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REMOVABLE SINGULARITIES FOR SUB-SOLUTIONS OF ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS INVOLVING
WEIGHTED VARIABLE EXPONENT SOBOLEYV SPACES

JUAN ALCON APAZA

ABSTRACT. We study the removability of a singular set for elliptic equations involving weight functions and variable
exponents. We consider the case where the singular set satisfies conditions related to some generalization of upper
Minkowski content or a net measure, and give sufficient conditions for removability of this singularity for equations in
the weighted variable exponent Sobolev spaces W7 © (92,9).

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the study of conditions guaranteeing the removability of singular set for non-negative
weak sub-solutions, in the weighted variable exponent Sobolev spaces, for nonlinear elliptic equations of the form

—div A(z,u, Vu) + B(x,u) = 0.

For the exacts requirements on the mappings A and B we refer to Section[3l In this work we employ the arguments
used to prove the following results.

Theorem A. (see [13, Theorem 1]) Let Q C R™, n > 2, be an open set, and E C € be closed in §). Denote by
M*(E) the a-dimensional upper Minkowski content of E. Suppose that o € [0,n — 2] and M*(E) = 0. If f is
subharmonic in Q\ E and satisfies

f(z) < Cd(z, E)*T*™ (v € Q\E)
for some positive constant C, then f has a subharmonic extension to S).

Theorem B. (see [[13] Theorem 3]) Let 2 C R", n > 2, be an open set, and E C ) be closed in §). Denote
by H*(FE) the a-dimensional Hausdorff measure of E. Suppose that o« € [0,n — 2] and H*(E) = 0. If f is
subharmonic in Q\ E and satisfies

1 _
Bl /B( )max{f,O}dx < oot (B(:c,?“) C Q)

for some positive constant C, then f has a subharmonic extension to €.

Motivated by these theorems we given a generalization of the upper Minkowski content and the net measure
involving weight and variable exponents, see the next section. In the case that certain smoothness, Hausdorff
measure or uniform Minkowski condition is imposing on the singular set, a different approach can be found in
[6] 8L [101.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the whole article €2 is a bounded open set in R, n > 3. We will work on {2 with the Lebesgue
measure dz. We first recall some facts on spaces LP()(Q,#9) and WHP0) (Q,19). We write

L) ={pe L>¥(Q) | essinfqp > 1}.
For p € LY(2), we define
wQ)={ve L .(Q) |9 > 0 almost everywhere in Q.
An element in W () is called a weight function. For p € LY(12), set

Wy(@) = {9 € W(@) [ 9777 € L}, ()}
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Let p € L3°(2) and ¥ € W (), we define the functional

() = [ Jul?oda.

The weighted variable exponent Lebesgue space LP') (€2, 9) is the class of all functions « such that ppo(tu) <
oo, for some ¢ > 0. LP() (€2, 1)) is a Banach space equipped with the norm

HUHLP(')(Q,IQ) = inf {)\ >0 Pp.9 (%) < 1} ;

see [T}, Theorem 2.5]. In the case that ¥ = 1, we have LP()(Q, ) = LP()(Q).

For any p € LY (), we denote by p’ = —£< the conjugate function.

Proposition 2.1. (see [T, Theorem 2.11.) Let p € LX (). For any u € LPV)(Q) and v € LP'0)(Q),

| it < 2l o oy ol @1

Proposition 2.2. (see [15, pp. 4], [5) Theorem 1.3].) Let p € L°(S2). For any u € Lp(')(Q, V), we have
min { gy o ()7 ()" < ull o) < M gy ()7 ()5 ) 22)
min { [l 000 10200 00 b < ppo@) S max {Jlullo g sl b @3

where p~ = essinfq p and p*t = ess supg, p.

Letp € L (Q) and 9 € W,(2). The weighted variable exponent Sobolev space W1P() (Q,9) is the class of
all functions u € LP()(€, 1) which have the property |Vu| € LP()(Q,99). The space W1hP() (Q, 1) is a Banach
space equipped with the norm

[l @, = 1l oo @) T 1Vl Lre) (0,0
see [11, Theorem 3.1] and [15} Proposition 3.2].
In the proof our main results we employed the following type of partition of unity:
Lemma 2.1. (see [7, Lemma 3.1]) Let {Q; } *, be a finite disjoint collection of dyadlc of length {;. For each
i, there is a non-negative function p; € C§°(R™) with spty; C QQZ such that lel i < 1on R and
Z£i1 @i = 1 on UN.,Q;. Furthermore, for each multi-index ), there is a constant C = Cy(n, \) > 0 for which
|D i ()] < C)\f;p“for allxandi € {1,... ,N}.

