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STRESS CONCENTRATION FOR NONLINEAR INSULATED

CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM WITH ADJACENT INCLUSIONS

QIONGLEI CHEN AND ZHIWEN ZHAO

Abstract. A high-contrast two-phase nonlinear composite material with ad-
jacent inclusions of m-convex shapes is considered for m > 2. The mathemat-
ical formulation consists of the insulated conductivity problem with p-Laplace
operator in R

d for p > 1 and d ≥ 2. The stress, which is the gradient of
the solution, always blows up with respect to the distance ε between two in-
clusions as ε goes to zero. We first establish the pointwise upper bound on
the gradient possessing the singularity of order ε−β with β = (1 − α)/m for
some α ≥ 0, where α = 0 if d = 2 and α > 0 if d ≥ 3. In particular,
we give a quantitative description for the range of horizontal length of the
narrow channel in the process of establishing the gradient estimates, which
provides a clear understanding for the applied techniques and methods. For
d ≥ 2, we further construct a supersolution to sharpen the upper bound with
any β > (d + m − 2)/(m(p − 1)) when p > d + m − 1. Finally, a subso-
lution is also constructed to show the almost optimality of the blow-up rate
ε−1/max{p−1,m} in the presence of curvilinear squares. This fact reveals a
novel dichotomy phenomena that the singularity of the gradient is uniquely
determined by one of the convexity parameter m and the nonlinear exponent
p except for the critical case of p = m+ 1 in two dimensions.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. This work is devoted to studying the stress
concentration phenomena appearing in high-contrast composite materials whose
constituents comprise of densely packed fibers and the matrix with significantly
different properties. Our initial interest was motivated by the problem of material
failure initiation, which has been paid great attention due to its extensive engi-
neering applications. High-contrast composites with close-to-touching fibers can be
described by elliptic equations and systems with discontinuous coefficients. The
problem of quantitatively characterizing the behavior of the stress, which is the
gradient of the solution, was first proposed in the famous work [3] in relation to
numerical analysis of damage initiation and growth in fiber-reinforced composites.
From the view of mathematics, one may represent the background matrix by a
bounded domain D ⊆ R

d (d ≥ 2) with C1.1 boundary, whose interior contains
two C1,1 inclusions D1 and D2. These two inclusions are ε apart and far from
the external boundary ∂D, where ε is a sufficiently small positive constant. De-
note Ω := D \D1 ∪D2. A scalar mathematical model of high-contrast two-phase
composite materials is formulated as follows:

{
div(ak(x)|∇uk|p−2∇uk) = 0, in D,

uk = ϕ, on ∂D,
(1.1)
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where uk ∈ W 1,p(D), p > 1, ϕ ∈ C1,1(∂D), and

ak(x) =

{
k ∈ (0,∞), in D1 ∪D2,

1, in Ω.

This model is also called the conductivity model and k is called the conductivity.
When p = 2, it describes a linear background medium and in this case the gradi-
ent of the solution has been proved to be bounded independently of the distance
ε, see [7, 34]. Li and Nirenberg [33] further extended the results to general diver-
gence form elliptic systems with piecewise Hölder continuous coefficients, which
completely demonstrates the numerical observation in [3]. For more studies on the
finite coefficients, see [8, 13, 17, 26] and the references therein. However, when the
background matrix is nonlinear, to the best of our knowledge, there has not been
any corresponding result for problem (1.1) with p 6= 2.

When the conductivity k degenerates to be zero or infinity, the situation be-
comes very different. The key feature of the conductivity problem with degenerate
conductivities is that the stress always exhibits singular behavior with respect to
the distance between two inclusions. Observe that applying the proofs in the ap-
pendixes of [5, 6] with minor modification, we obtain that by sending k → 0 and
k → ∞, the solution sequence {uk} of the original problem (1.1) converges weakly in
W 1,p to the solution u of the following insulated and perfect conductivity problems





−div(|∇u|p−2∇u) = 0, in Ω,
∂u
∂ν = 0, on ∂Di, i = 1, 2,

u = ϕ, on ∂D,

(1.2)

and 



−div(|∇u|p−2∇u) = 0, in Ω,

u = Ci, on ∂Di, i = 1, 2,
´

∂Di

∂u
∂ν = 0, for i = 1, 2,

u = ϕ, on ∂D,

(1.3)

respectively, where Ci, i = 1, 2 are the free constants determined by the third
line of (1.3) and ν is the unit outer normal to the domain. From the degenerate
elliptic regularity theory in [29], we know that the regularity of weak solution u
to problem (1.2) or (1.3) can be improved to be of C1,α(Ω) for some 0 < α < 1.
With regard to the linear perfect conductivity problem (1.3) with p = 2, there has
been a long series of literature involving different techniques and methods to study
the singular behavior of the gradient. The principal result is that for two strictly
convex inclusions, the gradient blow-up rate has been revealed to be

