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Abstract

In the present paper, we examine a Crouzeix—Raviart approximation of the p(-)-Dirichlet
problem. We derive a medius error estimate, i.e., a best-approximation result, which holds for
uniformly continuous exponents and implies a priori error estimates, which apply for Holder
continuous exponents and are optimal for Lipschitz continuous exponents. Numerical
experiments are carried out to review the theoretical findings.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We examine the numerical approximation of a non-linear system of p(-)-Dirichlet type, i.e.,
—div(A(-, Vu)) = f in Q,
u=0 onTp, (1.1)
A(,Vu) - n=0 on Iy,

using the Crouzeix-Raviart element (cf. [23]). More precisely, for given f € L () (Q), where p/ () :=
p(pz()xll for all z € 2, and pe C°(Q) with p~ :=min_ g p(z) > 1, we seck u € W}jp(')(Q) solving (1.1).
Here, Q C R?, d € N, is a bounded simplicial Lipschitz domain whose topological boundary
0N is disjointly divided into a Dirichlet part I'p and a Neumann part I'y, and Wll)’p (')(Q) =
{v € W()(Q) | trv = 0 a.e. on I'p}. The non-linear operator A: Q x R? — R% for every
(r,a)" € Q x R?, is defined by

A(z,a) = (6 + |a|)P™2a. (1.2)

Since A: 2 x R? — R? possesses a potential with respect to its second component, i.e., there
exists a function ¢: 2 xR>¢ — R, which is strictly convex with respect to its second component,

such that (9,¢)(z,a) = A(z,a) for all (z,a)" € Q x R?, each solution u € W,é’p(‘)(ﬂ) of (1.1) is
the unique minimizer of the functional I: W ;" (')(Q) — R, for every v € WP (')(Q) defined by

I(v) ::/an(-,\Vdexf/vadx, (1.3)

and vice-versa, leading to a primal and a dual formulation of (1.1), and to convex duality relations.
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The p(-)-Dirichlet problem (1.1) is a prototypical example of a non-linear system with variable
growth conditions. Regularity results for this models go back to the seminal papers by Acerbi and
Mingione,[4, 3]. It appears in physical models for smart fluids, e.g., electro-rheological fluids (cf.
[48, 50]), micro-polar electro-rheological fluids (cf. [33, 35]), chemically reacting fluids (cf. [43, 38]),
and thermo-rheological fluids (¢f. [55, 5]). In these models, the variable exponent depends
on physical quantities such as, e.g., an electric field, a concentration field or a temperature field.
In addition, the p(-)-Dirichlet problem (1.1) has applications in the field of image reconstruction
(cf. [1, 22, 44]). The main difficulty in the treatment of models of type (1.1) is the non-autonomous
structure (i.e., the dependency on the space variable). In general, without additional assumptions
on the space variable, there can be difficulties in the numerical treatment of such problems. In this
paper, we consider the situation with additional regularity assumption on the variable exponent,
i.e., we assume that p € C%%(Q) for some a € (0,1]. The obtained convergence rate result is
new for the non-conforming Crouzeix—Raviart method.

Remark 1.4. The essential feature of such models is the possibility of so-called energy gap
(or Lavrentiev phenomenon), which could lead to the disconvergence of conforming schemes to
the global minimizer of the problem. In comparison to the Lagrange elements, non-conforming
methods, in particular, the Crouzeiz—Raviart method, converges, see, e.g., [6].

1.1 Related contributions

The numerical approximation of (1.1) in the case of a constant exponent p € (1,00) has
already been subject of numerous contributions: the best approximation property in terms of the
natural distance has first been established in [8]. This has been extended in [29] to the functionals
with Orlicz growth. A priori error estimates in terms of the mesh-size were obtained in [32, 29].
This was done in [29] by extending the approximation properties of standard interpolation
operators to Orlicz spaces. Results for generalized Newtonian fluids can be found [52]. The p-
Dirichlet problem with Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods was studied in [19] and [18];
for the Orlicz problems in [30]. In [12], it has been shown that the adaptive finite element
method with element-wise affine functions and Dorfler marking converges with quasi-optimal
rates. As the problem is non-linear, it has to be solved by iterative methods. A stable procedure,
that is efficient in the experiments, was introduced in [26] for the case p <2 and in [6] for the
case p > 2. In [39], an error analysis for a Crouzeix—Raviart approximation of the p-Dirichlet
problem was carried out, including optimal a priori error estimates, a medius error estimate,
i.e., a best-approximation result, and a posteriori error estimates.

However, there exist only a few contributions in the case of a variable exponent p € C°(9Q).
The paper [20] is concerned with the (weak) convergence of a conforming, discretely inf-sup stable
finite element approximation of the model for electro-rheological fluids. The first contribution
addressing a priori error estimates for finite element approximations of (1.1) can be found in [15];
see also [13], for a extension to the model for electro-rheological fluids.

In [25], the (weak) convergence of DG type methods is studied; the result contains no conver-
gence rates. In [41, 42], the (weak) convergence of a conforming, discretely inf-sup stable finite
element approximation of the model for chemically reacting fluids is proved. In [7], the weak
convergence of an approximation using the Crouzeix-Raviart element was established. To the best
of the authors’ knowledge, however, no a priori error analysis for (1.1) for approximations using
non-conforming ansatz classes —in particular, the Crouzeix—Raviart element, which is usually the
first step towards a fully-non-conforming a priori error analysis— has been carried out yet.

1.2 New contributions

Deriving local efficiency estimates in terms of shifted N-functions and deploying the so-called
node-averaging quasi-interpolation operator (c¢f. [47, 16]), we generalize the medius error analysis
in [17] from p = 2and § = 0in (1.2), i.e., A = idge : RY — R? and of [39] from p € (1, 00) and § >
0 in (1.2) to variable exponents p € C°(Q2) with p~ > 1. This medius error analysis implies that
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the performances of the conforming Lagrange finite element method applied to (1.1) and the non-
conforming Crouzeix—Raviart finite element method applied to (1.1) are comparable. As a result,
we obtain a priori error estimates for the approximation of (1.1) using the Crouzeix—Raviart
element, which apply for Holder continuous variable exponents p € C%%(Q), where a € (0, 1]
and p~ > 1, and § > 0, and are quasi-optimal for Lipschitz continuous variable exponents
p € C%(Q) and 6 > 0. Since A: Q x R? — R? has a potential and, therefore, (1.1) admits
an equivalent formulation as a convex minimization problem (cf. (1.3)), we have access to a
(discrete) convex duality theory (cf. [45, 10, 11]) and (1.1) as well as the approximation of (1.1)
employing the Crouzeix—Raviart element admit dual formulations with a dual solution as well as
a discrete dual solution, respectively. We derive a priori error estimates for the dual solution
and the discrete dual solution.

1.8 Outline

This article is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the employed notation, the basic
properties of non-linear operator A: QxR% — R? and its consequences, the relevant finite element
spaces, and give brief review of the continuous and the discrete p(-)-Dirichlet problem. In Section 3,
we establish a medius error analysis, i.e., best-approximation result, for the Crouzeix—Raviart
finite element method applied to (1.1). In Section 4, by means of this medius error analysis, we
derive a priori error estimates for the Crouzeix—Raviart finite element method applied to (1.1),
which are optimal for all Lipschitz continuous exponents p € C%1(Q) with p~ > 1 and all § > 0.
In Section 5, we review our theoretical findings via numerical experiments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the article, let Q C R?, d € N, always be a bounded simplicial Lipschitz domain,
whose topological boundary 9{Q is disjointly divided into a (relatively) closed Dirichlet part I'p, for
which we assume that |T'p| > 0, and a Neumann part Ty, i.e., 02 =Tp Uy and § =Tp NTy.
The integral mean of an integrable function f: M — R over a (Lebesgue) measurable set M C R?,
deN, with |M]| > 0, is denoted by (f)p = |T1/1\ [y fda. For (Lebesgue) measurable functions
f,g: M — R and a (Lebesgue) measurable set M C RY, d € N, we write (f,g)y = fM fgdzx,
whenever the right-hand side is well-defined. We employ the notation A and V, for the minimum
and maximum, respectively.

2.1 Variable Lebesgue spaces and variable Sobolev spaces

Let M C R?, d € N, be a (Lebesgue) measurable set and p: M — [1, +00] (Lebesgue) measur-
able; a variable exponent. By P(M), we denote the set of variable exponents. Then, for p € P(M),
we denote by p* :=esssup ¢ ,p(x) and p~ :=essinf e pp(z) its constant limit exponents. Then, by
Pe(M):={peP(M) | pt <o}, we denote the set of bounded variable exponents. For p € P> (M)
and | € N, we denote by LP) (M RY), the variable Lebesgue space, i.e., the vector space of (Lebesgue)
measurable functions v: M — R! for which the modular p .y ar(v) == [, [v[P) dz < co. Then, the
Luzembourg norm ||v||p(.y,ar = inf{A > 0] pp().ar(%) < 1} turns LPO) (M;R!) into a Banach space.

Moreover, for p € P>(Q2) and I € N, we define the spaces

WP (@R = {v e LPOQR!) | Vo e LPO(Q;R*Y), tro =0 in LP (Tp;RY},
W (div; Q) = {y € L (Q;RY) | divy € LPO(Q), (2.1)
(trp y, ’U>W1*ﬁ,(z>_)/(ag) =0forallve W;,’(p_),(Q)} ,
WrO(Q;RY) == WhPO (R if Tp = 0, and WPO (div; Q) == W2 (div; Q) if Ty = . Here,
tr: WHPO(Q;RY) — LP™ (0 RY) and by tr, : WP (div; Q) — W—5=2 (99) denote the trace

operator and the normal trace operator, respectively. In particular, we will always omit tr and tr,,.
We write PO (Q) = LPO(Q; RY), WO (Q) := W1PO) (Q; RY), and WP (Q) == WO (; RY).
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2.2 (Generalized) N -functions

A convex function ¢: R>¢g — R is called an N-function, if (0) = 0, ¢(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0,
lim; 09 (¢)/t = 0, and lim o0 9(¢)/t = c0. If, in addition, ¥ € C*(R>0)NC?(Rx) and " (¢) >0
for all ¢t > 0, we call ¥ a regular N -function. For a regular N-function 1: R>¢o — R>(, we have that
¥(0) =¢'(0) =0, ¥': R>p — Rxq is increasing and lim;_,, ¢'(t) = co. For a given N-function
¥ R>9 — R, we define the (Fenchel) conjugate N -function ¥*: R>q — Rxq, for every t > 0, by
Y*(t) := supyso(st — ¥(s)), which satisfies (¢*)" = (¢/)71 in R>o. An N-function v/: R>g — Rxg
satisfies the Ay-condition (in short, ¢ € Ay), if there exists K > 2 such that for all ¢ >0, it holds that
¥(2t) <K (t). Then, we denote the smallest such constant by As(y)) > 0. We say that an
N-function ¢: R>o — R satisfies the Va-condition (in short, ¢ € V), if its (Fenchel) conjugate
P R>g = Ry is an N-function satisfying the Ags-condition. If ¢: R>g — R>¢ satisfies the As-
and the Va-condition (in short, 1) € A3NVy), then, it holds the e- Young inequality: for every € > 0,
there exists a constant ¢, > 0, depending only on As (1)), Ag(¥*) < oo, such that for every s, ¢ > 0,
it holds that

st <c.*(s)+erp(t). (2.2)

For a (Lebesgue) measurable set M C R?, d € N, ¢: M x R>¢ — Rxq is called generalized N -
function if it is Carathéodory mapping and ¢ (z,-): R>g — Rx¢ is for a.e. € M an N-function.
For a generalized N-function ¢): M xR>¢ —R> and a (Lebesgue) measurable function f: M — R,
we write

pont(f) = /N bl

whenever the right-hand side is well-defined.

