12 in this case also improves [16, Theorem 1.5]
via weakening the assumption on A.

Furthermore, we point out that the approach used in this article to establish the global gra-
dient estimates is different from that used in [12, 16, 36]. Indeed, the global estimates were
obtained in [12, 16, 36] by using an approximation argument, the modified Vitali covering
lemma, and a compactness method. However, in this article, we establish the (weighted)
global estimates via using a (weighted) real-variable argument (see Theorem 3.1 below),
the method of perturbation, and the geometric properties of quasi-convex domains.

(iii)) We point out that, even when Q is a bounded convex domain and w = 1, the conclusion of
Corollary 1.11 in this case is also new.

Applying the weighted global regularity estimates obtained in Theorems 1.8(ii) and 1.10(ii),
and some tools from harmonic analysis, such as the properties of Muckenhoupt weights, the
interpolation theorem of operators, and the Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem, we obtain
the global gradient estimates for the Dirichlet problem (1.4), respectively, in (weighted) Lorentz
spaces, (Lorentz—)Morrey spaces, (Musielak—)Orlicz spaces, and variable Lebesgue spaces, which
have independent interests and are presented in Section 6 below. It is worth pointing out that the
approach used in this article to establish the global estimates in both Orlicz spaces and variable
Lebesgue spaces is quite different from that used in [13, 17]. In [13, 17], the global estimates
in variable Lebesgue spaces or in Orlicz spaces were established via the so-called “maximum
function free technique”. However, in this article, we obtain the global gradient estimates in both
Orlicz spaces and variable Lebesgue spaces by simply using weighted global estimates in Theo-
rems 1.8(ii) and 1.10(ii), and the Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem. Furthermore, we point
out that the extrapolation theorem used in this article is also valid for the boundary value problem
studied in [13, 17] and independent of the boundary value condition and the considered equation.

Moreover, the global estimates in Orlicz spaces were obtained in [37] through an approximation
argument, the modified Vitali covering lemma, and a compactness method. However, in this arti-
cle, the global gradient estimates in Orlicz spaces are obtained as corollaries of both the weighted
norm inequality in Theorem 1.10(ii) and the extrapolation theorem.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we present several notions on the (6, R)-BMO condition, the space VMO(LQ), and
several domains, and clarify their relations. We then prove Theorems 1.7, and 1.8, and 1.10, and
Corollary 1.11, respectively, in Sections 3, and 4, and 5. Several applications of Theorems 1.8 and
1.10 are given in Section 6.

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Throughout this article, we always denote
by C a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but it may vary from line
to line. We also use C(,,g, ) Or C(y,3,..) to denote a positive constant depending on the indicated
parameters vy, 3, .... The symbol f < g means that f < Cg. If f < g and g < f, then we write
f~glff<Cgandg=horg<h,wethenwrite f S g~hor f<g<sh,ratherthan f S g=nh
or f < g < h. For each ball B := B(xg,rg) of R”, with some xz € R" and rg € (0, ), and
a € (0,0), let aB := B(xp, arp); furthermore, denote the set B(x,r) N Q by Ba(x, r), and the set
(aB) N Q by aBq. For any subset E of R”, we denote the set R" \ E by E C, and its characteristic
function by 1g . For any w € A,(R") with p € [1,00), and any measurable set E C R", let
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w(E) = fE w(x)dx. For any given ¢ € [1, o0], we denote by ¢’ its conjugate exponent, namely,
1/q +1/q" = 1. Finally, for any measurable set E C R", w € A,(R") with some g € [1, o), and
f € LY(E), we denote the integral fE |f(X)|w(x) dx simply by fE | flwdx and, when |E| < co, we

use the notation |
dx .= — f (x)dx.
Ji f |E| JE /

2 Several notions

In this section, we present the definitions of the (6, R)-BMO condition, the space VMO(Q), and
several domains including quasi-convex domains, (semi-)convex domains, and Reifenberg flat
domains. Furthermore, we also clarify the relations between NTA domains, Lipschitz domains,
quasi-convex domains, Reifenberg flat domains, and semi-convex domains.

First, we recall the notions of the (6, R)-BMO condition and the space VMO(Q) as follows (see,
for instance, [15, 16, 50]).

Definition 2.1. Let Q c R” be a domain and R, 6 € (0, o).

(i) A function f € Llloc(Q) is said to satisfy the (d, R)-BMO condition if

fll g == sup L) = fBanldy <6,

Bx.cQ, re0.R) 1B M| JBear)
where the supremum is taken over all balls B(x,r) c Q with r € (0,R). Furthermore, f
is said to belong to the space VMO(Q) if f satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some
0, R € (0, ), and

lim sup
r=0* gy 1B P JBeer)

|f(y) - fB(x,r)| dy =0,

where r — 0" means r € (0, c0) and r — 0.

(i) A matrix A := {qg; j}l’.‘j:1 is said to satisfy the (6, R)-BMO condition [resp., A € VMO(Q)] if,
forany i, j € {1, ..., n}, a;; satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition [resp., a;; € VMO(Q)].

Remark 2.2. Let Q C R" be a domain and 6 € (0, o0). If f € BMO(Q) and || fllsmo(@) < 0, then f
satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for any R € (0, o). Moreover, if f € VMO(Q), then f satisfies
the (v, R)-BMO condition for any y € (0, o) and some R € (0, o).

Now, we recall the notion of quasi-convex domains as follows. Let £y, E, C R” be non-empty
measurable subsets. Then the Hausdorff distance between E| and E; is defined by setting

xeE; YEL) )’GEQ xeE|

dy(Eq, E>) = max{sup inf |x —y|, sup inf |x—y|}.

Definition 2.3. Let Q ¢ R" be a domain, 8, o € (0, 1), and R € (0, o). Then Q is called a (6, o, R)
quasi-convex domain if, for any x € 9Q and r € (0, R],



12 SIBEI YANG, DACHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

(a) there exists an xy € €, depending on x, such that B(xg,or) C QN B(x,r);

(b) there exists a convex domain V := V(x, r), depending on x and r, such that B(x,r) NQ C V
and dy(0(B(x,r) N Q),0V) < or.

Remark 2.4. (i) The notion of quasi-convex domains was introduced by Jia et al. [36] to study
the global regularity of second order elliptic equations. Roughly speaking, a quasi-convex
domain is a domain satisfying that the local boundary is close to be convex at small scales.
It is easy to see that, if Q is a convex domain, then Q is a (d, o, R) quasi-convex domain for
any 0 € (0, 1), some o € (0, 1), and some R € (0, o).

(ii) We may always assume that the convex domain V in Definition 2.3(b) is the convex hull of
B(x,r) N Q, which is the smallest convex domain containing B(x, r) N Q (see [36, Theorem
3.1] and [67, Remark 1.2] for more details).

(iii) It was showed in [36, Theorem 3.10] that Definition 2.3(b) can be replaced by the following
condition:

(c) For any x € 0Q and r € (0, R], there exist an (n — 1)-dimensional plane L(x, r) con-
taining x, a choice of the unit normal vector to L(x, r), denoted by v, ,, and the half
space

H(x,r):={y+1tvy,: y € L(x,t), t € [-0r, )}

such that
QN B(x,r) C H(x,r) N B(x,r).

More precisely, it was proved in [36, Theorem 3.10] that, if Q is a domain satisfying the
assumptions (a) and (c) with some 6, o € (0,1) and R € (0, ), then Q is a (01, 0, R)
quasi-convex domain with ¢ := 86/0.

In the following remark, we recall the notions of semi-convex domains and Reifenberg flat
domains, and then clarify the relations between NTA domains, Lipschitz domains, quasi-convex
domains, Reifenberg flat domains, and semi-convex domains.

Remark 2.5. (i) A set E c R" is said to satisfy an exterior ball condition at x € JF if there
existav e §"! and an r € (0, o) such that

(2.1) B(x+rv,r) C(R"\ E),
where S”~! denotes the unit sphere of R". For such an x € 9E, let
r(x) := sup {r € (0,00) : (2.1) holds true for some v € S"‘l}.

A set E is said to satisfy a uniform exterior ball condition (for short, UEBC) with radius
r € (0, c0] if

2.2) inf r(x) >r,
xe0E
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(ii)

(iii)

and the value r in (2.2) is referred to the UEBC constant. A set E is said to satistfy a UEBC if
there exists an r € (0, co] such that E satisfies the uniform exterior ball condition with radius

r. Moreover, the largest positive constant r as above is called the uniform ball constant of
E.

It is known that, for any open set Q2 C R" with compact boundary, Q is a Lipschitz domain
satisfying a UEBC if and only if Q is a semi-convex domain in R" (see, for instance, [47,
Theorem 2.5] or [48, Theorem 3.9]). Moreover, more equivalent characterizations of semi-
convex domains are given in [47, 48].

It is worth pointing out that, if Q c R" is convex, then Q satisfies a UEBC with the uniform
ball constant oo (see, for instance, [27]). Thus, convex domains of R” are semi-convex
domains (see, for instance, [47, 48, 60, 61]). Moreover, (semi-)convex domains are special
cases of Lipschitz domains. More precisely,

class of convex domains & class of semi-convex domains & class of Lipschitz domains.