To define the Minkowski content, let o : Q@ — [0, n] be a measurable function and F' C R"™. For e > 0, we
write

Fe={zeR"[d(z,F) <e},
where d(z, F') denote the Euclidean distance from a point z € R™ to F.

Definition 2.1. The («, ¥)-upper Minkowski content of F' is defined by

MG(F) = limsup/ e47"dd,

e—0t

where ¥ € W(Q) and dvV = Idz.

Now, we proceed to define the net measure. For x € R™ and £ > 0, we denote by
Q(m,f) :{yeRn| |xl_yz| <£/2’ =1, ,TL},
the cube of center = and length ¢. Recall that a dyadic cube is represented as
[mlz—’“, (m1 + 1) 2—’“} X [an—k, (mn + 1) 2—’“} ,

where k,m1, ..., m, are integers.
For a cube ) of length £(Q) = ¢, we let %Q denote the cube with the same center and length 3¢/2. For any
integer k let G, be a collection of cubes represented by a form

[m127k, (m1 + 1)2*’?} XX [mnr’i (M + 1)2*’“] ,

for some integers my, . .., My.
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Let v > 0 be fixed. For each € > 0 we write

a—n Y
L5, 9(F) = inf Zﬂl;@%g dv

J J

‘ F Cint (Uij), Qj € ij, 27h < e

Definition 2.2. The («, v, 1)-net measure of F is defined by
['a,'y,ﬁ(F) = 61_i>%1+ ﬁg{,wﬂ(F)-

We finish this section, introducing the following condition used in this work.

Assumption 2.1. Assume p € L2(Q) and 9 € W,(). Suppose ¢ € WLPL)(Q, ) has compact support
spt ¢ = K. Then there exist functions @, € C°°(2), with spt om C Kq(k 50)/2, such that

Om — @ in WHPO(Q,09).

Remark. In the case that 9 = 1 and p € P'°8(Q) is bounded, the Assumption 2.1 is verified, see [2, Corollary
11.2.4]. On the other hand, if p € P'°%(Q) is bounded and ¥ satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition, see [1, 3,
following the same lines of the proof of [12, Lemma 2.4] we obtain the Assumption 2.1 for auxiliary results see
[14] Theorem 2.1.4], [4, Appendix C.5], [[1, Theorem 1.1] and [3| Theorem 1.1]. Finally, if p = constant and v
belongs to Muckenhoupt’s Ay-class, the Assumption 2. 1is satisfied; see [9, Theorem 2.5].

3. MAIN RESULTS

In the sequel E C §2 is a compact set. For us a function is integrable if it has an integral (which may equal
+00).

Definition 3.1. Let ¥ € W),(2) and p € LT (Q2). We define
Wé’ﬁ’o(g (Q,9) = {u : Q — R | u is integrable, u|o\ g € VVli’f(')(Q\E,ﬁ),
and there is a integrable function Vu:Q — R" so that Vu = Vua.e. on O\E } .
Now, we will divide our main results into two sections.
3.1. Singular set satisfying MG (E) = 0. First, we will work with nonlinear elliptic equations of the form

—div A (z,u, Vu) + B(z,u) = 0. (3.4)

We assume that A : © x [0,00) x R” — R™ and B : 2 x [0,00) — R are measurable functions. Furthermore,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that the following conditions are satisfied almost everywhere:

(A, u,n),m) > (uinlP@ = =@ 4 a1 (2)) 9(w), (3.5)
A, )] < (7 PO+ O 4 0y (@) ) (), (3.6)
[Bla,w)] < (1w 4+ ay(@)) Wi(a), 3.7

where ¥ € W,(Q), a1 € L1 (Q,9), as € L2(Q,9), a2 > 0, a3 € LB(Q,9), a3 > 0, o, : @ — [0,n] are
measurable functions, and p, g1, g2, g3 € L(£2). Furthermore,

Bt <n—at —pt -1, (3.8)

