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EXISTENCE OF DISTRIBUTIONAL SOLUTIONS TO

DEGENERATE ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS FOR LOCALLY

INTEGRABLE FORCING

GORO AKAGI AND HIROKI MIYAKAWA

Dedicated to the memory of Professor Marek Fila

Abstract. This paper presents an existence result and maximal regu-
larity estimates for distributional solutions to degenerate/singular ellip-
tic systems of p-Laplacian type with absorption and (prescribed) locally
integrable forcing posed in unbounded Lipschitz domains. In particular,
the forcing terms may not belong to the dual space of an energy space,
e.g., W 1,p

loc , which is necessary for the existence of weak (or energy) so-

lutions of class W 1,p
loc . The method of a proof relies on both local energy

estimates and a relative truncation technique developed by Buĺıček and
Schwarzacher (Calc. Var. PDEs in 2016), where the bounded domain
case is studied for (globally) integrable forcing.

1. Introduction

Let d,N ∈ Z≥1 and let Ω be an unbounded Lipschitz domain of Rd. Let
1 < p < r <∞ and let q, s ∈ (1,∞) satisfy

p− 1 ≤ q < p and r − 1 ≤ s < r. (1.1)

In the present paper, we consider the Dirichlet problem for the following
degenerate/singular elliptic system of p-Laplacian type with absorption and
forcing terms:

(P)

{
− divA( · ,∇u) + |u|r−2u = − div (|f |p−2f) + |g|r−2g in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where u : Ω → RN is an unknown function, and f ∈ Lq
loc(Ω;R

d×N ) and

g ∈ Ls
loc(Ω;R

N ) are prescribed. In particular, when Ω = Rd, we ignore

the Dirichlet boundary condition. Moreover, A : Ω × Rd×N → Rd×N is a
Carathéodory function complying with the following assumptions: There
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exist constants C1, C2 > 0 and nonnegative functions β1 ∈ L1
loc(Ω), β2 ∈

Lp′

loc(Ω) such that

A(x, z) : z ≥ C1|z|p − β1(x), (1.2)

|A(x, z)| ≤ C2|z|p−1 + β2(x), (1.3)

(A(x, z1)−A(x, z2)) : (z1 − z2) ≥ 0 (1.4)

for z, z1, z2 ∈ Rd×N and a.e. x ∈ Ω. Hence a typical example of the elliptic
operators satisfying (1.2)–(1.4) is the so-called p-Laplace operator,

−divA( · ,∇u) = −∆pu := − div (|∇u|p−2∇u),

for which we set A(x, z) = |z|p−2z for z ∈ Rd×N and a.e. x ∈ Ω obviously.
In case f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ) (i.e., they are globally in-

tegrable over Ω with p = q and r = s), existence of weak solutions can
be proved in a standard manner (see Proposition 4.1 below). On the other
hand, in case either p > q or r > s holds, (P) admits no weak solution for
general f ∈ Lq(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Ls(Ω;RN ) due to a simple comparison of
both sides of the equation. However, we can still expect existence of dis-
tributional solutions to (P) (see Definition 2.1 below). The main purpose
of the present paper is to prove existence of such distributional solutions to
(P) for f ∈ Lq

loc(Ω;R
d×N ) and g ∈ Ls

loc(Ω;R
N ) with exponents q, s ∈ (1,∞)

satisfying (1.1) (whose lower bounds are necessary for the existence of dis-
tributional solutions) as well as to establish maximal regularity estimates for
such distributional solutions; this is a reason why we consider the forcing
term of this form in (P). To be more precise, we expect that ∇u and u can
be estimated in terms of f and g in Lq

loc and Ls
loc, respectively.

Elliptic PDEs have been vigorously studied in a vast amount of literatures
(see, e.g., [10]). Among those, we here start with existence and regularity of
locally integrable solutions to elliptic PDEs with locally integrable forcing.
As is well known, an appropriate growth condition at infinity is imposed on
the forcing term F in order to assure existence of solutions to the Poisson
equation in Rd,

−∆u = F in Rd.

In [4], existence and uniqueness of locally integrable (distributional) so-
lutions u ∈ Lr−1

loc (Rd) are verified for the following elliptic PDE with an
absorption for 2 < r <∞:

−∆u+ |u|r−2u = F in Rd

without prescribing behaviors of F ∈ L1
loc(R

d) at infinity, and moreover, it
holds that

ˆ

BR

|u|r−1 dx ≤ C

(
1 +

ˆ

BR′

|F |dx
)
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for any R′ > R > 0. In [3], this result was also extended to degenerate and
singular elliptic PDEs of p-Laplacian type such as

−∆pu+ |u|r−2u = F in Rd (1.5)

for F ∈ L1
loc(R

d) and r > p. On the other hand, the optimal regularity of the
(distributional) solution is not fully pursued in these literatures. Actually,
the Calderón–Zygmund estimate for the Laplacian fails in L1. Moreover, it is
rather delicate to determine the optimal regularity of solutions to degenerate
and singular nonlinear elliptic PDEs such as (1.5) even posed in bounded
domains.

A regularity theory for degenerate and singular elliptic PDEs, often re-
ferred as a nonlinear Calderón–Zygmund theory, has been remarkably de-
veloped in the last few decades. It is concerned with weak solutions u ∈
W 1,p

0 (Ω) to the (homogeneous) Dirichlet problem of the form,

− div
(
|∇u|p−2∇u

)
= − div

(
|f |p−2f

)
in Ω, (1.6)

where Ω is a bounded domain of Rd and 1 < p <∞, and provides a maximal
regularity estimate,

‖∇u‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Lq(Ω) (1.7)

for f ∈ Lq(Ω) and q ≥ p. See [11], [9, Theorem 4.1], [1], [13, Theorem 7.8].
Here we also remark that the estimate (1.7) can fail for vectorial cases with
q > p = 2 large enough (see [18]). We further refer the reader to survey
papers [15, 16, 17] and references therein. On the other hand, its extension
to the case where 1 < q < p is not straightforward at all in contrast with the
linear case, for which a duality argument works. Moreover, even existence
of (distributional) solutions is already highly nontrivial when q < p. In [12]
and [14], maximal regularity estimates are established with q < p close
enough to p for distributional solutions defined on Rd, provided that they
exist. Moreover, an existence result and maximal regularity estimates for
distributional solutions to (1.6) are first proved for bounded domains and
q < p close enough to p by Buĺıček and Schwarzacher in [7], which relies
on sophisticated techniques such as an Ap-weighted biting div-curl lemma

developed in [6, Theorem 2.6] as well as a relative truncation technique for
establishing maximal regularity estimates.

The aim of the present paper may also be regarded as an extension of
the nonlinear Calderón–Zygmund theory to the elliptic system (P) with an
arbitrary locally integrable forcing f ∈ Lq

loc(Ω;R
d×N ) for q being in the range

1 < q < p. Here we emphasize again that the presence of the absorption
term in (P) is necessary to prove an existence result as mentioned above
(see [4, 3]), and furthermore, the forcing terms of the equation in (P) are
designed in such a way as to discuss the maximal regularity of gradients of
distributional solutions.

The present paper consists of six sections. In Section 2, we state a main
result, which is concerned with maximal regularity estimates for distribu-
tional solutions to (P). Section 3 is devoted to recalling preliminary facts
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on the Muckenhoupt class Ap, an Ap-weighted biting div-curl lemma and
the Whitney decomposition of open sets for later use. In Section 4, we as-
sure existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to (P) for f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N )
and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ). Section 5 provides weighted local energy estimates for
weak solutions to (P), which play a crucial role to prove the main result and
where main technical novelty may reside. Finally, in Section 6, we complete
a proof of the main result.

Notation. For a, b ∈ Rd, c, d ∈ RN and A,B ∈ Rd×N , we denote by a · b,
c · d and A : B (standard) inner products, that is,

a · b =
d∑

j=1

ajbj , c · d =
N∑

k=1

ckdk, A : B =
d∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

AjkBjk,

respectively. Then |a|, |c| and |A| denote standard Euclidean norms of a, c
and A, respectively, that is,

|a| = √
a · a, |c| = √

c · c, |A| =
√
A : A.

