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0 Introduction

Let © be a bounded open set in R® with C** boundary, n > 2,0 < a < 1, D, and
D, be two bounded strictly convex open subsets in Q with C?“ boundaries which
are ¢ apart and far away from 0f), i.e.

D1,Dy CQ, the principal curvature of 9Dy, 0Dy > Ky
1 0.1
e :=dist(Dq, Dg) >0, dist(D; U Dy, 092) > 19, diam(Q) < —, (0.-1)
To
where kg, 79 > 0 are universal constants independent of ¢.
We denote B
Q.= Q\Dl U DQ.

Given ¢ € C*(09Q), consider the following scalar equation with Dirichlet boundary
condition:

div(ag(x)Vug) =0 in €, 0.2)
Up = @ on 02,
where
ke (0,00 in Dy U Do,
ar(z) = (0oc) in DU Ds (0.3)
1 on Q\Dl U DQ.
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It is well known that there exists a unique solution ux € H(Q) of the above equation,
which is also the minimizer of I, on H(Q), where

HAQ) = {ue HYQ) |u=pon ), L) = %/Qak|Vv|2.

As explained in the introduction of [9], the above equation in dimension n = 2
can be used as a simple model in the study of composite media with closely spaced
interfacial boundaries. For this purpose, the domain {2 would model the cross-section
of a fiber-reinforced composite, Dy and D, would represent the cross-sections of the
fibers, €2 would represent the matrix surrounding the fibers, and the shear modulus
of the fibers would be k and that of the matrix would be 1. Equation (0.2) is
then obtained by using a standard model of anti-plane shear, and the solution wy
represents the out of plane elastic displacement. The most important quantities
from an engineering point of view are the stresses, in this case represented by Vuy.

It is well known that the solution u; satisfies ||ug||c2.e(p,) < co. In fact, if D,
and 0D, are O™, we have ||ug||cme(p,) < 0o. Such results do not require D; to
be convex and hold for general elliptic systems with piecewise smooth coefficients;
see e.g. theorem 9.1 in [9] and proposition 1.6 in [8]. For a fixed 0 < k& < oo, the
C™*(D;)-norm of the solution might tend to infinity as ¢ — 0. Babuska, Anderson,
Smith and Levin [4] were interested in linear elliptic systems of elasticity arising
from the study of composite material. They observed numerically that, for solution
u to certain homogeneous isotropic linear systems of elasticity, ||Vu|| = is bounded
independently of the distance ¢ between D; and D;. Bonnetier and Vogelius [5]
proved this in dimension n = 2 for the solution wu of (0.2) when D; and D, are two
unit balls touching at a point. This result was extended by Li and Vogelius in [9]
to general second order elliptic equations with piecewise smooth coefficients, where
stronger O'* estimates were established. The C''# estimates were further extended
by Li and Nirenberg in [8] to general second order elliptic systems including systems
of elasticity. For higher derivative estimates, e.g. an e-independent L*>-estimate of
second derivatives of u; in Dy, we draw attention of readers to the open problem on
page 894 of [§]. In [9] and [§], the ellipticity constants are assumed to be away from
0 and oco. If we allow ellipticity constants to deteriorate, the situation is different.
It has been shown in various papers, see e.g. [6] and [I0], that when k& = oo the
L*>*-norm of Vuy for the solution wuy of equation ((0.2)) generally becomes unbounded
as € tends to zero. The rate at which the L* norm of the gradient of a special
solution has been shown in [6] to be e~%/2.

In this paper, we consider the perfect conductivity problem, where k = +o00. It
was proved by Ammari, Kang and Lim in [3] and Ammari, Kang, H. Lee, J. Lee
and Lim in [2] that, when D; and D, are balls of comparable radii embedded in
) = R2, the blow-up rate of the gradient of the solution to the perfect conductivity
problem is £7/2 as & goes to zero; with the lower bound given in [3] and the upper
bound given in [2]. Yun in [11] generalized the above mentioned result in [3] by
establishing the same lower bound, e~'/2, for two strictly convex subdomains in R




In this paper, we give both lower and upper bounds to blow-up rate of the gradient
for the solution to the perfect conductivity problem in a bounded matrix, where two
strictly convex subdomains are embedded. Our methods apply to dimension n > 3
as well. One might reasonably suspect that the blow-up rate in dimension n > 3
should be smaller than that in dimension n = 2. However we prove the opposite:
As ¢ goes to zero, the blow-up rate is ¢7'/2, (¢|Ing|)™! and 7! for n = 2, 3 and
n > 4, respectively. We also give a criteria, in terms of a linear functional of the
boundary data ¢, for the situation where the rate of blow-up is realized. Note that
[3] and [2] contain also results for k£ < oo.

The perfect conductivity problem is described as follows:

Au = mn ﬁ,

uly = ul- on 0Dy U 0Dy,

Vu= m Dq U Do, (0.4)
ou '
i R = 1,2),

/6[)1' (91/‘4- (Z )

(u=1¢ on 0.
where p
Ou — lim u(x + tv) —u(a:)
ovly =0t t

Here and throughout this paper v is the outward unit normal to the domain and the
subscript + indicates the limit from outside and inside the domain, respectively.

The existence and uniqueness of solutions to equation (0.4]) are well known,
see the Appendix. Moreover, the solution u € H'(Q) is the weak limit of the
solutions uy to equations ([0.2) as k — +o00. It can be also described as the unique
function which has the “ least energy” in appropriate functional space, defined as
Io[u] = min,e 4 1o [v], where

1
I[v] = 3 /?2 |Vol?, veE A,

A={ve H;(Q)‘Vv =0in Dy U D,}.

The readers can refer to the Appendix for the proofs of the above statements.

We now state more precisely what it means by saying that the boundary of a
domain, say €, is C*® for 0 < o < 1: In a neighborhood of every point of 92, 92
is the graph of some C?“ functions of n — 1 variables. We define the C*% norm
of 99, denoted as [|0Q||cz, as the smallest positive number 1 such that in the
2a—neighborhood of every point of 0, identified as 0 after a possible translation
and rotation of the coordinates so that x,, = 0 is the tangent to 02 at 0, 0N is
given by the graph of a C** function, denoted as f, which is defined as |2’| < a, the
a—neighborhood of 0 in the tangent plane. Moreover, || f||c2e(uj<a) <

— a°
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Theorem 0.1 Let Q, D1, Dy C R", ¢ be defined as in (01), ¢ € C*(09Q). Let
ue HYQ) N CHQ) be the solution to equation (0F). For e sufficiently small, there
is a positive constant C' which depends only on n, kg, o, ||0Q||c2.a, ||0D1]|c2a and

|0D2||c2.a, but independent of € such that

Vullimg < Slelcion,  for n=2
1Vl e < ¢ |l o2 for n=3 (0.5)
L) = g wllc2(o0) ;
C
VUl ooy < ;HSOHCQ(BQ) for n>4.