2.3 Basic properties of the non-linear operators

Throughout the entire article, we always assume that A: Q x R? — R? has (p(-), §)-structure,
where p € P>(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0, i.e., for every a € R? and a.e. x € €, it holds that

A(z,a) == (0 + |a|)P®2a. (2.3)

For given p € P>*(Q) with p~ > 1 and 6 > 0, we introduce the special generalized N -function
@ = ps: QX Rsg = R, for every t > 0 and a.e. € Q, defined by

t
o(z,t) = / ¢ (z,s)ds, where ¢ (x,t):= (0 + )P 3¢, (2.4)
0

For (Lebesgue) measurable functions f,g: Q@ — R>¢, we write f ~ g (or f < g) if there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that c=1g < f <cg (or f <cg) a.e. in Q. In particular, if not otherwise specified,
we always assume that the hidden constant in ~ and < depends only on p~,p* > 1 and § > 0.

Then, ¢: 2 x R>g = R>¢ satisfies, uniformly in § > 0 and a.e. x € ©, the Ay-condition with
esssup,cqa(p(z,-)) S omax{2.p"} In addition, the (Fenchel) conjugate function (with respect to
the second argument) ¢*: Q2 xR>o — R satisfies, uniformly in both ¢ > 0, 6 > 0, and a.e. z € Q,

" (1) ~ (PO ) (7242

and the As-condition with esssup,cqQ2(¢*(z,-)) S gmax{2,(p7)"}
For a generalized N-function ¢: Q2 xR>o — R>(, we introduce shifted generalized N -functions
Va1 2 X Rsg = Rxp, a >0, for every a,t > 0 and a.e. = € , defined by

o (z,t) ::/0 ! (z,s)ds, where . (x,t) = w’(x,a—i—t)%_’_t. (2.5)
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Remark 2.6. For the above defined N -function ¢: QxRsg — R>q (cf. (2.4)) uniformly ina,t > 0
and a.e. x €, it holds that

9011(1', t) ~ (5 + a4+ t)p(m)*2t2 ’
(pa)*(x,t) ~ ((0 + a)P™ =1 4 t)P’(w)—2t2 .

The families {@q }a>0, {(¥a)* }az0: @xR>0 —Rxq satisfy, uniformly ina >0, the Ay-condition with
esssup,cqa(pa(, ) S omax{2.p™} gnd ess sup,caa((pa)*(z,-) S 2max{2.07) respectively.

Closely related to non-linear operator A: Q x R* — R?, defined by (2.3), are the non-linear
operators F, F*: Q x RY — R, for every a € R? and a.e. x € Q defined by

p(z

F(z,a) = (6 + |a)) "% a (2.7)

p/(z)—2

F*(z,a) = (@ 4 |a))" 7 a. (2.8)

The relations between A, F, F*: Q x R? — R? and ¢q, (¢*)a, (¢a)*: 2 x R>g — R>q, a > 0,
are presented in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.9. Uniformly int >0, a,b € R%, and a.e. x,y € Q, we have that
(A(z,a) — A(z,b)) - (a = b) ~ |F(z,a) — F(z,b)[* (2.10)
~ §0|a|($, |a - b|) )

|F*(x,a)—F*(x7b)|2 N(w*)la\(xa la—1b), (2.11)

(50*)|A(I7a)\(xvt) ~ (Sa\a\)*(xvt) ) (2.12)

|F* (2, Az, a)) = F* (2, A(y, b)) ~ (¢ja))" (z, | Az, a) = A(y, b)]) - (2.13)

Proof. For the equivalences (2.10)—(2.12), we refer to [15, Rem. A.9]. The equivalence (2.13)
follows from the equivalences (2.11) and (2.12). O

In addition, we need the following shift change result.

Lemma 2.14. For every € > 0, there exists c. > 1 (depending only on e >0, p~,p* > 1, and
§ > 0) such that for everyt >0, a,b € R, and a.e. x € Q, it holds that

Plal(2,t) < cc ppp(2,t) + € |F(z,a) — F(z,b)|?, (2.15)
(@1a)) (2, 1) < e (o)) (@, 8) + e |F(z,a) — F(z,b)|*. (2.16)
Proof. See [15, Rem. A.9]. O

Remark 2.17 (Natural distance). Due to (2.10), uniformly in u,v € WHPC)(Q), it holds that
(A( Vu) = A(, Vv), Vu = Vo) ~ | F(-, Vu) = F(-, Vo) |3 o
~ pwvm,ﬂ(vu - Vo).

We refer to all three equivalent quantities as the natural distance. In particular, note that
©|vu): 2 X Rso — Rxq for every v € WLP()(Q) is a generalized N -function.

Remark 2.18 (Conjugate natural distance). For a.e. € Q, A(z,-): R? — RY is a continuous,
strictly monotone and coercive operator, so that from the theory of monotone operators (cf. [54]),
it follows that A(z,-): R* — R? for a.e. x € Q is bijective and its inverse A (z,-) : R* — R?
continuous. Due to (2.10), uniformly in z,y € Lp/(')(Q;Rd), it holds that

(A7 2) = AT )z —y)a ~ [F*(2) — F* ()
~ Py .0lz —y).

We refer to all three equivalent quantities as the conjugate natural distance. In particular, note
that (¢*)jy;: @ X R>o — Rxq for every y € LP O(Q;RY) is a generalized N -function.

3.0
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2.4 Triangulations and standard finite element spaces

In what follows, let {7}, }1~0 be family of triangulations of Q C R, d € N, (cf. [36]). Here,
the parameter h > 0 denotes the averaged mesh-size, i.e., we have that

where N}, is the set of vertices. We assume there exists a constant wg > 0, independent of h > 0,
such that maxrer, hrpp' <wo, where hy == diam(T') and pr ==sup{r >0| 3z €T : Bd(z) CT}
for all T' € T;,. The smallest such constant is called the chunkiness of {T,}n~o. For every T € Tp,
let wr == J{T" € Tp | T'NT # 0} denote the element patch of T'. Then, we assume that int(wr) is
connected for all T' € Ty, so that card(({T" € T | T" Cwr}) +card(J{T" € Tn | T Cwr}) < e,
where ¢ > 0 depends only on the chunkiness wy > 0, and |T'| ~ |wy| for all T' € T;,. Eventually,
we define the mazimum mesh-size by hmax = maxrer;, hr > 0.

We define interior and boundary sides of 7, in the following way: an interior side is the closure
of the non-empty relative interior of 9T NAT’, where T, T’ € T}, are two adjacent elements. For an
interior side S := 9T NIT' € Sy, where T, T" € Ty, the side patch is defined by wg =T UT’. A
boundary side is the closure of the non-empty relative interior of 917’ NIN, where T' € T}, denotes a
boundary element of 7. For a boundary side S := 97 N OS2, the side patch is defined by wg = T.
Eventually, by S}, we denote the set of interior sides, by 827 we denote the set of boundary sides,
and by Sy, we denote the set of all sides.

For (Lebesgue) measurable functions u,v: S, — R and My C Sy, we write

(u, V) pm,, = Z (u,v)s, where (u,v)s ::/uvds,

SeEMy, S
whenever all integrals are well-defined. Analogously, for (Lebesgue) measurable vector fields
2,y: S — R and M, C Sy, we write (z,y) um, =Y sem, (£:9)s, where (2,y)s = [gz-yds.

For k € NU{0} and T € Ty, let Py (T") denote the set of polynomials of maximal degree k on T
Then, for k € NU {0} and I € N, the sets of continuous and element-wise polynomial functions
or vector fields, respectively, are defined by

SH(T) = {vn, € COHRY) | wplr € Pu(T) for all T € T},
LH(TR)" = {vn € L¥(UGRY) | vy|p € Py(T) for all T € Tp }

The element-wise constant mesh-size function h+ € LO(Ty) is defined by hy|7 = hy for all T € Tp,.
The side-wise constant mesh-size function hs € L°(Sy,) is defined by hs|s = hg for all S € Sy,
where hg = diam(S) for all S € S,. For every T' € Tj, and S € Sj,, we denote by

1 1
T = —— z v and zg:=-— Z v,
d + 1 veNL,NT d veN,NS

the barycenters of 7' and S, respectively. The (local) L-projection operator onto element-wise
constant functions or vector fields, respectively, IT;: L' (Q;R!) — £°(T3,)!, for every v € L1(Q; RY)
is defined by

v = Z (W)yrxT -
T€ETh
The element-wise gradient Vy,: LY(Tp)! — LO(Ty)*4, for every vy, € L1(T3,)! is defined by

thh = Z V(Uh‘T)XT~
TeETh
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For every v;, € L¥(T;,) and S € Sy, the jump across S is defined by

[on]s = vplr, —oplr.  if S €8], where Ty, T € Ty, satisfy 9T N9T_ = S,
hls = vl if S e S,‘;’, where T € T}, satisfies S C 0T .
For every y;, € (LF(T1,))¢ and S € Sy, the normal jump across S is defined by
[y - n]s = Ynlr.-nr, +ynlr_-nr. if S € S}, where Ty, T_ € Ty, satisfy 0Ty N 9T = S,
In s YnlT M if S e S,‘?, where T € 7Ty, satisfies S C 0T,

where, for every T' € Ty, ny: 0T — S~ denotes the outward unit normal vector field to T

2.4.1 Crouzeiz—Raviart element

The Crouzeiz—Raviart finite element space (cf. [23]) is defined as the space of element-wise
affine functions that are continuous in the barycenters of interior element sides, i.e.,

§57(Th) = {on € £1(Ta) | [on]s(ws) = 0 for all 5 € §}}.

The Crouzeix—Raviart finite element space with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition is
defined as the space of Crouzeix—Raviart functions that vanish in the barycenters of boundary
sides that belong to I'p, i.e.,

S5 (Th) = {vn, € S%"(T1) | vn(zs) =0 forall S € S, NTp} .

2.4.2 Raviart-Thomas element

The lowest order Raviart-Thomas finite element space (cf. [49]) is defined as the space of
element-wise affine vector fields that have continuous constant normal components on interior
elements sides, i.e.,

RT(Ty) = {yh € LY(Tw)* |ynlr - ny = const on OT for all T € Ty,
[yn -nls =0on S forall S €S} }.

The Raviart—Thomas finite element space with homogeneous slip boundary condition is defined
as the space of Raviart-Thomas functions that have vanishing normal components on I'y, i.e.,

RIY(Th) = {yh € RT(T1) | yn -n =0 on FN} )

2.4.83 Discrete integration-by-parts formula
For every vy, € SU°"(Ty,) and v, € RTY(T), we have the discrete integration-by-parts formula

(Vhon, pyn)a + (Mpop, divys)a = (Vn, Yk - n)aq (2.19)

which follows from the fact that for every y, € RTY(73), it holds that yp|r - ny = const on 8T
for all T € T and [y, - n]s =0 on S for all S € S}, and for every v, € S»“"(Ty,), it holds that
[s [vr]s ds=[va]s(zs) =0 for all S€S;. For every vy, €85 (Th) and yp, € RTY(Tr), (2.19) reads

(Von, pyn)a = —(TTpog, divyr)a - (2.20)
In addition, appealing to [9, Sec. 2.4], there holds the discrete Helmholtz decomposition
L(Ta)" = ker(divirrg (7)) & V(S5 (Th) (2:21)
which shows that for every y;, € £°(T)9, the following implication applies:
(yn, Vivon)a =0 for all vy, € S5 (Tr) = yn € RTY(Th) N LY(TH)?. (2.22)

The implication (2.22) is of crucial importance in the derivation of discrete strong duality relations
and a discrete recontruction formula in Proposition 2.37.
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2.5 p(-)-Dirichlet problem

In this section, we briefly review the variational formulation, the primal formulation, and
the dual formulation of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem (1.1).

2.5.1 Variational problem
Given aright-hand side f € L?'()(Q), where p € P> (Q) with p~ > 1, the p(-)-Dirichlet problem
seeks for a function u € W5 (Q) such that for every v € W57 (Q), it holds that
(A(, Vu), Vo) = (f,v)a- (2.23)
The theory of monotone operators (cf. [54]) proves the existence of a unique solution to (2.23).
In what follows, we reserve the notation u € Wé,’p (')(Q) for this solution.

2.5.2 Minimization problem and convex duality relations
The variational problem (2.23) emerges as an optimality condition of an equivalent convex
minimization problem, leading to a primal and a dual formulation, and convex duality relations.