Moreover, a⊗c ∈ Rd×N is a direct product of a and c, that is, (a⊗c)ik = aick.
Hence we have |a⊗ c| = |a||c|. For u = (uk) : Ω → RN and F = (Fjk) : Ω →
Rd×N smooth enough, ∇u : Ω → Rd×N and divF : Ω → RN are defined as

(∇u)jk = ∂xjuk =
∂uk
∂xj

, (divF )k =

d∑

i=1

∂xiFik

for j = 1, . . . , d and k = 1, . . . , N . For x ∈ Rd and R > 0, we write
BR(x) := {y ∈ Rd : |x − y| < R} and BR := BR(0). Furthermore, for any
domain Ω of Rd, we simply write ΩR := Ω ∩BR. For each f ∈ L1

loc(R
d), we

denote by Mf the Hardy–Littlewood maximal function, that is,

(Mf)(x) = sup
r>0

 

Br(x)
|f(y)|dy

for x ∈ Rd. Here and henceforth, we write
 

B
g(y) dy = |B|−1

ˆ

B
g(y) dy

for any g ∈ L1
loc(R

d) and open ball B in Rd. For p ∈ [1,∞], we denote by
p′ the Hölder conjugate of p, that is, p′ = p/(p − 1), 1′ = ∞ and ∞′ = 1.
Moreover, C stands for a generic nonnegative constant which may vary from
line to line.

2. Main Result

In order to impose the (homogeneous) Dirichlet boundary condition on
locally integrable distributional solutions to the Dirichlet problem (P), let
us first set up its weak formulation below. Let BR denote the open ball in
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Rd centered at the origin of radius R and let (ρR) be a family of smooth
cut-off functions satisfying

{
ρR ∈ C∞

c (Rd), 0 ≤ ρR ≤ 1 in Rd,

ρR ≡ 1 on BR, suppρR ⊂ B2R

(2.1)

for any R > 0. In what follows, the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary con-
dition for u ∈W 1,1

loc (Ω;R
N ) will be regarded (in a weak sense) as

(BC) uρR ∈W 1,1
0 (Ω;RN ) for any R > 0.

Indeed, if u ∈ C(Ω;RN ), then one finds that Tr(uρR) = (uρR)|∂Ω for any
R > 0, whence it follows from (BC) that uρR = 0 on ∂Ω for any R > 0.
Here Tr :W 1,1(Ω;RN ) → L1(∂Ω;RN ) denotes the trace operator. Therefore
from the arbitrariness of R > 0, the homogeneous Dirichlet condition, i.e.,
u = 0 on ∂Ω, follows.

We now set up notions of weak and distributional solutions to (P).

Definition 2.1. Let 1 < p < r < ∞ and let f ∈ L
max{1,p−1}
loc (Ω;Rd×N ) and

g ∈ L
max{1,r−1}
loc (Ω;RN ).

(i) Set Xp,r(Ω;RN ) := C∞
c (Ω;RN )

‖·‖Xp,r

equipped with the norm,

‖u‖Xp,r := ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) + ‖u‖Lr(Ω;RN )

for u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ).
(ii) A function u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ) is called a weak solution to (P), if it

holds that
ˆ

Ω
A(·,∇u) : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|u|r−2u · ϕdx

=

ˆ

Ω
|f |p−2f : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|g|r−2g · ϕdx

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ).

(iii) A function u ∈W
1,max{1,p−1}
loc (Ω;RN )∩Lmax{1,r−1}

loc (Ω;RN ) is called
a distributional solution to (P), if it holds that

ˆ

Ω
A(·,∇u) : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|u|r−2u · ϕdx

=

ˆ

Ω
|f |p−2f : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|g|r−2g · ϕdx

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ), and moreover, (BC) holds for an arbitrary

family (ρR) of cut-off functions satisfying (2.1).

Our main result reads,

Theorem 2.2. Let Ω be an unbounded Lipschitz domain of Rd and let 1 <
p < r <∞. Then there exists a positive constant ε0 = ε0(C1, C2,Ω, d,N, p, r) ∈
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(0, p/r] satisfying the following : Let ε ∈ (0, ε0) be fixed and set

q := p− ε ∈ (p− 1, p) and s :=
p− ε

p
r ∈ (r − 1, r).

Then for any f ∈ Lq
loc(Ω;R

d×N ) and g ∈ Ls
loc(Ω;R

N ), the Dirichlet problem

(P) admits a distributional solution u ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω;R

N )∩Ls
loc(Ω;R

N ) such that
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|pω dx+

ˆ

ΩR

|u|rω dx

≤ C0

(
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |pω dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|rω dx

+

ˆ

Ω2R

β1ω dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

βp
′

2 ω dx+ δ−εR
d− pr

r−p

)
(2.2)

for any R > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1]. Here C0 = C0(C1, C2,Ω, d,N, p, r, ε) is a

positive constant and a function ω : Rd → (0,∞) is given by

ω(x) =
(
M
[(
|f̄ |+ |ḡ|s/q

)
χΩ2R

]
(x) + δ

)−ε
for x ∈ Rd,

where f̄ , ḡ denote the zero extensions onto Rd of f, g, respectively, and χΩ2R

stands for the characteristic function supported over Ω2R.

Moreover, we have

Corollary 2.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.2 with β1 =
β2 = 0, there exists a positive constant C̃0 = C̃0(C1, C2,Ω, d,N, p, r, ε) such

that
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|q dx+

ˆ

ΩR

|u|s dx

≤ C̃0

(
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |q dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|s dx+R
d− 1

2
pr
r−p

)
(2.3)

for any R > 0.

3. Preliminaries

In this section, we shall set up preliminary facts to be used.

3.1. Muckenhoupt weights. We first recall the class Ap of Muckenhoupt
weights ω ∈ Ap, which complies with the boundedness of the Hardy–Littlewood

maximal operator M in weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp
ω(Rd).

Definition 3.1. (i) A measurable function ω : Rd → R is called a
weight function if ω > 0 a.e. in Rd.

(ii) For each p ∈ [1,∞), a weight function ω ∈ L1
loc(R

d) is said to be of
the Muckenhoupt class Ap, i.e., ω ∈ Ap, if there exists a constant

A > 0 such that for any open ball B ⊂ Rd,
(
 

B
ω dx

)(
 

B
ω−(p′−1) dx

)1/(p′−1)

≤ A if p ∈ (1,∞),
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Mω ≤ Aω a.e. in Rd if p = 1.

(iii) Let p ∈ [1,∞) and let ω be a weight function defined over an open
subset O ⊂ Rd. Set

Lp
ω(O;RN ) :=

{
f : O → RN : f is measurable and

ˆ

O
|f |pω dx <∞

}
,

W 1,p
ω (O;RN ) :=

{
f ∈ Lp

ω(O;RN ) : ∇f ∈ Lp
ω(O;Rd×N )

}

equipped with norms

‖f‖Lp
ω
:=

(
ˆ

O
|f |pω dx

)1/p

, ‖f‖W 1,p
ω

:= ‖f‖Lp
ω
+ ‖∇f‖Lp

ω
,

respectively. Then they are reflexive Banach spaces and the dual

space (Lp
ω(O;RN ))∗ of Lp

ω(O;RN ) can be identified with Lp′
ω (O;RN ),

that is, for any f ∈ (Lp
ω(O;RN ))∗, there exists some vf ∈ Lp′

ω (O;RN )
such that

〈f, u〉Lp
ω
=

ˆ

O
(vf · u)ω dx

for all u ∈ Lp
ω(O;RN ).

We next set up a couple of lemmas for later use. The following lemma is
concerned with some relations between maximal functions and Muckenhoupt
weights. We refer the reader to [19, pp. 229–230] and [20, p. 5] (see also [7,
Lemma 2.1]) for more details.

Lemma 3.2. Let f ∈ L1
loc(R

d) be such that Mf 6≡ ∞. Then for all α ∈ (0, 1),
it holds that (Mf)α ∈ A1. Moreover, for all p ∈ (1,∞) and all α ∈ (0, 1),

there holds (Mf)−α(p−1) ∈ Ap.

Let us recall the following lemma, which is concerned with continuous em-
beddings fromAp-weighted Lebesgue spaces to usual ones (see [6, pp. 1125,1126]).

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < p <∞ and ω ∈ Ap and let D be a bounded domain of

Rd. Then there exists some q ∈ (1, p) such that Lp
ω(D;RN ) is continuously

embedded in Lq(D;RN ). Hence, W 1,p
ω (D;RN ) is continuously embedded in

W 1,q(D;RN ).

Moreover, we have

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < q < p <∞ and let D be a bounded domain of Rd. Let

ω be a weight function such that ω−1 ∈ Lq/(p−q)(D). Then Lp
ω(D;RN ) is

continuously embedded in Lq(D;RN ).

Proof. Let u ∈ Lp
ω(D;RN ). Since ω−1 belongs to Lq/(p−q)(D), we observe

that
ˆ

D
|u|q dx =

ˆ

D
|u|qωq/pω−q/p dx ≤ ‖u‖q

Lp
ω
‖ω−1‖q/p

Lq/(p−q) < +∞, (3.1)

which implies the desired conclusion. �
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3.2. Ap-weighted biting div-curl lemma. In this subsection, we recall
the Ap-weighted biting div-curl lemma developed in [6, Theorem 2.6].