Remark 0.1 We draw attention of readers to the independent work of Yun [12]
where he has also established the upper bound, e=*/%, in R%. The methods are very
different. Results in this paper and those in [11] and [12] do not really need Dy and
D5y to be strictly convex, the strict convexity is only needed for the portions in a fixed
neighborhood (the size of the neighborhood is indepedent of €) of a pair of points
on 0Dy and 0Dy which realize minimal distance €. In fact, our proofs of Theorem
[ 102 also apply, with minor modification, to more general situations where two
inclustons, Dy and Do, are not necessarily convex near points on the boundaries
where minimal distance € is realized; see discussions after the proofs of Theorem

[ M0 in Section 1.3.

To prove Theorem [IL1], we first decompose the solution u of equation (0.4 as
follows:

u = C1U1 + CQUQ + v3 (06)
where C; := Cy(e) (v ) be the boundary value of uw on 0D; (i = 1, 2) respectively,

1,2
and v; € C?(Q) (i = 1,2, 3) satisfies

A’Ul =0 mn ’Q, (O 7)
vy =1 on dDy, vy =0 on dDy U, '
Avy = in Q
ve =10 mn ), (0.8)
vo =1 on 0Dy, vy =0 on 0D; U 0,
Avy =0 mn €, 0.9)
v3=0 on dD;U0D,, wv3= on 0.
Define 9 5 9 9
V3 (%) VU3 U1
o] = — — — — — 1
Q [gp] /6D1 81/ a0 81/ /;D2 8V 90 8V (0 O)

then Q. : C*(92) — R is a linear functional.



Theorem 0.2 With the same conditions in Theorem [0, let u € H(Q)NC(Q) be
the solution to equation (0.4). For e sufficiently small, there exists a positive constant
C which depends on n, kg, 1o, ||0Q||c20, [[0D1]|c2.e, [|0Ds]|c2e and [[¢l|c2(o0), but
1s independent of € such that

c 1
||vu||Loo(§) > |Q£¢]| : % for n =2,

c 1
VUl o) = |QC[,SO]| e for n =3, (0.11)
||vu||[,oo(§) > ‘QZB‘OH % for n>4.

Remark 0.2 If ¢ = 0, then the solution to equation (0.4) is w = 0. Theorem
[01 and Theorem [0.2 are obvious in this case. So we only need to prove them for

lellc20) = 1, by considering u/||¢l|c20)-

Remark 0.3 It is interesting to know when |Q.[¢]| > & for some positive constant
C' independent of €. Roughly speaking Q:[p] — Q*[¢] as € — 0, and this amounts
to Q*[¢] # 0. For details, see Section 2.

Theorem [0.TH0.2l can be extended to equations with more general coefficients as
follows: Let n, ), Dy, Do, € and ¢ be same as in Theorem [0.1] and let

Ay(z) = (a¥ (2)) € C*(Q)

be n X n symmetric matrix functions in QO satisfying for some constants 0 < A\ <
A < o0, - N
MNP < af(2)&6; < AE]?, Vo eQ, VEeR™,

and af (z) € C*(Q\w).

We consider

Oy, (aéj (x) 8xiu> =0 in €,
uly = ul_ on 0Dy U 0Ds,
) Vu=0 in Dy U Do, (0.12)
/ aéj(at)ﬁxiuyj}Jr =0 (i=1,2),
aD;
([ u=¢ on 2.

where repeated indices denote as usual summations.

Here is an extension of Theorem [0.1}



Theorem 0.3 With the above assumptions, let u € H(Q) N CL(Q) be the solution
to equation (013). For € sufficient small, there is a positive constant C' which
depends Only onmn, ko, 7o, ||8Q||0270‘; ||8D1||C'2’°‘7 ||0D2||0270‘7 )\7 A and ||A2||C'2(6)’ but

independent of € such that estimate (1) holds.

Similar to the decomposition formula (0.6]), we decompose the solution wu of
equation (L.12) as follows:

u=CVi +CVo+ Vs (0.13)

where C; := Cj(e) (i =

1,2) be the boundary value of uw on 0D; (i = 1, 2) respectively,
andVieCz(Q) (1=1,2,3

satisfies

2)
3)
< 8%‘/1) =0 n ﬁ,

Vi=1 ondD;, Vi=0 on dDyUO0SQ,

{ ( ax%) =0 inQ, (0.15)

(0.14)

Vo=1 on dDy, Vo=0 on 0Dy U0,

( 8%)20 in Q,
V3=0 on dD;UIDy, V3= on 0.

(0.16)

Define

Q.lo) = / A (z) 0,V v, / @ () 0, Vi v,
0D o0

_/ aéj(x) amz‘/é Vj/ aéj(x> aml‘/l vy,
0Dg o0

then Q. : C*(92) — R is a linear functional.

(0.17)

Theorem 0.4 With the same conditions in Theorem [I3, let w € H'(Q) N CY(Q)
be the solution to equation (013). For e sufficiently small and Q.[¢] defined by
(0-17), there is a positive constant C' which depends only on n, kg, 7o, ||0D1]|c2a,
10Ds]|c20, A, A and HA2H02(Q but independent of € such that estimate ((11) holds.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we prove Theorem [0.IH0.2l In
Section 2 we give a criteria for |Q:[¢]| to be bounded below by a positive constant
independent of €. Theorem [I.L3H0.4] are proved in Section 3. In the Appendix we
present some elementary results for the conductivity problem.



1 Proof of Theorem [0.1 and [0

In the introduction, we write u = Cyv1+Cyve+v3 as in ([L). To prove our main the-
orems, we first estimate || Vu|| g in terms of [C1 —Cs|, and then estimate |C7—C5|.

In this section we use, unless otherwise stated, C' to denote various positive con-
stants whose values may change from line to line and which depend only on n, ko,

To, ||aQ||02,a, H8D1||02’a and H&Dgncz,a.

Proposition 1.1 Under the hypotheses of Theorem [0, let u be the solution of
equation (0-4)). There exists a positive constants C, such that, for sufficiently small
e >0,

1
c 1O -Gls | Vulpeg < < | C1 = Co [+ Cllellc200)- (1.18)

To prove this proposition, we first estimate the gradients of vy, v and v3. Without
loss of generality, we may assume throughout the proof of the proposition that
l¢llc2a0) = 1; see Remark 021

Lemma 1.1 Let vq,vq be defined by equations (0.7) and (0.8), then for n > 2, we
have

C 81]1

81)2
||VU1HL°°(§) + ||vv2||Loo(§) < ;, H

o ICOR || =0y < €.

Proof: By the maximum principle, [[v1[| ;@) < 1, and since v; achieves constants
on each connected component of 8(2 and each connected component of o0 is C2°
then the gradient estimates for harmonic functions implies that
C | | U1 H oo C
Vil reeey < = = —.
VoL poo ) < dist(dDy,0D,)

Similarly, we can prove |[Vus|| ;g < C/e. The second inequality follows from the
boundary estimates for harmonic functions. O

Before estimating |Vuvs|, we first prove:

Lemma 1.2 Let p € C%(Q) be the solution to:

Ap=0 n §, (1.19)
p=0 on 0D, UIDy, p=1 on .