Primal problem. The problem (2.23) is equivalent to the minimization of the p(-)-Dirichlet
energy I: Wllj’p(')(Q) — R, for every v € Wllj’p(')(Q) defined by

1(v) = ppa(V0) — (f.v)a. (2.24)

We will always refer to the minimization of the p(-)-Dirichlet energy (2.24) as the primal problem.
Since the p(-)-Dirichlet energy (2.24) is proper, strictly convex, weakly coercive, and lower semi-
continuous, the existence of a unique minimizer of (2.24), called primal solution, follows using the
direct method in the calculus of variations (cf. [24]). In particular, since the p(-)-Dirichlet energy

is Fréchet differentiable and for every v,w € Wé’p (')(9)7 it holds that

(DI(U),w>W113,p<.>(Q) = (A(-,Vv),Vw)q,

the optimality condition of the primal problem and the strict convexity of the p(-)-Dirichlet energy
imply that u € W;)’p (')(Q) is the unique minimizer of the p(-)-Dirichlet energy.

Dual problem. Generalizing in [34, p. 113 ff.] to the spaces (2.1), one finds that the (Fenchel)
dual problem consists in the maximization of the functional D: W]’f,(')(div; Q) = RU{—c0}, for
every y € Wﬁ(')(div; Q) defined by

D(y) = —pea(y) — I—p(divy), (2.25)
where I;_y: LY ()(Q) = RU {400} for every g € LP ()(Q) is defined by

0 if g=—f a.e. in Q,

2.26
+o0o else. ( )

It (g) = {

Due to [34, Rem. 4.1 (4.21), p. 60], the dual problem admits a unique solution z € Wf,/(')(div; 0),
i.e., a maximizer of (2.25), called dual solution, and a strong duality relation applies, i.e.,

I(u) = D(z).
In addition, there hold the convex optimality relations (cf. [34, Rem. 4.1 (4.22)—(4.25), p. 60])
dive =—f a.e. in Q, (2.27)
z=A(-,Vu) ae. inQ. (2.28)

By the Fenchel-Young identity (cf. [34, Prop. 5.1, p. 21]), the relation (2.28) is equivalent to
z-Vu=¢"(-|2]) + ¢(-,|Vul) a.e. in Q. (2.29)
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2.6 Discrete py(-)-Dirichlet problem

One important aspect in the numerical approximation of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem (2.23)
consists in the discretization of the xz-dependent non-linearity. Here, it is convenient to use a simple
one-point quadrature rule. More precisely, if p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1, then we define the element-
wise constant variable exponent pj, € £L°(7},), the generalized N-function y, : xR>p = R>p, and
the non-linear operators Ay, Fj,, Fi': Q x R? — R? for every a € RY, T € Tj,, and a.e. x € T by

pr(z) = p(r), en(, lal) = ¢(r,al),
Ay (z,a) = A(ér,a), Fu(z,a) = F(¢r,a), Fji(z,a) = F*(¢r,a),

where {7 € T is an arbitrary quadrature point, e.g., the barycenter of the element T'.

(2.30)

Remark 2.31. Since the hidden constants in all equivalences in Section 2.3 depend only on
p~,pT >1andd >0 and sincep™ < p, < p;f <pt a.e inQ forallh > 0, the same equivalences
apply to the discretizations (2.30) with the hidden constants depending only on p~—,pT € (1,00).

2.6.1 S}(Tn)-approzimation of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem

Given a right-hand side f € LP'() (Q), where p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1, the 83, (75 )-approximation
of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem, where S5, (75,) := Sl(ﬁ)ﬂWé’p(') (), seeks for uf € S}(Ty) such that
for every vy, € S1,(Tp), it holds that

(An(, Vug), Vop)a = (f,vn)a .- (2.32)

The theory of monotone operators (cf. [54]) proves the existence of a unique solution to (2.32).
In what follows, we reserve the notation uf € Si,(75) for this solution.
In [15], the following best-approximation result was derived:

Theorem 2.1 (Best-approximation). Let p € C%*(Q) with o € (0,1] and p~ > 1 and let § > 0.
Then, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if hyax > 0 is close to 0, such that
if u € WHPOs(Q), then

[Fn(, Vug) = Fa( Vu)ll3o S inf _ ([Fu(-, Vop) = Fa(-, Va)ll3.0 + bims (14 pp()s.a(Vu))
R €SH(Th)

where the hidden constant in < also depends on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0.

Proof. In [15, Lem. 4.7], only the case {7 := argmin,cpp(z) for all T € T}, has been considered.
However, an analysis of the proof of [15, Lem. 4.7] reveals that this particular quadrature rule is
not needed there. O

Resorting in Theorem 2.1 to the approximation properties of the Scott—Zhang quasi-interpolation
operator TI%: WEPY(Q) — SL(Th) (¢f. [51]), one arrives at the following a priori error esti-
mate for the S§(7;,)-approximation (2.32) of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem (2.23).

Theorem 2.2 (a priori error estimate). Let p € C%%(Q) with o € (0,1] and p~ > 1 and let § > 0.

Moreover, let F(-,Vu) € WH2(Q;R?). Then, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be
close to 1 if hymax > 0 is close to 0, such that

HFh(" VU’Z) - Fh('7 VU)H%,Q S hr2nax HVF(’ Vu)”%,ﬂ + hr2no;x (1 + pp()s,Q(vu)) y
where the hidden constant in < also depends on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0.

Proof. See [15, Thm. 4.8]. O

Remark 2.33. If F(-, Vu) € WH2(Q;R?), then F(-, Vu) € L? (4 RY), where 2* := 24 if2 < d
and 2* € [1,00) if 2 > d. As a result, for s > 1 close to 1, i.e., hmax > 0 close to 0, it holds that
Vu € LPOS(Q;RY). Similarly, if F*(-,z) € WY2(QRY), then for s > 1 close to 1, i.e., hpay > 0

close to 0, it holds that z € LP' (s (Q; RY).
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2.7 S}D’CT(E)-appmximation of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem

Given a right-hand side f € LP'O)(Q), p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1, and setting f), == I, f € L%(T5),
the S5 (Th)-approximation of the p(-)-Dirichlet problem seeks for uf” € S5 (75) such that for
every vy, € S5 (Tr), it holds that

(An(, Viuy), Vevn)o = (fr, Hpon)a - (2.34)

The theory of monotone operators (cf. [54]) proves the existence of a unique solution to (2.34).
In what follows, we reserve the notation uj;" € Sllj’cr(’ﬁl) for this solution.

2.7.1 Discrete minimization problem and discrete convex duality relations

The discrete variational problem (2.34) emerges as an optimality condition of an equivalent
convex minimization problem.
Discrete primal problem. The problem (2.34) is equivalent to the minimization of the
discrete py,(-)-Dirichlet energy If™: S5 (Th) — R, for every vy, € S5 (T5) defined by

I (vn) = pep.0(Vhon) — (fa, hvs)a - (2.35)

Hereinafter, we refer to the minimization of the discrete py, (+)-Dirichlet energy (2.35) as the discrete
primal problem. Since the discrete py,(+)-Dirichlet energy (2.35) is proper, strictly convex, weakly
coercive, and lower semi-continuous, the existence of a unique minimizer of (2.35), called discrete
primal solution, follows using the direct method in the calculus of variations (c¢f. [24]). More
precisely, since the discrete pp(-)-Dirichlet energy (2.35) is Fréchet differentiable and for every
Vp, Wy, € SBCT(E), it holds that

(DIF (vn), wn) sy 7y = (An(, Vavn), Vawn)a

the optimality condition of the discrete primal problem and convexity of the discrete py, (-)-Dirichlet
energy (2.35) imply that uf" € SB”(Th) solves the discrete primal problem, i.e., is the unique
minimizer of the discrete py(-)-Dirichlet energy (2.35).

Discrete dual problem. The discrete dual problem consists in the maximization of the
functional D} : RTR (Tn) — R U {—o0}, for every y, € RTN(Tp) defined by

Dit(yn) = —po; a(Mnyn) — I—p,3 (divyn) . (2.36)

The following proposition establishes the well-posedness of the discrete dual problem, i.e., the
existence of a maximizer, called discrete dual solution, and discrete strong duality. In addition, it
provides a reconstruction formula for this maximizer from the discrete primal solution.

Proposition 2.37. The following statements apply:
(i) There holds a discrete weak duality relation, i.e., it holds that

inf  If"(vp) > sup  Dif(yn). (2.38)
vh,GSlD’m'(Th) Yy €ERTY(Th)

(ii) The discrete fluz zi' € L1(T)?, defined via the generalized Marini formula

Z}:t = Ah('7 th}clr) — %(lde — Hhide) m RT]%(']?L) 5 (239)

satisfies 2]t € RTN(Tn) and the discrete convex optimality relations
div 2]t = —f a.e. in ), (2.40)
Oz = Ap(-, Vus")  a.e. in Q. (2.41)

(iii) The discrete flux z;t € RTY(Tr) is the unique mazimizer of (2.36) and a discrete strong
duality relation applies, i.e., it holds that

I (ug") = Dyf(=) - (2.42)
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By the Fenchel-Young identity (cf. [34, Prop. 5.1, p. 21]), the relation (2.41) is equivalent to

Upzpt - Vius™ = o5 (- Wpzpt|) + on(, [ Vaug™|)  ace. in Q. (2.43)

Proof. ad (i). Using element-wise for each T € T}, that p(&r,-) = ¢**(&r, ), the definition of the
convex conjugate, and the discrete integration-by-parts formula (2.20), we find that

inf I (vp)

inf — pere o(Vavn) = (fn, Hrvn)a

R €S (Th) v €SE(Th)

= inf sup_ (Yn, Vivn)o = pe; 0 (Un) = (fos avn)o
vh€SE“(Th) 7, €L°(Tr)4

> inf sup  —per a(Ilnyn) + (nyn, Vavs)a — (fn, hon)e
vh€SE(Th) yn eRTY (Th)

= inf sup  —pyr a(llpyn) — (divyn + fr, Hrvn)a
v €S (Th) yn €ERTY (Th)

> inf sup  —por.opyn) — (divyn + fr, Un)a
Th€LY(Th) y, eRTY (Th) o ( )= )

> sup inf  —por o(Ilpyn) — (divyn + fr, U)o
thRTR;(Th)ihEEO(E) o L

sup  —pgr.olpyn) =  sup  (divyn + fn,On)e

YnERTY(Th) vr €L (Th)

= sup  —per allpyn) — I_ 5 (divys)
yh €ERTY (Th)

sup — Dy'(yn) -
Yh E'RTI(\), (Tn)

ad (ii). By definition, the discrete flux 2/t € £1(73,)?, defined by (2.39), satisfies the discrete
convex optimality condition (2.41) and div (z}*|7) = — fa|r in T for all T € T;. Due to |T'p| > 0,
the divergence operator div: RTY(Tn) — L°(Ty) is surjective. Hence, there exists y, € RTN(Tr)
such that divy, = —f), in £L9(7,). Then, we have that div ((2]' — yp)|r) =0in T for all T € Ty,
i.e., 2i' —yn € LO(Ty)¢. In addition, for every vy, € 8113’”'(771)7 it holds that

(IThyn, Vavp)o = —(divyn, Hpon)o
= (fn, pvn)a
= (Ar(:, Vaur"), Viup)a

= (th;;t, Vh’l}h)Q .
In other words, for every v, € S5 (T5), it holds that
(yn — 21", Von)a = (Mpyn — p2), Viop)o = 0,

ice., yn — 25t € V(S5 (Th)) L. By the decomposition (2.21), we have that V(S5 (Th))* =
ker(div|rro (7;,)) © RTR(Th). Asaresult, we have that y,—z;" € RTR (Tp). Due to yy, € RTy (Th),
we conclude that 2" € RTR (7). In particular, now from div (2}|7) = — fn|7 in T for all T € Ty,
it follows the discrete optimality condition (2.40).

ad (#3). Using (2.43), (2.27), and the discrete integration-by-parts formula (2.20), we find that

I (ui) = pen.a(Vaug") — (fr, Tpui o
— fp@Z’Q(thth) + (Hp2t, Vs o + (div 23, us ) o
= —pp.(nzy’) — I g,y (div 27)
= Di*(1)

i.e., the discrete strong duality relation applies, which in conjunction with the discrete weak duality
relation (2.38) implies the maximality of z]* € RTY(7) for (2.36). Since (2.36) is strictly convex,
21t € RTG(Ty) is unique. a



A. KH. BaLci AND A. KALTENBACH 12

2.8 Natural regularity assumption in the case p € C%(Q)

In this section, for p € C%1(Q), we briefly examine the natural regularity assumption
F(-,Vu) € WH2(Q;RY) (2.44)

on the solution u € Wllj’p ) (22) of (2.23), which is satisfied under mild assumptions on the domain
Q C RY, d € N, the exponent p € C%1(Q) with p~ > 1 and the right-hand side f € L'()(Q) (¢f. [37];
see also [15, Rem. 4.5]).