+ + +
_ D _ D n—ao
> | — > . .
Q1’Q3/<p_1> p) /max{<p_1> ’n—a+—ﬂ+—2} (3.9)

Definition 3.2. We will say that u € Wé’p(') (Q,9) is a (weak) sub-solution of equation in Q\E if

loc

/ (A(-,u, Vu), Vo) + B(-,u)pdx <0 (3.10)
O\E

for all o € WP0) (Q,99), ¢ > 0, with compact support in Q\E.
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Definition 3.3. We will say that the sub-solution u of equation (3.4) in Q\ E has a removable singularity at E: if
u € Wé’p(') (Q,09) implies u € I/Vli’f(') (Q,9) and the equality (3.10) is fulfilled for all ¢ € WP0) (Q,9), p > 0,

loc
with compact support.

Inspired by Theorem [A] we have our first main result.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (3.5) - 3.9) are satisfied, furthermore M§(E) = 0. If u is a non-negative sub-
solution of (3.4) in Q\E, and

u < Cd(-,E)_ﬁ a.e. on Q\F, (3.11)

where C'is a suitable positive constant, then the singularity of u at E is removable.

Proof. 1. Lete € (0,1) be arbitrary. Since MS(E) = 0, there is o € (0,¢) such that E,,, C {2 and
/ r¢7"dd <e forallr € [0,ro]. (3.12)

Forr € [0,70] and j = 0,1, ..., we write
Kj={zeR"|d(z,E) <277r},
then
o0
E, = [ (K)\Kj1),

Jj=0

and, by .11, 3.12) and (3.8),

RN
[ wws< [ caepro<ae [ (200) T
Kj\Kj+1 Kj\Kj+1 Kj\Kj11

= Cl/ 2Pp (Q_jr)n_a_ﬁp (2—j7~)0‘_" dy < 0,207 (2-]'70)”_6‘4+—(51!7)Jr c
Ki\Kj+1

< Co(p, B)277 ¥ He,

Therefore, considering |E| = 0,

/ Wy =Y / uPdY < Cper?" 11, (3.13)
By =07 Kj\Kjt1

for all r € [0, rp]. Thus u € 2V (Q,9).

loc

2. Now, we prove |Vu| € ¥ (©,9). Forr < 2ry/5, let ¢, : R — R be a smooth function such that

loc

0 ift<r/2ort>5r/2,
Yr(t) = :
1 ifr<t<2r

0 <4, < 1and || < Cs/r, where Cs is a positive constant. Set
o= (v od(,B))u.

We have ¢ € W20 (Q,49), ¢ > 0, with compact support in Q\ E. For simplicity we write ¢, = 1, o d(-, E)
and ). = ¢! o d(-, F). Substituting ¢ into (3.10),

[ (A V) ot Vus g v, B)) + B () of uds <0
O\E

By conditions (3.3) - (3.9),

+ + +

-5 n—o - n—uo - n—o 314
L LI T ey e LTy | 3.14)
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and
/{ O (| Vul? — g + ay) do

C
iy 27T TR T )
XSO X9

+ / wf,’+ (/flup*1 + ag) udd
{3<d(-E)<5}

Consequently, by 3.13), @.1), (Z.2), Young’s inequality and (.11,

/ |VulPdd < C’4e€i
{(r<d(-,B)<2r} 2

) q1—1>_
(n—at) 9 1 o) <ln
™ i [ (%) w
E57‘/2

@T-1p

+C4/ Cs (e1,D) <E> +€17/)r P [ VulPdY
<d(E)<3} r

) q2*1>_
(n—a+) @ —pr-1 or o ( h
v Cur ( 5 ) a2l oo () (0,0 / <7> &
E57‘/2

1

( +)(qg— ) + <q3(;1>*

n—a — | -8 5r\ ¢ " 3

+ o ) o [ [ (3 dvﬂ] 7
E5r/2

where Cy = Cy (u, a, p, C2) > 0. Take 1 = ﬁ. From (3.14), (3.11), (3.12), (3.8)), we have

1/{ e |VulPdy < Cge™r + CGETn—a+_(pB)+_1 < 20y,
Therefore,
/ IVulPdy = Z/{z (+Dp<d(- B)<2-ir) |VuPdd < Cretr, 515)
where C; = C; (11, @, 8, p, a1, ag, az) > 0,7 = 6,7, 11 = 1(q1, 92, g3) € (0,1). Hence |Vu| L{)O(;)(Q,ﬁ).