Lemma 3.5 (Ap-weighted biting div-curl lemma [6, Theorem 2.6]). Let D be

a bounded open set in Rd, p ∈ (1,∞) and ω ∈ Ap. For k ∈ Z≥1, let (a
k, bk) :

D → Rd × Rd be measurable vector fields complying with the following (i)–
(iii):

(i) It holds that

sup
k∈Z≥1

ˆ

D

(
|ak|p + |bk|p′

)
ω dx < +∞.

(ii) It holds that
ˆ

D

(
akj ∂xiϕ− aki ∂xjϕ

)
dx = 0 for k ∈ Z≥1

for any ϕ ∈W 1,∞
0 (D) :=

⋂
σ∈[1,∞)W

1,σ
0 (D) and i, j = 1, . . . , d.

(iii) Let (ck) be a sequence in W 1,∞
0 (D) such that

∇ck → 0 weakly star in L∞(D;Rd).

Then

lim
k→∞

ˆ

D
bk · ∇ck dx = 0.

Then there exist a subsequence (kl) of (k), a ∈ Lp
ω(D;Rd), b ∈ Lp′

ω (D;Rd)
and a strictly increasing sequence (Ej) of measurable subsets of D satisfying

|D \ Ej| → 0 as j → ∞ such that

akl → a weakly in Lp
ω(D;Rd),

bkl → b weakly in Lp′

ω (D;Rd),

(akl · bkl)ω → (a · b)ω weakly in L1(Ej) for all j ∈ Z≥1

as kl → ∞.

The assumption (ii) is stronger than the original one of [6, Theorem 2.6],
but it is enough to apply the lemma in the present paper.

3.3. Whitney decomposition of open sets. We finally recall the Whit-
ney decomposition of general open sets.

Proposition 3.6 (Whitney decomposition of general open sets). Let O (

Rd be a nonempty open set. Then there exists a countable family of closed,

dyadic cubes (Qi) satisfying all the following (i)–(vi):

(i) O =
⋃

iQi and Q
◦
i ∩Q◦

j = ∅ if i 6= j. Here Q◦
i denotes the interior

of Qi.

(ii) For any i, it holds that diam (Qi) < dist(Qi,Oc) ≤ 4 diam (Qi).
Here and henceforth, diam (Qi) stands for the diameter of Qi.

(iii) If Qi ∩Qj 6= ∅, then 1
2diam (Qi) ≤ diam (Qj) ≤ 2 diam (Qi).
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(iv) For each i, it holds that ♯{j 6= i : Qi∩Qj 6= ∅} ≤ 4d−2d. Moreover,

set Ãi := {j 6= i : Qi ∩Qj 6= ∅} and Ai := Ãi ∪ {i}.
(v) For each i, Ai ∋ j if and only if (3/2)Qi ∩ (3/2)Qj 6= ∅. Here for

k > 0, kQi := ci + k(Qi − ci), where ci is the center of the cube Qi.

(vi) There exists a partition of unity (ψi) in O such that ψi ∈ C0,1(Rd),
χ(1/2)Qi

≤ ψi ≤ χ(9/8)Qi
(i.e., suppψi ⊂ (9/8)Qi) and there exists

a constant c(d) such that diam (Qi)|∇ψi| ≤ c(d) uniformly for i.
Furthermore, it holds that

∑

i

ψi(x) =

{
1 if x ∈ O,
0 if x /∈ O.

We refer the reader to [8, Proposition 3.17] and [7, Proposition 3.1] for
proofs of (i)–(iv) and (v)–(vi), respectively.

4. Weak solutions

In this section, we discuss existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to
(P) for f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ) with the aid of a monotone
operator theory.

Proposition 4.1. For f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ), the Dirichlet

problem (P) admits a unique weak solution u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ).

To prove this, we first note the following basic properties of the space
Xp,r(Ω;RN ), which can be proved in a standard manner (see, e.g., [5]):

Proposition 4.2. (i) The space Xp,r(Ω;RN ) is a reflexive Banach space.

(ii) It holds that W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ) ∩ Lr(Ω;RN ) ⊂ Xp,r(Ω;RN ).

(iii) For any F ∈ (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗, there exist F1 ∈ Lp′(Ω;Rd×N ) and

F2 ∈ Lr′(Ω;RN ) such that

〈F, u〉Xp,r =

ˆ

Ω
F1 : ∇udx+

ˆ

Ω
F2 · udx

for u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ).

In particular, in order to check the assertion (ii), one may observe that

W 1,p
0 (Ω) ∩ Lr(Ω) coincides with the closure of C∞

c (Ω) in W 1,p(Ω) ∩ Lr(Ω)
(cf. see [5, Proposition 9.18]).

We set Au := − divA (·,∇u) and Bu := Au+|u|r−2u for u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ).
Then the operator B : Xp,r(Ω;RN ) → (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗ is defined by

[Bu](ϕ) :=
ˆ

Ω
A(·,∇u) : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|u|r−2u · ϕdx

for u, ϕ ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ); indeed, we note that

|[Bu](ϕ)| ≤ ‖A(·,∇u)‖Lp′ ‖∇ϕ‖Lp + ‖|u|r−1‖Lr′‖ϕ‖Lr

≤ (‖A(·,∇u)‖Lp′ + ‖u‖r−1
Lr )‖ϕ‖Xp,r
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for ϕ ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ), and hence, we find that Bu ∈ (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗. More-
over, we can immediately observe that

Lemma 4.3. The operator B : Xp,r(Ω;RN ) → (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗ is a strictly

monotone operator.

Furthermore, we have

Lemma 4.4. The operator B : Xp,r(Ω;RN ) → (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗ is coercive

and continuous.

Proof. We first prove the coercivity. Let (uk) be a sequence in Xp,r(Ω;RN )
and let C ≥ 0 be a constant such that

〈Buk, uk〉Xp,r

‖uk‖Xp,r
≤ C for k ∈ Z≥1 (large enough), (4.1)

which implies

C1‖∇uk‖pLp + ‖uk‖rLr

(1.2)

≤ 〈Buk, uk〉Xp,r + ‖β1‖L1

(4.1)

≤ C‖uk‖Xp,r + ‖β1‖L1

≤ C1

2
‖∇uk‖pLp +

1

2
‖uk‖rLr + C.

Thus ‖uk‖Xp,r is bounded, and therefore, B turns out to be coercive.
We claim that the operator B : Xp,r(Ω;RN ) → (Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗ is contin-

uous. Indeed, let uk → u in Xp,r(Ω;RN ). Then ∇uk → ∇u in Lp(Ω;Rd×N )

and uk → u in Lr(Ω;RN ). Then A(·,∇uk) → A(·,∇u) strongly in Lp′(Ω;Rd×N )

and |uk|r−2uk → |u|r−2u strongly in Lr′(Ω;RN ). Hence we observe that

‖Buk − Bu‖(Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗

≤ ‖A(·,∇uk)−A(·,∇u)‖Lp′ + ‖|uk|r−2uk − |u|r−2u‖Lr′ → 0

as k → ∞. Hence B is continuous. �

We are now in a position to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ). Then
we observe that

〈− div (|f |p−2f) + |g|r−2g, ϕ〉Xp,r

:=

ˆ

Ω
|f |p−2f : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|g|r−2g · ϕdx

for ϕ ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ). Hence one can deduce that − div (|f |p−2f)+ |g|r−2g ∈
(Xp,r(Ω;RN ))∗. Due to the monotonicity and continuity of B, it turns
out to be maximal monotone, and moreover, from the coercivity, we in-
fer that B is bijective (see, e.g., [2]). Therefore (P) admits a weak solution
u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ). The uniqueness follows immediately from the strict mono-
tonicity. �
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5. Weighted local energy estimates

This section is devoted to deriving weighted local energy estimates for
weak solutions to (P) by employing a relative truncation technique devel-
oped in [7], where weighted energy estimates are established for a bounded
domain case along with globally integrable forcing, i.e., f ∈ Lq(Ω;RN ), and
therefore, neither localization nor absorption is needed.

5.1. Relative truncation. LetO ⊂ Rd be an open set. For u ∈ L1
loc(R

d;RN ),

define the relative truncation uO : Rd → R of u into the open set O by

uO(x) :=

{∑
i ψi(x)ui if x ∈ O,

u(x) if x /∈ O,

ui :=

{
ffl

(9/8)Qi
udx if (9/8)Qi ⊂ Ω,

0 otherwise.