Letn >2,6 € (0,1), and R € (0, 0). A domain Q C R” is called a (6, R)-Reifenberg flat
domain if, for any x¢ € 0Q and r € (0, R], there exists a system of coordinates, {yi, ..., yu},
which may depend on x( and r, such that, in this coordinate system, xo = 0 and

BO,H»N{yeR": y,>6r} CcBO,r)NQc BO,r»N{yeR": y, >—6r},

where 0 denotes the origin of R". The Reifenberg flat domain was introduced by Reifenberg
in [49], which naturally appears in the theory of minimal surfaces and free boundary prob-
lems. A typical example of Reifenberg flat domains is the well-known Van Koch snowflake
(see, for instance, [57]). In recent years, boundary value problems of elliptic or parabolic
equations on Reifenberg flat domains have been widely concerned and studied (see, for
instance, [8, 10, 11, 13, 16, 17, 25, 44, 64, 65]).

Moreover, for any given 6 € (0,1) and R € (0,0), a (4, R)-Reifenberg flat domain is a
(0, 0, R) quasi-convex domain with o := % (see, for instance, [36]). However, a quasi-
convex domain may not be a Reifenberg flat domain. Indeed, let

Q= {(xl,xg) eRY: 1>x > |x1|}.

Then Q is convex and hence a quasi-convex domain, but Q is not a Reifenberg flat domain.
Thus,
class of Reifenberg flat domains & class of quasi-convex domains.

Furthermore, it was showed by Kenig and Toro [40] that, if ¢ is sufficiently small, then
(0, R)-Reifenberg flat domains are also NTA domains.

By the facts that Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants are Reifenberg flat do-
mains and that C' domains are Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants (see, for
instance, [57]), we conclude that C I domains are (0, 0, R) quasi-convex domains with any
6 € (0,0p), some o € (0,1), and some R € (0, ), where 6y € (0, 1) is a positive constant
depending only on Q.
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Let Q c R” be a bounded semi-convex domain. Then Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain
for any ¢ € (0, dp), some o € (0, 1), and some R € (0, o), where 6y € (0, 1) is a positive
constant depending only on Q (see Lemma 5.4 below).

(iv) On NTA domains, quasi-convex domains, Reifenberg flat domains, Lipschitz domains, C 1
domains, and (semi-)convex domains, we have the following relations.

(iv)
class of C' domains & class of Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants

G class of Lipschitz domains
G class of NTA domains;

class of (semi-)convex domains & class of Lipschitz domains.
(iv)2
class of C! domains & class of Lipschitz domains with small Lipschitz constants

G class of Reifenberg flat domains

G class of quasi-convex domains;

class of (semi-)convex domains & class of quasi-convex domains.

(iv)s Reifenberg flat domains or quasi-convex domains may not be Lipschitz domains, and
generally Lipschitz domains may also not be Reifenberg flat domains (see, for in-
stance, [57]). Moreover, (semi-)convex domains may not be Lipschitz domains with
small Lipschitz constants, or Reifenberg flat domains.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.7 via using a real-variable argument for (weighted) L?(Q)
estimates, which is inspired by the work of Caffarelli and Peral [18] (see also [58]). When Q
is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R”, the conclusion of Theorem 3.1 was essentially established
in [54, Theorem 3.4] (see also [28, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2], [53, Theorem 4.2.6], [55, Theorem
3.3], and [62, Theorem 3.1]). It is worth pointing out that the proofs of [54, Theorem 3.4], [53,
Theorem 4.2.6], and [62, Theorem 3.1] are also valid in the case of bounded NTA domains. Thus,
we omit the proof of Theorem 3.1 here. Furthermore, we also mention that a similar argument
with a different motivation was established in [3, 4]. Moreover, a different weighted real-variable
argument was obtained by Shen [52, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 3.1. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, pi, py € [1,0) satisfy p» > pi,
F e LPY(Q), and [ € L1(Q) with some q € (p1, p2). Assume that, for any ball B := B(xg,rg) C R"
having the property that |B| < 1|Q| and either 2B C Q or xp € 0L}, there exist two measurable
functions Fg and Rg on 2B such that |F| < |Fg| + |Rgl on 2B N Q,

1

P2
(3.1 (f |Rp|P? dx) <Cj

2Bq

€L

1
(f lad dx)” +sup(f_ T dx)”
B2Ba BoB \VYBq

’
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and

1 € e
3.2) (]C |Fyl?! dx)” SS( f |7 dx)pl LG sup(f~ A7 dx)” ,
2Bg B2Ba BoB \VYBa

where Cy, Cy, €, and B1 < 1 < 3, are positive constants independent of F, f, Rg, Fp, and B, and
the suprema are taken over all balls B> B.

Then, for any w € Ay/p, (R") N RH(R") with s € ((’;—2)’, oo], there exists a positive constant &,
depending only on Cy, Ca, n, p1, p2, 4, B1, B2, [a)]Aq/p1 ®ny, and [w]rp &), such that, if € € [0, &),

then
[L f |F|qwdxr <c (i f P dx)i[L f |f|qwdxr
@ Jo =\ Ja @ Jo ’

where C is a positive constant depending only on Cy, Cy, n, p1, p2, q, B1, B2, [w] Agypy R, and
[w]rH @M.

To show Theorem 1.7 via using Theorem 3.1, we need the following auxiliary conclusion.

Lemma 3.2. Letn > 2, Q C R”" be a bounded NTA domain, p € (1,0), and p’ € (1, ) be given
by 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Assume that, if the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4 and £ € LP(Q;R"), then
the weak solution u € Wé’p (Q) of the Dirichlet problem

(3.3) {—diV(AVu) =div(f) in Q,

u=20 on 0Q
satisfies the estimate
(3.4) IVullrirny < ClifllLr@irn)s

where C is a positive constant independent of u and f. Let g € L (Q;R") and v € Wé’p , (Q) be the
weak solution of the Dirichlet problem (3.3) with f replaced by g. Then

||VV||L1/(Q;R'1) < C”gHLp/(Q;Rn)a

where C is a positive constant independent of v and g.

Proof. Letf e LP(Q;R") and w € Wé "’(Q) be the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

(3.5) {—diV(A*Vw) =div(f) in Q,

w=0 on 0Q,

where A* denotes the transpose of A. By the assumption that A satisfies Assumption 1.4, we find
that A* also satisfies Assumption 1.4, which, combined with the assumption (3.4), further implies
that (3.4) also holds true for the weak solution w of (3.5). Moreover, from the fact that v is the
weak solution of (3.3) with f replaced by g, it follows that

fg-dexz—fAVv-dexz—fA*Vw-Vvdxsz-Vvdx,
Q Q Q Q
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which, together with (3.4) and the Holder inequality, further implies that
||Vv||Lp/(Q;Rn) = sup

ff-Vvdx fg-dex
lIfllLp@:pm <1 1JQ Q
< sup ||g”LP’(Q;R")HVW”LI’(Q;R”)

Il @;rm =<1
< sup ||g”L17'(Q;RV!)Hf”LP(Q;R”) N ||g”LP'(Q;R")-
lIEllLpirm <1

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

= sup
lIEllLpipm <1

Moreover, to prove Theorem 1.7, we need the following properties of A,(R") weights, which
are well known (see, for instance, [32, Chapter 7] and [4, Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.4]).

Lemma 3.3. Let g € (1,00), w € Ay(R"), and Q C R" be a bounded domain.
(i) There exists a q1 € (1,q), depending only on n, q, and [w]a &), such that w € Ay (R").
(ii) There exists ay € (0, ), depending only on n, q, and [w]a,mn), such that w € RH}4,(R").
(iii) If ¢’ denotes the conjugate number of g, namely, 1/q + 1/¢’ = 1, then w91 € Ay R") and
[w™ 45, @) = [w]Z’q/an)-

(iv) If w € RH,(R") with p € (1, 0), then there exists a py € (p, %), depending only on n, p, and
[(J)]RHP(Rn), such that w € RHm (R™).

(v) Let po, qo € (1,00), p € (po,qo), and v € L}OC(R”). Thenv € A» (RN RH(q_o),(R") if and
Po P
only if V™" € A y (RN RH gy (R").
p/

(q0)

(vi) Let w € Ap(R") with some p € [1,00) and y € (0,1). Then v € RH,-1(R") and there exists
a positive constant C, depending only on [w]a, ) and 7y, such that [w”] RH - (R") < C.
(vii) Let q := q(1 + %) with vy as in (ii) and let g1 be as in (i). Then L?>(Q) c L1(Q) Lﬁ Q).

Furthermore, we also need the following Lemma 3.4, whose proof is similar to that of [7,
Lemma 4.38], and we omit the details here.

(0, diam (Q)). Assume that x € Q and the weak reverse Holder inequality

: 5
£ ol <clf g
Ba(x,r) Bo(x,2r)

holds true for a given measurable function g on Q and any r € (0,ry), where Cs is a positive
constant, independent of x and r, which may depend on g. Then, for any given p € (0, o], there
exists a positive constant C, depending only on p, po, q, and Cs, such that

1 1

q 4

[JC Iglqu] sc[f |g|de]
Bo(x,r) Bo(x,2r)

holds true for any r € (0, ro).

Lemma 34. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, 0 < pg < q < oo, and ry €
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Now, we prove Theorem 1.7 by using Theorem 3.1 and Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We first show (i). Let B := B(xp, rg) C R" be a ball satisfying rg € (0, r9/4)
and either 2B € Q or xp € 0Q. Take ¢ € CI(R") such that ¢ = 1 on 2B, 0 < ¢ < 1, and
supp (¢) C 4B. Letw, v € Wé’z(Q) be respectively the weak solutions of the Dirichlet problems

(3.6) {—diV(AVW) =div(¢f) in Q,
w=0 on 0Q
and
(3.7) {—diV(AVV) =div(1 -¢)f) in Q,
v=0 on 9Q.