3. Recall from step 1 and 2 that u € L{’O((;)(Q,ﬁ) and |V~u| e LrC )(Q ¥). We now claim u € W, Lp() (Q,9). To

loc

verify this assertion, fix ¢ € C§°(2), we assume that |p| < 1 and |Vp| < 1. Forr € (0,79/2), let ¢ :R—>R
be a smooth function such that
1 if ¢ <,
Cr(t) = . <

0 if2r < |t

0 < ¢ < land|¢| < Cg/r, where Cy is a positive constant. For simplicity we write ¢, = ¢, o d(-, F) and

¢} =(l od(-, E). We have
/ ul(1=6) ¢l dv = ‘/ g, (1 - G) pde,
O\E Q\E

wherei =1,...,n. Ifr — 0*:
/ upy,de = —/ Uy, pd. (3.16)
Q Q
Indeed, 2.1), 2.2) and (3.13) implies
C
/ w(Gr),, pdz| <2 H =88 g1/p Hvﬂ’l/p‘ .
Q\E r L) (Eay) LP'C)(Eay)

< Cy(p, P) Hvﬂ_l/p (57’)1/”+ -0 asr— 0",

LY'O)(Er,y)
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since ¥ € W,(Q2). So (3.16) is proved.

4. To complete the proof of the theorem. Let ¢ e W1»() (€2,19) be with compact support and ¢ > 0. By
Assumption 2.} we consider the case ¢ € C*°(Q), ¢ < 1 and |Vy| < 1. We show

/Q<A("u’ vu),Vgp> + B(-,u)gpdx < 0.

Let K = spt . We may suppose that K, C €. Choose £ = 2% so small that 3/\/n < ry. Cover K by a finite
collection of dyadic cubes ); with same length £(Q;) = ¢, =1, ..., N. Moreover, we can assume that

3
gQiﬂE;ﬁ@ fort=1,...,N,,
gQiﬂE:(Z) fori=N*"+1,...,N,

for some N, € N, 1 < N* < N. By Lemma[2.]] we have there exist non-negative functions ; € C§° (R™) with
spt p; C %Qi such that Zf\;l @i = 1on UY,Q; D K. Furthermore, |V;| < Cio(n)¢=%,i=1,...,N, on R
Since u is a sub-solution of (3.4) in Q\ F, and ¢p; € wip() (Q,9), pp; =2 0,i = N, +1,..., N has compact
support in Q\ E, we have

[ ACw Y0,V (o) + Bl () do <0, (3.17)
O\E

Then, by (3.6) and (3.7),

| (4600, 96) + B wdw—z / 4, V),V () + B(-,u) (o07) do
Z / V), V (01)) + B, u) (i) da
< Z/ L2+ Cro)e (VP +uP ™) 4+ (1 + Cro)l tag + azdd

< Chi(n, p) Zﬁ CHIVulP 1) F 0 (WP 4+ 1) + £ ay + azdd
=1 " 2w

N. N.
= Cn/ ¢! <Z X§Q¢> |VulP 4+ 071 (Z XQQZ.> uPdy
N - -1
N. N.
e (F) e (B
30y/n =1 i=1
N. N.
+011/ 1 <ngQi> ag + (Z XgQZ) azdd. (3.18)
E, i=1 i=1

Here X3q, is the characteristic function of %Qi, i=1,...,N,. Foreachcube Q;,7i = 1,..., Ny, there are at most

3" cubes Q;, £(Q;) =4, j =1,...,N; < 3" (adjacent cubes to (); with equal length), such that %Qi N %Qj =+ (.
Then

30y/n

Z;X%Qi < 3% on By . (3.19)
By (G.18), (.19, 3.13), 3:13), (3:12), 2.1) and (3.14), we have
/(A(-,u,Vu),Vgo)—l—B( w)pdz < (Cr + Ca)Cpi 0 3™ (30y/n)e™ + Cral 13" (30y/n)" " &
Q

(-t (222 (n-at) ()
+ 0116713n2(3€\/ﬁ) a2 HGQHLQQ(.)(Qﬁ) eM + Cll3n2(3£\/ﬁ) a3 Ha3HLQ3(.)(Qﬂ9) en