Here (Qi) and (ψi) are the cubes and partition of unity introduced in Propo-
sition 3.6 for the open set O. In what follows, we simply use the same
notation uO for the restriction of uO into the domain Ω. Then we recall

Lemma 5.1 ([7, Lemma 3.2]). Let Ω be a Lipschitz domain of Rd and let

u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ) for some p ∈ [1,∞). Then uO ∈ W 1,p

0 (Ω;RN ) and there

exists a constant c = c(d, p,Ω) such that
ˆ

Ω
|∇(u− uO)|p dx ≤ c

ˆ

O∩Ω
|∇u|p dx.

Moreover, we have

Proposition 5.2. For each u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ) and ρ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), the relative

truncation (uρ)O of the product uρ into O belongs to Xp,r(Ω;RN ).

Proof. We first note that the zero extension of u onto Rd belongs toXp,r(Rd;RN )
(it will still be denoted by u simply). Let x ∈ O and let i be such that x ∈ Qi

(see Proposition 3.6). Then we observe from Proposition 3.6 that

|(uρ)O(x)| ≤
∑

j∈Ai

ψj(x)|(uρ)j |

≤
∑

j∈Ai

ψj(x)
2d

|Qi|

ˆ

(9/8)Qj∩Ω
|u|ρdx

≤ C

|Qi|
∑

j∈Ai

ˆ

(9/8)Qj∩Ω
|u|dx

≤ C

|Qi|
∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖Lr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)|(9/8)Qj |1/r
′

≤ C

|Qi|
∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖Lr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)|(9/4)Qi|1/r
′
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≤ C|Qi|−1/r
∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖Lr((9/8)Qj∩Ω).

Therefore recalling that O =
⋃

iQi, we deduce that

ˆ

O
|(uρ)O(x)|r dx =

∑

i

ˆ

Qi

|(uρ)O(x)|r dx

≤
∑

i

ˆ

Qi

C|Qi|−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖Lr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r

dx

≤ C
∑

i

|Ai|r−1



∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




≤ 4d(r−1)C
∑

i



∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




(∗)
= 4d(r−1)C

∑

j



∑

i∈Aj

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




(⋆)

≤ 4d(r+1)C

ˆ

O∩Ω
|u|r dx < +∞. (5.1)

Here the equality (∗) is derived from the following fundamental observation:

∑

i



∑

j∈Ai

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




=
∑

i



∑

j

χAi(j)‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




=
∑

i



∑

j

χAj(i)‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)




=
∑

j

(
∑

i

χAj(i)‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)

)

=
∑

j



∑

i∈Aj

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω)


 ,

where we used the equivalence i ∈ Aj ⇔ j ∈ Ai as well as Fubini’s lemma for
double series of nonnegative terms. Moreover, the inequality (⋆) also follows
(similarly to the above observation) from Proposition 3.6, which implies that
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(9/8)Qj intersects with only Qk for k ∈ Aj . Indeed, we note that
∑

j

‖u‖rLr((9/8)Qj∩Ω) ≤
∑

j

∑

k∈Aj

‖u‖rLr(Qk∩Ω)

=
∑

k

∑

j∈Ak

‖u‖rLr(Qk∩Ω)

≤ 4d
∑

k

‖u‖rLr(Qk∩Ω) = 4d‖u‖rLr(O∩Ω).

Hence it follows that
ˆ

Ω
|(uρ)O|r dx =

ˆ

O
|(uρ)O|r dx+

ˆ

Ω\O
|uρ|r dx < +∞.

Thus we have obtained (uρ)O ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ).
Let (un) be a sequence in C∞

c (Ω;RN ) such that un → u strongly in
Lr(Ω;RN ) and ∇un → ∇u strongly in Lp(Ω;Rd×N ). Since supp ρ is com-
pact, we find that unρ→ uρ strongly in Lp(Ω;RN ) and

∇(unρ) = (∇un)ρ+ un∇ρ→ (∇u)ρ+ u∇ρ = ∇(uρ)

strongly in Lp(Ω;Rd×N ). Thus we observe that uρ ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ), and

therefore, by the use of Lemma 5.1, we deduce that (uρ)O ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ).

Combining all these facts, we have (uρ)O ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ) ∩ Lr(Ω;RN ), and

therefore, Proposition 4.2 yields (uρ)O ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ). The proof is com-
pleted. �

5.2. Weighted local energy estimates. Developing the argument used
in [7, Proposition 4.1], we shall prove the following proposition, which will
play a key role for proving Theorem 2.2.

Proposition 5.3. Let Ω be an unbounded Lipschitz domain of Rd and let

1 < p < r <∞. Then there exists a constant ε1 = ε1(C1, C2,Ω, d,N, p, r) >
0 satisfying the following : Let f ∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ) and g ∈ Lr(Ω;RN ) and

let u ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ) be the unique weak solution to (P). Let ε ∈ (0, ε1)
and h ∈ L1

loc(Ω) \ {0} be arbitrarily fixed. Then there exists a constant

C0 = C0(C1, C2,Ω, d,N, p, r, ε) > 0 such that
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|pω dx+

ˆ

ΩR

|u|rω dx

≤ C0

(
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |pω dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|rω dx

+

ˆ

Ω2R

β1ω dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

βp
′

2 ω dx+ δ−εRd− pr
r−p

)
,

where ω is the weight function given by ω = (M [h̄χΩ2R
] + δ)−ε with the zero

extension h̄ of h onto Rd and β1 ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and β2 ∈ Lp′

loc(Ω) are nonnegative

functions satisfying (1.2) and (1.3), for every R > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1].
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Proof. In what follows, we use the same letters u, f, h for their zero exten-
sions onto Rd if no confusion can arise. Moreover, let R > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1
be arbitrarily fixed and set hδ := |h|χΩ2R

+ δ. Moreover, we take an open
subset of Rd,

Oλ := [Mhδ > λ] :=
{
x ∈ Rd : Mhδ(x) > λ

}
.

Here and henceforth, we simply denote by vλ the relative truncation vOλ
of

each function v into Oλ.
Let R′ ∈ (R, 2R] and let ρ be a cut-off function complying with





ρ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 in Rd, ρ ≡ 1 on BR,

suppρ ⊂ BR′ , sup
x∈Rd

|∇ρ(x)| ≤ C/(R′ −R) (5.2)

for some constant C > 0 independent of R′ and R. Thanks to Proposition
5.2, we see that (uρ)λρ

2r−1 ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ), and hence, it follows from the
weak form that
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

A(·,∇u) : ∇(uρ2r) dx+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|r−2u · (uρ2r) dx

=

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|f |p−2f : ∇((uρ)λρ
2r−1) dx+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |p−2f : ∇(uρ2r) dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|g|r−2g · ((uρ)λρ2r−1) dx+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|g|r−2g · (uρ2r) dx

−
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

A(·,∇u) : ∇((uρ)λρ
2r−1) dx

−
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|u|r−2u · ((uρ)λρ2r−1) dx. (5.3)

We then observe that

(the left-hand side of (5.3))

=

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

A(·,∇u) :
[
(∇u)ρ2r + u⊗ 2rρ2r−1∇ρ

]
dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx

≥
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

[
(C1|∇u|p − β1)ρ

2r + 2rA(·,∇u) : (∇ρ)⊗ uρ2r−1
]
dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx.

Hence noting that 2(r − 1)p′ > 2(r − 1)r′ = 2r and 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 in Rd and
employing Young’s inequality for any δ1, δ2 > 0, which will be chosen later,
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we derive from (5.3) that

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

(C1|∇u|p − β1)ρ
2r dx+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx

≤ 2r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|A(·,∇u)|ρ2r−1|u||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|f |p−1|∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+ (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|f |p−1ρ2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |p−1|∇u|ρ2r dx+ 2r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |p−1ρ2r−1|u||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|g|r−1|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|g|r−1|u|ρ2r dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|A(·,∇u)||∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+ (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|A(·,∇u)||(uρ)λ|ρ2r−2|∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|u|r−1|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

≤ 2r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

(C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)ρ
2r−1|u||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1ρ2r/p
′

)(|∇u|ρ2r/p) dx+ 2r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1ρ2r−1)(|u||∇ρ|) dx

+

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

(|g|r−1ρ2r/r
′

)(|u|ρ2r/r) dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)|∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+ (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)ρ
2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

≤ 2rCp′

2 δ
p′

1

p′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|∇u|pρ(2r−1)p′ dx+
2rδp

′

1

p′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

βp
′

2 ρ
(2r−1)p′ dx

+
4r

pδp1

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p dx+
1

p′δp
′

2

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |pρ2r dx
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+
δp2
p

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|∇u|pρ2r dx+
2r

p′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |pρ(2r−1)p′ dx

+
2r

p

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p dx+
1

r′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|g|rρ2r dx+
1

r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)|∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+ (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)ρ
2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