Thenu = w+vand Vu = Vw + Vv. Let F := |Vu|, f :=|f], Fg := |[Vw|, and Rp := |VV|. It is easy
toseethat 0 < F < Fp+Rp. Byf € L*(Q;R™), (3.6), and the fact that (1.9) holds true for p = 2
(see Remark 1.6), we conclude that

1
(3.8) JC Fidx = f IVw]? dx < f 4% dx < f If|?> dx ~ 12 dx.
2Bq 2Bq 12Bal Ja 4Bg 4Bg

Moreover, from (3.7) and the assumption (1.8) of this theorem, it follows that (1.8) holds true
for the above v, which, together with the self-improvement property of the weak reverse Holder
inequality (see, for instance, [30, pp. 122-123]), further implies that there exists an gy € (0, o)
such that the inequality (1.8) holds true with p replaced by p + &p. By this and Lemma 3.4, we
conclude that, for any ¢g € (0, 2], the weak reverse Holder inequality

1/(p+&0) /q
(3.9 (JC [Vy|P*eo dx) < (JC [Vl dx)
Bo ZBQ

holds true, which, combined with (3.8), further implies that

1/(p+eo0) 1/2 1/2 1/2
(3.10) (JC R?S‘)dx) S(]C |Vv|2dx) S(]C |Vu|2dx) +(JE fzdx)
Bo 2Bg 4Bq 4Bq
1/2 1/2
~(f dex) +(JC fzdx) .
4B 4B

From (3.8) and (3.10), we deduce that (3.1) and (3.2) hold true with p; := p + g9 and p; = 2.
Thus, by Theorem 3.1 with w = 1 and ¢ := p, and the Holder inequality, we conclude that

1/p 1/2 1/p
( f [Vul? dx) < ( f |Vul|? dx) + ( f If|” dx)
Q Q Q
1/2 1/p 1/p
< ( JC If|? dx) + ( f If|? dx) < ( f If|” dx) ,
Q Q Q

which implies that (1.9) holds true. Thus, (i) holds true.
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Next, we prove (ii). Let ¢ € [2, p, qo € [1, %], ro € [(17;)’,00], and w € Ay (R") N RH,(R").
Assume that gy € (0, 0)is asin (3.9). Thenw € A_¢ (R™) N RH (R") with s € ((%)’, oo]. Let

(p+eg)
u be the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem (D), , with f € LL(Q;R™). Then, from Lemma

3.3(vii), it follows that
(3.11) LI(Q) c LY (Q).

By the fact that gg < g/p’ < q/(p + €)', we find that (p + &))" < ¢/qo, which, together with
the Holder inequality and the assumption that Q is bounded, implies that L9/90(Q) c LP+50) (Q).
From this and (3.11), we deduce that f € L7/%0(Q; R") ¢ LP*20) (Q; R™),

Let B := B(xp,rg) C R" be a ball satisfying |B| < (|| and either 2B C Q or xp € 0Q,
where 81 € (0, 1) is as in Theorem 3.1. Take ¢ € CZ(R") such that ¢ = 1 on 2B, 0 < ¢ < 1,
and supp(¢) C 4B. Let w and v be, respectively, as in (3.6) and (3.7). Then u = w + v and
Vu = Vw + Vv. Recall that F := |Vu|, f := |f], Fg := |[Vw|, and R := |Vv|. By the proof of (i), we
know that (1.9) holds true with p replaced by p + &y, which, combined with Lemma 3.2 and (3.6),
further implies that

||VW||L(P+S())’(Q;RH) < ||¢f||L(P+60)/(Q;Rn) < ||f||L(P+80),(4BQ;RH) .

From this, it follows that
(3.12) f FU ) g < e gy,
2Bg 4B

Furthermore, by the assumption (1.8) of this theorem and (3.7), we conclude that (1.8) holds true
for the above v. Thus, (3.10) holds true for the above v, which, together with (3.12), further implies
that

1/(p+eo) | 1/(p+e0) ) 1/(p+eo)
(3.13) [J[ R’;SO dx] = JC |Vy|Peo dx] < [J[ |Vy|(PFe0) dx]
Ba LV Bq 2Bq
i , 1/(p+eo) ) 1/(p+eo)
JE |Vu|(l?+80) dx] + [JE |f|(l7+80) dx]
[V2Bqo 4Bg

i 1/(p+eo) 1/(p+eo)
< JC Fr+eo) dx] J{: f(p+80)' dx]
| JaBq 4Bg

From (3.12) and (3.13), we deduce that (3.1) and (3.2) hold true with p; := p + &y and p; =
(p + &p)’, which, combined with g < p + &y, Theorem 3.1, and (3.11), further implies that

1 1/q [ 1 1/q
— IVulqa)dx] = —qua)dx]
[w(Q)fQ | w(Q) Ja
1 ( y 1/(p+eo)
— | |F|'P*e0) q
_|sz|fg' | x] "

[ 1 ,
~ | — \V, (p+eo) d
,|sz|fg' u g

12\

+

7N

1 1/q
£14
wQ)Ll | wdx]

1 1/q
— | flw dx]
w() fg

+

]1/ (p+eo)
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1 ( y 1/(p+eo)’ 1 1/q
<S|= | IfPre dx] + —flflqwdx]
[|Q| j;z w(Q) Jo

1 1/q
- q
< [w(Q) fQIfI wdx] .

Therefore, (1.10) holds true, which shows (ii). This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.7. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8 by using Theorem 1.7 and the method of perturbation. We
begin with the following reverse Holder inequality established in [42, Lemma 3.2 and Corollary
4.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, B(xy,r) a ball such that r € (0,ry/4) and
either xo € 0Q or B(xg,2r) C Q, where ry € (0,diam (Q)) is a constant. Assume that the matrix
A := a + b satisfies Assumption 1.4 and u € W'-2(Ba(xo, 2r)) is the weak solution of the following
Dirichlet problem

—div(AVu) =0  in Bgo(xo,2r),
u=0 on B(xp,2r) N oQ.

Then there exists a positive constant p € (2, ), depending on Q, n, and g in (1.3), such that

12
f |Vul? dx] ,
Bo(x0,2r)

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, Q, and p.

1/p
[Jf |Vu|1’dx] < C[1 + bllsvow]
B (xo,r)

To show Theorem 1.8, we need the following perturbation argument which is motivated by
[18].

Lemma 4.2. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, and ry € (0,diam (Q)) a constant.
Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4. Let u € WL2(Ba(xg, 4r)) be a solution of the
equation div(AVu) = 0 in Bq(xg, 4r) with u = 0 on B(xg, 4r) N 0Q, where xy € Qandre (0, ry/4).
Then there exist a function 6 := 6(r), p € (2, ), and a function v € WP (Bo(xo, 1)) such that

1/p 1/2
4.1) [ f VP dx| <C f [Vul? dx]
Bo(xo,7) Bao(xo,47r)
and
1/2 1/2
(4.2) [ f IVu—v)*dx| <60 [ f |Vul? dx] ,
Bao(xo,r) Bo(xo,47)

where C is a positive constant independent of u, v, xo, and r.
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Proof. By the assumption that A satisfies Assumption 1.4, we find that A = a + b, where a :=
{a; j};’j: | 1s real-valued, symmetric, and measurable, and satisfies (1.3), and b := {b; j}?j:l is real-
valued, anti-symmetric, and measurable, and satisfies b;; € BMO(Q) for any i, j € {1, ..., n}.

Let ag := {c;;} where, for any i, je {1, ..., n},

Cij = f aij dx.
Ba(x0,2r)

Assume that v € W2(Bq(xg, 2r)) is the solution of the following boundary value problem

n
ij=1°

43 {div(aOVv) =0 in Bo(xo,2r),

v=u on 0Bq(xo, 2r).

Then, from (4.3) and the fact that u — v € Wé’2(BQ(X(), 2r)), we deduce that

“4.4) f agVu—v)-Vu—-v)dx = f (ap — A)Vu -V(u —v)dx.
Ba(x,2r) Ba(x0,2r)

Denote by u the W!->-extension of u to R”; namely, € WH2(R") and | Ba(xo.2r) = u. Furthermore,
denote by iz —v the zero extension of (u — V)|py(x,2) t0 R”. Obviously, # =v € W'2(R") and
supp (i = v) C Bq(xo, 2r), which, combined with the divergence theorem and the assumption that

n
bBQ(xo,Zr) = {f b,’j dx}
Bq(xo,2r) ij=1

is anti-symmetric, further implies that
f bBo(xo2n Vit - V(u —v)dx = f bpoxp.2n) VUt - V(u=v)dx
Bo(x0,2r) B(x0,2r)
= f div (bBQ(X(),Zr)VIZ) (m) dx
B(xo,2r)
- f bBQ(XO,Z")W . V(ﬁ) do-(x)
0B(x0,2r)

=0,

where v denotes the outward unit normal to 0B(xg,2r). By this, (4.4), and the definitions of ag
and bp,(x,2r), We find that

4.5) f aoVu—v)-Viu—-v)dx = f (ap — A + bpy(xp2r)) Vu - V(u —v) dx
Bo(xp,2r) Bo(x0,2r)