Then HVPHLoo(ﬁ) <C.
Proof: Let p;i(i =1,2) € C?(Q\D;) N C(Q\D;) be the solution to:

Ap; =0 in Q\D;,
pi=0 ondD;, p;=1 on IN.
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Again by the maximum principle and the strong maximum principle, we obtain
0<p <1inQ\D;. Since Dy C Q\D;, we have p; > 0 = p on dD,. And since
p1 = pon dD; and 99, therefore p; > p on Q. Now because p1=p=0o0ndD; and
p1>p>0on 2 so

IVpllee@n) < IVpille@n) < C.

Similarly,
IVl L@y < [[Vp2llre@p,) < C.

By the boundary estimate of harmonic functions, we know that ||V p||pe@aq) < C.
Since Ap =0 in €2, 9,,p is also harmonic, by the maximum principle,

IVl ) < max (9l @mn), Vo]0, [ Vpllio<(am) ) < C:

Now, we estimate |Vus]:

Lemma 1.3 Let vs be defined by equation (09), for n > 2, we have
||VU3||LO<>(§) S C

Proof: Since v3 = —p =p =0o0n dD;(i = 1,2), and —p < vz = ¢ < p on 0N, we
have, by the maximum principle,
—p<uv3<p inQ.
It follows, for + = 1,2, that
Vsl Le(op,) < IVPlleon, < C.

By the boundary estimate,
Vs Lo (a0) < C.

By the harmonicity of 0,,v3 and the maximum principle,

vasnmo(ﬁ) <C.

Remark 1.1 Without assuming ||¢||c20) = 1, we have

Vsl @p,0aps) < Cllpll <o),

where C' has the dependence specified at the beginning of this section, except that it
does not depend on ||0Q||c2.«. This is easy to see from the proof of Lemma[L.3.

The above lemma yields the main result of [1].
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Corollary 1.1 ([I]) Let By and By be two spheres with radius R and centered at
(£R£5,0,---,0), respectively. Let H be a harmonic function in R3. Define u to
be the solution to

Au=0 in R*\ B, U By,
u=20 on 8BluaB2,
u(z) — H(z) = O(Jz|™")  as |z| = +oo.

Then there is a constant C' independent of € such that
|V (u— H)HLOO(RB\m) <C.

Proof: By the maximum principle and interior estimates of harmonic functions,
the C® norm of ulp, () is bounded by a constant independent of e. Apply Lemma
with Q = B,z (0) and ¢ = u|p,,(0), we immediately obtain the above corollary.]

With the above lemmas, we give the

Proof of Proposition[I.1} Since u = C1ondDy, u= Cyon 0D, dist(0D;,0D3) = ¢,
by the mean value theorem, 4 £ € €2 such that

C,—C
IVl > [Vu(e)] > S

By the decomposition formula (0.0),
Vu = C1Vuv; + CoVuy + Vg = (C; — Cy)Vuy + CoV (v + v9) + Vs,
Hence,
IVull ooy < 1C1 = Caf[Vor]] oo @) + [CallIV (01 + 02)l] oo @) + (V03] oo )
By Lemma [[.2] since v; + v =1 —p in ﬁ, we have
IV (01 + Uz)HLoo(fz) =[V(1- P)HLoo(ﬁ) = HVPHLoo(ﬁ) <C.

Using the fact we showed in the Appendix, ||ul|g1) < C, so |Cy] + |Cs] < C.
Therefore using also Lemma [Tl we obtain,

C
IVull ey < < | o= Co |+ C:
This proof is now completed. O
Later we will give an estimate of |C; — Cy|, which, together with Proposition [[.1]

yields the lower and upper bounds of [[Vul| . g for strictly convex subdomains Dy
and D.



1.1 Estimate of |C; — (|
Back to the decomposition formula (0.6]), denote

. an
Cl,ij -

.. 81)3
- 1] = 1a 2 ) bz =
. O ( )

= (i=1,2). (1.20)
We first give some basic lemmas:
Lemma 1.4 Let a;; and b; be defined as in (1.20), then they satisfy the following:
1. a9 =a91 >0, a1 <0, as <0,
2. —C <an+an < -5, —C <ap+ap <-4,
3. b <C) |by| < C.

By the fourth line of equation ([0.4]), C; and Cy satisfy

C Co4+b =0
{011 1+ a12Cs 4 01 ) (1.21)

a2101 + CLQQCQ + b2 =0.

By solving the above linear system, using a2 = as; and aj1a90 — ajzas; > 0 which
follows from Lemma [[.4], we obtain

_ —biaz + baays _ —beay + bray

C, = 5 (o= 5 (1.22)
a11022 — A9 11022 — Ao
and therefore,
by — ab
|Cy — Cy| = %, where o = 1702 e > 0. (1.23)
lair — aais| Qg2 + A12

Based on this formula, we will give the estimates for |a;; — caq2| and |b; — abs|, then
the estimate for |C; — Cy| follows immediately.

Proof of Lemma [1.7} (1) By the maximum principle and the strong maximum
principle, B

O<wvy <1 in§Q.

By the Hopf Lemma, we know that

vy oy on
S lop, <0 g lop, >0 5 an <O
Similarly, 5 5 5
%) V2 V2
E‘BDl >0, 5‘6[)2 <0, E}aﬂ <0.

Thus air <0, a12>0,a9 >0 and agg < 0.
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Also, since v; and vy are the solutions of equations (0.7) and equations (0.8)),
respectively, we have

OZ[Avl'UQ—/AUQ'Ulz— 8U1-1+ 8U2-1
Q

5 opy OV op, OV (1.24)

= —ag1 + a2,

i.e. o1 = A12.

(2) We will prove the first inequality, the second one stands with the same reason.
By the harmonicity of vy in €2,

ov ov
a11+a21:—/~Av1+/—1= —1<0.
Q a0 OV o OV
By Lemma [L1]
ov
ay + ag = a—l > —C.
an oV

On the other hand, since 0 < v; < 1 in Q and vy = 1 on 0Dy, by the boundary
gradient estimates of a harmonic function, 3 B(z,27) C Q, such that v; > 1/2 in
B(z,T), where 7 is independent of e. Let p € C*(Q\Dy U B(z,7)) U CY (02U dDy U
0B(z,7)) be the solution of the following equation:

Ap=0 in Q\Dy U B(Z,7),
p=1/2 on 0B(z,7) p=0 on 0Dy U .