ρd(ε) =





ε−1/2, if d = 2,

|ε ln ε|−1, if d = 3,

ε−1, if d ≥ 4,

see [1,2,4,5,25,40,41] for d = 2, [5,6,28,37] for d = 3 , and [5] for d ≥ 4, respectively.
It is worth emphasizing that the gradient blow-up rate for the perfect conductivity
problem only depends on the dimension, but not on the curvatures of interfacial
boundaries of inclusions. This is greatly different from the insulated conductivity
problem. Specifically, Dong, Li and Yang [15] found that for p = 2 and d ≥ 3,
the optimal blow-up rate is in close touch with the first non-zero eigenvalue of
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a divergence form elliptic operator on S
d−2, which is determined by the relative

principal curvatures of the insulators. When the relative principal curvatures of
these two inclusions keep the same (see [14]), the blow-up rate is more explicit and

of order ε−1/2+β with β = [−(d− 1) +
√
(d− 1)2 + 4(d− 2)]/4. For a special case

of two spherical insulators in three dimensions, Yun revealed the blow-up rate in
the earlier work [42] by establishing the optimal gradient estimates in the shortest
segment between two inclusions. For two unit balls in dimensions greater than
three, Weinkove [39] developed a clear and concise procedure to obtain an explicit
blow-up rate by constructing an appropriate auxiliary function, although it is not
optimal. Regarding the case when one insulator is in close proximity to the matrix
boundary, see [38]. As for the case of d = 2, the singularity of the gradient in the
linear case has been made clear about two decades ago in [1, 2].

However, the techniques and methods developed in these above-mentioned work
are mainly used to deal with the linear problems. There makes no progress on the
study of nonlinear case until Gorb and Novikov [23] constructed the explicit upper
and lower barriers of the solution to the nonlinear perfect conductivity problem
(1.3). These barrier functions precisely capture the singularities of the gradient.
The subsequent work [9,10] completed by Ciraolo and Sciammetta further extended
the results to the anisotropic perfect conductivity problem modeled by the Finsler
p-Laplacian. Their results showed that for d ≥ 2,

|∇u| ∼





ε−
d−1

2(p−1) , if p > d+1
2 ,

ε−1| ln ε|− 1
p−1 , if p = d+1

2 ,

ε−1, if p < d+1
2 .

Recently, Dong, Yang and Zhu [16] made a breakthrough in the investigation on
stress concentration for the nonlinear insulated conductivity problem (1.2). In the
presence of two adjacent strictly convex insulators, they first used mean oscillation
estimates to establish the pointwise gradient estimate with the upper bound de-
pending on the height of the narrow region and the local oscillation of the solution.
Subsequently, the upper bound was further improved at the sacrifice of the oscilla-
tion in a little larger domain by establishing the Krylov-Safonov Harnack inequality
in the narrow region. However, the blow-up exponent in the improved gradient esti-
mate is still not explicit. So they continued to construct a supersolution to capture
an explicit blow-up rate of the gradient in all dimensions and meanwhile verified the
almost optimality of the blow-up rate in two dimensions by providing an explicit
subsolution. For the purpose of achieving these above results, a lot of techniques
and tools, such as the flattening map, the rescale argument, the extension theory,
the comparison estimates, the iterate scheme and the Harnack inequality, are in-
volved. We here would like to point out that the key to understanding their proofs
lies in making clear the required range of the value for horizontal length of the
thin gap in the process of applying these techniques and tools. In their proofs, the
horizontal length of the narrow region is only assumed to be small. So one of our
major objectives in this paper is to give a quantitative description for the range of
the length of the narrow channel, which greatly contributes to the readers’ under-
standing on the employed idea and techniques. Moreover, we extend their results
to the general m-convex inclusions (see the definition in Subsection 1.2), especially
including curvilinear squares with rounded-off angles which are frequently used to
design the optimal shape of insulated composites. In fact, we see from [36, 44, 45]
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that the blow-up rate exponent will decrease to zero as the convexity exponent
m increases to infinity. From the view of geometry, the increase of the convexity
exponent m implies that the interfacial boundaries of two adjacent insulators in
the narrow region become more and more flat. Besides the local m-convex struc-
tures, the whole concentric core-shell structure has been revealed to be another
type of optimal insulation shape of composite materials in [43]. In addition, the
two-dimensional results obtained in this paper reveal a novel blow-up phenomena
that contrary to the case of p < m+1, the singular behavior of the gradient in the
case of p > m + 1 is completely determined by the nonlinear degree exponent p,
but independent of the convexity exponent m which characterizes the geometrical
feature of the thin gap. Then the case of p = m+ 1 can be called the critical case
according to the dichotomy blow-up phenomena.