Lemma 2.45. Let p € C%Y(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0. Then, for every v € WPL)(Q) with
F(-,Vv) € WH2(Q;R?), for u(v) = |In(5+|Vo|) |2 (64| Vo])PO 2| VpeVu|? € LY(Q), it holds that
(6 4 [Vo)PO2|V20)? + p(v) ~ [VF(, V)2 + p(v)  a.e in Q.

Proof. Since the claimed equivalence reads 0 ~ 0 on {|Vuv| = 0}, we restrict to the case |[Vov| > 0.
Here, by Rademacher’s theorem, the product rule, and the chain rule, we find that

VE(, Vo) = (6 + Vo))"= (Y2E¥0 In(6 + Vo) + 252 UTHETY 4 ¥20)  ace. in {|Vo] > 0}

Since Vp € L>®(;R?) as well as (6 + [Vv|)P72|V20|2 ~ (6 + |Vo|)P~4|V|Vv| @ Vv|? a.e. in Q
(cf. [39, Lem. 2.8]), we conclude the claimed equivalence on {|Vv| > 0}. O

The following lemma translates the natural regularity assumption (2.44) to the flux z =
A(-,Vu) € Wﬁ,(‘)(div; ) and vice versa.

Lemma 2.46. Let p € C%Y(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0. Then, for every v € WHP()(Q) and
y = A(-, Vo) € LPO(Q;RY), it holds that F(-,Vv) € W 2(Q;R?) if and only if F*(-,y) €
WL2(Q;RY). In particular, it holds that |F (-, Vv)|? ~ |F*(-,y)|? a.e. in Q and |[VF(-, V)2 +(1+
|VulPOs) ~ [VE* (-, )2 + (14 [y[P'O%) a.e. in Q for some s > 1 with can chosen to be close to 1.

Proof. The first equivalence is evident. For the second equivalence, we denote by 71, f := |h|~*(f(-+
h) — f) the difference quotient and exploit that, by Lemma A.5, for all h € R? small enough

TR [F (-, V)12 S |F(+h, (Vo) (-+h)) = F(-+h, Vo) [> + |F(-+h, Vo) = F(-, Vv)|?
SIF (4R, A(+h, (Vo) (- + h) = F* (-+h A(-+h, Vo)) |+ 7] (14| Vo PO?)
S I (5 A, V)P [l (14 [VoPO?)
+ |F*(-+h, A(-, Vv)) = F*(-+h, A(-+h, Vv))|?
+ |F*(-+h, A(-, V) = F*(-, A(-, Vv)) |2
SlE* NP +apl (L + [y O%)  ace. in {o € Q| dist(z,00Q) > [h[}.
Similarly, we find that |7, [F™* (-, )]| < |70 [F (-, V)] |[+(1+|Vo[PO®) ae. in {z € Q | dist(z, dQ) > |hl}.
Passing to the limit |h| — 0 proves the claim. O
Lemma 2.46, in turn, motivates to prove the following dual counterparts of Lemma, 2.45.

Lemma 2.47. Let p € C%1(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0. Then, for every y € Lp'(')(Q;Rd) with
F*(-,y) e WH2(Q; R, for p* (y) = | In(62O) =14 |y]) |2 (6P~ |y )P O 2| Vp' @y|? € LY(Q), it holds
that

(O 4 )P Oy 4+ 4 () ~ [V (y) + 07 (y)  ae in Q.

Proof. Since the claimed equivalence reads 0 ~ 0 on {|y| = 0}, we restrict to the case |y| > 0.
Here, by Rademacher’s theorem, the product rule, and the chain rule, we find that

(V2% In (071 [y|) 4 252 (T2 OE VWIS L 7y) ace. in {|y[>0} .

p =2

VF(,y) = (6" 1+ ly))

Since Vp' € L=(Q;R%) as well as (07~ + [y|)?' ~2|Vy[2 ~ (62~1 + |y|)? ~4|V]y| © y|? a.e. in Q
(cf. [39, Lem. 2.11]), we conclude the claimed equivalence on {|y| > 0}. O
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3. Medius ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section, we prove a best-approximation result for the SBCT(ﬁ)-approximation (2.34)
of (2.23).

Theorem 3.1. Let p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0 and let f € LP O (2) N e (0.p0 L7 ()
for some hg >0. Then, there exists some s> 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if h >0 is close to 0,
such that if u € Wé’p(')s(Q), then for every h € (0, ho], it holds that

IFn(-, Vaus") = Fu( V)3 o S inf  [[[Fa(;, Vop) = Fa(-, Vu)|3 o + osci (f, vn)
vh €S (Th)

+ lwp(h)? (1 + [VulPOS + (|Vop| + [ Vo, — ViugT)PrO9)]
where the hidden constant in < also depends on s>1 and the chunkiness wo >0, and for v, € Sh(Th)
and My, C T, we define osci (f,vn, Mp) = ZTth oscs (f,vn, T), where we define osci (f,vn, T)
= P((pn) o, )T (e (f = fr)) for all T € Ty and 0sc (f, vn) = 0sC2(f, v, Th).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 involves three tools.

I,Q] ’

8.1 Node-averaging quasi-interpolation operator

The first tool is the node-averaging quasi-interpolation operator 11#": L(T,) — Sh(Tr), that,
denoting for every v € Ny, by Tn(v) == {T € Tp, | v € T}, the set of elements sharing v, for every
v, € LY(Th), is defined by

1 .
a e d (T (o)) ) \Uh v ifreQuUT 5
Hhvvh — § : <’Uh>y<,0y, <’Uh>y — { d(Tr (v)) ZTGT;,( )( |T)( ) . - N
veN, 0 nve D>

where we denote by (¢, ),en, , the nodal basis of SY(73,). If p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1 and 6§ > 0,
then there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if h7 > 0 is close to 1, such that
for every a >0, vy, € S5 (T1), T € Th, and m € {0,1}, it holds that (¢f. [11, Cor. A.2))

/ (€, BV (o — TI%0,)]) dae < / a(€rs hr|Viun]) de
T e (3.1)
< / (&n)al( hr|Vhon]) dz + B2 0 o (hp) 11 4 a2 O% 4 | Von [P O% 1
wr

where we use that 9 (&7, hr t) S ga(€r, hr )+ B2 p(er) — p(gr)| (1+a7Ers 4 r(Ens)
for all 7" € Ty, with T" C wr for the second inequality, which follows analogously to (A.9).

8.2 Local efficiency estimates

The second tool are local efficiency estimates that are based on standard bubble function
techniques.

Lemma 3.2. Letp € C°(Q) withp™ > 1 and § > 0 and let f € L”'(')(Q)ﬁﬂhe(O’hO] LPh()(Q) for
some hg > 0. Then, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if hy > 0 is close

to 0, such that if u € Wé’p(')s(Q), then for every h € (0, hol, vy, € SH(Tn), T € T, and S € S},
it holds that

Pom)rwny )= (W ) S N Fn (-, Von) = Fu(-, V)13 7, (3:3)
+ wp.r(hr)? (1 + |VulPO) |1 1 + osci (f,vn, T)
hslI[Fn (-, Vor)lsl3.s S IFa(, Von) = Fa(-, V)3, (3.4)

+ | Wprws (hs)? (14 [VuPO® 4+ |V, [PrO) || ws + 05c2 (f, vh, ws)

where the hidden constants in (3.3) and (3.4) also depend on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0, and
for every My, C T, we define wy ym, (t)|7 = wpr(t) for allt >0 and T € T}, and wp = wy 73, .
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Proof. We generalize the procedure in the proof of [39, Lem. 3.2].
ad (3.3). Let T € Ty, be fixed, but arbitrary. Then, there exists a bubble function by € WO1 (T)
such that 0 < by < 11in T, |Vby| < hy' in T, and (bp)7 = 1, where the hidden constant in < de-
pends only on the chunkiness wg > 0. Using (2.23) and integration-by-parts, taking into account
that Ay, (-, Vo) € L2(T5)? and by € W™ (T), for every X € R, we find that
(A(, Vu) = Ap(-, Vor), V(Abr))r = (f, Abr) 7 . (3.5)
For the special choice Ar = sgn(fx)0a((¢|vv,)*) (&7 hrlfr]) € R, by the Fenchel-Young identity
(cf. [34, Prop. 5.1, p. 21]), we obtain
(hr f)Ar = (@1v0,)" (€, b ful) + 190, (Ers A7) - (3.6)
Then, choosing A = hrAr € R (¢f. (3.6)) in (3.5), we observe that

P((en)iw, =TT fr) + Pion) g, | 7(AT) = (f, hr Arbr) T
+ (fn = fyhoArbr)T
= (An(, Vu) = Ap(-, Vor), V(hr Arbr))T
+ (A(, Vu) — Ay (-, Vu), V(hpArbr))r
+ (fn — f, hoArbr) T
=D +I7+ 1.

(3.7)

Applying the e-Young inequality (2.2) with 1 = ¢|v,,|(ér,-) together with (2.10), also using
that |bT‘ + hT|VbT| 5 1in T, we find that

Iy < ce | Fn(, Von) = Fu( Vu)lls 7 + € pion) o, 7(A1) 5
I < ce o5 (fyon, T) +€ pron) g, | (A1) -

Applying the e-Young inequality (2.2) with 1) = |y, (&7, -) together with (2.13), |br|+hr|Vbr| <1
in T, the shift change (2.15), and Lemma A.1(A.3), we obtain

I < ce |1 B (A, V) = Fi (A V)13 7+ € pgn) g (M)

(3.8)

s (3.9)
< e wp () (14 VUl 11+ € [panyoun () + IFu( Tom) = Fal, V) [B1]
Taking into account (3.8) and (3.9) in (3.7), for sufficiently small € > 0, we conclude that
2
p((‘Ph)\V1’h\)*,T(hTfh) SNERC, Vo) = Fi(, V“)HQ,T (3.10)

+ lwp,r () (L + [Val?*) 1 + osci (f,on, T) -

ad (3.4). Let S €S} be fixed, but arbitrary. Then, there exists a bubble function bg € Wy (ws)
such that 0 < bg <1 in wg, |Vbs| < hgl in wg, and (bg)s = 1, where the hidden constant in <
depends only on the chunkiness wg > 0. Using (2.23) and integration-by-parts, taking into account
that Ay (-, Vo) € L2T5)? and bs € Wy ™ (ws) with (bg)s = 1, for every X € R, we find that

(A(, Vu) = An(, Vo), V(Abs))ws = (f, Abs)ws = [SI[AR(, Vo) - n]sA. (3.11)
Let T € T, be such that T C wg. Then, using the notation Vo (T') := Vvh\;pl, for the choice
As,r = sgu([An(-, Vop) - n]s)0a((vu, (1)) ) & [[AR( Vor) - n]s]) € R,
by the Fenchel-Young identity (cf. [34, Prop. 5.1, p. 21]), it holds that
[Aw(, Vo) - nlsAsr = (v, )" (€, [[AR(, Vor) - nls|) + @wv, () (Er: [Asr]) - (3.12)
Next, let T € T, \{T'} be such that T" C wg. Then, due to the convexity of (¢|vy, (1) (€7, -) and

'In what follows, we employ this notation to indicate that the value of Vv (T) € R% depends only on the
value of Vuy, € LO(T;,) on T € Tp,.
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Ao ((@von ) (E1,7)) S omax{2,(r7)"} also using the shift change (2.16) and (2.13), we have that

(er7v, @) (€rs [[An(-; Vor) - nls|)
2 (@1vo, ()" (&, [[AET, Vou)ls - nrl)
= (@1vun 1)) (&1 [(AEr, Vou(T")) — Al&rr, Vor(T"))) - nr|)

2 (<P|vU,L(T)\) (&1, [[A&r, Vou)]s - nrl)
— = (@ivun ()" &1, AT, Vo (T") — A(&rr, Vou(T))]) (3.13)
—e|F(&r, Vor(T")) = F(&r, Vor(T))?