By the maximum principle and the strong maximum principle, 0 < p < 1/2 in
O\Dy U B(z,7). A contradiction argument based on the Hopf Lemma yields,

On the other hand, since p < v; on the boundary of Q\ D, U Dy, U B(Z, T), we obtain,
via the maximum principle, 0 < p < vy in Q\D; U Dy U B(z,7). It follows, using
p=wv; =0 on 0f, that

ov, _ Op
aw = " o
Thus,
vy ap 1
ap + agn = - = - < -

a0 8V - 80 8V - 6
(3) Clearly,

O:/Avl~vg—/Avg~vlz %(p{— % = %(p+b1
Q Q a0 OV op, OV o0 OV

11



Thus,

8U1‘<C’

m=| 5=,

Thus, we finished the proof. O

1.2 Estimate of |a;; — aays|

By a translation and rotation of the axis, we may assume without loss of general-
ity that Dy, Dy are two strictly convex subdomains in 2 C R™ which satisfy the
following;:

<—€/2, 0/> S 8D1, (8/2, O/> c 8D2, €= dlSt(&Dl, 8D2) = diSt(Dl, Dg) (125)

Near the origin, we can find a ball B(0,7) such that the portion of 0D; (i = 1,2) in
B(0, ) is strictly convex, where r > 0 is independent of €. Then 0D, N B(0,r) and
0D,NB(0, r) can be represented by the graph of x; = f(2')—¢/2 and 21 = g(2')+¢/2
respectively, where 2/ = (29, -+, x,). Thus f(0') = ¢g(0") =0, Vf(0') = Vg(0') =0,
and —CI < (D?f(0')) < =41, £1 < (D?*g(0')) < CI.

With these notations, we first estimate a;; for i = 1, 2.

Lemma 1.5 Let a; be defined by (1.20), then

1 C
C\/gﬁ—aiigﬁ, forn=2i=1,2.

Proof: 1t suffices to prove it for a;;. By the harmonicity of v;, we have

0
O:/Avl V1 = /‘V’U1|2 Ul = /‘V’U1| — apy,
0Dy
allz—/~|Vv1|2.
Q

Now we construct a function (here in R?, we let z =z, y = x3)

1.e.

£

r—g(y)—5

o) — J () + 2 (1.26)

w(:)s,y) ==

on O, :=QnN {(z,y)| ly| <r}. It is clear that w(x,y) is linear in x for fixed y and

W |poryrop,= 1; W |Bo,rynop,= 0,

so we have

g

g(y)+5§ g(y)+5
/ 0,0, )| < / 1901 (x, ),
fy)—-5 fy)—-5

12



1.e.

TmeEl MO
< v (z,y)|”.
9) = fly)+e = Ji- 1

Integrating on y we get

0 2dedy > " 1 d
/ /f(y 1901 (@, y) dmdy /0 W) —fy)+e

—3
r/2 1 1
—dy = )
C’ o Y*+e C\e

(1.27)

Thus

r/2 rg(y)+3
—a = / / P 10,01 (2, y)|?dody > ——— C\f

On the other hand, we can find ) € 02( ) such that
1 =0o0n 67«/8, ¥ =1 on 0Dy \( T/4) 1 =0 on 0D\ (O, 4),
v =00n 09, and |V L~ <C.
We can also find p € C?(2) such that
0<p<1l p=10n0,p, p=00onQ\O, and |[Vp| < C.

Lethp@—i—(l—p);& then w =1 =wv; on 0D;w =0 =v; on 0Dy; w =0 = 14
on 9 and w = w on O, /2. Then by the properties of ¢, p and the harmonicity of

v1, we have
/ Vo2 < / Vul? < / Vol +C. (1.28)
g g G0, 2
A calculation gives

g W)gy) — fly) +e) = (gy) =2+ 35)(d'(y) — ()
(9(y) — fly) +¢)? '

0, =

We will show [5., |0,w]* < C.
Indeed,

(1.29)
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Then by (L28) and (I.29)

|&11|:[|VU1|2§[ |V@|2+C
QOOT/Q

< c/ / D, y)[2dady + C
Tw)=3 (1.30)

1 LEEE|
:C/ dy+C§C/ ——dy+C
o 9y)—fly)+e o Y te
< ¢
— ﬁ'
The proof is completed. O

Similarly, we have

Lemma 1.6 Let a;; be defined by (1.20),
1
5| Ine| < —ay; < Cllne|, forn=3,i=1,2.

Proof: We consider
[

/):_ x_g(x/)_i
g(a') = f(a') + ¢
on O,/ 1= QN {(z1,2)] |2/| < z}. Use the same proof in Lemma [L.5], we have

r/2 prg(@')+5
/ / |0y (21, 2')|2dxde’ < C.

£
2

(1.31)

E(ml,x

Therefore, it suffices to verify that

[ 00, (21,2) ~ | Ine].
QNO,. /2

Indeed,

1 r/2 ¢
8mwx,x’2:/ dx’w/ ——dt ~ |Ine|.
/fzmor./2 192701, ) |2!|<r/2 g(@') — f(@') +¢ g Ct?+e¢ | |

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 1.7 Let a;; be defined by (1.20),

1

5§—aii§0 forn>4 1=12.

14



Proof: We only need
1 r/2 2

&wa,x’?:/ dz’ ~ dt ~ C.
/or/2| (o, )| \x'|<r/2g($')—f($’)+€ g Ct?+e¢

The proof is completed. O

Lemma 1.8 Let a be defined by (1.23), we have

éSaSG

Proof: By the definition of a and using the second statement in Lemma [[L4] we
are done. U

To summarize, we have
Proposition 1.2 Let a;; and o be defined by (1.20) and (1.23), we have
1. %ﬁ§|a11—aalg|§% for n=2,
2. &|lne| <lay — aap| < Cllne|  for n=3,
3. é < lay — aapp| <C for n>4.
Proof: Since a1 <0, aja >0, ay; + a2 < 0 and a > 0, we have
la11] < |a11 — aarn| < (1 + «@)|an].

Combining the results of Lemma [[.5] Lemma [[.6] Lemma [[.7 and Lemma [I.8], the
proof is completed. H

1.3 Estimate of |b; — abs|
Proposition 1.3 Let by, by, a and Q.[yp] be defined by (I.20), (1.23) and (010),

we have
Q[
C

Proof: Combining the third result in Lemma [[.4] and Lemma [[.8] we have

< |by — abs| < Cllellc20)-

b1 — abs| < [b] + [af[bz] < Clellczan)-

On the other hand, by the definition and the harmonicity of v; and v, and using
Lemma [[.4], we obtain

|b1 (a2 + ar2) — ba(ar; + a12)|
|ass + a9l

>i.)/ 9vs %_/ 8@3/ i) _ aH
- C op, OV Joq OV oD o0 '

‘bl — Oéb2| =




This completes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove our two main theorems:

Proof of Theorem [[_.H0.2: By Proposition [T and (L23), then using Proposition
.2, .3, we are done. O

As we mentioned in Remark [0.I], the strict convexity assumption of the two
inclusions can be weakened. In fact, our proofs of Theorem [0.IH0.2] apply, with
minor modification, to more general situations:

In R", n > 2, under the same assumptions in the beginning of Section 1.2
except for the strict convexity condition, 9D, N B(0,7) and 0Dy N B(0,7) can be
represented by the graph of z; = f(2') =5 and 2, = g(2') +5, then f(0') = g(0') =0,
V(g — f)(0') = 0. Assume further that

Dol 2'[™ < g(2) — f(a') < Ml V]| < /2, (1.32)

for some e-independent \g, \y > 0,m > 1 € Z.