= f (ABQ(X0,2r) - A) Vu - V(Lt - V) dx,
Ba(xo,2r)

where
n

ABg(x,2r) 1= { JC (aij + bij) dx} :
Bo(x0,2r) ij=1
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Therefore, from (4.5), (1.3), and the Holder inequality, it follows that, for any given € € (0, 00),
there exists a positive constant C(), depending on &, such that

@o o [ Wa-vfdr
Ba(x0,2r)
< f |A = Apgoo2m| IVullV(u = v)| dx
Ba(x0,2r)

2
<e f IV(u — v)* dx + Cqe f |A = Aggp2n| IVul* dx,
Ba(x,2r) Ba(xo,2r)

where u € (0, 1) is as in (1.3). Take & := po/2 in (4.6). Then, by (4.6), we conclude that

4.7) [ f IV(u = v)| dx
Bo(x0,2r)

Moreover, from Lemma 4.1, we deduce that there exist positive constants p € (1, c0) and
Cs € (0, 00), independent of u, xp, and r, such that

_q/ep 12
(4.8) [ f [Vu|?? dx] < Cs[1 + [Ibllmo)] [ JC |Vul? dx] .
Bq(xo,2r) Bq(x0,4r)

Furthermore, by [38, Theorem 1], we know that there exist an Ac BMO®R", an) and a positive
constant C, independent of xy and r, such that

1/2

1/2
2
<Cy f |A = Aggeo2n)| |Vu|2dx] .
Ba(x0,2r)

(49) A|Bg(x0,2r) =A and ||A||BM0(R";R"2) < C||A||BMO(BQ(X0,2V);R”2)'

From the Holder inequality and the well-known John—Nirenberg inequality on BMO(R") (see, for
instance, [33, 56]), it follows that

w1
[ JC A = ABgon] dx]
Bo(x0,2r)

L  UeR)
JC |A - AB(xo,Zr)| dx]
B(x0,2r)

< ||A||BMO(R”;R”2) + |AB(X0»2’) - ABQ()C(),Z)‘)|

S ||A||BMO(R” ;an) + fB |A - AB(X(),ZF)| dx
a(x0,2r)

1/2p")

< +

— 74
JC |AB(x0,2r) - ABQ(xo,Zr)| dx
B(x0,2r)

< ||A||BMO(R”;R”2) + f |A - AB(X(),Z)‘)| dx < ”A”BMO(R”;R”Z)’
B(xo,2r)

where p’ € (1, 00) is given by 1/p+1/p’ = 1, which, together with (4.9), further implies that there
exists a positive constant Cg, independent of xg, r, and A, such that

e
[J[ |A - ABQ(X(),Zr)| dx]
Ba(xo,2r)

< CellAllgpo s, 2nm)
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By this, (4.7) and (4.8), we conclude that

1/2
(4.10) [ JC IV(u —v)? dx]
Bo(x0,2r)

7 1/(2p") - 1/2p)
< Cy [JC |A - ABQ(xO,Zr)| dx] [JC [Vu|? dx]
Bo(xp,2r) B (x0,2r)

1/2
< C4CsCs [ 1 + l1blIBMo@ ] 1Ay 5 xp 20802 [JC Vul® dx]
r Bo(x0,4r)
1/2
< 6(r) [ f Vul> dx|
Ba(xp,4r)
where
(4.11) 9(") = C4C5C6 [1 + ||b||BMO(Q)] sup JC A — JC AdZ dy.
B(x,21)cQ, t€(0,r] v B(x,2t) B(x,21t)

Thus, (4.2) holds true. Furthermore, from the known regularity theory of second order elliptic
equations (see, for instance, [39, Chapter 1] and [30, Chapter V]), we deduce that there exists a

p € (2, 00) such that
1/p 1/2
[ f V)P dx] < [ f IV? dx] ,
Ba(x0,2r) Ba(x0,4r)

which, combined with (4.10), (4.11), and the fact that A € BMO(Q; R”z), further implies that (4.1)
holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

Furthermore, to prove Theorem 1.8, we need the following conclusion for the constant coeffi-
cient boundary value problems, which was established in [55, Lemma 4.1] (see also [28, Lemma
4.1)).

Lemma 4.3. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and ay := {a; j}l’.‘j:1 a symmetric

constant coefficient matrix that satisfies (1.3). Assume that v € WL2(Ba(xo, 2r)) is a weak solution
of the equation div(agVv) = 0 in Ba(xg,2r) with v = 0 on B(xg, 2r) N 0€), where B(xy,r) is a ball
such that r € (0, ro/4) and either xo € 0Q or B(xp,2r) C &, and ry € (0, diam (L)) is a constant.
7
<C

Then the weak reverse Holder inequality
‘ %
[ JC VP dx JC V2 dx]
Bao(xo,r) Bo(x0,2r)

holds true for p := 3+ & whenn > 3, or p := 4+ &€ when n = 2, where C and & are positive
constants depending only on n, the Lipschitz constant of Q, and ug in (1.3).

Now, we prove Theorem 1.8 via using Theorem 3.1 and Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.8. We first show (i). Let A satisfy Assumption 1.4 and u be the weak solution
of the following Dirichlet problem

(4.12) {—diV(AVu) =div(f) in Q,

u=0 on 0Q.

Based on Lemma 3.2, to prove (1.11), it suffices to show that there exists a positive constant gy €
(0, 00), depending only on n and the Lipschitz constant of €, such that, for any given p € [2,3+¢p)
when n > 3, or p € [2,4 + g9) when n = 2, there exists a g € (0, o0), depending only on n, p, and
the Lipschitz constant of €, such that, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some ¢ € (0, 6p)
and R € (0, ), or A € VMO(Q), then (1.11) holds true.

By the definition of VMO(Q), we conclude that, if A € VMO(Q), then there exists an r; €
(0, o) such that, for any r € (0, ry), 0(r) < €9/2, where 6(r) and &y are, respectively, as in (4.11)
and Theorem 3.1. Let B(xy,7) € R" be such that r € (0, min{rg, r1}/4) and either xy € 0Q or
B(xg,2r) € Q, where ry € (0,diam (Q)) is as in Lemma 4.3. Assume that v € W?(Bq(xo, 2r))
is a weak solution of the equation div(AVv) = 0 in Bg(xg, 2r) with v = 0 on B(xg, 2r) N 9Q. Let
w € WH2(Ba(xg, 2r)) be a weak solution of the equation div(agVw) = 0 in Bg(xp,2r) withw = v
on dBqo(xop,2r), where ag := {c,-j};'j:1 with ¢;; a;jdx for any i, j € {1, ..., n}. Then,

, = J%Q(xo,zr)
from Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, it follows that

1

1
D 2
(4.13) [ f V] dx]l < [ f Vo2 dx]
Bo(xo,r) Bo(x0,2r)

and

(4.14) [ f V(v — w)? dx] < 0(r) [ f |Vv[? dx] ,
Bq(xo,r) Bq(x0,2r)

where 6(r) is as in (4.11). By the well-known John-Nirenberg inequality on BMO(Q) (see, for
instance, [33, 56]), we conclude that there exists a 69 € (0, co) sufficiently small such that, if A
satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some & € (0,dp) and R € (0, ), then, for any r € (0, rp),
0(r) < &y/2, where &g is as in Theorem 3.1. From this, (4.13), (4.14), r € (0, min{rg, r1}/4),
and Theorem 3.1 with w = 1, we deduce that, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some
0 €(0,0p) and R € (0, 0), or A € VMO(Q), then |Vv| € LP(Bqa(xy, 2r)) and

1 |
> 3
4.15) [J{: [Vv|P dx] < [JE |Vv|2 dx] R
Ba(xo,r) Ba(x0,2r)

which, together with Theorem 1.7 and the fact that the Dirichlet problem (D), is uniquely solvable,
further implies that (1.11) holds true in the case p € [2,3 +¢&p) whenn > 3, or p € [2,4 + &) when
n = 2. This finishes the proof of (i).
Now, we prove (ii). Let gy be as in (i) and u the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem (4.12)
with f € L/ (Q;R"). We first assume that p € [2, py) and w € A]z_;(R") N RH(z;_o),(R"), where
= ]

po := 3 +&ywhenn > 3, or pgp := 4+ & whenn = 2. Then, by (4.15) and Theorem 1.7, we
conclude that there exists a dg € (0, o), depending only on n, p, [w]s , &), [w] RH po , (R")> and the
7

7

Py
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Lipschitz constant of €, such that, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some ¢ € (0, §y) and
R € (0, 00), or A € VMO(Q), then (1.12) holds true.
Next, we assume that p € (p(,2) and w € Az (R") N RH(p_o), (R™). Then, from Lemma 3.3(v),
Py Iz

wl=r

we deduce that p’ € (2, pp) and w' ™7 € Ay (RN RH(@),(R"). Letge 74 (Q;R™) and v be the
A 4

weak solution of the following Dirichlet problem

—div(A*Vv) = div(g) in Q,
y=0 on 0Q,

where A* denotes the transpose of A. By the assumption that A satisfies Assumption 1.4, we find
that A* also satisfies Assumption 1.4. Thus, we have

(4' 16) ||VV||LP/1_17/ (Q;R”) S ||g”LP’1_p, (Q;R”).

fg-Vudx:—fA*Vv-Vudx=—fAVu-Vvdx=ff-Vvdx,
Q Q Q Q

which, combined with (4.16) and the Holder inequality, further implies that

Moreover,

4.17) ”VMHL{:(Q;R") = sup fg-Vudx = sup ff-Vvdx
IIgIILp/ o <1JQ IIgIIL,;/ o <1JQ
u)lfp/( R MI*P/( iR
< sup ||f||LZ(Q;Rn)”VV”Lp’ (Q:R7)
ligll . oSl WP
1P|y @E
< sup ||f”Lf)(Q;R")”g”L1’/ (QRY) < ||f||L£(Q;R”)-
IIglle/ < wl=p