2 (v, @) (€, [[AEr, Von)]s - nrl)
= ce [F* (&, Alér, Vor(T"))) = F* (&, Alér, Vo (7))
—e|[F(ér, Vop)]s|? = I} —c. I} — <1}

Resorting to Lemma A.5(A.8), we deduce that
17 5 s (hs)? (14 [Vpn (T)P657). (3.14)

Using that np = + \%gzhtl since vy, € ShH(Th) (c¢f. [28, p. 12]), and (2.10), we find that

v IV
[AEr, Vou)ls - | ~ D8 BEITOID o (G0, ) Er IIVonls)),

and, thus, using (¢|vu, (1)) (61 )00 (@, (1)) (€, -) ~ [ F (Er, )| (cf- (28, (2.6)]), we get I, ~ I}
Therefore, for sufficiently small € > 0, resortmg to Lemma A.5(A.6), we deduce that

Iy — eIy Z \[Fn(, Vou)]s|* = |F (&, Vou(T")) = F(ér, Vor(T))
2 \[Fn (- Vor)lsl® = wpws (hs)? (14 Vo (T')[PEr)*)
Combining (3.14) and (3.15) in (3.13), we arrive at
ILFw (5 Vor)ls* S (@) (€rs | LAR( Von) - nlls|) +wpws (hs)® (14 [Von (T7)[PE)%) . (3.16)
For A = ‘l“igsll)\s,T € R (¢f. (3.12)) in (3.11), also using (3.16), we observe that
hs|[TFn (- Vor)lsl13,s + Pion) gu, o ws (A5 1) = [60p.ws (Bis)* (1 + (Vo [P O%) 11 g
S lws|[Aw(-, Von) - n)sAsr
= T (A Von) = An(, Vi), V(Asrbs) s
*(Ah(‘ Vu) = A(-, Vu), V(As,1bs))ws
(fh, As,rbs)ws + lfsﬁl (f = fn, As,Tbs)ws
= [h+fh+fh+1h.

(3.15)

(3.17)

Applying the e-Young inequality (2.2) with o = @y, (1) ({17, ) together with (2.10) for all
T € Ty with T" C wg, and |bg| + hs|Vbs| < 1 in wg, we obtain

Ié <ce HFh('a V’Uh) - Fh('7 vu)”%,ws + Ep(tph)\v%‘,ws ()‘S,T) 5
[}‘Z’ Sce P(en)|vo,)*ws (h7f)+ EP(en) v, ws (As,r), (3.18)
Iy < e 08c(f, 0, w8) + € P(gy) g, s (As,T) -

Applying the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢ = |y ({77,-) together with (2.13) for all 77 € T,
with TV C wg, |bs|+ hs|Vbs| < 1in wg, the shift change (2.15), and Lemma A.1(A.3), we obtain

17 < e |[F (o A V) = o AC Vi) B 2 Py s (A7) (3.19)
< e llp(hr)? (L [P0 1 s+ € [Py 0y o (A7) + IFRC Von) = Fu V)3,
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The shift change (2.15) on 7" € Ty \ {T'} with 7" C wg further yields that

Plen)|vo, | ws ()‘aq“) S P(en) v, (1)) ws ()‘59“) + hS”[[F(ET’a vvh)]]S”g,S

< Plonigon s A7) + hs[Fn (-, Von)]sll3 s (3.20)
+ [lwp,ws (hs)? (1 + |V ph(.)s)”st .
Combining (3.17)—(3.20), for sufficiently small € > 0, we conclude that (3.4) applies. O

3.8 Patch-shift-to-element-shift inequality

The third tool is an estimate that enables to pass from element-patch-shifts to element-shifts.
This is essential in the application of quasi-interpolation operators that are only element-to-patch
stable, e.g., the node-averaging quasi-interpolation operator II#*: S5 (T5) = Sh(T) (cf. (3.1)).

Lemma 3.21. Letp € C°(Q) withp~ > 1 and let § > 0. Then, there exists some s > 1, which can
chosen to be close to 1 if hy > 0 is close to 0, such that for every y, € LP»()(Q;RY), vy, € LY(Th),
and T € Ty, it holds that

Plon o coser ) S Plon) gy onor (9) + 1 *LEw C Vuon)Il3 s )
+ wpwr (h)? (14 [Vyop [P 0%)
where S} (T) =S, (T) NS} and Sp(T) =={S € S | SNT # 0}.
Proof. Applying for every T' € T, with T C wr, the shift change (2.15), we arrive at
Plon)iyop oo (Un) S Pon) vy oy o (U) 1 F(, Vavn(T)) = Fr(-, Vaon)|[3 oy - (3.22)

Since each T” € T, with T” C wy can be reached by passing through a uniformly bounded number
(depending on wg > 0) of sides S € S} (T'), for every T € Tp, with T’ C wr, using (A.10), it holds that

|F (&, Vavn(T)) — F(&rv, Vo (T7)))?
SIF(Er, Vaon(T)) — F(&xr, Vion(T') P + [F(Erv, Vavn(T)) — F(ér, Vion(T))[* - (3.23)
A e TN Vion)lsll3 s oy + 1T wpwor (hr)? (14 [Vaon [P O%) 1,7 -
(

Eventually, multiplying (3.23) by |T”| for all 7 € Tj, with T7 C wy, due to |T7| ~ |T'|, we arrive at
the claimed estimate. O

1,7 -

Proof (of Theorem 3.1). Abbreviating ej, := v, —u§" € S5 (T) and resorting to (2.23) and (2.34)
as well as that f — f;, L Ilnep, in L2(£2), we arrive at

(Ap(-, Vop) — Ap(-, Viui"), Vien)a = (An(-, Vur), Vi(en — I%er))a
+ (f, I3%n — en)a
+ (An(, Vor) — An(-, Vu), VI en) o (3.24)
+ (f = fasen — nen)a
=+ +0+ 1.
ad I}. An element-wise integration-by-parts, [ Ay (-, Vor) -n(en, — HYep)]s = [An(-, Vo) -n]s
{en—1I%"ep }s+{An(-, Vor,)-n}sle, —iep]s on S, fS [en —IIYep] s ds=0and { Ay (-, Vop,) -n}s

= const on S for all S € S}, the discrete trace inequality [36, Lem. 12.8], and (3.1) with ¢ = | -|
and a = 0 yield

Il = Z [[Ah(-,Vvh)-n]]s/ {en, — II}"en}sds

sesi S

S X /wT ILAL(-, Vo) - n]s||Vren| dz .

Sesi TETwTCws

(3.25)
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Next, let T" € T, \ {T'} with 7" C wg. Then, resorting to the convexity of (v, ))*(r, ) and
Ao (v, ) €T, -) S 9max{2,(r7)"} also using the shift change (2.16) and (2.13), we have that

(@1von(m))* (&r, [[An (-, Vor) - n]s|)

S (Orvon ) Ers [[AEr, Vor) - nr]s])

+ (o1von ()" Ers [(Ar, Vor(T") — Al&rr, Vup(T"))) - nr|)
S (Ovon ) Er, [[AEr, Vor) - nr]s])

+ |F(ér, Vor(T")) = F(ér, Vo (T)[?

+ |F*(&r, Alér, Vo (T"))) — F*(ér, A(&r, Vo (T')))|?
SF(Er, Vou)]s)? + wpws (hs)? (14 Vo (T7)[PEr)%)
S, Vou)ls? + [F(Exr, Vou(T") = F(ér, Vou(T'))[?

+ wp ws (hs)? (1 + [V (T7) [PEr)%)
SAFRC, Vou) s +wp o (14 [VoR(T7)[PEr)%) .

p,ws

(3.26)

Applying for every 7" € Tj, with T" C wr, the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢ = @)y, (1) (€77, ),
(3.26), and the finite overlapping of the element patches wr, T' € Ty, in (3.25), for every € > 0,
we conclude that

BeY Y[ (nwum) A To) nlsl) do

Sesi TEThiTCws
ted > / (@n)|von (1) (5 [Vren|) da
S€Si TE€Th;TCws T

S e (12 1FnC Vol s + llwp(hr)> (1 + [Vio™O%) 0]

te Z p(‘Ph)\Vuh(T)\,wT(vheh) .
TETh

Appealing to Lemma 3.21 with y;, = Vyep, € LP»O)(Q;RY), we have that

1/2
Z Plon) g, cropwr (VRER) S Plon) v, .2 (Vaen) + ||h5/ [Fn (-, Vvh)]]lli,s;
TET ) ' (3.28)
+ lwp (hr)? (14 [Vou PP O%) 10

Thus, resorting in (3.27) to (3.4) and (2.10), we deduce that
Iy S ee [IIFn (- Von) = Fu( V) |13 0]
+ llwp () (14 [Vl + [Von [P 0% 1.0 + osch (£, n)] (3.29)
+ & | Fu(-, Von) = Fu(, Viui )13 o -

(3.27)

ad I?. Applying for every T € T}, the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢ = 1von ()| (€15 +), for
every € > 0, we obtain

Ii% <ce p((soh)wuh\)*ﬂ(hTf) + EP(n)|vuy, 12 (h;’l (en — Hﬁveh)) : (3.30)
Then, using for every T € T, the Orlicz-approximation property of II}*: SBCT(’EL) —SH(Th) (cf.
(3.1) with ¢ = pp(ér, ) and a = |V, (T')]), we find that
P(en)|vv,),2 (h;’l (en — Hgveh)) S Z P(en) v, (1)) wr (Vhen)
+ lwp(hr)® (14 [Von[PPO% + [Vhen [P O%) 10
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Thus, using (3.31) and (3.28) in conjunction with (3.3) and (3.4) in (3.30), we arrive at
Iy S ce [[1Fn (-, Von) = Fu( V)30
e () (14 [Vul?® o+ [V [P0 4 (Ve |2 O%) [0 + osch (£on)] (3.32)
+ el Von) = Fu( Vaugh) |30

ad I;}. Applying for every T € Tj, the e-Young inequality (2.2) with 1 = ¢y, (€7, )
together with (2.10), for every € > 0, we obtain

Ig S Ce ||Fh(7 V’Uh) - Fh('? vu)”%,ﬂ + ep(wh)|vq,h’\,ﬂ(vngveh) . (333)
Then, using for every T € T, the Orlicz-stability property of II#*: S5 (Ts) = Sh(Tn) (¢f. (3.1)
with ¢ = p(ér,-) and a = |Vu,(T)]), we find that

p(tph)\v%wﬂ(vnzveh) S Z p(sah)wvh(mhwr(vheh)
TETh (3.34)

+ [lwp(Ar)? (1 + [Von[PO% 4 [Wyep [P )%)
Thus, using (3.34) and (3.28) in conjunction with (3.4) in (3.33), we arrive at
I S ce [IIFn(, Von) = Fu(, V)3 0
+ llwp(h7)? (14 [Von[? O + [Vien %) |10 + osci (f, vn)] (3.35)
+ellFu(, Vo) = Fu(, Viui)[3.0-

10

ad I}t. Applying for every T' € T}, the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢ = |V, for every e > 0,
we obtain

It < coosca(f,vn) + € Ppivu, (hr' (e, — ITj%p,)) - (3.36)
Thus, using (3.31) and (3.28) in conjunction with (3.4) in (3.36), we arrive at
Iy S ce [IFn (-, Von) = Fa(, V)3 0
+ lwp (h)? (1 4+ [Von["O% + [ Ven [ 0%) |10 + osci (f, on)] (3.37)
+ellFu(, Vo) = Fu(, Viui)[3.0-
Then, combining (2.10), (3.29), (3.32), (3.35), and (3.37) in (3.24), for every € > 0, we arrive at
1Fn (-, Von) = Fu(, Vaug 13,0 < ce [I1Fn(, Von) = Fa(, V)3 o + osci (f, vn)
+llwp (hr)? (1 + [VuPO® + (|Von| + [Vaen )P %) [11.0]
+e|[Fu(, Von) = Fu(-, Vaui 5.0 -
Next, choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, for every v, € S5 (T5,), we obtain
1Fn (-, Von) = Fa(, Vil 3.0 S 1Fu (- Vo) = Fu(-, Vu)ll o + 0sci (f, vn)
+ flwp(hr)? (1 + [Vul?* + (IVon| + [Vaen )P O*) 1,0
From (3.38), in turn, we deduce that
1Fn (-, Viug") = Fu(, Vu)ll3 o S 10 (- Vo) = Fu( Viui)l3 0
+1Fn(, Von) = Fu (-, V)3
SNFn(, Vor) — Fu(, Vu)[13.o + osci (f, vn)
+ lwp(hr)? (14 [Vul" 4+ (Vo] + [Vaen )P ) 10