Under the above assumption, let u € H*(2) N C(2) be the solution to equation
([@4). For e sufficiently small, there exist positive constants C' and C’, such that

Q ¥ —n-l _n=1 .
| 2[/ I em <Vl pe@y < Cllellezon) 672, ifn—1<2m,
Qclel] 1 1 .
' SIVullpe@ < © o —1=2m, (133
o g SVUlie@ = Clieleon - i im m,  (1.33)
|Qcle]l 1 1 ,
2, = <[[Vull ooy < Cliellc2(o0) - = ifn—1>2m,

where Q.[p] is defined by (0I0), and C depends on n, m, A, A1, ro, |09 c2.e,
10D ||c2.0 and [[0Ds||¢2.e, C" depends on the same as C' and also ||¢[|c2(s0), but
both are independent of ¢.

The proof is essentially the same except for the computation of fﬁ |V |?.
In fact,

r/2 pg(z)+5
/ \895/@(3:1, l’/)|2diﬁ1d.§(]/ < C,
0 Jrw)-3

still holds. Then by (I.27) and (I.30) we only need to calculate

1 7“/2 n—2
/ / / d!L’l N/ fidp
\x’\<r/2g(x)_f(z)+€ 0 pt+ €

Indeed, if n—1 < 2m,

1
r/2 n—2 r/2e2m n—2
p n—1_ S n—1_
/ 2m_|_ dp:ng 1 dSNcg 2m 1’
o P € 0




if n—1=2m,

T’/2 n—2 1 T’/2 1
/ s dp:—/ dp*™ ~ C|lne,
0 p2m +¢ 2m 0 p2m + ¢

7”/2 n—2
/ r__dp~c.
0o pTte

Therefore, we obtain (L33]) by using the same arguments in the proofs of Theorem
[0.1] and Theorem [0.2
Actually, we can replace 2m by any real number 5 > 0, the results still hold.

if n—1>2m,

2 Estimate of |Q.[y]|

In order to identify situations when |[Vul|/z~ behaves exactly as the upper bound
established in Theorem [0.I] we estimate in this section |Q.[¢]|. To emphasize the
dependence on e, we denote Dy, Dy by D;., Dy, denote ¢ by ¢., and denote vy, vs,
vz defined by equation (0.7)), (0.8), (0.9) as vi., vee, v3.. In this section we assume,
in addition to the hypotheses in Theorem [0.I] that along a sequence ¢ — 0 (we
still denote it as €), Di. — Di, Dy. — D3 in C** norm, ¢, — ¢* in C*(9Q).
We use notation * = O\D; U Dj, and assume, without loss of generality, that
Din D5 ={0}. We will show that as ¢ — 0, v, converges, in appropriate sense, to
v; which satisfies

{Avf:O in (2.34)

vi =1 on OD}\{0}, vy =0 on dQQUID;\{0},

{ Avy =0 in QF, (2.35)
vy =1 on dD3;\{0}, ;=0 on dQUID;\{0},

{Avi’;:O in (2.36)
vy =0 on dDyUOD;,  vi=¢" on 0.

First we prove
Lemma 2.1 There exist unique vf € L®(Q*) N CO(§\ o n C2Q), i = 1,2,3,

which solve equations (Z.33), (Z38) and (Z30) respectively. Moreover, vF € C*(€2\
{0}).

Proof: The existence of solutions to the above equations can easily be obtained by
Perron’s method, see theorem 2.12 and lemma 2.13 in [7]. For reader’s convenience,
we give below a simple proof of the uniqueness. We only need to prove that 0 is the

only solution in L®(*) N CO(Q2* \ {0}) N C2(Q*) to the following equation:
{ Aw=0 in Q*,

N (2.37)
w=0 on d"\{0}.
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Indeed, V £ > 0, we have

. on 9(Q\B.)(0).

By the maximum principle,

5n_2||w||1;oo(ﬁ*)

— ‘x|n—2

lw(z)] . Ve Q\B.(0).

Thus w = 0 in Q*. The additional regularity viel 1(@\{0}) follows from standard
elliptic estimates and the regularity of the dD; and 0f). U

Lemma 2.2 Fori=1,2,3,

vie —> viin C2 (),  as e—0, (2.38)
8Ui5 ov’ .
— L as €—0, 1=1,2, 2.39
a0 OV o0 OV ( )
Vs, v
— ) as € — 0. 2.40
/8Dis 01/ aD; 01/ ( )

Proof: By the maximum principle, {||v;||z~} is bounded by a constant independent
of €. By the uniqueness part of Lemma 2.1l we obtain (2.38)) using standard elliptic
estimates. By Lemma [[3] {||Vvs.|/z~} is bounded by some constant independent

of €, so [|[Vvi]|p~ < oo. Estimate (Z39) and (Z40) follow from standard elliptic
estimates. The proof is completed. O

Similar to Q.[p:], we define
o x v} ov; / v} vy
= — , 2.41
Q [SO ] /QD{ ov a0 ov D3 ov a0 ov ( )

then Q* : C*(09Q) — R is a linear functional. Let Q.[¢.] and Q*[¢*] be defined by
equation (0.10), (2.41]), then, by the above lemmas,

Q:lp:] — Q*[¢*], as e—0.

Corollary 2.1 If ¢* € C?*(09) satisfies Q*[¢*] # 0, then |Q:[¢.]| > &, for some
positive constant C' which is independent of e.

In the following we give some examples to show that, in general, the rates of the
lower bounds established in Theorem are optimal.

Let Q C R™, n > 2, be a bounded open set with C?® boundary, 0 < a < 1, which
is symmetric with respect to zj-variable, i.e., (z1,2') € Qif and only if (—x1,2’) € Q,
where ' = (zg,- -+, x,).

18



Let Dj be a strictly convex bounded open set in {(z1,2’) € R"|z; < 0} with
C%“ boundary, 0 < a < 1, satisfying 0 € D7 and Df C Q. Set D} = {(21,2') €
R"|(—z4,2") € D7}

Let ¢ € C?*(02)\{0} satisfy

1

Poad(T1, ) = 5 [o(z1,2") — p(—21,2)] <0 (or > 0), (2.42)

on (0T := {(x1,2") € 9Q|z; > 0}.
For € > 0 sufficiently small, let

Dy i={(w1,2') € Q|(z1 + 5,2) € Di},

Do = {(z1,2") € Q|(z — ° 2') € D3},

27

Pe = P-
Proposition 2.1 Under the above assumptions, we have |Q:[¢]| > é, for some
positive constant C independent of €. Consequently,

\V4 Sy > L =2

I u€||L°°(Q)—C—\/E for n =2,

1
IVulie@ = Gy S =3 (249
1
HvusHLoo(ﬁ) > Ce for n >4,

where u. is the solution to equation (0.4]).