≤
(
2rCp′

2 δ
p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|∇u|pρ2r dx

+
2r

p

(
2

δp1
+ 1

)
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p dx

+

(
1

p′δp
′

2

+
2r

p′

)
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |pρ2r dx+
2rδp

′

1

p′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

βp
′

2 ρ
(2r−1)p′ dx

+
1

r′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|g|rρ2r dx+
1

r

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)|∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

+ (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)ρ
2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6 + J1 + J2 + J3. (5.4)

We can estimate J1 as in the proof of [7, Proposition 4.1], but we also
give a detail for the completeness. Set G := |f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2. For
each α ∈ (0, 1) fixed, using Proposition 3.6 and noting that

∑
j∈Ai

ψj ≡ 1
on Qi, one can verify that
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|G||∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

=
∑

i

ˆ

Qi

|G|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈Ai

(uρ)j∇ψj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ2r−1 dx

=
∑

i

ˆ

Qi

|G|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

j∈Ai

{
(uρ)j − (uρ)i

}
∇ψj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ2r−1 dx
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(∗∗)

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

ˆ

Qi

|G|
(
 

(3/2)Qj

|∇(uρ)|dx+

 

(3/2)Qi

|∇(uρ)|dx
)
ρ2r−1 dx

= C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|G|ρ2r−1 dx

)

×
(
 

(3/2)Qj

|∇(uρ)|dx+

 

(3/2)Qi

|∇(uρ)|dx
)

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

)1/p′ (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/p

×





(
 

(3/2)Qj

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx

)1/p

+

(
 

(3/2)Qi

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx

)1/p




×
(
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/p′

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

)1/p′ (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)

×
(
 

(3/2)Qj

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx+

 

(3/2)Qi

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx

)1/p

.

Here we employed [7, Lemma 3.1] along with (vi) of Proposition 3.6, in
particular, diam (Qi)|∇ψi| ≤ c(d), in order to derive the first inequality
(∗∗). Moreover, we also used the fact that (3/2)Qj ⊂ 6Qi if j ∈ Ai. Now,
from (ii) of Proposition 3.6, we find that 9Qi ∩ Oc

λ 6= ∅, and hence, for
a.e. x0 ∈ 9Qi ∩ Oc

λ, it follows from the definition of Oλ that
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx ≤

(
3

2

)d  

9Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

≤ CM [(Mhδ)
α](x0)

(∗)

≤ CA(Mhδ)
α(x0) ≤ CAλα. (5.5)

Here we used the fact that (Mhδ)
α ∈ A1 to derive the inequality (∗) of the

above (see Lemma 3.2 and Definition 3.1). Hence it yields
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|G||∇(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|λα
(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

)1/p′

×
(
 

(3/2)Qj

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx+

 

(3/2)Qi

|∇(uρ)|p
(Mhδ)αp/p

′ dx

)1/p
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= C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

λαp
′/p|G|p′ρ(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

)1/p′

×
(
 

(3/2)Qj

λαp/p
′ |∇(uρ)|p

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx+

 

(3/2)Qi

λαp/p
′ |∇(uρ)|p

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx

)1/p

≤ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp
′/p|G|p′ρ(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp/p
′ |∇(uρ)|p

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx

)
.

Thus we obtain

J1 ≤ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp
′/p(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp

′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp/p
′ |∇u|pρp

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp/p
′ |u|p|∇ρ|p

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx

)
. (5.6)

Let us move on to an estimate for the term J2. Letting G ∈ Lp′
ω (Ω;RN )

and recalling suppψj ⊂ (9/8)Qj , we deduce that

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|G|ρ2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

≤
∑

i

(
ˆ

Qi

|G|ρ2r−2|∇ρ|dx
)

∑

j∈Ai

|(uρ)j|




≤
∑

i

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|G|ρ2r−2|∇ρ|dx
)

∑

j∈Ai

 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρdx




≤
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
r′

p′

 

Qi

|G|p′/r′ρ(2r−2)p′/r′ dx

+
p′ − r′

p′

 

Qi

|∇ρ|p′/(p′−r′) dx

)(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρdx
)

=
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
r′

p′

 

Qi

|G|p′/r′ρ(2r−2)p′/r′

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

+
p′ − r′

p′

 

Qi

|∇ρ|p′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

)

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρ
(Mhδ)α/r

′ (Mhδ)
α/r′ dx

)
.
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Since (2r − 2)p′ > 2r, we have
 

Qi

|G|p′/r′ρ(2r−2)p′/r′

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

≤
(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ(2r−2)p′

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′ (
 

Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r

≤ 6d/r

(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ(2r−2)p′

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′ (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r

≤ 6d/r

(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx

)1/r′ (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r

.

Similarly, we also see that
 

Qi

|∇ρ|p′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

≤ 6d/r

(
 

Qi

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′ (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r

.

Moreover, by virtue of (iii) of Proposition 3.6, we find that (9/8)Qj ⊂ 6Qi

if j ∈ Ai. Therefore for any F ∈ L1
loc(R

d), we have

 

(9/8)Qj

|F |dx ≤
(

6

9/8

)d

2d
 

6Qi

|F |dx if j ∈ Ai.

From this observation, we infer that
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρ
(Mhδ)α/r

′ (Mhδ)
α/r′ dx

≤
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r (
 

(9/8)Qj

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r′

≤ C

(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r′

.

Here, using (iv) and (v) of Proposition 3.6, we also remark that

∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
 

Qi

|F |χΩR′ dx ≤ 4d
∑

i

ˆ

Qi

|F |χΩR′ dx = 4d
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|F |dx

for F ∈ L1
loc(R

d). Furthermore, as in deriving (5.1), we also note that

∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
 

(9/8)Qj

|F |χΩR′ dx ≤
(
2 · 8

9

)d∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

ˆ

(9/8)Qj

|F |χΩR′ dx
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≤ 4d
(
16

9

)d∑

j

ˆ

(9/8)Qj

|F |χΩR′ dx

≤ 42d
(
16

9

)d ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|F |dx.

Thus one obtains

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

|G|ρ2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|G|p′ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx

)1/r′

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)

+ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)

(5.5)

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

λαr
′/r|G|p′ρ2r

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

)1/r

+ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

λαr
′/r|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)1/r′

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

)1/r

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
{
 

Qi

λαr
′/r|G|p′ρ2r

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx+

 

(9/8)Qj

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

}

+ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
{
 

Qi

λαr
′/r|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

+

 

(9/8)Qj

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

}
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≤ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r|G|p′ρ2r

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)
.

Hence setting G = (2r − 1)(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2), we observe that

J2 = (2r − 1)

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|f |p−1 + C2|∇u|p−1 + β2)ρ
2r−2|(uρ)λ||∇ρ|dx

≤ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp

′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)
. (5.7)

Finally, we estimate J3. Noting that 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 in Rd, we observe that

J3 =

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)|(uρ)λ|ρ2r−1 dx

≤
∑

i

ˆ

Qi

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)



∑

j∈Ai

|(uρ)j |


 ρ2r−1 dx

=
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)ρ2r−1 dx

)(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρdx
)

=
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)ρ2r−1

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

)

×
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρ
(Mhδ)α/r

′ (Mhδ)
α/r′ dx

)
.

Here we can similarly derive that
 

Qi

(|u|r−1 + |g|r−1)ρ2r−1

(Mhδ)α/r
(Mhδ)

α/r dx

≤ C

(
 

Qi

(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx

)1/r′ ( 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r

and
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|ρ
(Mhδ)α/r

′ (Mhδ)
α/r′ dx

≤ C

(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r (
 

6Qi

(Mhδ)
α dx

)1/r′

.
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Thus it follows that

J3
(5.5)

≤ Cλα
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx

)1/r′
(
 

(9/8)Qj

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)αr/r

′ dx

)1/r

≤ C
∑

i

∑

j∈Ai

|Qi|
(
 

Qi

λαr
′/r(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx+

 

(9/8)Qj

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

)

≤ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx

)
,

(5.8)

where the last inequality is derived as in (5.1).
Combining (5.4), (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8), we infer that
[
C1 −

(
2rC2δ

p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)]
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|∇u|pρ2r dx+
1

r′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|rρ2r dx

≤
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

β1ρ
2r dx+

2r

p

(
2

δp1
+ 1

)
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p dx

+

(
1

p′δp
′

2

+
2r

p′

)
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|f |pρ2r dx

+
2rδp

′

1

p′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

βp
′

2 ρ
(2r−1)p′ dx+

1

r′

ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|g|rρ2r dx

+ C

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp
′/p(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp

′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)αp
′/p

dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp/p
′ |∇u|pρp

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαp/p
′ |u|p|∇ρ|p

(Mhδ)αp/p
′ dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp

′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr/r
′ |u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr/r
′ dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)αr

′/r
dx+

ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαr
′/r|u|rρr

(Mhδ)αr
′/r

dx

)
.