Taking in (3.39) the infimum with respect to v, € St (75), we conclude the claimed estimate. [

(3.38)

(3.39)

Adding oscillation terms on the right-hand side measuring the regularity of F'(-,Vu) € LP() (Q; R%),
it is possible to extend the best-approximation result in Theorem 3.2 to SBCT(Th).
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Theorem 3.2. Let p € CO(Q) with p~ > 1 and 6 > 0 and let f € LP' )(Q) N Mhe(o,h0] LPh(O)(Q)
for some hg >0. Then, there exists some s> 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if h >0 is close to 0,
such that if u € Wé’p(')s(Q), then for every h € (0, ho|, it holds that

1Fn (- Viui’) = Fu( Vu)l3o £ inf [I1FW(, Vion) = Fu(, Vu) |13 o + oscq (f, vn)
v €S (Th)

+ Z ||F(,Vu) - <F('7VU)>(—UT”%MT
TeTh

+ [lwp () (1 4 [VulPO® + ([Vhon| + [Vaon — Vau )P O%)la) |
where the hidden constant also depends on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0.
Proof. Using Theorem 3.2, for every vy, € SBCT(E), we find that
1F3.( Vaup") = Fa (-, V) 3.0 S 1Ea(, VI 0) = Fa(, V) |30 + osci (. I o)
+ [lwp (h7)? (1 + [VuPO%) 10
+ [|wp () (IVRIT o | + [ViIT3 o — Vg )P %)
=+ +I+1},

(3.40)
1,0

so it is left to estimate I}, I?, and I}\:
ad I}. Using [39, Lem. 3.8] and Lemma A.1(A.2) (or Lemma A.5(A.6)), for every T € Ty,
we find that

| Fn (-, Vaon) — Fu(-, VI )3 0 S IF(€r, Vaon) — F(ér, V)3,
+ 1 *[F (&, Vw13 ; oy
SNF (-, Vavn) — Fu(-, V)3, (3.41)
+ 113 [Fn (-, Vivn) = (F (Vo I3 1 o)
+ [ Wpwr (A7) (L4 [Vul?V* [ Vpop [P 0%)
where, due to the discrete trace inequality (cf. [36, Lem. 12.8]), it holds that
1F (-, Vion) = (FC, V) I3 s5 oy S 1ER (5 Vavn) = (F (- Vi) w13 0
SR, Vaon) = F(, V)3, (3.42)
HIF (V) = (F(Vu))or 13 0 -
Therefore, using (3.42) in (3.41) and subsequent summation with respect to T' € T}, yield that

Iill 5 HFh(a thh) - Fh('7 vu)H%,Q + Z HF(7 vu) - <F(7 vu)>WT H%,wT
TETh (343)
+ [lwp(Ar)? (14 [V + [Vyon [P O%) 16 -

ad I}?. Using the shift-change (2.16), we find that

1wt »

Iy S osciy(fyon) + 1 Fu(, Vavn) = Fa(-, Vu)ll3 g - (3.44)

ad I}. Using stability properties of I1¢: S5 (Th) = Sh(Ts) (cf. (3.1) with p = | . |[P'(¢7)s
and a = 0) and Lemma A.1(A.2) (or Lemma A.5(A.6)), for every T € Tp,, we find that

Py ex)5,7 (VRIIEVR) S Pyt (Yo (Vah) + [Wpor (h7) (1 + [Vion [P0 O 11 o - (3.45)

Therefore, summation of (3.45) with respect to T € T}, yields that
I S wpor (h7)? (14 [Vavn P2 O%) 1 (3.46)

Combining (3.41), (3.44), and (3.46) in (3.40), we arrive at the claimed best-approximation result.
a
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4. A priori ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section, we establish a priori error estimates for the SB “"(Ty,)-approximation (2.34) of
the p(-)-Dirichlet problem (2.23). To this end, we resort to the medius error analysis of Section 3,
which allows us to tranfer the approximation rate capabilities of the S, (7} )-approximation (2.32)
(¢f. Theorem 2.2) to the S5 (T;)-approximation (2.34).

Theorem 4.1. Letp € C%%(Q) with « € (0,1] and p~ > 1 and let § > 0. Moreover, let F(-,Vu) €
WL2(Q;RY), (07O~ 4 |2[)P’O-2f2 € L'({p > 2}), and f € L® ) (Q) or Tp = dN. Then,
assuming that hyax ~ hy, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if hyax > 0
is close to 0, such that if f€ LP'()5(Q), then

1% (s Vaus?) = Ful, V) 3.0 S B (14 IVEC, V)50 + (87071 4 2P O72 2

1,{p>2}

+ U(fv S) + pp’(')s,Q(f) + pp(~)s,Q(vu))s )

where the hidden constants also depend on s > 1 and o(f,s) =1+ pp-y o(f) if f € L(Pf)/(Q)
and o(f,s) =1+ py(ys(H)® /) if Tp = 0.

Remark 4.1 (Comments on the regularity assumptions in Theorem 4.1).

(i) If p € C%*(Q) with a € (0,1), one cannot expect that F(-,Vu) € WH2(Q;R?), even locally.
However, appealing to [15, Rem. 4.5], one can expect that F(-,Vu) € N“2(Q)?, where
N«2(Q) is the Nikolskii space with order of differentiability o € (0,1), which should still be
enough the justify the arguments below, but is beyond the scope of this article.

(ii) If p < 2 in Q in Theorem 4.1, then the assumption (67)=1 4 |z[)P"O=2|f|2 € L'({p > 2})
is trivially satisfied.

(iii) If (6*O 14|z} O=2|V 212 € L' ({p>2}) in Theorem 4.1, then, due to f = —div z in LP O)(Q),
it holds that (6*C)~1 4 [2|)?"O=2|f12 ¢ L'({p > 2}).

(iv) If f € L*({p > 2}) and § > 0, then (6?1 + |2)P'O=2| ]2 < 62PO)|f| a.e. in {p > 2},
i.e., it holds that (37)=1 4 |2[)?’ =2 f12 € L' ({p > 2}).

(v) If p € (1,00), then it holds that F(Vu) € WLH2(Q;R?) if and only if F*(2) € WH2(Q;R?)
with |F(Vu)| ~ |F*(2)] a.e. in Q and |VF(Vu)| ~ |[VE*(2)| a.e. in Q (cf. [31, Lem. 2.3]).
In addition, due to [39, Lem. 2.11], it holds that [V F*(2)| ~ (6P~ +|2|)*' =2/2|Vz| a.c. in Q.
Thus, Theorem 4.1 extends the a priori error analysis in [39].

Since the right-hand side in Theorem 3.1 still involves the discrete primal solution, before
proving Theorem 4.1, we first derive the following a priori estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 be satisfied. Then, there exists some s > 1,
which can chosen to be close to 1 if hyax > 0 is close to 0, such that if f € LP ()5(Q), then

Pen.(Vau") S a(f,s),

where the hidden constants also depend on s > 1 and o(f, s) is defined as in Theorem 4.1.

Proof. We distinguish the cases f € L® )" () and I'p = 99
Case f € L)' (Q). Since I (ug") < I£7(0), applying the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢ =|-|?",
the LP” -stability of ITj, the discrete Poincaré inequality in S5 (75) (cf. [53, Prop. 1.4.13]), and
p~ < pp ace. in Q, we find that
Pon.2(Vauy') S (fn, nug)o

S e pep-yo(fn) +€pp- o(Vauy")

S e pp-ylf) + e+ pp,).0(Vauy')) -
For ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, using p S 14 ¢p, we conclude that p,, o(Viup") S 1+ pp-y.alf)-
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Case Tp = 8Q. Let R > 0 be such that Q C B4(0). If f € LP )5(Q), by [27, Thm. 14.1.2],
the vector field G := (—Vu)|q, where u € W2P0) (B%(0)) N W’ e )(Bd( 0)) denotes the unique
solution of —Au = f a.e. in B%(0), where f := f a.e. in Q and f := 0 a.e. in Bd( )\ Q, satisfies
G e WWOs(RY), divG = f ae. in Q, and [|G|ly ()50 + VGl yso S 1fllp)s0, with a
constant depending on s, p, and . Using [27, Lem. 3.2.5], we find that

—\/ +\/
o (15.2(G) + Py (15,2 (VG) S pp(ysalf)® /@ (4.3)

Denote by IT7t: WH1(Q;R?) — RTO(Ty,), the Raviart-Thomas quasi-iterpolation operator. Then,
divI[}'!G = II;,divG = f}, a.e. in Q. Appealing to [36, Thm. 16.4], for every T' € T, we have that

P ()7 (TR G) S ppr(er) 7 (G) + pprer) 7 (VG) - (4.4)

Since 1" (ug") < If7(0), using divII['G = f;, a.e. in §, the discrete integration-by-parts formula
(2.20), for every T € T, the e-Young inequality (2.2) with ¢» = |-[P¢7) | (4.4), and (4.3), we find that

Pon (Vi) < (fos Il )a = (div G, Myul g = —(MLILEG, Vhud o
¢z Pp),(1,0(IFG) + € Py, (),0(Viuf)

e (Po,(1(G) + Py, ().2(VG)) + € Py, ().2(Vauy)

e (14 pp()5,2(G) + P (15,2(VG)) + € pp,, (1,0 (Vaus’)

Ce (1+pp/(.)s,Q(f)(pi)//(p+) ) + € Ppy(),0(Vhup") .

For e > 0 sufficiently small, using pj, < 14y, we conclude that p,,, (thh )< 1+pp,(,)s(f)(p*)’/(p+),.
O

Proof (of Theorem 4.1). The convexity of (¢|v, v, (1)) (€, ) and that Az ((@)v, v, 1)) E1,°)) S
2max{2.(7)'} for all T € Ty, the Orlicz-stability of IIj, (cf. [40, Cor. A.8, (A.12)]), and the shift

change (2.16), for every v, € S5(Tr), yield
08¢ (f0n) S P((on) g (BT L) + 1 Fn (s Von) = Fu(-, V)3 - (4.5)
Using (4.5) in Theorem 3.1, for every v;, € Sh(Ty), we find that
1F3.( Vaui") = Fa(, V)l S 1E( Vo) = Fa(, Vu)l3 o
+ h?naélx Ppi(-)s,Q (V’Uh) + h?r?;x pph(')sﬂ(vhufcf) (4'6)
+ i (14 2oy (VW) + p((en) o 2(ATF) -
Using that, appealing to [15, Lem. 4.3 & Corollary 3.6], it holds that
||Fh('7 VH;LZU) - Fh('v vu)”%,ﬂ maxHVF( VU)HZ Q + hmax ( + pp(-)s79(vu)) ’

AN AN N N

(4.7
Pon()s.2(VIU) S 14 ppys, (VW) S 1+ pps(Vu),
choosing vy, = II§*u € SH(Ty) in (4.6), we arrive at
1Fn (- Viui") = Fu( V)3 0 S b IVE G, V) [3 o + it (14 pp(s.a(Vu) (4.8)

+ Wit Pon (1.2 (Vi) + pion) a2 (hTf) -
By the aid of Lemma A.1(A.4), also using that 2a < 2 A (pT)’ + «, it holds that
Plon)iou) 2T F) S Ploroun= (M) + B (L4 ppr()s.0(f) + ppysa(Vu)) - (4.9)

Next, for every T' € T, and « € T, we need to distinguish the cases p(z) € (1,2) and p(z) € [2, 00):
Case p(z) € (1,2]. If p(x) € (1,2], then, there holds the elementary inequality