< 013871 )
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where C'2, C13 are positive constants independents of e. Since ¢ € (0, 1) was arbitrary, it follows that

Q
This completes the proof of Theorem [3.11 0

3.2. Singular set satisfying £, , y(E) = 0. In this section we will work with nonlinear elliptic equations of the
form

— div A (z, Vu) = 0. (3.20)

We assume that A : 2 x R” — R” is a measurable function. Furthermore, there exists ¢ > 0 such that the
following conditions are satisfied almost everywhere:

(A(z,m),m) = plnlP (), (3.21)
Az, m)| < p” PO (), (3.22)
where ¥ € W,(2), o, 7 : 2 — [0, n] are measurable functions, and p € L5°(€2). Moreover,

r<n—a—p —pT/p~ ae onQ. (3.23)

Definition 3.4. We will say that u € Wé’f é') (Q,9) is a (weak) sub-solution of equation (3.2Q) in Q\E if

/Q\E (A(-,Vu),Ve)dx <0 (3.24)

for all o € WP0) (Q,99), ¢ > 0, with compact support in Q\E.

Definition 3.5. We will say that the sub-solution u of equation (3.2Q) in Q\E has a removable singularity at E:
ifu € Wé’ﬁc) (Q,9) implies u € I/Vli’f(') (Q,9) and the equality (3.23) is fulfilled for all p € WhP0) (Q, 1),

@ = 0, with compact support.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that there is a locally bounded function o : Q2 x Q — (0, 00) such that

/ 7dY < o (y, z)/ £77dY, (3.25)
Qy,L) Q(z,0)
for all adjacent dyadic cubes Q(y,0),Q(z,0) C Q. If K C Q is a compact set, then
/ a9 < C(n, 0, K) / 7Y, (3.26)
2Q,0) Q(z,0)
/ a9 < C(n, 0, K) / 0T do, (3.27)
B(y,f) Qy,0)

where y = z or Q(y,£), Q(z,£) C Q are adjacent dyadic cubes, with y, z € K and {\/n < d(K, Q).

Lemma 3.2. Assume that - 3.23), (3.23) are satisfied, and L, » 9(E) = 0 for some v € (0,1/p™]. If wis
a non-negative sub-solution of (3.20) in Q\FE and satisfies

/ uPdy < C*/ rTdd, (3.28)
B(y,r) B(y,r/Vn)

for all ball B(y,r) CC ), where C, is a suitable positive constant. Then

1

O\ N\
min / |VulPdy , / |Vu|Pdd
B(y,r1) B(y,r1)

1

p
< Cpmax [(7“2 — rl)_p+ / r27d79] , [(7“2 — 7“1)_10+ / TQTCW]
B(y,r2/v/n) B(y,r2/+/n)

forall ball B(y,ry) CC Qwith0 <1y —ry < 1, where Cy = Cy(n, p,p, 0, E,Cy) > 0.

(3.29)

1
pt
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Proof: 1. Letry > 1 > 0 and y € Q be such that B(y,ry) C Qand ro — 1 < 1. Choose rg € (0,1) such that
E,, C . Take € € (0,79) be arbitrarily. Since L, 9(F) = 0 there is a finite collection of mutually disjoint
dyadic cubes Q; = Q(y;,¢;) so that £ C int (UZ-]LQ@', ),

N

Y
Z( / E?"dz?) <e, (3.30)
=1 i

3€¢\/ﬁ<eaninﬂE75(7),i:1,...,N.

Now, we attach to each cube Q;, ¢£(Q;) = ¢;, i = 1,..., N, all adjacent dyadic cubes with the same length
¢;. Since two dyadic cubes are either mutually disjoint or one is contained in the other, we may drop extra
cubes away. Proceeding in this way we get a collection of mutually disjoint cubes Q; = Q(Y;.x,4j%), (4,k) €
{1,..., N1} x {1,...,m;} satisfying

bix="a;, j=1,....,Ni <N, k=1,...,m; <3", (3.3D)
where {1 < a; <--- <an, <N} C Z, and furthermore Q; ;. is adjacent to Qa;-

Additionally, by (m and (3.26) ,

/ uPdy < Cy (o7 dv, (3.32)
SQ] k Qa

j=1,...,Ni.k=1,...,my, for some constant Cy = C1 (n, 0, By, s3,Cy) > 0.