The above proposition can be easily obtained by the following lemma which gives
a necessary and sufficient condition instead of condition (2.42) on ¢ for the lower
bounds (Z43) to hold.

Let

1
(V3 )odd (21, 2) = 3 (03 (21, 2") — v§(—a1,2)], (2.44)
we have

Lemma 2.3 Under the same hypotheses in Proposition[2.1 except for the condition
(2-73), let Q-[p] and (v5)oda(x) be defined by equation (0I0) and (274), then the

following statements are equivalent:

1. For some positive constant C' independent of €, we have |Q:[p]| >

9(v3)o
2. faD; #dd # 0.

1
C’
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Proof: By symmetry, the strong maximum principle and the Hopf Lemma, we can

easily obtain
ovf ovs
R 2 .
a0 OV a0 OV

_— vy ovy B / v}
o= (] % |.%)
:/ 81){(/ 3(U§)odd_/ 8(U§)odd)

oo OV \Jop: OV op; OV

Y gL T
o0

8V D3 8V

Then

Hence, Q*[¢] # 0 if and only if faD; a(va§ZOdd # 0. Then by Corollary 211 we
complete the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [21:  Note that (v3)eqa(0,2) = 0 by symmetry, and (v3)d4
is harmonic with (v})oga = Yoaa < 0 (or > 0) but not identically 0 on (0Q).
Now by using the strong maximum principle and the Hopf Lemma, it is clear that
/. oDs % # 0, Hence, by Lemma and Theorem [0.2] we are done. O

Remark 2.1 If p = > " biz; with b; € R and by # 0, then by Proposition (2]
we have |Q:[]| > é Therefore, by Theorem [0.1 and [0.3, the blow-up rates of

N S12 : _ 1 - _ -1
IVull ooy are e in in dimension n = 2, (¢|lne|)~" in dimension n = 3 and ¢
i dimension n > 4.

Now instead of in a bounded set €2, we consider in R":

((Au. =0 in R"™\ Dy U Dy,
Ue|4 = ue|— on 0Dy U 0Dy,
Vu. =0 in Dic U Dy,

(2.45)

/ ou,
8D;e (91/

limsup |z|* Hu.(z) — H(x)| < oo,
\ |z]—>o0

~0 (i=1,2),
+

where H(x) is a given entire harmonic function in R™.
we have the following result regarding the lower bound for |Vu,]|:

Proposition 2.2 With the same assumptions on Di. and Ds. as in Proposition
(21, and let H(z) be an entire harmonic function in R™ satisfying Hyqq(x1, ') :=
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L[H(z1,2") — H(—21,2")] <0 (or>0) on R} := {(z1,2') € R"|zy > 0}, then for

some positive constant C' independent of €, we have

1
IVte| oo wm\Drzom50) = NG for n =2,
1
||Vu5||L°°(R”\D15UDQE) > CE| 1I1€| fO’f’ n = 3, (246)
1
||Vua||L°°(R”\m) > o for n >4,

where u. is the solution to equation (2.43).

Proof: Step 1. First, we show that there exists a positive constant C' independent
of €, such that for any small ¢ > 0,

2| Hue(z) — H(z)| < C, Vo € R\ Dy U Ds.. (2.47)

(i) For any bounded open set U C R"™ with C! boundary OU satisfying oU N
Di. U Dy, = (), we have, in view of the first and the fourth lines in (2:45]),

Ou.
Yo _ / Au, = 0. (2.48)
ov O Ju\Dropa:

(ii) We show that there exists a positive constant M independent of ¢, such that

[ue = H| oo @\ Brmomem) < M, Vsmall e > 0.

We only need to prove

2
[ue = H| oo\ Brz0p50) < Z(I%aXH - %in H). (2.49)
i=1 i€ i€

Since Vu, = 0 in Dy. U Dy, u. is constant on each D;., denoted as C;(¢). We know
that

| l|im (us(z) — H(x)) =0, (2.50)
T|—00
and
Ci(e) —maxH <u. — H < Cj(e) —min H, on D;, i=1,2. (2.51)
Die D;e

If (249) did not hold, say,

2
sup(u. — H) > Z(rgaxH —min H),
R i=1 Dje Die

then, because of (2Z.50) and (Z.51), there would exist 0 < a < sup(u. — H) such that
Rn
U:={zeR"| (u.—H)(z) > a} # () satisfies 90U N Dy, U Dy. = (). We may assume,
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by the Sard theorem, that a is a regular value of u. — H, and therefore OU is C*.
. — H
M < 0 on QU, and therefore

ov
O(u. — H)
—— 2 <0.
/aU 87/

On the other hand, using (2.48)) and the harmonicity of H in U, we have

O(u. — H) OH /
/aU v au OV U

By the Hopf lemma,

A contradiction.

(iii) Consider w.(z) := u.(z) — H(z). Fix a constant Ry > 0, independent of ¢,
such that D} U D3 C Bg,/2(0), and let

— 1 Y 1
we(y) == —_w€<—>, 0<yl < —.
W) ly[*=2 " \y[? =g,

Then w; is harmonic in By, \{0}. By the last line of (2.45), there exists a positive
constant C'(¢) such that

— 1
() < ClEyl, 0<lyl < 5
0
Therefore, Aw; = 0 in By /g, and w.(0) = 0. By (ii), we have |w.| < C, on 0B/g,,
for some positive constant C' independent of €. Hence, |w:| < C, |[Vw,| < C in
B1/2Ry) then

N 1
< —_—
lw(y)| < Clyl|, |yl < N

Therefore, also using (ii), ([2.47) holds.

Step 2. For R > Ry, let Q = Bgr(0). Let ¢. := u.|sq, then by Corollary 2.1]
and Theorem it is enough to show, for some R, that Q*[p*] # 0, where ¢* is
defined at the beginning of this section. By symmetry, we have

o w1 ovy ov; _/ ov3
QRD]_LQ&V( BD{ 8V aD; 8V>

Without loss of generality, we may assume Hoqq(z) > 0 on R}, Recall that v is
the solution of (2.36]) with boundary data ¢*. In the following we use notation (vj)y,
to denote the the solution of (2:36) with boundary data h. Since Q*[¢*] is linear on
©* and by symmetry Q*[Heypen] = H|[¢%en] = 0, where Hepen () := H(z) — Hoga(x) =

L[H(z1,2") + H(—z1,2')] and similar for ¢},,,, we may assume H(z) = Hoyqq(2).
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Now consider w(z) = H(x) — (v3)g(z). Then w(x) is harmonic in Q* which is
defined at the beginning of this section. By symmetry, w(—zi,2') = —w(xy,2'),
w(z) = H(z) on 0D} UIJD} and w(x) =0 on 0. Therefore,

0
o[ w2 :/ w(@)Aw(@) + [ |[Vul? :/ Vwl > 0.
ap; OV Ja o o
On the other hand, (vi)g = 0 on 0D, (vi)g > 0 on (0Q)" and, by the oddness
of (v3)m, (v3)u = 0 on {(z1,2') [ 21 = 0}. Thus, by the maximum principle and
the strong maximum principle, (v5)y > 0 in Q* and in turn, using the Hopf lemma,

O(v3)m

> (0 on 0D;. Hence, using the harmonicity of H,

ov
max H 0(vi)n > Hg(vg)H > / Hﬁ—H — Ha—w
oD; D3 81/ o D3 81/ o D3 81/ oD} 8V
1
Z / |VH|2 2 0
D3 C
Therefore,

/ O(v3)n L1
aD3 (91/ - C’

for positive constant C' independent of R.