1.2. Assumptions and main results. In order to properly state the major re-
sults, we first introduce some notations and parameterize the domain. After ap-
propriate shifting and rotation of the coordinate, we suppose that D1 and D2 are
translations of the following two touching inclusions

D1 := D∗
1 + (0′, ε/2), and D2 := D∗

2 + (0′,−ε/2),
where D∗

i , i = 1, 2 satisfy

D∗
i ⊂ {(x′, xd) ∈ R

d | (−1)i+1xd > 0}, and ∂D∗
1 ∩ ∂D∗

2 = {0} ⊂ R
d, i = 1, 2.

Here and below, we denote (d − 1)-dimensional variables and domains by adding
superscript prime (for instance, x′ and B′).

For some constant R0 > 0 independent of ε, let the portions of ∂D1 and ∂D2

near the origin be, respectively, the graphs of two Cm functions ε/2 + h1(x
′) and

−ε/2 + h2(x
′), and hi, i = 1, 2 satisfy that for m ≥ 2,

(H1) κ1|x′|m ≤ h1(x
′)− h2(x

′) ≤ κ2|x′|m, if x′ ∈ B′
2R0

,

(H2) |∇x′hi(x
′)| ≤ κ3|x′|m−1, if x′ ∈ B′

2R0
,

(H3) ‖h1‖Cm(B′
2R0

) + ‖h2‖Cm(B′
2R0

) ≤ κ4,

where κi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are four positive ε-independent constants, Cm := C [m],m−[m]

with [m] representing the integer part of m. Remark that the parameterm is intro-
duced to describe the convexity feature of interfacial boundaries of the insulators.
Especially when m > 2, the curvatures of the interfacial boundaries degenerate
to be zero at the points (0′,±ε/2) of the shortest distance between two inclusions
which are also called the planar points.

We denote by Br(x) the ball of radius r centered at x and set

Br = Br(0), Ωr(x) = Ω ∩Br(x).

For z′ ∈ B′
R0
, 0 < t ≤ 2R0, define a narrow channel by

Ωz′,t :={x ∈ R
d | |x′ − z′| < t, −ε/2 + h2(x

′) < xd < ε/2 + h1(x
′)}.

For simplicity, write Ωt := Ω0′,t if z′ = 0′. Its upper and lower boundaries are,
respectively, represented by

Γ+
t := {x ∈ R

d |xd = ε/2 + h1(x
′), |x′| < t},

and

Γ−
t := {x ∈ R

d |xd = −ε/2 + h2(x
′), |x′| < t}.
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For x ∈ B′
2R0

, define

δ := δ(x′) = ε+ h1(x
′)− h2(x

′). (1.4)

From the classical C1,α estimates and the maximum principle (see, for example,
[22, 29]), we know

‖u‖L∞(Ω) + ‖u‖C1,α(Ω\ΩR0 )
≤ C‖ϕ‖C1,1(∂D).

This means that it only needs to estimate |∇u| in the narrow channel ΩR0 . Then
we reduce the original problem (1.2) to the problem in the neck as follows:

{
−div(|∇u|p−2∇u) = 0, in Ω2R0 ,
∂u
∂ν = 0, on Γ±

2R0
.

(1.5)

Introduce the following five constants:

c0 =κ
−1/m
1 min{1, 2−(m+1)κ1κ

−1
3 }, (1.6)

c̃0 =κ
−1/m
1 min{1, κ1κ−1

3 (51840 + 4m+1)−1/2}, (1.7)

R0,1 =2−
m

m−1 (κ2κ3)
− 1

2m−2 min

{
1,

(κ
1/m
1 c0)

1
2m−2

2
1

m−1

,
(κ1κ

−1
3 )

1
2m−2

2
2m−1
2m−2

}
, (1.8)

R0,2 =min{2− 2m+1
2m−1 κ

− 1
m−1

3 , (
√
2κ2κ4(d− 1)2)−

1
m }, (1.9)