(5.9)

Now, let F ∈ L1
loc(R

d) and ε > 0. Using Fubini’s theorem, we note that

ˆ ∞

0
λ−(1+ε)

(
ˆ

Oc
λ∩ΩR′

|F |dx
)

dλ =

ˆ

ΩR′

|F |
(
ˆ ∞

(Mhδ)(x)
λ−(1+ε) dλ

)
dx
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=
1

ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|F |
(Mhδ)ε

dx.

Similarly, taking β > 0 so that αβ − ε > 0, we find that

ˆ ∞

0
λ−(1+ε)

(
ˆ

Oλ∩ΩR′

λαβ
|F |

(Mhδ)αβ
dx

)
dλ

=

ˆ

ΩR′

|F |
(Mhδ)αβ

(
ˆ (Mhδ)(x)

0
λαβ−(1+ε) dλ

)
dx

=
1

αβ − ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|F |
(Mhδ)ε

dx.

Set (p− 1) := min{p − 1, (p − 1)−1} = min{p − 1, p′ − 1} > 0 and

(r − 1) := min{r − 1, (r − 1)−1} = min{r − 1, r′ − 1} > 0. Let ε ∈
(0, αmin{(p − 1), (r − 1)}) be arbitrarily fixed. Then

αmin{r′/r, r/r′, p′/p, p/p′} − ε > 0.

Divide both sides of (5.9) by λ1+ε and integrate it over (0,∞) in λ. From
the above observations, we deduce that

1

ε

[
C1 −

(
2rC2δ

p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)]
ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|pρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx+
1

εr′

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|rρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

≤ 1

ε

ˆ

ΩR′

β1ρ
2r

(Mhδ)ε
dx+

2r

εp

(
2

δp1
+ 1

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+
1

ε

(
1

p′δp
′

2

+
2r

p′

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|f |pρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+
2rδp

′

1

εp′

ˆ

ΩR′

βp
′

2 ρ
(2r−1)p′

(Mhδ)ε
dx+

1

εr′

ˆ

ΩR′

|g|rρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+
C

α(p− 1)− ε

(
ˆ

ΩR′

(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp
′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|pρp
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)

+
C

α(r − 1)− ε

(
ˆ

ΩR′

(|f |p + C2|∇u|p + βp
′

2 )ρ2r

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+

ˆ

ΩR′

(|u|r + |g|r)ρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|rρr
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)
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≤ 1

ε

ˆ

ΩR′

β1ρ
2r

(Mhδ)ε
dx+

[
2r

εp

(
2

δp1
+ 1

)
+

C

α(p − 1)− ε

]
ˆ

ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

[
1

ε

(
1

p′δp
′

2

+
2r

p′

)
+

C

α(p − 1)− ε
+

C

α(r − 1)− ε

]
ˆ

ΩR′

|f |pρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

(
2rδp

′

1

εp′
+

C

α(p − 1)− ε
+

C

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

βp
′

2 ρ
2r

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+

(
CC2

α(p− 1)− ε
+

CC2

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|pρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+
C

α(p− 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|pρp
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

(
1

εr′
+

C

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|g|rρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+
C

α(r − 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

( |u|rρr
(Mhδ)ε

+
|u|rρ2r
(Mhδ)ε

)
dx

+
C

α(r − 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)ε
dx.

Here we also used the fact that (2r − 1)p′ > 2(r − 1)r′ = 2r. Consequently,
the fact that ρ|ΩR

≡ 1, 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 in Rd yields

[
C1 −

(
2rC2δ

p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)
−
(

CC2ε

α(p − 1)− ε
+

CC2ε

α(r − 1)− ε

)]
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

(
1

r′
− Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

≤ Cε

α(p− 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+
Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

ˆ

ΩR′

β1
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

[
2r

p

(
2

δp1
+ 1

)
+

Cε

α(p − 1)− ε

]
ˆ

ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

(
1

p′δp
′

2

+
2r

p′
+

Cε

α(p − 1)− ε
+

Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+

(
2rδp

′

1

p′
+

Cε

α(p − 1)− ε
+

Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

βp
′

2

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+

(
1

r′
+

Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

)
ˆ

ΩR′

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx
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+
Cε

α(r − 1)− ε

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)ε
dx.

Now, take δ1, δ2 > 0 small enough so that

C1 −
(
2rC2δ

p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)
> 0.

Moreover, one can take εα > 0 such that

C1 −
(
2rC2δ

p′

1

p′
+
δp2
p

)
−
(

CC2ε

α(p − 1)− ε
+

CC2ε

α(r − 1)− ε

)
> 0,

1

r′
− Cε

α(r − 1)− ε
> 0

for any ε ∈ (0, εα). Hence for each ε ∈ (0, εα), we conclude that
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩR

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

≤ Cε

(
ˆ

ΩR′

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)

+ C(ε+ 1)

ˆ

ΩR′

|u|p|∇ρ|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+ C

ˆ

ΩR′

β1
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

ΩR′

βp
′

2

(Mhδ)ε
dx+ C

ˆ

ΩR′

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+ C

ˆ

ΩR′

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ Cε

ˆ

ΩR′

|∇ρ|p′r′/(p′−r′)

(Mhδ)ε
dx.

Now we set Rn := R
∑n

i=0 2
−i ∈ [R, 2R] for n ∈ Z≥0 and let ζn ∈ C∞

c (Rd)
be such that

ζn|BRn
≡ 1, supp ζn ⊂ BRn+1 , sup

x∈Rd

|∇ζn(x)| ≤ C
2n+1

R

for some constant C independent of n and R. Applying the preceding argu-
ment to the choice (R,R′, ρ) := (Rn, Rn+1, ζn), we find that
ˆ

ΩRn

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩRn

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

≤ Cε

(
ˆ

ΩRn+1

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)

+C

(
2n+1

R

)p
(
ˆ

ΩRn+1

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)p/r(
ˆ

ΩRn+1

1

(Mhδ)ε
dx

)(r−p)/r
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+C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

β1
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

βp
′

2

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+Cε

(
2n+1

R

)p′r′/(p′−r′) ˆ

ΩRn+1

1

(Mhδ)ε
dx

≤ Cε

(
ˆ

ΩRn+1

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)
+ ν

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

+C(ε+ ν−p/(r−p))δ−ε

(
2n+1

R

)pr/(r−p)

|Ω2R|

+C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

β1
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

βp
′

2

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

ΩRn+1

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

for ν > 0, which will be chosen later. Here the last inequality follows from
the fact that Mhδ ≥ 1 and p′r′/(p′ − r′) = pr/(r − p) as well as Young’s
inequality. For each n ∈ Z≥0, setting

Hn :=

ˆ

ΩRn

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

ΩRn

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx,

we obtain

Hn ≤ (Cε+ ν)Hn+1 + C(ε+ ν−p/(r−p))δ−ε

(
2n+1

R

)pr/(r−p)

|Ω2R|

+ C

ˆ

Ω2R

β1
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

Ω2R

βp
′

2

(Mhδ)ε
dx

+ C

ˆ

Ω2R

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+ C

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

=: (Cε+ ν)Hn+1 + CR2
npr/(r−p) + F0,

where CR = C(ε+ ν−p/(r−p))δ−εR
d− pr

r−p > 0 is a constant independent of n
and F0 > 0 is a constant independent of n,R and given as

F0 := C

(
ˆ

Ω2R

β1 dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

βp
′

2 dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|f |p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)
.

Therefore setting γ := 2pr/(r−p) > 1, we get

Hn ≤ (Cε+ ν)Hn+1 + CRγ
n + F0
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for any n ∈ Z≥0, and moreover, we deduce that

H0 ≤ (Cε+ ν)n
(
ˆ

Ω2R

|∇u|p
(Mhδ)ε

dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|u|r
(Mhδ)ε

dx

)

+ CR
1− (Cε+ ν)nγn

1− (Cε+ ν)γ
+ F0

1− (Cε+ ν)n

1− (Cε+ ν)

→ CR

1− (Cε+ ν)γ
+

F0

1− (Cε+ ν)
as n→ ∞

by setting ν = 1/(2γ) and ε ∈ (0, ε1) with the choice,

ε1 := min
{
(2Cγ)−1, εα

}
> 0

(then Cε+ ν < (Cε + ν)γ < 1). Thus the desired conclusion follows. This
completes the proof. �

6. Proofs of Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let ε0 > 0 be such that

ε0 := min
{
ε1,

p

r

}
∈ (0, 1),

where ε1 is the constant given in Proposition 5.3. Let ε ∈ (0, ε0) be fixed
arbitrarily. Set q := p − ε ∈ (p − 1, p) and s := r(p − ε)/p ∈ (r − 1, r).
Moreover, let f ∈ Lq

loc(Ω;R
d×N ), g ∈ Ls

loc(Ω;R
N ) and fix R > 0.