(QRM) ™
wl=p’ )

From this, it follows that (1.12) holds true when p € (pj,2). This finishes the proof of (ii) and
hence of Theorem 1.8. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.10

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorem 1.10 and Corollary 1.11 by using Theorem 1.7
and some properties of quasi-convex domains. We begin with the following Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.1. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain. Assume that p € (2,00), Qis a
(0, 0, R) quasi-convex domain for some 9, o € (0,1) and R € (0, ), ay := {a; j};szl a symmetric
constant coefficient matrix that satisfies (1.3). Let v € WL2(Ba(xo, 2r)) be a weak solution of the
equation div(agVv) = 0 in Bq(xg,2r) with v = 0 on B(xg,2r) N 0Q, where B(xy, r) is a ball such
that r € (0,ry/4) and either xy € dQ or B(xg,2r) C Q, and ro € (0,R) is a constant. Then there
exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1), depending only on n, p, and Q, such that, if Q is a (6, 0, R)



GLOBAL GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR DIRICHLET PROBLEMS 25

quasi-convex domain for some 6 € (0, 0g), o € (0, 1), and R € (0, c0), then the weak reverse Holder
inequality

1
» 3
(5.1 [JC [Vv|P dx] <C [JC Vv dx]
Bq(xo,r) Bq(x0,2r)
holds true, where C is a positive constant depending only on n, 6, o, R, and diam (Q).

To show Lemma 5.1, we need the following Lemma 5.2, which is a special case of Theorem
3.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, pi, p» € [1,00) with p, > pj,

F € LPY(Q), and q € (p1, p2). Suppose that, for any ball B := B(xp,rg) C R" having the property
that |\B| < B1|Q| and either 2B C Q or xg € 0Q, there exist two measurable functions Fg and Rg
on 2B such that |F| < |Fg| + |Rg|l on 2B N Q,

1 1
P »
(JE |RB|p2dX) ’ SC7(JC |F|P! dx) 1
2Bgo B2Ba
1 1
P P
2Bg B2Bo

where C7, €, and B1 < 1 < B, are positive constants independent of F, Rg, Fp, and B. Then
there exists a positive constant €y, depending only on C7, n, p1, p2, q, B1, and Bo, such that, if

g €0, &), then
1 €L
q P
(fIqudx) SC(JCIFII"dx) ,
Q Q

where C is a positive constant depending only on C7, &y, n, p1, p2, q, B1, and ;.

and

Moreover, we also need the following Lemma 5.3, which was established in [67, Lemmas 3.4
and 3.5].

Lemma 5.3. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain for some 6, o €
(0,1) and R € (0, o). Assume that xy € 09, r € (0,R/4), and V4, is the convex hull of Bo(xg, 4r).
Forany t € (0,1), let

(5.2) Q) i={xeQ: dist(x,0Q) < tr}
and
(5.3) Wip = {x € Vg dist(x, Vs, N B(xg,3r)) < (t + O)r}.

(1) Then, for any t € (0, 1), & N B(xg, 1) C W,.;. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C,
depending only on n and o, such that |W, | < C(t + 6)r'".
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(i) Let u € WY2(B(xg,4r)) satisfy u = 0 on B(xg,4r)\Va4,. Then, for any t € (0,1 — 0), there
exists a positive constant C, depending only on n and o, such that

f u?dx < C(t + 6)*r* f \Vul* dx.
B(x()sr)ﬁgtr Wr,t

Now, we prove Lemma 5.1 via using Lemmas 4.1, 5.2, and 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We borrow some ideas from [67]. Observing that the matrix a is symmetric
and elliptic, and has constant coefficients, without loss of generality, by a change of the coordinate
system, we may assume that ag = [ (the unit matrix), namely, Av = 0 in B(xp,2r) N Q and v = 0
on B(xgp,2r) N 0Q. If B(xp,2r) C Q, from the interior gradient estimates of harmonic functions
(see, for instance, [31, Theorem 2.10]), it follows that (5.1) holds true for any given p € (2, o).

Next, we assume that xg € 0Q. By the assumption that v = 0 on B(xy, 2r) N 92, we know that v
can be extended to a function v € W'2(B(xo, 2r)) by zero-extension. Let s € (0,r/16). Since Q is
a bounded (0, o, R) quasi-convex domain, from Definition 2.3 and Remark 2.4(ii), it follows that
the convex hull of Bg(xp, s), denoted by V, satisfies that

VeNQ = B(xp, s) NQ and dy(0Vs, d(B(xp, s) N Q)) < bs.
Let w € W12(V) be the weak solution of the following Dirichlet problem
-Aw=0 in Vi,
w=v on 0V;.

By the assumptions that v = 0 on dV; N B(xy, s) and that V is convex, and the well known result
for the boundary gradient estimates of harmonic functions in convex domains (see, for instance,
[6, Theorem 1.1]), we find that

1/2
(54 VWl L (B xo.5) S [JE Vw]? dX] .
Ba(xp,2s)

We now clam that there exists a positive constant € such that

1/2 1/2
(5.5) [ f V(v — w)]? dx] < Cs¢ [ JC |Vv|? dx] ,
Ba(xp,s) Bo(x0,25)

where C is a positive constant independent of xg, s, 6, and v. If (5.5) holds true, then, from
(5.5), (5.4), and Lemma 5.2, we deduce that there exists a 6y € (0, 1) such that, if Q is a (6,0, R)
quasi-convex domain for some ¢ € (0, dy), o € (0, 1), and R € (0, 00), then (5.1) holds true.

Next, we prove (5.5). For any given t € (0, 1), let Q,; be as in (5.2). Meanwhile, take 05, €
CZ(R") satisfying that 0 < 655 < 1, 055 = 1 on Q\Qos;, O55 = 0 in Qys4, and |V, < (6s)"!. Then

(5.6) fIV(w—szlzdxzfVW-V(W—T/')dx—fW-V(w—V)dx
‘/S ‘/S ‘/S

:—fW-V(w—V)dxz—f Vv - V(w —v)dx
Vs Ba(xo,5)
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=— f V(lssv) - V(w —v)dx
Bo(xo,5)
- f V(1 -=06s55)v)-V(w —v)dx.
Bq(x0,5)

By the assumptions that Av = 0 in Bg(xo, §), and that v = 0 on B(xp, 2s) N 0, and Lemma 5.3,

we conclude that
1/2 172 1/p
< 8s ( f IVy? dx) < 65(6s™)¢ [ f |V dx] ,
Ws,26 BQ(X(),ZS)

[ f v dx
Ba(x0,5)N Q55

where W5 is as in (5.3), p € (2,00) as in Lemma 4.1, and € := % -
|VOss| < (65)~" and the Holder inequality, further implies that

%, which, combined with

(5.7)

f V(Ossv) - V(w — v) dx
Ba(xo,5)

f vVl - Viw —v)dx f O5sVv-V(w —v)dx
Bq(xo,5) Ba(xo,5)

-1
< (697 M2 Baro.n0as) + VY2 Bo 00,0605 | 19OV = V280,008

< +

< (O NVVILr B (xo. 29 RN IV = VI 12(B0 (xg.5):R7)-

Furthermore, similarly to (5.7), we have

(5.8)

f V((1 = 8s5)v) - V(w —v)dx
Ba(xo,5)

< (5Sn)6||VV||L1’(Bg(x0,2s);R")||V(W - V)||L2(Bg(x0,s);Rn)-
Thus, from (5.6), (5.7), and (5.8), it follows that
IV(w _T’)”izm;m S (05" NVVIlLe Boxo 2512 IV W = W) 2B (0,50
which further implies that
(5.9) IVOW = Wl2Boxo.s)mm) S O NVVILr (B, 25):R7)-

Then, by (5.9), Lemma 4.1, and € := % — =, we find that

1
p

1/2 1/p 1/2
[ f V(v — w)? dx] < o€ [ f |Vv|? dx] < o€ [ f IVv|? dx] )
Ba(xo,s) Ba(x0,25) Ba(xp,45)

This finishes the proof of (5.5) and hence of Lemma 5.1. O

Now, we prove Theorem 1.10 via using Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 1.7.
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Proof of Theorem 1.10. We first show (i). Via replacing Lemma 4.3 by Lemma 5.1, and repeating
the proof of Theorem 1.8(i), we can prove (i). We omit the details here.

Next, we show (ii). Let p € (1,00) and w € A,(R"). Assume that u is the weak solution of the
Dirichlet problem (4.12) with f € LI, (Q; R").

We first assume that p € [2, 00). From w € A,(R") and (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.3, it follows that
there exists a sufficiently large pg € (p, o) such that

(5.10) wE Az_;(R") N RH(p_o),(R").
Py p

Let v be as in (4.14). Using Lemmas 5.1 and 3.4, and repeating the proof of (4.15), we find
that there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1), depending only on n, p, and Q, such that, if Q
is a (9, 0, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some ¢ € (0, dg),
o€ (0,1), and R € (0,00), or A € VMO(Q), the inequality (4.15) holds true with p replaced by
Po, namely,

: P
(5.11) [JC [Vy|Po dx] < [J[ [V dx]
Ba(xo,r) Ba(xo,2r)

Then, by (5.10), (5.11), and Theorem 1.7(ii), we conclude that there exists a positive constant
0o € (0,1), depending only on n, p, and Q, such that, if Q is a (6, 0, R) quasi-convex domain
and A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,dp), oo € (0,1), and R € (0, ), or
A € VMO(Q), then the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ,, is uniquely solvable and (1.13) holds
true in this case.