For s. := ¢. — H on 0L, by step 1, there exists a constant C' > 0 which is
independent of € and R, suth that [|s.||1=@0) < CR™™. By Remark [T we have
IV (03)s | Lo @p;u0D5) < Clls™[| o0 00, thus,

‘ / A(v3)s
6D;-‘ 8V

for some positive constant C' independent of € and R.
Therefore, for large enough R,

O(v3) / O(v3)n / O(v3)s _ 1
— > — .
/5;[)5 8V D3 8V + oD 8V - C % 0

It is also clear that |, 50 %Lj < 0, Thus,

*[ %] avik a(vg)w
Q'ly] = 2/895,,//81)3 e 20

This proof is completed. O

< C/ ||| e o0y < CR™™,
oD:

Remark 2.2 In R?, when Di. and Do, are identical balls of radius 1, the estimate
(2:48) was established in [2] under a weaker assumption 0., H(0) # 0.
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3 Proof of Theorem [0.3 and [C

In the introduction, similar to the harmonic case, we still decompose u = C1V; +

CyVa + V3 as in (0I3).

Proposition[LIlholds since Lemmal[l.THI.3hold for V4, V5, V3 defined by (0.14) —(0.16)
and p € C?(Q) which is the solution to:

0, (a? () &m/)) =0 inQ,

p=0 ondD,UIDy, p=1 on 0N

The proofs are essentially the same.

Now we start to estimate |C;—C3|. By the decomposition formula (0.13)), instead

of (L.20), we denote

Ay, = / af (x) 0, Vin v; (I,m =1,2),

o (3.52)

b = / ag (z) O, Vs vy (1=1,2).
oD,

Then Lemma [[4 and (L21))—(L23) still hold for a;,, and b; defined above.

In fact, to prove Lemma [I.4] with general coefficients, we only need to change % to
a3 (x) O,,% v;, change Ax in 0, ( J(z) O, *) and change vy, vg, v3 in Vi, Vs, V3,
respectively, in the original proof of Lemma [[.4l For instance, (L.24]) is changed to

= / ( ) 0, Vi vj-1 —l—/ a;](at) O,V v; - 1 (3.53)
0Dy

0D,
= —a91 + G12.

Therefore, to estimate |C7; — Cs|, it is equivalent to estimating |a;; — aajs| and
|b1 — Oéb2|.

For |aj; — aaya|, Lemma [LHHL T still hold for ay (I = 1,2) defined by ([B.52). The
proof is quite similar and the only thing which needs to be shown is the following:

0_/0 avl)-vl

_ /~ (@) 0, V10, Vi — / ay (z) 0:, Vi vj - 1
Q 0Dy
T / ai (x) 0z V1025 V1 — an,

Q
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1.e.

ay; = —/Naéj(z) 02, V10, V1.
9)

Then by the uniform ellipticity of a¥ () and the harmonicity of vy,

lan] > A/~ VY2 > A[ Vo2,
Q Q

and

lay| < /~aéj(x) Oy WOy, W §A/~\Vw\2 gA/~ \Vw|* + C,
Q Q

Qﬂor/g

where w is defined in the proof of Lemma with the same boundary data of V;

and w is defined by (L.26) and (L3T)).

Thus, Lemma [[LOHI7 follow by the same computations. Then Lemma [I.8 and
Proposition hold with the same proofs.

For [b; — aby|, Proposition [ also holds for b;(l = 1,2) defined by [3.52) and
Q:|¢] defined by ([0I7). The proof is the same after changing 2 to a3 (z) 9,,* v;.

Combining the above propositions, we obtain our theorems.

4 Appendix

Some elementary results for the conductivity problem

Assume that in R”, Q and w are bounded open sets with C*® boundaries, 0 <
a < 1, satistying

m
w=Jw. cq,
s=1

where {w,} are connected components of w. Clearly, m < oo and ws is open for
all 1 < s < w. Given ¢ € C?(09), the conductivity problem we consider is the
following transmission problem with Dirichlet boundary condition:

8xj{ [(ka’ij(x) - a;j(x))xw +a (x)] 8xiuk} =0 inQ,

(4.54)
U = @ on 082,
where k=1,2,3,---, and x,, is the characteristic function of w.
The n x n matrixes A;(z) = (af(z)) in w, As(z) := (a5 (z)) in Q\w are

symmetric and 3 a constant A > X > 0 such that

MEP < af (2)6:6; < AEP (Ve e w), AP < af (2)6:6; < AJEP (Ve € Q\w)
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for all € € R and a¥(z) € C?(@), af (z) € C*(Q\w).

Equation (£54)) can be rewritten in the following form to emphasize the trans-
mission condition on dw:

( Oy, <ailj (x) &Biuk) =0 in w,
Oz, (aéj (x) &Biuk) =0 in Q\w,
Ug|+ = ug|—, on Ow, (4.55)
aéj(x)axiukl/j‘Jr = k:ailj (a:)@xiukuj}_ on Ow,

L Uk = @ on 0f).

Here and throughout this paper v is the outward unit normal and the subscript +
indicates the limit from outside and inside the domain, respectively.

We list the following results which are well known and omit the proofs.
Theorem 4.1 Ifu;, € H'(Q) is a solution of equation [{.54), then ux, € C*(Q\w)N
C'(w) and satisfies equation (.55).

If up € CHQ\w) N CHD) is a solution of equation ([{.53), then u, € H* () and
satisfies equation ({.57)).
Theorem 4.2 There exists at most one solution uy, € H'(Q) to equation (4.57).

The existence of the solution can be obtained by using the variational method.
For every k, we define the energy functional

. 1 .
L] - = k / af (2)0, 00,0 + = / as' ()0, 00,0, (4.56)
2/, 2 Jow

where v belongs to the set

H(Q):={ve H'(Q)|v=¢ ondQ}.

Theorem 4.3 For every k, there exists a minimizer u, € H*(Q) satisfying

I, [uk] = Ugr]I{l}r(lQ) 1, [’U]

Moreover, uy, € H'(Q) is a solution of equation (7.57).

Comparing equation (L5H), when k& = +o00, the perfectly conducting problem
turns out to be:

(0, (agj (z) 8miu> —0  inQ\w.
uly = ul_ on Ow,
Vu=0 in w, (4.57)
/ aéj(x)ﬁxiuyj}Jr:O (s=1,2,---,m),
Ows
(U= on 2.
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We also have similar results:

Theorem 4.4 Ifu € H'(Q) satisfies equation ([{.57) except for the fourth line, then
ue CHQ\w)NCHw).