For each k ∈ Z≥1 (large enough if necessary), we define

fk := min{k, |f |} f|f | χBk
∈ Lp(Ω;Rd×N ),

gk := min{k, |g|} g|g| χBk
∈ Lr(Ω;RN )

and denote by uk ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ) the unique weak solution to the approxi-
mate problem (P)k,
{

− divA(x,∇uk) + |uk|r−2uk = − div (|fk|p−2fk) + |gk|r−2gk in Ω,

uk = 0 on ∂Ω.

We apply Proposition 5.3 to (P)k along with

δ := 1 and h := |f |+ |g|s/q ∈ Lq
loc(Ω).

It then follows that
ˆ

ΩR

|∇uk|p
(M [hχΩ2R

] + 1)ε
dx+

ˆ

ΩR

|uk|r
(M [hχΩ2R

] + 1)ε
dx

≤ C0

(
ˆ

Ω2R

|fk|p
(M [hχΩ2R

] + 1)ε
dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|gk|r
(M [hχΩ2R

] + 1)ε
dx
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+

ˆ

Ω2R

β1
(M [hχΩ2R

] + 1)ε
dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

βp
′

2

(M [hχΩ2R
] + 1)ε

dx

)

+ CR. (6.1)

Here and henceforth, we set a weight function as

ω := (M [hχΩ2R
] + 1)−ε =M [hχΩ2R

+ 1]−ε. (6.2)

Then we have

Lemma 6.1. For each R > 0, (∇uk)k is bounded both in Lp
ω(ΩR;R

d×N ) and
in Lq(ΩR;R

d×N ). Moreover, (uk)k is bounded both in Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ) and in

Ls(ΩR;R
N ).

Proof. For each R > 0, we observe that

M [hχΩ2R
] + 1 ≥M [|f |χΩ2R

] ≥ |f |χΩ2R
= |f | a.e. in Ω2R,

which along with (6.2) and ε = p− q implies
ˆ

Ω2R

|fk|pω dx ≤
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |pω dx ≤
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |q dx < +∞ (6.3)

for k ∈ Z≥1. Similarly, noting that M [hχΩ2R
] + 1 ≥ |g|s/q a.e. in Ω2R and

r − εs/q = s, we find that
ˆ

Ω2R

|gk|rω dx ≤
ˆ

Ω2R

|g|rω dx ≤
ˆ

Ω2R

|g|s dx < +∞ (6.4)

for k ∈ Z≥1. Hence we observe from (6.1) that (∇uk)k is bounded in
Lp
ω(ΩR;R

d×N ) and (uk)k is bounded in Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ) as k → ∞.

Thanks to Lemma 3.4, since ω−1 = (M [hχΩ2R
] + 1)p−q ∈ L

q/(p−q)
loc (Rd) =

L
s/(r−s)
loc (Rd) (indeed, h ∈ Lq

loc(Ω) and M is bounded in Lq(Rd)) and q/(p−
q) = s/(r−s) from s = rq/p, both embeddings Lp

ω(ΩR;R
d×N ) →֒ Lq(ΩR;R

d×N )
and Lr

ω(ΩR;R
N ) →֒ Ls(ΩR;R

N ) are continuous. Therefore (∇uk)k is bounded
in Lq(ΩR;R

d×N ), and (uk)k is so in Ls(ΩR;R
N ). �

From the reflexivity, one can take a (not relabeled) subsequence and mea-
surable functions u : Rd → RN , v1 : R

d → Rd×N and v2 : R
d → RN such that

u ∈W 1,p
ω (ΩR;R

N )∩Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ), v1 ∈ Lp′
ω (ΩR;R

d×N ), v2 ∈ Lr′
ω (ΩR;R

N ) and

uk → u weakly in W 1,p
ω (ΩR;R

N ), (6.5)

weakly in Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ),

A(x,∇uk) → v1 weakly in Lp′
ω (ΩR;R

d×N ), (6.6)

|uk|r−2uk → v2 weakly in Lr′
ω (ΩR;R

N ), (6.7)

for any R > 0. Here we remark that u, v1 and v2 can be constructed being
independent of R > 0 by a diagonal argument. Moreover, one has
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Lemma 6.2. For any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ), it holds that

lim
k→∞

ˆ

Ω
|uk|r−2uk · ϕdx =

ˆ

Ω
v2 · ϕdx, (6.8)

lim
k→∞

ˆ

Ω
A(x,∇uk) : ∇ϕdx =

ˆ

Ω
v1 : ∇ϕdx. (6.9)

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ) and R > 0 be such that suppϕ ⊂ ΩR. Noting

that ω1−r ∈ Ls/((r−s)(r−1))(ΩR) with s/((r− s)(r− 1)) > 1 by s > r− 1, we
find that

ˆ

ΩR

|ϕω−1|rω dx =

ˆ

ΩR

|ϕ|rω1−r dx <∞,

which yields ϕω−1 ∈ Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ). Moreover, it follows from (6.7) that
ˆ

Ω
|uk|r−2uk · ϕdx =

ˆ

ΩR

|uk|r−2uk · ϕdx

=

ˆ

ΩR

|uk|r−2uk · (ϕω−1)ω dx

→
ˆ

ΩR

v2 · (ϕω−1)ω dx =

ˆ

Ω
v2 · ϕdx,

which implies (6.8). Similarly, (6.9) also follows for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ).

Indeed, we recall that ω1−p ∈ Lq/((p−q)(p−1))(ΩR), which implies ϕω−1 ∈
Lp
ω(ΩR;R

N ). Thus the proof is complete. �

Now, we recall that uk is the unique weak solution to (P)k, that is,
ˆ

Ω
A(x,∇uk) : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|uk|r−2uk · ϕdx

=

ˆ

Ω
|fk|p−2fk : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|gk|r−2gk · ϕdx (6.10)

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ). Passing to the limit as k → ∞, we deduce that

ˆ

Ω
v1 : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
v2 ·ϕdx =

ˆ

Ω
|f |p−2f : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|g|r−2g ·ϕdx (6.11)

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω;RN ).

We next identify the weak limits. First of all, we claim that

v2 = |u|r−2u a.e. in Ω. (6.12)

Indeed, let n ∈ N and let Ω(n) := {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) > 1/n}. Then the

set BR ∩Ω(n) is compact in Rd for each R > 0. Since (B1/(2n)(x))x∈BR∩Ω(n)

is an open covering of the set BR ∩ Ω(n), one can take m(n) ∈ Z≥1 and

x
(n)
1 , . . . , x

(n)
m(n) ∈ BR ∩ Ω(n) such that BR ∩ Ω(n) ⊂ ⋃m(n)

i=1 B1/(2n)(x
(n)
i ). We

note that B1/(2n)(x
(n)
i ) ⊂ Ω2R for each i. Therefore due to Proposition

5.3, (uk) turns out to be bounded in W 1,q(B1/(2n)(x
(n)
i )) (uniformly in k).
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Moreover, W 1,q(B1/(2n)(x
(n)
i )) is compactly embedded in Lq(B1/(2n)(x

(n)
i )),

we can take a (not relabeled) subsequence of (uk) such that uk → u a.e. in

B1/(2n)(x
(n)
i ). Repeating this procedure m(n)-times, we eventually take a

subsequence so that uk → u a.e. in BR∩Ω(n). Hence by a diagonal argument,
up to a subsequence, uk → u a.e. in

⋃
n∈Z≥1

(
BR ∩Ω(n)

)
. Since ΩR ⊂

⋃
n∈Z≥1

(
BR ∩ Ω(n)

)
, we particularly observe that

uk → u a.e. in ΩR. (6.13)

Therefore, by continuity, for each R > 0, we have |uk|r−2uk → |u|r−2u
a.e. in ΩR, and hence, we can conclude that v2 = |u|r−2u a.e. in ΩR. From
the arbitrariness of R > 0, we obtain (6.12).

It still remains to show that

v1 = A(·,∇u) a.e. in Ω, (6.14)

which will be proved below. Let R > 0 be fixed. We shall apply Lemma
3.5 with the choice D = ΩR ⊂ Rd, ak = ∇ukl ∈ Lp

ω(D;Rd) and bk =

[A(x,∇uk)] · l ∈ Lp′
ω (D;Rd) for each component, l = 1, . . . , N . To this end,

we note that ω ∈ Ap, which can be assured by virtue of Lemma 3.2 along
with the fact that ε = p− q < p− 1 (see (6.2)). Moreover, let us first check
the assumptions of Lemma 3.5.