Now, let p € (1,2). From this, w € A,(R"), and Lemma 3.3(iii), we deduce that p" € (2, c0)
and w'” € A »(R"). Letg € LZ ,1-,/ (Q;R™) and w be the weak solution of the following Dirichlet
problem

—div(A*Vw) = div(g) in Q,
w=0 on 0Q,

where A* denotes the transpose of A. By the assumption that A satisfies Assumption 1.4, we
find that A™ also satisfies Assumption 1.4. Thus, we know that there exists a positive constant
0o € (0,1), depending only on n, p, and Q, such that, if Q is a (6,0, R) quasi-convex domain
and A satisfies the (9, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,0p), o € (0,1), and R € (0, ), or
A € VMO(Q), then

(5.12) IVoilr uzey S 1Bl ey

wl=r

Using (5.12) and repeating the proof of (4.17), we conclude that, when p € (1,2) and w € A,(R"),
the weighted Dirichlet problem (D), ,, is uniquely solvable and (1.13) holds true. This finishes
the proof of (ii) and hence of Theorem 1.10. m|

To prove Corollary 1.11 by using Theorem 1.10, we need the following Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.4. Let n > 2 and Q C R" be a bounded semi-convex domain. Then there exists a

0o € (0, 1) such that Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain for any 6 € (0, 6¢), some o € (0, 1), and
some R € (0, c0).
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Proof. Assume that x € 9Q and Q has the UEBC constant Ry € (0,c0). Then there exists a
v, € S™1 depending on x, such that B(x + Rgv,, Rg) C QC, which further implies that, for any
r € (0, Ry),

(5.13) B(x + 1vy,r) C B(x + Ryv,, Ry) c QC.

Denote by L, the (n—1)-dimensional plane such that L, contains x and has a unit normal direction
v,. For any given ¢ € (0, 1) and any r € (0, 2R(9), let

H(x,0,r) :={y+t(—vy): y €Ly, t €[-0r,00)}.

Then, by (5.13) and a simple geometric observation, we conclude that, for any given ¢ € (0, 1) and
any r € (0,2Ry9),

(5.14) QN B(x,r) C H(x,6,r) N B(x,r).

Moreover, from Remark 2.5(i), it follows that € is a Lipschitz domain, which, together with
the fact that Lipschitz domains are NTA domains, implies that there exist a o € (0,1) and an
R € (0, 00) such that, for any x € 9Q and r € (0, Ry), there exists an xy € €, depending on x, such
that B(xg,or) € QN B(x,r). By this, (5.14), and Remark 2.4(iii), we conclude that there exists a
0o € (0, 1) such that Q is a (9, o, R) quasi-convex domain for any ¢ € (0, dp), some o € (0, 1), and
some R € (0, o). This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.4. |

Next, we show Corollary 1.11 via using Theorem 1.10(ii) and Lemma 5.4.

Proof of Corollary 1.11. By Remark 2.5(iii), we know that, for any given bounded C! domain Q,
Q is a (0, 0, R) quasi-convex domain for any ¢ € (0, dp), some o € (0, 1), and some R € (0, ),
where 0y € (0, 1) is a constant depending on Q. Furthermore, from Lemma 5.4, it follows that,
for any bounded semi-convex domain €, Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain for any ¢ € (0, dy),
some o € (0, 1), and some R € (0, 00), where 6y € (0, 1) is a constant depending on Q. Thus, for
any given bounded C' domain or semi-convex domain Q, Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain for
any 0 € (0,99), some o € (0, 1), and some R € (0, o), where 6y € (0, 1) is a constant depending
on Q. By this and Theorem 1.10(ii), we conclude that the conclusion of this corollary holds true,
which completes the proof of Corollary 1.11. O

6 Several applications of Theorems 1.8 and 1.10

In this section, we give several applications of the weighted global estimates obtained in Theo-
rems 1.8 and 1.10. More precisely, using Theorems 1.8(ii) and 1.10(ii), we obtain the global gra-
dient estimates, respectively, in (weighted) Lorentz spaces, (Lorentz—)Morrey spaces, (Musielak—
)Orlicz spaces (also called generalized Orlicz spaces), and variable Lebesgue spaces. We begin
with recalling the following notion of the weighted Lorentz space L% (Q) on the domain Q.

Definition 6.1. Let n > 2 and Q be a bounded NTA domain in R"”. Assume that g € [1, ),
r € (0,00], and w € A,(R") with some p € [1, ). The weighted Lorentz space L (Q) is defined
by setting

LY(Q) := {f 1s measurable on Q : ”f”LZ;’(Q) < oo},
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where, when r € (0, 00),
1/r

* d
Il @) :={q fo [fowxeQ: |f(x)]> 1) ]’/‘f{} :

and

Iflls= ) == sup flw({xeQ: |f(x)] > )]V,
te(0,00)

Moreover, the space LL(Q; R") is defined via replacing L?,(Q) in (1.1) by the above LL"(Q) in
the definition of L”(Q;R") in (1.2).

It is easy to see that, when ¢, r € [1,00) and ¢ = r, LL'(Q) = LL(Q) and LL (Q;R") =
LI(Q;R™).

As applications of both Theorems 1.8(ii) and 1.10(ii) and the interpolation theorem of operators
in the scale of (weighted) Lorentz spaces, we have the following global gradient estimates for the
Dirichlet problem (D), in (weighted) Lorentz spaces.

Theorem 6.2. Let n > 2, Q C R”" be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and the matrix A satisfy
Assumption 1.4. Assume that r € (0, 00], &g is as in Theorem 1.8(i), po := 3 + &y when n > 3, or
po := 4+ & when n = 2. Then, for any given p € (py, po) and any w € A Z R"NRH po),(R ),

there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, o), depending only on n, p, the Llpschltz constant of Q,
[w]a 2 R, and [w]RH o &), such that, if A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0, d¢)

G
and R € (0,0), or A € VMO(Q), then, for any weak solution u € W0 (Q) of the problem (D),
with f € LU (Q;R"), Vu € LI"(Q; R") and

where C is a positive constant dependmg only onn, p,r, [w] A B [w]RH 2 L®), and the Lips-
7
chitz constant of Q.

Proof. Let py be as in Theorem 6.2, p € (p(, po), r € (0,00], and w € Az (R") N RH(p_o)/(R”).
P P

0
By (i) and (iv) of Lemma 3.2, we know that there exists an € € (0, min{p — p(’), po — p}) such that
w € Ape(R")N RH(p_o),(R”) and w € Ap-<(R") N RH(p_o),(R”).
176 pte 1;6 p—€

Forany f € L>(Q;R"), let T : f — Vug, where u; is the weak solution of the following Dirichlet
problem

(6.2) {_diV(AV”f) =div(f) in Q,

ug =0 on 0Q.

From (1.12), it follows that 7" is a well-defined linear operator on both the spaces L’ +E(Q; R™) and
LET(Q;R™). Let ) := p;;. Then 6, € (0, 1) and 11] = 1 9" + p+E, which, together with (1.12) and
the interpolation theorem of operators on Lorentz spaces (see for instance, [32, Theorem 1.4.19]),

further implies that, for any f € L{,’J’r(Q; R™),

||Vuf||Lf;’(Q;Rn) = ||T(f)||L5’(Q;Rn) < ”fHLf)’r(Q;R") s

where u¢ is as in (6.2). This finishes the proof of (6.1) and hence of Theorem 6.2. m|
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Theorem 6.3. Let n > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, p € (1,00), r € (0,0], and
w € A,(R"). Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4 and Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex
domain with some 9, o € (0,1) and R € (0, 00). Then there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1),
depending only on n, p, Q, and [w]a,®m, such that, if Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain and
A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,6p), o € (0,1), and R € (0,00), or A €
VMO(Q), then, for any weak solution u € Wé’z(Q) of the problem (D), with f € Ll (Q;R™),
Vu e L2"(Q;R") and

(6.3) ”VMHL{:”(Q;RU < C”fHL{:”(Q;Rn),
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, 1, [w]a &), and Q.

The proof of Theorem 6.3 is similar to that of Theorem 6.2. We omit the details here.
Next, we recall the definition of the (Lorentz—)Morrey space on the domain Q as follows.

Definition 6.4. Assume that n > 2 and Q is a bounded NTA domain in R”. Let p € (1,00),
r € (0, 0], and 6 € [0, n]. The Lorentz—Morrey space LP"%(Q) is defined by setting

LP(Q) = {f is measurable on Q : || fll1rr0(q) < oo},

where .
Ifllpro) :==  sup  sup {S 7 lf ”LP”(B(x,s)ﬂQ)} .
s€(0,diam (Q)] xeQ
Moreover, the space LP"%(Q; R") is defined via replacing L’ (Q) in (1.1) by the above LP"%(Q)
in the definition of LZ(Q;R") in (1.2).

It is worth pointing out that, when 6 = n, the Lorentz—Morrey space LP"*(Q) is just the Lorentz
space; in this case, we denote the spaces LP"%(Q) and LP"%(Q; R") simply, respectively, by LP"(Q)
and LP"(Q;R"™). Moreover, when p = r, the space L”"*%(Q) is just the Morrey space; in this case,
we denote the spaces LP"%(Q) and LP"0(Q; R") simply by Mf,(Q) and Mf,(Q; R™), respectively.