2. We next choose non-negative test functions ¢;, ;.2 =1,...N,j=1,...,N;,k =1,...,m;, given by
the Lemma[2.]] with the following properties:
3 _
sptp; C Qi |Vipil < Ca(m)i (3.33)
3 _
spt pjx C §Qj,k, Vil < 02(71)5]-7;, (3.34)
Yowit Y eik=1 on (UQi) U (UjnQ;k) - (3.35)
i j?k
Let 19 : R® — R be a smooth function with spty C B(y,2), 0 < ¥ < 1, [Viho| < C3(n)(r2 — 1)~ 1, and

¥ = 1on B(y,ry). Write

§ 1/}0 1- Z‘Pz"‘Z‘P]k

Substituting £p+u into (3.24), we see

/Q\E <A(-, V),V <5p+u) > dz <0,

£p+<A(-,Vu),Vu>dx</ e T A(, V) || VE|da

O\E O\E

Then, by (2I). (3220, () and @2,
& ValPag < [yt VeV
O\E O\E

1
<2072t ||t Ty Vejudr

Lp_gf(')( L) (Q)

p—1

+
(%)
< 2u %t max ( /Q . e \Vu]pdﬁ> : ( /Q . e \Vu]pdﬁ>

Sttt o gy + st g, 700107

LrO)(B(y,r2))
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Consequently, using (2.2), (3.28), 3.26), (3.32), (3.23) and (3.30), we compute

. A G A N )
min </Q\E§ vl dvﬂ) ,(/Q\Eg vl dvﬂ)

1

—
p p
< Cy(n, p, p) max [(T2 - Tl)p+/ Updﬁ] ; [(T2 - Tl)p+/ Updﬁ]
B(y,r2) B(y,r2)

S
3

p
< Csmax [(7“2 — 7"1)_”+ / TQ_Tdﬁ] , [(Tg — rl)_p+ / V"Q_Tdﬁ] + Cge,
B(y,r2/v/n) B(y,r2/v/n)

where Cs = C5 (n, p, p, 0, Ea,, 73, C) > 0 and C > 0 is independent of . Hence,

1

. " . o
min / &P |VulPdd , / &P |VulPdd
O\E O\E

1
=
< Csmax [(7’2 - r1)7p+ / ry  d , [(’I“Q — T1)7p+ / 7’2Td79] + Cge.
B(y,r2/v/n) B(y,r2/vn)
Since € € (0, 1) was arbitrary:

s
-

1

N - N o
min / Gupds | / Tl
B(y,r1) B(y,r1)

_pt _ P —pt — ﬁ
< Csmax | [(rg —r)7 7 / ry  dv | (ra =) 7P / ry Y
B(y,r2/vn) B(y,r2//n)

Therefore, we conclude (3.29). O
Motivated by Theorem [Blwe have our last result.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (3.21) - 3.23), (3.25) and 3.28)) are satisfied, furthermore L~ 9(E) = 0 for some
v € (0,1/p™]. If u is a non-negative sub-solution of 3.20) in Q\E, then the singularity of u at E is removable.

Proof. 1. Let p € WHPO)(Q,99) be with compact support. By Assumption 2.1 we can suppose that ¢ € C™(€)
and |V| < 1. Write K = spt ¢, choose 1o € (0, 1) such that K., C €. Lete € (0, () be arbitrarily given. Since
L ~9(E) = 0, there is a finite collection of mutually disjoint dyadic cubes Q;(y;,¢;), 3v/ntl; <e,i=1,...,N,
so that £ C int (U}, Q;) and
N gl
> ( / eg—"cw) <e. (3.36)
i=1 Qi
We will cover K by a suitable collection of mutually disjoint dyadic cubes:
We attach to each cube Q;, £(Q;) = ¢;, i = 1,..., N, all adjacent dyadic cubes with the same length ¢;.
Since two dyadic cubes are either mutually disjoint or one is contained in the other, we may drop extra cubes
away. Proceeding in this way we get a collection of mutually disjoint cubes Q;r = Q(yjk k), (4,k) €
{1,...,Ni} x {1,...,m;} satisfying

Ur="o, G=1,....,Ni<N, k=1,...,m;<3", (3.37)
where {1 < a; <--- < an, <N} C Z, and furthermore Q; ;. is adjacent to Qa,-
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Finally, we cover the remaining set K\ [(U;Q;) U (U; xQj,x)] by mutually disjoint dyadic cubes Qn, all with the
same length ¢ <@h) =/{y,h=1,...,No, where {p = min{¢; |i =1,...,N}. We see

3 -
§QhﬂE:® forh=1,...,No.