Proof: By the third line of equation (£57), we have u = const on each component
of w, so u = const on each component of Jw. Thus u = const on each component of

(D).

Since u € H'(Q) satisfies 9,, (aéj (7) 8xiuk) =01in Q\W, ulgq = p € C%(0N) and
u = const on each component of 9(2\w), by the elliptic regularity theory, we have
ue CHQ\w) N CHw). O

Theorem 4.5 There exists at most one solution v € H'(Q) N CYQ\w) N CH (@) of
equation ([{.57).

Proof: 1t is equivalent to showing that if ¢ = 0, equation (£57)) only has the solution
u = 0. Integrating by parts in the first line of equation ([L57]), we have

0= —/Q\w Os, (agj(z) 8xiuk) ‘U

:/ aéj(:v)ﬁxiuﬁxju—/ u- aéj(:v)ﬁxiuuj‘_ +/ u-aéj(:v)ﬁxiuuer
O\w o)

Ow

> )\/ |Vul? — / o - a;j(a:)&viuuj‘_ + C's/ aéj(x)amiuuer
0w a0 B

= )\/ |Vul?,
O\

Thus Vu = 0 in Q\w. And since u = ¢ = 0 on 01, we have u = 0 in Q\wW. Since
u|y = u|- on Ow and u = C on w, we get u =0 on w. Hence u =0in Q, ie. u=0
is the only solution of (£.57) when ¢ = 0. O

Define the energy functional

Io[v] = 3 /Q\_ a;j(:v)ﬁxivaxjv, (4.58)

where v belongs to the set

A={ve H;(Q)‘Vv =01inw}.

Theorem 4.6 There exists a minimizer u € A satisfying

I [u] = min I [v].
o[ U] min oo[V]

Moreover, uw € H'(2) N CY(Q\w) N CYHD) is a solution of equation [£.57).
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Proof: By the lower-semi continuity of I, and the weakly closed property of A, it
is easy to see that the minimizer u € A exists and satisfies 0, a¥ (x)dp,u) = 0 in
OQ\@w. The only thing which needs to be shown is the fourth line in equation (4.57),
ie.
/ a’zﬂ(x)(‘?xluyjh :0, S = ]_,2’-.. ,m.
Ows

In fact, since u is a minimizer, for any ¢ € C°(Q) satisfying ¢ =1 on w, and ¢ =0
on Wyt # s), let
i(t) == Iolu+ty] (t€R),
we have
_di

i'(0) := 7

_ / 0 ()0, g, = 0.
t=0 o\w

Therefore

0= [ o (@) ow)o= [ @i+ [ 0@,
Q\w AN\w Ows

- [ awo.uw,
Ows

forall s=1,2,--- ,m. U

+7

Finally, we give the relationship between u; and wu.

Theorem 4.7 Let u;, and u in H'(Q) be the solutions of equations ({.59) and
{#-57), respectively. Then

up —u in HY(Q), as k — +oo,

and

kgffoo I [ug] = Iso[ul,

where I, and I, are defined as {{.56) and ({{.58).

Proof: Step 1. By the uniqueness of the solution to equation (4.57), we only need
to show that there exists a weak limit u of a subsequence of {u;} in H*(2) and u is
the solution of equation (Z5T]).

(1) To show that after passing to a subsequence, u; weakly converges in H'(§2) to
some u.

Let n € H}(Q) be fixed and satisfy 7 = 0 on @, then since uy is the minimizer
of I, in H),(Q), we have

A 1 A
DIVl < Blud < il =5 [ @@, < Sl
Nw

ie.
[Vugl| 2@ < nllar@) = M,
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where M is independent of k.
Since uy = ¢ on 9 and supy, ||ugl g1 ) < 0o, we have uy — u in H3(S).

(2) To show that u is a solution of equation (L.57]).
In fact, we only need to prove the following three conditions:

&W(a?(x)amu>::() in O\, (4.59)

Vu=0 in w, (4.60)

/ af (2)0pwvs], =0,  s=1,2,---,m. (4.61)
Ows

(i) For every k, since u, € H*(2) is the solution of equation (Z.54]), then
V¢ e CX(Q), we have

w O\w
Thus, V ¢ € C°(Q\w) C C=(),
0= / 0 (2)0punde, — | a¥ (2)0nus,
O\w

O\w

since uy, — u in HL(Q) C H(Q).
Therefore,

/ QI (@) ude, =0, V6 € CX(OD),
0w

ie. (£59).
(i) Let n € H)(2) be fixed and satisfy 7 = 0 on @, then since uy, is the minimizer
of I in H}(), we have

kX 1

A
—IVurlZaw) < Ilur] < Iiln] = —/ a5 (€)82,10:,n < =10l E q)»
2 2 Jos 2

which implies
||Vuk||%z(w) — 0, as k — oo.

By (1), since uj, — w in H'(Q), then uy — u in H'(w). Therefore, by the lower-semi
continuity, we get

0< )\/ Vul? < /aij(z)ﬁxiu@;jug /aij(x)ﬁxiukaxjuk

w

< AHVukH%z(w) — 0, as k — oo.

Hence, [ |[Vul?=0 = Vu =0 in w, which is just ({50).
(iii) By (i) and (ii), u satisfies (£.59) and is either constant or ¢ on each component
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of 0(Q\w). Thus, u € C*(Q\w). For each s = 1,2,---,m, we construct a function

0 € C*(Q\w), such that o =1 on dws, 0 = 0 on dw;(t # s), and o = 0 on .
By Green’s Identity, we have the following:

0= — /Q\w O, (aéj(:c) amﬂ%)@

= / a;](x)amzukamjg - / o aéj(x>8xiukyj‘_ + / o- aéj(x>8xiukyj‘+
0w o9 Ow

— / agj ()0, urOr; 0 + k/ aij (a:)@xiukuj}_
Q\w Ows

- / ay ()0, ur0p; 0.
O\w

Similarly,
0= —/ Os, (agj(:ﬂ) &Ciu)g = / agj(x)ﬁxiuaxjg —I—/ aéj(:z)ﬁxiuuj‘Jr.
AN\w Q\w Ows

Since uy, — u in H'(2), it follows

0 :/ aéj(:c)ﬁxiukﬁxjg — aéj(:)s)axiuaxjg.
O\w O\w

Thus,
/a aéj(x)amiuuj‘Jr =0,

for any s = 1,2,--- ,m. Therefore, we finish the proof of the first part.

Step 2. Since uy is a minimizer of Iy and Vu = 0 in w, for any k € N,
Then limsup,,_, , o Tr[ur] < Io[u].

On the other hand, by Theorem [£7] since u is the weak limit of {u;} in H'(Q),
we obtain

Io[u] = /Qaéj(:z)ﬁxiuﬁxju < lim inf/gagj(:c)ﬁxiukﬁxjuk < l]‘im inf Iy [ug).

k—+o00 —too
Therefore,

k——+o00
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