Applying Theorems 6.2 and 6.3, we further obtain the global gradient estimates for the Dirichlet
problem (D), in Lorentz—Morrey spaces as follows.

Theorem 6.5. Let A and Q be as in Theorem 6.2, gy as in Theorem 1.8(i), po := 3 + &y when
n >3, o0rpy:=4+¢g whenn =72 p e (pypo), r € (0,00], and 6 € (pn/po,n]. Then there
exists a positive constant oy € (0, ), depending on n, p, r, 6, and Q, such that, if A satisfies the
(0, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,0¢) and R € (0,0), or A € VMO(Q), then there exists a
positive constant C, depending only on n, p, r, 6, and the Lipschitz constant of €, such that, for
any weak solution u € WS’Z(Q) of the problem (D), with £ € LP"9(Q;R™), Vu € LP"9(Q; R™) and

(64) ”VM| |Lp,r;€(Q;Rn) < C”ﬂ |Lp,r;€(Q;Rn) .

Theorem 6.6. Letn > 2, Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain, p € (1, ), r € (0, o], and 0 € (0, n].
Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4 and Q is a (6, 0, R) quasi-convex domain with
some 6, o € (0,1) and R € (0,00). Then there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1), depending
only on n, p, r, 0, and Q, such that, if Q is a (6,0, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the
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(0, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,0dq), o € (0,1), and R € (0, ), or A € VMO(Q), then, for
any weak solution u € Wé’z(Q) of the problem (D), with £ € LP"9(Q; R"™), Vu € LP"9(Q; R™) and

(6.5) IVullLpro@rny < Clifllzrro@zn.
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, r, 6, and Q.

As corollaries of Theorems 6.5 and 6.6, we have the following global gradient estimates in
Morrey spaces.

Corollary 6.7. Let Q C R" be a bounded NTA domain and A satisfy Assumption 1.4.

(1) Assume further that Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain, &g is as in Theorem 1.8(i), py := 3+&g
when n > 3, or pg := 4 + &9 whenn =2, p € (p(, po), and 6 € (pn/po,n]. Then there exists
a positive constant 6y € (0, 0), depending on n, p, 6, and the Lipschitz constant of Q,
such that, if A satisfies the (5, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,0dg) and R € (0, ), or
A € VMO(Q), then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, p, 6, and the
Lipschitz constant of Q, such that, for any weak solution u € Wé’z(Q) of the problem (D),
with f € MO(Q;R"), Vu € MO(Q;R") and

(1) Let p € (1,00) and 6 € (0,n]. Then there exists a positive constant 6y € (0, 1), depending
only on n, p, 6, and Q, such that, if Q is a (0, 0, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the
(6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,0p), o € (0,1), and R € (0,0), or A € VMO(Q),
then, for any weak solution u € Wé’z(Q) of the problem (D), with f € M?,(Q;R"), Vu €
Mf,(Q; R™) and
”VMHM%(Q;R") < C”fHM%(Q;R”)a

where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, 0, and Q.

Remark 6.8. Let Q c R”" be a bounded NTA domain and A := a + b satisfy Assumption 1.4.
For the Dirichlet problem (1.4), the estimates (6.3) and (6.5) were established in [1, Corollary 2.2
and Theorem 2.3] under the assumptions that a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some small
0 € (0,00) and some R € (0, ), b = 0, and Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain with small Lipschitz
constants. Thus, the estimates (6.3) and (6.5) improve [1, Corollary 2.2 and Theorem 2.3] via
weakening the assumptions on the matrix A and the domain Q.

Moreover, some estimates similar to (6.3) and (6.5) for the Dirichlet problem of some nonlinear
elliptic or parabolic equations on Reifenberg flat domains were obtained in [2, 10, 11, 44, 45].

To show Theorem 6.5 via using Theorem 6.2, we need the following lemma, which is well
known (see, for instance, [32, Section 7.1.2] and [44, Lemma 3.4]).

Lemma 6.9. (i) Let s € [1,), w € AR"), z € R”", and k € (0, o) be a constant. Assume that
THW)(*) := w(- —z2) and wi := min{w, k}. Then 7°(w) € A;R") and [T(w)]a,®r) = [W]a,®"),
and wi € AyR") and [wila,rry < clwla,wny, where ¢y = 1 when s € [1,2], and
Cs) = 25U ywhen s € (2, c0).
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(ii) For any x € R", let w,(x) := |x|", where y € R is a constant. Then, for any given s € (1, ),
wy € AgR") if and only if y € (—=n,n[s — 1]). Moreover, [wy]a,rn) < Cn, s,y), where C s, )
is a positive constant depending only on n, s, and vy.

Now, we show Theorem 6.5 by using Theorem 6.2 and Lemma 6.9.

Proof of Theorem 6.5. We prove this theorem via borrowing some ideas from [44, 45]. Let p €
(pg), po), 1 € (0, 00], and 8 € (pn/pgy, n], where py is as in Theorem 6.5. Assume that u is the weak
solution of the Dirichlet problem (1.4) with £ € L%"%(Q;R"). For any x, z € Q, p € (0, diam (Q)],
and € € (0,60 — f)—(')'), let

|—n+€—e —n+€—e}

w,(x) = min {lx = 27, p

Then, by Lemma 6.9, we conclude that, for any given z € Q, w, € A;(R") for any given s € (1, c0),
and there exists a positive constant C(,, s ), depending only on n, s, and 6, such that [w_]a &) <
C, 5,0 Moreover, from the assumptions 6 > np/pg and € € (0,6 — f)—(')’), it follows that 6 — n —
€ > —n/(%)’. By this, and Lemmas 3.3(vi) and 6.9, we conclude that, for any given z € Q,
w, € RH( 2y (R™) and [w,] RH, 0 L&) < 1, which, combined with Theorem 6.2 and the assumption

that, for any x € B(z, p), w.(x) = p~"*~¢, further implies that, for any z € Q and p € (0, diam (Q)],

n— n—6+e

O+e
(6.6) IVl e pnazn = o7 VUl s pnazn S 077 Bl @pey-

Moreover, similarly to the proofs of [44, (5.12) and (5.14)], we know that, for any z € Q and
p € (0, diam (Q)],

_e
”f“Lf;Z’(Q;Rn) < Wl zprormpe 7

which, together with (6.6), implies that, for any z € Q and p € (0, diam (Q)],

n-6
Vullrr Bepynarny S 0 7 fllLrro@gny.-

From this and the definition of LP"0(Q;R"), we deduce that (6.4) holds true, which completes the
proof of Theorem 6.5. O

Proof of Theorem 6.6. The proof of this theorem is similar to that of Theorem 6.5. We omit the
details here. O

In what follows, a function f : [0, c0) — [0, o] is said to be almost increasing (resp., almost
decreasing) if there exists a positive constant L € [1, oo) such that, for any s, ¢ € [0, o) satisfying
s < t, f(s) < Lf(¢) [resp., f(s) > Lf(?)]; in particular, if L := 1, then f is said to be increasing
(resp., decreasing). Now, we recall the definitions of weak ®-functions and Musielak—Orlicz
spaces (also called generalized Orlicz spaces) as follows (see, for instance, [20, 59]). Recall that
the symbol t — 0" means 7 € (0, ) and ¢ — 0.

Definition 6.10. Let ¢ : [0, c0) — [0, o] be an increasing function satisfying that

¢0) = lil‘é‘l () =0 and tlirn (1) = oo.
t—0* —00



34 SIBEI YANG, DACHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

$(1)

(i) Then ¢ is called a weak ®-function, denoted by ¢ € ®,,, if 1 — == is almost increasing on

(0, 00).

(ii) The left-continuous generalized inverse of ¢, denoted by ¢, is defined by setting, for any
s € [0, e0],
0 N(s) :=inf {t € [0, 0) : @(f) > s}.

(iii) The conjugate ®-function of ¢, denoted by ¢*, is defined by setting, for any ¢ € [0, o),

@ (1) := sup {st—(s)}
s€[0,00)

(iv) Let E C R" be a measurable set. A function ¢ : E X [0, 00) — [0, co] is called a Musielak—
Orlicz function (or a generalized ®-function) on E if it satisfies

(iv); for any ¢ € [0, ), ¢(-, 1) is measurable;

(iv), for almost every x € E, ¢(x, ) € D,,.
Then the set @,,(E) is defined to be the collection of all Musielak—Orlicz functions on E.

Definition 6.11. Let £ C R"” be a measurable set and ¢ € ®,,(E). For any given f € Llloc(E), the
Musielak—Orlicz modular of f is defined by setting

polf) 1= fE o (D) di.

Then the Musielak—Orlicz space (also called generalized Orlicz space) L¥(E) is defined by setting

LY(E) := {u is measurable on E :

there exists a A € (0, 00) such that p,(1f) < oo}

equipped with the Luxembourg (also called the Luxembourg—Nakano) norm

. u
llullegy := inf {/l € (0,00): py (E) < 1}.

To obtain the global gradient estimates for the Dirichlet problem in the scale of Musielak—
Orlicz spaces, we need several additional assumptions for the Musielak—Orlicz function ¢. Let
E c R” be a measurable set, ¢ € ®@,,(E), and p € (0, o).