(@) (@, ht) SN (¢*(2,t) + ¢(z,]a])) forallaeR?, t>0, Ae[0,1],

which follows from the definition of shifted N-functions (cf. (2.5)) and the shift change (2.16) (i.e.,
with b = 0 and using that |F(x,a)|? = p(z,|a|) for all a € R?), so that

(1vu(@))* (@, hrlf (@)]) S W (¢ (@, [ f(2)]) + o(2, [Vu()

) - (4.10)
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Case p(z) € (2,00). Since (pjq)* (@, A1) S A? (67@) =14 |a|)P () =2¢2 for all a € R% and ¢, A > 0,
we have that

(@vu@)) (@ hr|f(@)]) S B (87O~ + |2(x))7 72| f(2) 2. (411)
Combining (4.10) and (4.11), we deduce that
Ploren) (AT F) S hias (Per 2(f) + pp.a (V) + (0707 + 2P O£ 2|y poy) - (412)
Using (4.12) in (4.9), we find that
Pemivant (BT f) S Mt (L4 oy (15.0(F) + pp(ys.0(Va)
- B [ (677 2O 21, gy -
In addition, due to Lemma 4.2, [36, Lem. 12.1], Amax ~ b, and pp < 14 g, we have that
P52 (Vnttf) S i pp, 0.0 (Vau)® S haas D (1+0(f;s))” (4.14)
Next, abbreviating
O(s) = 1+ [VF(, Vu)lF o + (67 + 2P O Pll1 o2y
+ a(fv S) + pp’(-)s,Q(f) + pp()s,Q(vu) ;
using (4.13) and (4.14) in (4.8), we arrive at
1Fn (-, Viug) = Fu(, Vu)ll3.o S hiak?@ =2 6(s)". (4.15)

max

(4.13)

Using the a priori error estimate (4.15), we can improve the a priori estimate (4.14) and, in turn,
the a priori error estimate (4.15). First, due to (4.7)a, Amax ~ b7, and [36, Lem. 12.1], we have that

Pon (15,92 (Vrtp") S pp,,)s,0(Veug" — VILZU) + pp, (5,0 (V1)
S L Py, (Viuy” — VILEU) + ppiys,o(Vu) . (4.16)
S 1+ b pp (.0 (Vaug” = VI + ppys0(Vu)

Next, we need to distinguish the cases pp, > 2 and pp < 2:
Case p, > 2. Dueto (2.10), (¢p)a(z,t) > tP»® for all a,t >0 and = € {p;, > 2}, (4.15), and (4.8)1,
we have that

Pon () {pn 22y (Vg = V) S| Fu(, Vaug") — Fu(, VITAW)S (), 50y
S IEL(, Viug") = Fu(-, Vu) |13 o
< he ka2 o(

(4.17)

s)°.
Case pp, <2. Due to [14, Lem. B.1], pp,, () (| Vaug"|[4|Vu|) < ¢ (cf. Lemma 4.2), (4.15), and (4.8)1,
we have that

[ Vhup" — VHZZUH;QM(,),{MQ} SR, Viuy") — Fa( VHZZU')H%,{P;L<2}
cr 1/ -

X (14 ppu () ([ Vg |+ [Vul)) "

SNFL( Vaug") — Fiu(- V)3
+ |Fu(-, Vu) — Fi (-, VITZW)|f3 o

< hitdi=9(s)*

which, resorting to [27, Lem. 3.2.4], implies that
P (ton <23 (Vun = VILAU) S | Vun — VIEZull,, 0 <2y S ot 79/20(s)*2 . (4.18)

Eventually, using (4.17) and (4.18) in (4.16), for s > 1 sufficiently small, from (4.7) and (4.13),
we conclude the claimed a priori error estimate. O
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Aided by the (discrete) convex optimality relations (2.29) and (2.43), together with the
generalized Marini formula (c¢f. (2.39)), we can derive from Corollary 4.1 an a priori error
estimate for the error between the dual solution and the discrete dual solution.

Lemma 4.19. Letp € CO(Q) withp~ > 1 and § > 0 and let f € LP' O)(Q )N Nhe(o,n0) LF »O)(Q) for
some hg > 0. Then, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 2fh > 0 is close to 0,
such that if u € Wllj’p(')s(Q), then for every h € (0, ho], it holds that

1E5 (5 25 = Fi (- 2) 3.0 S I1FR(, Vaug") = Fa(, V)30 + b (1+ ppcys,0(Va))
+ p((‘/’h)\Vu\)*»Q(hTf) >
where the hidden constant in < also depends on s > 1.

Proof. Using the discrete convex optimality relations (2.29) and (2.43), two equivalences in (2.10),
the generalized Marini formula (2.39), again, the discrete convex optimality relations (2.43), and
the Orlicz-stability of IIj, (¢f. [40, Cor. A.8, (A.12)]), we find that

IFr (20 = Fr (5 23,0 S 1 (5 Tnzht) = Fi (5 2) 5.0 + 1F5 (5 281 = Fi (5 Tzt 13 o
S F5 (o ARG Vi) = Fr (4 An(, V)13 o
+ HFif(' An(-, Vu) = Fi (5 A, V)l o
PUon) iy =2 (2h = Tz
S HFh( Vnug") = Fu(-, Vu)l5 .o + him (14 ppeys(Va)
+ p((w)*)\Am-,vhuffn,Q(h’ff) :

Using that (©*)a(er,a)(E7,°) ~ (@1a)* (&r, ) for all T € T, and a € R? (cf. Lemma 2.9(2.12))
and the shift change (2.16), we observe that

p((ﬂoh)*)\Ah(-,vhuff)\aQ(hTf) 5 p((@h)ww)*,ﬂ(hTf) + HFh(" th}?) - Fh(" VU)H;Q : (4'21)
Eventually, combining (4.20) and (4.21), we arrive at the claimed inequality. O

(4.20)

Theorem 4.2. Let p € C%%(Q) with a € (0,1] and p~ > 1 and § > 0. Moreover, let F(-,Vu) €
WL2(Q;RY), (0701 + [2))P'O-2f]2 € L'{p > 2}), and f € L® ) (Q) or I'p = Q. Then,
assuming that hyax ~ hy, there exists some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if hpyax > 0
is close to 0, such that if f € LP')5(Q), then

I Gzt = Fr ()30 S Bax (L+ IVEC, Va)|3.q + (6707 + [2])P'¢
+0(f38) + pp(ys.a(f) + ppysa(Vu),

where the hidden constant in < also depends on s > 1 and o(f;s) is defined as in Theorem /.1.

Proof. Immediate consequence of Lemma 4.19 in conjunction with Theorem 4.1. O

Corollary 4.22. Let p € C%Y(Q) with p~ > 1 and § > 0. Moreover, let F(-,Vu) € W12(Q; R?)
and f € L) (Q) orTp =909Q. Then, assuming that hyax ~ hr, there exists some s > 1, which can
chosen to be close to 1 if hymax > 0 is close to 0, such that if f € LP' ()%(Q), then

1w (- Vnug) = Fu( Vu)ll3 o + 1F5 (227 = F (5 2) [ g
< hr2nax (1 + ||VF(7 VU)H%,Q + U(f; 5) + pp'(‘)s,Q(f) + pp(~)s,§2(vu))s )
where the hidden constant in < also depends on s > 1 and o(f;s) is defined as in Theorem .1.
Proof. Due to Lemma 2.46, from F(-, Vu) € W12(Q;R9), it follows that F*(-,z) € W12(Q; R?)
and |[VF (-, Vu)|2 4 (14 |Vo|PO3) ~ [VF*(-, 2) |2+ (14 |2[P )%) a.e. in Q for some s > 1 which can
chosen to be close to 1. In addition, due to Lemma 2.47, it holds that |V EF* (-, 2) |2+ (14 |2[P'()%) ~

(6701 4 12])P"O=2| V2|2 ae. in Q. As a result, the claimed a priori error estimate follows from
Theorem 4.1 together with Theorem 4.2. O
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5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we review the theoretical findings of Section 4 via numerical experiments. All
experiments were carried out using the finite element software package FEniCS (version 2019.1.0,
of. [46]).

We apply the S5 (7, )-approximation (2.34) of the variational p(-)-Dirichlet problem (2.23)
with 6 :== 1.0 x 10™* and p € C%*(Q), where a € (0,1] and p~ > 1, for every = € Q defined by

p(z) =p~ +elz|*,
where £ > 0. As quadrature points of the one-point quadrature rule used to discretize p € C%(€),

we employ barycenters of elements, i.e., for every T' € T}, we employ &7 == xp = ﬁ D e NuAT 2

Then, we approximate the discrete primal solution uj" € SB “"(Tr) deploying the Newton line
search algorithm of PETSc (version 3.17.3, cf. [46]), with an absolute tolerance of 7,55 = 1.0 x 1078
and a relative tolerance of 7,.; = 1.0 x 107!%, The linear system emerging in each Newton step
is solved using a sparse direct solver from MUMPS (version 5.5.0, cf. [2]).

For our numerical experiments, we choose 2 = (—1,1)%, I'p = 012, and as a manufactured
solution of (1.1), the function u € Wé’p(')(Q), for every = := (1,22)" € Q defined by

(@) = d(@)[«]”,
i.e., f:=—div.A(-, Vu), where d € C*°(Q), defined by d(x) := (1 — 23) (1 — 23) for every z :=
(z1,22) " € €, is a smooth cut-off function enforcing homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Moreover, we choose 3 = 1.01, which just yields that u € Wé’p(')(ﬂ) satisfies

F(-,Vu), F*(-,z) € WM2(Q;R?)  and (6701 4 |2))PO=2|Vz|? € LY(Q).

By Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we expect the convergence rate « for the error quantities (5.1).

An initial triangulation Ty, ho = %, is constructed by subdividing a rectangular Cartesian
grid into regular triangles with different orientations. Refined triangulations 7y, , k= 1,...,10,
where hgi11 = "2—’“ for all k =1,...,10, are obtained by applying the red-refinement rule (cf. [21]).

Then, for the resulting series of triangulations 7y = Tp,, k =1,...,10, we apply the above

Newton scheme to compute the discrete primal solution ug" == uj’ € Sgcr(ﬁ), k=1,...,10, and,
resorting to the generalized Marini formula (2.39), the discrete dual solution 2/ := zg’; € RTY(Tx),
k=1,...,10. Subsequently, we compute the error quantities
erk = || Fn(-, Vh,up") — Fn(-, Vu 2.,
| *( o ’“)* (2 20 k=1,...,10. (5.1)
ers k= || Fy (- 25) — Fh('vZ)HQ,Qv

For the determination of the convergence rates, the experimental order of convergence (EOC)

_ log(ex/ex—1)

EOC (e : el ) 1,...,10,
where for every k =1,...,10, we denote by ey, either ep ) or ep- ;, respectively, is recorded.
For different values of p~ € {1.5,2,2.5}, « € {0.1,0.25,0.5,1.0}, ¢ € {0.5,1.0}, and a series of
triangulations Tg, k = 1, ..., 10, obtained by uniform mesh refinement as described above, the EOC
is computed and for k = 5, ..., 10 presented in Table 1, Table 2, Table 3 and Table 4, respectively.
In each case, we report a convergence ratio of about EOCk(er) ~ 1, k = 5, ..., 10, conforming

the quasi-optimality of the a priori error estimates in Corollary 4.22 and but not indicating the
quasi-optimality of the a priori error estimates in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 for « € (0, 1).
We believe that this can be traced back to an imbalance of between the regularity assumptions
F(-,Vu) € WE2(;RY) and p € C%*(Q) with o € (0,1) in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2; and
expect that the assumptions F(-, Vu) € N*2(Q)? and p € C%*(Q) with o € (0,1) are more
balanced and may lead to optimal a prior:i error estimates. The examination of this hypothesis,
however, is beyond the scope of this article and, therefore, left open for follow-up research.
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1.0

0.1

0.25

0.5

1.0

1.5 \ 2.0 \ 2.5

1.5 \ 2.0 \ 2.5

1.5 | 2.0 | 2.5

1.5 \ 2.0 \ 2.5

0.978

0.986

0.987

0.958

0.972

0.974

0.971

0.986

0.989

0.969

0.988

0.992

0.979

0.989

0.992

0.975

0.985

0.985

0.971

0.987

0.992

0.970

0.988

0.993

0.981

0.990

0.994

0.975

0.988

0.988

0.972

0.988

0.993

0.972

0.988

0.994

Q0| 3| O] Ot

0.981

0.990

0.994

0.976

0.989

0.989

0.973

0.988

0.994

0.973

0.989

0.994

9

0.981

0.990

0.994

0.976

0.989

0.990

0.974

0.989

0.994

0.974

0.989

0.994

10

0.982

0.990

0.995

0.977

0.989

0.990

0.975

0.989

0.994

0.975

0.989

0.994

expected || 0.10 [ 0.10 [ 0.10 [] 0.25 [ 0.25 | 0.25 [[ 0.50 [ 0.50 | 0.50 ]| 1.00 [ 1.00 [ 1.00 |

Table 1: Experimental order of convergence: EOCx(ep k), k = 5,...,10.