R0,3 =

(
12

13
c̃0µ

j0
0

) 1
m−1

κ
−1/m
2 , (1.10)

where j0 = [ 6d
min{p,2} ] + 1 and µ0 is given by (2.59) below. The first main result is

listed as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that D1, D2 ⊂ D ⊆ R
d (d ≥ 2) are defined as above,

conditions (H1)–(H3) hold. Let u ∈ W 1,p(Ω2R0) be the solution of (1.5) with

p > 1. If 0 < R0 ≤ min
1≤i≤3

R0,i, then for a sufficiently small ε > 0 and x ∈ ΩR0 ,

|∇u(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|m)−1/m osc
Ωx′,̺

u, ̺ =
c̃0
3
δ1/m, (1.11)

where C = C(d,m, p, κ1, κ3, κ4), δ and c̃0 are, respectively, defined by (1.4) and

(1.7).

Remark 1.2. Observe from (1.11) that the upper bound comprises of the blow-
up term (ε + |x′|m)−1/m and the oscillation term osc

Ωx′,̺

u. The oscillation term is

actually a small term due to the boundness of the solution u and the smallness of
oscillation domain Ωx′,̺. Then in the following we aim to extract the remaining
decay rate exponent from this oscillation term.

Remark 1.3. We now give some explanations for the implications of these pa-
rameters introduced in (1.6)–(1.10). First, the constants c0 and c̃0 are geometrical
quantities which are used to characterize the height equivalence between δ(x′) and
other height lines in the thin gap Ωx′,̺, see (2.3) below. Second, the values of hor-
izontal length parameters R0,i, i = 1, 2, 3 of the thin gap are gradually determined
in the process of establishing the pointwise gradient estimate, which represent the
valid scope of the techniques and methods employed in this paper. Furthermore,
there are some distinct differences for their values. To be specific, R0,i, i = 1, 2
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are two geometrical quantities independent of the equation, while the dependence
of R0,3 is more comprehensive and its value depends on d,m, p, κ1, κ3, κ4, that is,
R0,3 is determined by the domain and p-Laplace equation, which can be regarded
as the most important parameter to ensure the validity in terms of applications of
the techniques and methods.

For any fixed 0 < R0 ≤ min
1≤i≤3

R0,i and 0 < β < 1, we define the following

constants:

r0,1 =min
{
21/m,

2

3
R0

}
, (1.12)

r0,2 =

(
min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1}

κ2(κ3 + κ4) + κ3(κ3 + 1)

) 1
m−1





6
− m+2

m−1

(d−1)
2

m−1
, if 2 ≤ m < 3,

4−
m

m−1 , if m ≥ 3,

(1.13)

r0,3 =2−
3(m+1)
m−1 (κ1κ

−1
3 )

1
m−1 , r0,4 =

min{R
1

1−β

0 , 2−
1
β }

c̃0(2κ2)1/m
, (1.14)

where c̃0 is given by (1.7). For d ≥ 3, the upper bound in (1.11) can be further
improved as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let D1, D2 ⊂ D ⊆ R
d (d ≥ 3) be defined as above and conditions

(H1)–(H3) hold. Assume that u ∈ W 1,p(Ω2R0) is the solution of (1.5) with p > 1.
For any fixed 0 < R0 ≤ min

1≤i≤3
R0,i and 0 < β < 1, if 0 < r0 ≤ min

1≤i≤4
r0,i, then for

a arbitrarily small ε > 0 and x ∈ Ωr0 , there exist two positive constants 0 < γ < 1
and C > 0 depending only on d,m, p, κi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 such that

|∇u(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|m)
βγ−1

m osc
Ω

x′, ˜̺1−β

u, ˜̺ = c̃0δ
1/m, (1.15)

where δ and c̃0 are defined by (1.4) and (1.7), respectively.

As shown in Theorem 1.4, although the upper bound on the gradient has been
improved, its blow-up exponent is still not clear. So in the next theorem we aim to
obtain the explicit gradient blow-up rate. For that purpose, we prepare to consider
a class of axisymmetric insulators, whose upper and lower boundaries of the narrow
region are, respectively, formulated as follows: for i = 1, 2 and |x′| < r̃0,

xd = (−1)i+1
(ε
2
+ h(x′)

)
= (−1)i+1

(ε
2
+ λ|x′|m +O(|x′|m+σ0)

)
, (1.16)

where r̃0, λ and σ0 are three positive constants independent of ε. Here O(1) repre-
sents that |O(1)| ≤ C0 for some ε-independent constant C0 > 0 which may depend
on d, m, σ0 and r̃0. We further assume that the derivative of h(x′) satisfies