Assumption (A0). There exist positive constants 8 € (0,1) and y € (0, 00) such that, for any
xeE, o(x,py) <1< o(x,7y).

Assumption (A1). There exists a 5 € (0, 1) such that, for any x, y € E satisfying |[x —y| < 1, and
any 1 € [1,]x = y[™], B¢~ (x,0)) < ¢ (v, ).

Assumption (A2). There exist 3, o € (0, c0) and h € L'(E) N L°(E) such that, for any t € [0, 0]

and x, y € E,
@(x, Br) < (v, 1) + h(x) + h(y).
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Assumption (alnc),,. The function s — “7(;2;3) is almost increasing uniformly in x € E.

Assumption (aDec),. The function s — @ is almost decreasing uniformly in x € E.

Using the weighted global gradient estimates obtained in Theorems 1.8(ii) and 1.10(ii), and the
limited range extrapolation theorem established in [20, Theorem 4.18 and Corollary 4.21] in the
scale of Musielak—Orlicz spaces, we obtain the following global gradient estimates in Musielak—
Orlicz spaces for the Dirichlet problem (D), on bounded Lipschitz domains and (6, o, R) quasi-
convex domains.

Theorem 6.12. Let A and Q be as in Theorem 6.2, gy as in Theorem 1.8(i), py := 3 + &9 when
n>3 orpy:=4+¢eywhenn =2 and p|, pr € (pg),po) with py < pa. Assume that ¢ € ©,,(Q)
satisfies Assumptions (AO) — (A2), (alnc),, and (aDec),,. Then there exists a positive constant
0 € (0, 0), depending only on n, ¢, and the Lipschitz constant of Q, such that, if A satisfies the
(6, R)-BMO condition for some 6 € (0,06¢) and R € (0, ), or A € VMO(Q), then, for any weak
solution u € Wy*(Q) of the Dirichlet problem (D), with f € L#(Q;R™), Vu € L#(Q; R") and

IVulle@rny < Cliflle@rn),
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, ¢, diam (Q), and the Lipschitz constant of Q.

Theorem 6.13. Letn > 2, QO c R" be a bounded NTA domain, and py, ps € (1, 00) with p; < p».
Assume that the matrix A satisfies Assumption 1.4 and ¢ € ®,,(Q) satisfies Assumptions (A0)—(A2),
(alnc),,, and (aDec),,,. Then there exists a positive constant 6o € (0, 1), depending only on n, ¢,
and Q, such that, if Q is a (6, o, R) quasi-convex domain and A satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition
for some 6 € (0,99), o € (0,1), and R € (0,00), or A € VMO(Q), then, for any weak solution
u € Wy (Q) of the problem (D) with £ € L¥#(Q; R"), Vu € L#(Q; R") and

(6.7) IVullzerny < ClIfllze:rm)s
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, ¢, and Q.

To prove Theorem 6.12 via using the Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem in the scale of
Musielak—Orlicz spaces, we need the following Lemma 6.14, which is just [20, Corollary 4.21].

Lemma 6.14. Letn > 2, Q C R” be a bounded NTA domain, f and h be two given non-negative
measurable functions on Q, and 1 < p; < p < p, < oo. Assume that, for any given w €
ApipiR") N RHp, jpy (R™),

||f||L{:(Q) < C”hHL{:(Q)a
where C is a positive constant depending only on n, p, Q, [w]a, 1oy R and [a)]RH(p2 1oy (R If ¢ €
®©,,(Q) satisfies Assumptions (A0)—(A2), (alnc),,, and (aDec),, for some p; < q1 < g2 < pa, then
there exists a positive constant C, depending only on n, Q, and ¢, such that ||f|lz¢) < Cllhllre)-

Now, we show Theorem 6.12 via using Theorem 1.8 and Lemma 6.14.

Proof of Theorem 6.12. Let u be the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

—div(AVu) = div(f) in Q,
u=0 on 0Q.
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Assume that p € (p(, po), where py is as in Theorem 6.2. Then, by Theorem 1.8, we conclude that,
for any given w € A Z RN RH 20 )/(R”) there exists a positive constant dg € (0, c0), depending

only on n, p, the LlpSChltZ constant of Q, [w]a R and [w] RH, o L@, such that, if A satisfies the
p

(6, R)-BMO condition for some ¢ € (0, dg) and R € (0,0), or A € VMO(Q), then

||Vu”Lf)(Q;R") < ”f“LZ(g;Rn)-

From this and Lemma 6.14 with f := |Vu|, h := |f|, p; = pf), and p; := po, it follows that

IVull o rny ~ flle) < Walle) ~ IEllerny »
which completes the proof of Theorem 6.12. O

Proof of Theorem 6.13. The proof of this theorem is similar to that of Theorem 6.12. We omit the
details here. O

To give more corollaries of Theorems 6.12 and 6.13, we recall some necessary notions for
variable exponent functions p(-) as follows (see, for instance, [19, 22]). Let P(R") be the set of all
measurable functions p : R" — [1, o). For any p € P(R"), let

(6.8) p+ i=esssup p(x) and p_ := ess 1nf p(x).

xeR?
Recall that a function p : R"” — R is said to satisfy the local log-Hdlder continuity condition if
there exists a positive constant Cj,c such that, for any x, y € R" with |[x —y| < 1/2,

Cloc

|p(x) — pO)| < m;

a function p : R" — R is said to satisfy the log-Holder decay condition (at infinity) if there exist
positive constants Co, € (0, 00) and po, € [1, o0) such that, for any x € R”,

Co

|P(X) = Pool < log(e—+|x|)‘

If a function p satisfies both the local log-Holder continuity condition and the log-Holder decay
condition, then the function p is said to satisfy the log-Hélder continuity condition.
Moreover, recall that, for any « € (0, 1], the Holder space C%*(Q) is defined by setting

CO’Q(Q) := { g is continuous on Q : [g]coe(q) :=  sup Ig(x) 80)| <00y,
X, yeQ, x#y |)C yl“

Then we have the following two corollaries of Theorems 6.12 and 6.13.

Corollary 6.15. Assume that p € P(R") satisfies the log-Hdlder continuity condition, €y is as in
Theorem 1.8(i), po := 3 + &9 whenn > 3, or py := 4 + &y when n = 2, and p;, < p- < p+ < py,
where p_ and p4 are as in (6.8). Then the conclusion of Theorem 6.12 holds true if ¢ satisfies one
of the following cases:
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(1) forany x € Q and t € [0, ), ¢(x,t) := ¢(t), where ¢ € ©,, satisfies Assumptions (alnc) 1
and (aDec),,, with p;, < p1 < p2 < po.

(i) for any x € Qand t € [0, 00), @(x,1) := a(x)t’'®, where C~! < a < C with C being a positive
constant.

(iii) forany x € Qand t € [0, ), o(x,t) := P log(e + 1).

(iv) forany x € Qandt € [0, ), p(x,t) := t’ + a(x)t1, where pg) < p < q < po satisfy % <1+ %
and 0 < a € L¥(Q) n "7 ().

(v) for any x € Qand t € [0,0), p(x,1) := t! + a(x)t’ log(e + 1), where pj < p < po, and
0 < a € L™ (Q) satisfies the local log-Holder continuity condition.

Corollary 6.16. Assume that p € P(R") satisfies the log-Holder continuity condition and 1 <
P— < py < 0o, where p_ and p are as in (6.8). Then the conclusion of Theorem 6.13 holds true if
@ satisfies one of the following cases:

(1) forany x € Q and t € [0,0), ¢(x,t) := ¢(t), where ¢ € O©,, satisfies Assumptions (alnc) 1
and (aDec),,, with 1 < p; < py < .

(i) for any x € Qand t € [0, 00), @(x,1) := a(x)t’'®, where C~! < a < C with C being a positive
constant.

(iii) for any x € Qand t € [0, o), (x,1) := '™ log(e + 1).

(iv) forany x € Q and t € [0, ), o(x,1) := t’ + a(x)t?, where 1 < p < g < oo satisfy % <1+ %
and 0 < a € L¥(Q) n "7 ().

(V) for any x € Q and t € [0,00), ¢(x,t) = t’ + a(x)t’ log(e + 1), where p € (1,00) and
0 < a € L™ (Q) satisfies the local log-Holder continuity condition.

Remark 6.17. Letn > 2, Q c R" be a bounded NTA domain, and A satisfy Assumption 1.4.

(1) Assume that, for any x € Q and ¢ € [0, 00), @(x,f) := ¢(t), where ¢ is as in Corollary
6.16(i). For the Dirichlet problem (1.4), the estimate (6.7) in this case was obtained in
[37, Theorem 3.1] under the assumptions that a satisfies the (6, R)-BMO condition for some
small 6 € (0, 00) and some R € (0, 00), b = 0, and Q is a bounded Reifenberg flat domain.
Thus, Corollary 6.16(i) improves [37, Theorem 3.1] via weakening the assumptions on the
matrix A and the domain Q.

(i) Assume that, for any x € Q and ¢ € [0, ), @(x,1) := P9 where p(-) is as in Corollary
6.16. For the Dirichlet problem (1.4), the estimate (6.7) in this case was established in [13,
Theorem 2.5] under the assumptions that a has partial small BMO coefficients, b = 0, and
Q) is a bounded Reifenberg flat domain.

Moreover, a variable exponent type estimate similar to (6.7) for the Dirichlet problem of
some p-Laplace type elliptic equations on Reifenberg flat domains was also obtained in [8,
Theorem 1.4].
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