5 1.0
a 0.1 0.25 0.5 1.0

k 152025152025 15][20]25][ L5]20]25
5 0.978[0.986 [0.987 [[0.975[0.985]0.988 [[0.9710.986 ] 0.989 [[0.969[0.988 [0.992
6 0.979]0.989 [0.992 [ 0.975 0.9880.992 [ 0.971[0.987 | 0.992 [ 0.9700.988 [0.993
7 0.981[0.990[0.994[0.9760.989[0.993[[0.972]0.988 | 0.993[[ 0.972[0.988 | 0.994
8 0.98110.990[0.994[0.9760.989 [ 0.994[[0.9730.988 | 0.994][ 0.9730.989 | 0.994
9 0.981[0.990 [0.994[0.977[0.989[0.994[[0.974]0.989 | 0.994[[0.974]0.989 | 0.994
10 ][0.982]0.9900.995[[0.9770.989 [0.994][0.9750.989 | 0.994[[ 0.975 [0.989 | 0.994

| expected || 0.10 [ 0.10 [ 0.10 [[ 0.25 [ 0.25 [ 0.25 [[ 0.50 | 0.50 | 0.50 || 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.00 |

Table 2: Experimental order of convergence: EOCx(ep- 1), k =5, ..., 10.

€ 0.5
a 0.1 0.25 0.5 1.0

P 1.5 [ 20 |25 [[15 [ 2025 [ 15 | 20] 25 [ 15 | 20 | 25
5 0.959]0.979]0.986][0.975 [0.985 [0.988 [[0.971 [0.978[0.986 [[ 0.944[0.979 [ 0.988
6 0.965]0.981]0.989([0.975 [0.988 0.992 [[0.971 [0.979[0.989 || 0.958 [ 0.980 | 0.989
7 0.966 | 0.98310.990([0.976 [0.989 [0.993 [[0.972 [0.981 [0.990 || 0.958 [ 0.981 [ 0.990
8 0.968]0.983710.991([0.976 [0.989 [0.994 [[ 0.9730.982[0.990 || 0.962 [ 0.982 [ 0.990
9 0.969 | 0.984]0.991([0.977 [0.989 0.994 [[ 0.974 [0.982[0.990 || 0.964 [ 0.983]0.991
10 0.970]0.984]0.991([0.977 [0.989 [ 0.994 [[0.975 [ 0.983 0.991 |[ 0.966 | 0.9830.991

expected [[ 0.10 [ 0.10 [ 0.10 [[ 0.25 [ 0.25 | 0.25 [[ 0.50 | 0.50 | 0.50 [[ 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.00 |

Table 3: Experimental order of convergence: EOCk(er k), k= 5,...,10.

0.5

0.1

0.25

0.5

1.0

15[ 20 ] 25

1.5 [ 2.0 [ 25

15 [ 20 [ 25

15[ 20 ] 25

0.959

0.979

0.986

0.953

0.978

0.986

0.947

0.978

0.986

0.943

0.979

0.988

0.965

0.981

0.989

0.960

0.980

0.989

0.956

0.979

0.989

0.958

0.980

0.989

0.966

0.983

0.990

0.961

0.981

0.990

0.958

0.981

0.990

0.958

0.981

0.990

Q0| 3| O] Ot

0.968

0.983

0.991

0.963

0.982

0.990

0.961

0.982

0.990

0.962

0.982

0.990

9

0.969

0.984

0.991

0.964

0.983

0.991

0.963

0.982

0.990

0.964

0.983

0.991

10

0.970

0.984

0.991

0.966

0.983

0.991

0.965

0.983

0.991

0.966

0.983

0.991

| expected || 0.10 [ 0.10 [ 0.10 [[ 0.25 [ 0.25 [ 0.25 [[ 0.50 [ 0.50 | 0.50 || 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.00 |

Table 4: Experimental order of convergence: EOCx(ep~ 1), k= 5,...,10.
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A. DISCRETE-TO-CONTINUOUS-AND-VICE-VERSA INEQUALITIES

The following lemma is of crucial importance for the hereinafter analysis; it bounds the error
resulting from switching from Ay, : OxR? — R h > 0, to A: QxR? — R? or from switching from
Fr: QxRY =R h>0,to F: Q x RY - R? and vice versa, respectively.

Proposition A.1. Letp € C°(Q) withp~ > 1 and let § > 0. Then, there exists some s > 1, which
can chosen to be close to 0 if hp > 0 is close to 0, such that for every T € Tp,, g € LP'O3(T),
v € WHPOS(T), and X € [0,1], it holds that

1Fn(-, Vo) = F(, V)30 S llwpr(hr)? (14 [VolPO%) 1 r, (A.2)
1F5 (- AR, Vo)) = i (5 AG Vo) 3 7 S llwpr(hr)? (14 [VoPO%) |1 r, (A.3)
Pl(en)iwo) T AG) S Plogu=T(AG) (A.4)

+ XD w1 () (L [VolPO8 4 gl O%)
where the hidden constants in < also depend on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0.

Proposition A.1 is based on the following point-wise estimates.

Lemma A.5. Let p € C°(Q) with p~ > 1 and let 6 > 0. Then, there exists some s > 1, which
can chosen to be close to 1 if |x — y| is close to 0, such that for every x,y € Q, t >0, a,b € R?,
and A € [0,1], it holds that

|F(z,a) = Fy,a)]* < [p(x) = p(y)* (1 + |a]"), (A.6)

|[F* (2, a) — F*(y,a)]* S p(x) = p(y)* (1 + |a™*) (A7)

|F* (2, Az, a)) = F*(, Aly, ) > S [p() = p(y)]* (1 + @), (A.8)
<

(p1o1)” (. M) < (o10))" (1 A1)
XD () = p(y)] (14 BP0 + 47 00%),

where the hidden constants in < also depend on s > 1 and the chunkiness wg > 0.

(A.9)

Proof. ad (A.6). The Newton-Leibniz formula yields for all z,y € Q and a € R? that
|F(z,a) = F(y,a)]* < Ip(x) — p(y)|* (8 + |al)? (p(, |a]) + @(y, |a]))
< Ip(@) = ()] (8 + [al)® (1+ (5 + |a])PP D) o(x,]al)  (A.10)
< Ip(@) = p(y)]* (1+ |a?™)*)

for some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if [z — y] is close to 0.
ad (A.8). The Newton-Leibniz formula yields for all z,3 € Q and a € R that

|A(z, a) = A(y, a)| < |p(z) — p(y)] |06 + |a)| (¢'(x, |al) + ¢ (y, |al))
< [p@) = p()] 1(8 + [al)| (1 + (8 + [al)P 7)) ' (2, [al) -

Using (A.11), (2.11), (2.12), the monotonicity of (¢|q))* (, -), that Ag((@}q))* (7, ) gmax{2,(p7)"}
(cf- Remark 2.6),

(A.11)

(Pra))" (2, A1) S max{ A A2} (10" (2, 1) , (A.12)
(@1a)) " (@, A @' (2, ]al)) ~ A p(a, |a]) , (A.13)
(cf. [15, Lem. A.7 & Lem. A.8]), in conjunction with Remark 2.31, we deduce that
|F* (2, A, a)) — F* (2, Ay, ))* < (¢ja)" (2, [A(z, a) — Ay, a)])
S+ (3 + [a])]) (1 + (8 + a|)P@—#@)ymaxt2o @) (o )* (2, [p(z) — p(y)| ¢ (, |al))
S [p@) = p@)? (1 + [ (3 + [a])]) (1 + (8 + | p@ =Py ymax{2e @)} o (g, a])
S Ip(2) = p(y)]* (1 + [a?)?),

for some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if |z — y]| is close to 0.
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ad (A.9). Using twice the Newton-Leibniz formula yields for all z,y € Q and a € R? that
(pp)" (@, A1) S (6 + [BNPEI 71 4 M) @72 (A2
= (6 + [p)P@=1 + AP () =2\ )2
p(z)Vp(y)
+/ (P (@) = 2)(0 + b)) (3 + ) ((5 + [B)" " + At @I =3 (A ) dr
p(x)Ap(y)
= p(y)— '(y)—2
((6 + [0]) Ly ae)p (At)2 (A.14)
p(=)Vp(y) /
+ / (¥ (x) = 2)(6 + (b)) (S + [B])((3 + [B)" 1 + At)P @3 (At)2dr
p(

z)Ap(y)
p' (z)Vp (1/)
+/ In((6 + [B)P@ 1+ X t)((8 + [B)PP =1 + Xt)""2(A )2 dr .
P’ (@) Ap' (y)
= (64 [p)PO- L AP D2(N8)2 4+ T 4+ 17
Next, we need to estimate the terms I}L and I%:
ad I}. Using ((64])" 1+ A )P =2\ )2 < Amind20 @ (54 |b])" 4-1)P (*)=2¢2 we obtain

p(z)Vp(y)
I < + b)) |/ (5 + B! + AP @2\ 1)% dr

(z)Ap(y)
S A (p(z) — p(y)] [ (8 + [B)] (8 + [b)PE =1 + (8 + [p))PW 1 + )P @)

SN (@) — ply)] (1 + (@ + B+ (34 bl @ 4 1) (0
< A2A @) Ip(z) — p(y)] (1 4 (6 + [b])P@)5 4 (5 + [b|)P@I @' @/P' WD " W)F' @)/ ()5

(A.15)

S A Ip(a) = ply)] (L+ [pP0 4 7 @),
for some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if |z — y]| is close to 0.
ad T?. Using ((6 4 [b))P@ =1 4 X t)7=2(A1)2 < Amin{27}((§ 4 b))PW) =1 4-1)"=2¢2 | we obtain
2 S NN (@) = p/ ()] | In((8 + ()" 71 4 4)] (14 (8 + [p)?0) 1 447 ()22
+ XD (@) = )] [ (6 + PP )] (14 (64 b)) 4o 0022
+\/ z)— _ _ ’ T
SN BB 1 (5 4 b)) 4 1)] 1+ 5+ PO 40 @
+\/ T _ _ ’
+ A2 T) (p(glg( i)(ggz L (8 + [B)P@ = 4+ 8)| (1 + (8 + b)) 1 4+ )P’ @) (A.16)
< A2A @) Ip(z) — p(y)] [ In((8 + |B)PP =1 4 £) (14 (5 + [b)PW 1 4 )P @@ @)/P ()
+ NN p(a) = p(y)| (3 + )PP+ ) (L+ (3 + by + 7' @)
SN pa) — ply)] (14 plPO* + 17 09),

for some s > 1, which can chosen to be close to 1 if |z — y| is close to 0.
Eventually, combining (A.15) and (A.16) in (A.14) appealing to Remark 2.6, we conclude that

(o) (@A) S ()" (5, A1) + AP [p() = ply)|(1+ [P 47 @)

d (A.7). Using the Newton-Leibniz formula and proceeding as for (A.7) and (A.16) yields
for all 2,y € Q and a € R? that

p(y) 2 |2

|F*(,0) = F*(y,0)[* S |(" " + |a)) =5 a — ("1 + a]) a

p(x)Vp(y) ,
+/ | In(8)|(6" + |a|)?” @ 2|a|? dr
p(x)Ap(y)

< Ip@) = p@)] (1 + [a"@*). B
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