2. From (329) we have |Vu| € Lp(')(Q, ). We claim u € VVli’f(') (92,9). To verify this assertion, let ;, 1} 1,

loc

i=1,...,N,j=1,..,N1, k= 1,...,m; be non-negative test functions given by the Lemma[2.T] satisfying
3 _
spt i € 5Qi [V < Ci(n)¢ g
3 _
sPt sk C 5Q5ks [Vl < C1(n)l; 4,

S+ e =1 on (UiQi) U (UjxQjr) -
i ik

Write
=D i+ Y ik
i 4.k
We have
[ oalt=0d, == [ w,0-0pw
Q\E Q\E
where b=1,...,n.Ife — 0T:
/prwbdm = — /Q Ug, pd. (3.38)
Indeed, 2.1), (2.2), (3.28), (3.26), (3.23) and (3.36) implies
T < 2 T l/p‘ *1/17‘
/Q\E ey HUC Y Lr()(Q) Hﬁ LY ()(Q)
<)Y [|ulves 917 +C Y [ul vl o7
a B
N p~ n pT
< Cs(0,n) > max{ 47 / wPdo | (6P / uPdy
; 2Qs 2Qs
1 2 2
B S
—pt » P _pt » Pt
+ngmax Ej’k ﬁ@ uPdd , gj,k ﬁ uPdy
j.k 5@k 2@k
< Cy(¥,n,0,K)e =0 ase— 0.
So (3.38)) is proved.

3. Additionally we assume that 0 < ¢ < 1. We show
/ (A(-,Vu),Vp)dz <0.
Q

We next choose non-negative test functions @;, @k, @p, ¢ = 1,...N, j = 1,...Ni, k = 1,...,mj, h =
1,..., No, given by the Lemmal[2.1] with the following properties:

3 _
spty; C §Qi7 [Vipi| < C5(n)e; "

3 _
sPt @ © 5 @)k [Vejul < Cs(n)l;

- 3 ~ - _
spt @p, C §Qh, IV@n| < Cs(n)ly

S wit> ekt @n=1 onk.
i ik h



REMOVABLE SINGULARITIES FOR SUB-SOLUTIONS OF ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS 11

Write

=D 0i+> ikt Y Pn
i .k h
Since %@h NE =0 and spt g, C %@h, substituting ¢y, into (3.24), we have
|60,V eaa <o,
2Q
forh =1,..., Ny. From this,

[ a6, oar= [ (4690, 9 (0) 0
Q Q
<Zj:/g@i (A(-,Vu),V (opi)) dx—i—Z/ Vu),V (o) dz.

5Qiik
We can assume that [, |Vu[Pdd < 1, since |E| = 0. By (3.39), (3.22), (3.26)), (3.29) and (3.36),
o

/<A(-,Vu) Vi)d CGZ/ L(|VulP +1) d19+CGZ/ L(Vul? + 1) dy
Q
075+C6Z/ i1|vu|pdq9+cﬁz/
J.k

B(yjk:3vnt; 1 /4)
N
< 078 + Cg Z f;l max (\/E i 3\/45&> / (\/ﬁ&) - dv
i B(y:,ti)

) —pt pt
; (\/ﬁfi - 3\/MZ> / (vnt;) " dv
4 B(yit:)

(3.39)

3y/nt;/4) E;]i|vu|pdl9
(vis

S
|

1 3\/_6] & a .
+Cy E Ej’k max Vnlj — / (\/Egjvk) dv
- Bl o 0:
7.k (y],lm J k)

o\ Pt
: (ﬁej,k _ %) / (Valj )" do . (3.40)
B(yj:ts.k)

s S
+\

Combining (3.40), (3.27), (3.23) and (3.36), we deduce that
/ (A(-,Vu),Vp)dr < Coe,
Q

here the C;, ¢ = 6,...,9 are positive constants independents of €. Since ¢ € (0,ry) was arbitrary, the proof is
complete.
O
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