We can check (i) immediately from Lemma 6.1 together with (1.3). We

next check (ii). Let ϕ ∈W 1,∞
0 (ΩR). Then for each σ ∈ [1,∞) there exists a

sequence (ϕm) in C∞
c (ΩR) such that ϕm → ϕ strongly in W 1,σ

0 (ΩR). Here

we take σ ∈ (p′,∞) so that W 1,p
ω (ΩR) →֒ W 1,σ′

(ΩR) (see Lemma 3.3). An
integration by parts yields

ˆ

ΩR

((∇ukl )j∂iϕm − (∇ukl )i∂jϕm) dx

= −
ˆ

ΩR

(ukl ∂j∂iϕm − ukl ∂i∂jϕm) dx = 0,

which yields
ˆ

ΩR

((∇ukl )j∂iϕ− (∇ukl )i∂jϕ) dx

=

ˆ

ΩR

[
(∇ukl )j∂i(ϕ− ϕm)− (∇ukl )i∂j(ϕ− ϕm)

]
dx

+

ˆ

ΩR

((∇ukl )j∂iϕm − (∇ukl )i∂jϕm) dx→ 0

as m → ∞. Thus (ii) follows. Finally, let us check (iii). Let (ck) be a

sequence in W 1,∞
0 (ΩR) such that ∇ck → 0 weakly star in L∞(ΩR;R

d). We

use the same letter ck for the zero extension of ck onto Ω ⊂ Rd. Then we
see that ck ∈ W 1,p

0 (Ω) ∩ Lr(Ω) since ck lies on W 1,p
0 (ΩR) ∩ Lr(ΩR). Now,
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for each k ∈ Z≥1, one can take a test function ϕ ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ) whose j-th
component ϕj is given by

ϕj(x) =

{
ck(x) if j = l,

0 if j 6= l

for x ∈ Ω. Then we have
ˆ

ΩR

A(·,∇uk)l · ∇ck dx+

ˆ

ΩR

(|uk|r−2uk)lc
k dx

=

ˆ

ΩR

(|fk|p−2fk)l · ∇ck dx+

ˆ

ΩR

(|gk|r−2gk)lc
k dx.

Since (ck) is bounded in W 1,d+1
0 (ΩR) from Poincaré’s inequality, there ex-

ists c ∈ W 1,d+1
0 (ΩR) such that, up to a subsequence, ck → c weakly in

W 1,d+1
0 (ΩR). Moreover, from the compact embeddingW 1,d+1

0 (ΩR) →֒ L∞(ΩR),

taking a (not relabeled) subsequence, we deduce that ck → c in L∞(ΩR) and
a.e. in ΩR. Furthermore, one finds that

∇ck → ∇c weakly in Ld+1(ΩR;R
d).

Recalling that ∇ck → 0 weakly star in L∞(ΩR;R
d), we infer that ∇c = 0

a.e. in ΩR. Hence it is constant in ΩR. As c ∈ W 1,1
0 (ΩR), Poincaré’s

inequality yields c = 0. Since Lr
ω(ΩR;R

N ) is continuously embedded in
Ls(ΩR;R

N ), it follows from Lemma 6.1 that (|uk|r−2uk)k is bounded in

Ls/(r−1)(ΩR;R
N ). Since ck → 0 in L∞(ΩR), we get

ˆ

ΩR

(|uk|r−2uk)lc
k dx→ 0 as k → ∞.

Therefore one obtains
ˆ

ΩR

A(·,∇uk)l · ∇ck dx

= −
ˆ

ΩR

(|uk|r−2uk)lc
k dx+

ˆ

ΩR

(|fk|p−2fk)l · ∇ck dx

+

ˆ

ΩR

(|gk|r−2gk)lc
k dx→ 0 as k → ∞.

Here we also used the fact that |fk|p−2fk → |f |p−2f strongly in L1(Ω;Rd×N )
as k → ∞ (indeed, it can be proved from the definition of fk along with
q > p− 1 and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem).

Thus we have checked all the assumptions of Lemma 3.5, and therefore,

we can take a subsequence of (k) and a strictly increasing sequence (Ej
R) of

measurable subsets of ΩR such that |ΩR \Ej
R| → 0 as j → ∞ and

A(·,∇uk)l · (∇uk)l ω → (v1)l · (∇u)l ω weakly in L1(Ej
R)
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for all j ∈ Z≥1 and l ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Therefore summing up both sides in l,
we deduce that

A(·,∇uk) : (∇uk)ω → v1 : (∇u)ω weakly in L1(Ej
R) (6.15)

for all j ∈ Z≥1.
On the other hand, from the monotonicity (1.4) of A, one derives that

ˆ

Ej
R

(A(·,∇uk)−A(·, G)) : (∇uk −G)ω dx ≥ 0

for any G ∈ Lp
ω(Ω;Rd×N ). Passing to the limit as k → ∞ and using (6.5),

(6.6) and (6.15), we obtain
ˆ

Ej
R

(v1 −A(·, G)) : (∇u−G)ω dx ≥ 0.

Moreover, let j → ∞. It follows that
ˆ

ΩR

(v1 −A(·, G)) : (∇u−G)ω dx ≥ 0. (6.16)

Let δ > 0 and H ∈ L∞(ΩR;R
d×N ) be arbitrarily fixed. Set

G = ∇u− δH.

Then G ∈ Lp
ω(ΩR;R

d×N ). We substitute it to G of (6.16) to see that
ˆ

ΩR

(v1 −A(·,∇u− δH)) : δHω dx ≥ 0.

Dividing both sides by δ > 0 and passing to the limit as δ → 0, with the aid
of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we derive that

ˆ

ΩR

(v1 −A(·,∇u)) : Hω dx ≥ 0.

Replacing H with −H, we obtain
ˆ

ΩR

(v1 −A(·,∇u)) : Hω dx = 0,

whence it follows that v1 = A(·,∇u) a.e. in ΩR. From the arbitrariness of
R > 0, we conclude that v1 = A(·,∇u) a.e. in Ω, that is, (6.14) holds true.

Thus (6.11) and (6.12) yield
ˆ

Ω
A(·,∇u) : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|u|r−2u · ϕdx

=

ˆ

Ω
|f |p−2f : ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
|g|r−2g · ϕdx for ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω;RN ).

Moreover, thanks to Proposition 5.3, the weighted estimate (2.2) follows
from the weak lower semicontinuity of the norms.

Finally, we check the boundary condition (BC). Let R > 0 be fixed and
let ρR be a cut-off function satisfying (2.1). Since uk ∈ Xp,r(Ω;RN ), we

find that ukρR ∈W 1,p
0 (Ω;RN ), which together with the boundedness of BR
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also yields ukρR ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω;RN ). Furthermore, as (ukρR)k is bounded in

W 1,q
0 (Ω;RN ) (see Lemma 6.1), there exists v ∈W 1,q

0 (Ω;RN ) such that

ukρR → v weakly in W 1,q
0 (Ω;RN ) (6.17)

up to a subsequence. On the other hand, since we have also seen that
uk → u a.e. in Ω up to a subsequence (see (6.13) with a diagonal argument),

we conclude that uρR = v a.e. in Ω, and hence, uρR ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω;RN ), which

also implies uρR ∈ W 1,1
0 (Ω;RN ). Thus (BC) follows. This completes the

proof. �

Then Corollary 2.3 also follows.

Proof of Corollary 2.3. Recalling (6.3) and (6.4) and utilizing Lemma 3.4,
one can also derive (2.3) from (2.2). Indeed, as in (3.1), one has
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|q dx ≤
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|pω dx+ C‖ω−1‖q/(p−q)

Lq/(p−q)

≤
ˆ

ΩR

|∇u|pω dx+ C

(
ˆ

Ω2R

|f |q dx+

ˆ

Ω2R

|g|s dx+ δεRd

)

for some constant C. Optimizing (2.2) with the above in δ, we can reach
the desired conclusion. �

Remark 6.3. The arguments exhibited so far may also be extended to more
general equations such as

{
− divA(x,∇u) + β(x, u) = − div (|f |p−2f) + |g|r−2g in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where 1 < q < p < r < ∞, 1 < s < r, f ∈ Lq
loc(Ω;R

d×N ), g ∈ Ls
loc(Ω;R

N )

and A : Ω × Rd×N → Rd×N is given as before. Moreover, β : Ω × RN →
RN is also supposed to be a Carathéodory function satisfying the following
assumptions: There exist constants C3, C4 > 0 and nonnegative functions
β3 ∈ L1

loc(Ω), β4 ∈ Lr′

loc(Ω) such that

β(x, z) · z ≥ C3|z|r − β3(x),

|β(x, z)| ≤ C4|z|r−1 + β4(x),

(β(x, z1)− β(x, z2)) · (z1 − z2) ≥ 0

for z, z1, z2 ∈ RN and a.e. x ∈ Ω.
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