∂xih(x
′) = mλxi|x′|m−2 +O(|x′|m−1+σ0), for i = 1, ..., d− 1. (1.17)

The prototypes of these two insulators under such assumptions are two axisymmet-
ric ellipsoids as follows:

|x′|m + |xd − ε/2− r̃0|m = r̃m0 , and |x′|m + |xd + ε/2 + r̃0|m = r̃m0 . (1.18)

Here r̃0 is called the radius of ellipsoids. In particular, when m > 2 and d = 2,
the shapes of insulators resembling curvilinear squares with rounded-off angles.
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Applying Taylor expansion to (1.18), we reformulate the top and bottom boundaries
of the thin gap as follows: for |x′| < r̃0,

xd = (−1)i+1
(ε
2
+

1

mr̃m−1
0

|x′|m
)
+O(|x′|2m), for i = 1, 2.

When p > d +m − 1, we improve the upper bounds in Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 as
follows.

Theorem 1.5. For d ≥ 2, m > 2 and p > d +m − 1, let u ∈ W 1,p(Ωr̃0) be the

solution of (1.5) with Γ±
r̃0

given by (1.16). Then for any 0 < τ < 1
2 (p+1− d−m),

if ε > 0 is sufficiently small,

|∇u(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|m)−
d+m−2+2τ

m(p−1) , for x ∈ Ωr̃0 , (1.19)

where C = C(d,m, p, τ, λ, σ0, r̃0).

Remark 1.6. First, the blow-up rate ε−
d+m−2+2τ

m(p−1) is more explicit than that in

(1.15). Second, since 0 < τ < 1
2 (p+ 1− d−m), then the blow-up rate ε−

d+m−2+2τ
m(p−1)

is less than ε−1/m, which sharpens the result of p > d+m− 1 in Theorem 1.1.

Remark 1.7. From (1.19), we see that for any fixed d ≥ 2 and m > 2, the gradi-
ent blow-up rate will decrease as the nonlinear exponent p increases. This indicates
that nonlinear composite materials are generally superior to linear composites from
the perspective of reducing stress concentration. In summary, in order to improve
the properties of composite materials with closely located fibers, we should choose
curvilinear squares and cubes as the shapes of fibers and embed them in the nonlin-
ear matrix. Meanwhile, we weaken the convexity of interfacial boundaries of fibers
and enhance the nonlinear degree of the matrix as much as possible.

Remark 1.8. Unlike Theorems 1.1 and 1.4, the results corresponding to the case
of m = 2 cannot be directly obtained by sending m→ 2 in the proofs of Theorems
1.5 and 1.9. In fact, a close inspection of the proofs shows that the adapted con-
structions for explicit supersolution and subsolution in the case of m > 2 make the
computations quite different from that of m = 2, see Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 for the
finer details.

For d = 2, we also demonstrate the almost optimality of the gradient blow-up
rates captured in Theorem 1.1 for 1 < p ≤ m + 1 and Theorem 1.5 for p > m + 1
by establishing the lower bounds as follows.

Theorem 1.9. For d = 2 and m > 2, Let D := B5 and Di, i = 1, 2 be given by

(1.18) with r̃0 = 1. For p > 1, suppose that u ∈ W 1,p(D) is the solution of (1.2)
with ϕ = x1 on ∂D. Then for any τ ∈ (0,m− 2) and a sufficiently small ε > 0,

(i) if 1 < p ≤ m+ 1,

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω
(4mε/(m−2−τ))1/m

) ≥
1

C
ε

τ−1
m ; (1.20)

(ii) if p > m+ 1,

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω
(4mε/(m−2−τ))1/m

) ≥
1

C
ε

2τ−m
m(p−1) , (1.21)

where C = C(m, p, τ).
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Remark 1.10. First, a combination of (1.11) and (1.20) yields that the blow-up
rate ε−1/m is almost optimal when 1 < p ≤ m + 1. Second, combining (1.19) and
(1.21), we prove the almost sharpness of the blow-up rate ε−1/(p−1) when p > m+1.
These two facts show a bifurcation phenomena that when p 6= m+ 1, the gradient
blow-up rate depends only on one of the nonlinear exponent p and the convexity
parameter m. Therefore, the case of p = m+1 can be regarded as the critical case.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the proof of
Theorem 1.1 by establishing mean oscillation estimates on the gradient. Section 3 is
devoted to proving Theorem 1.4 by considering a smooth approximating equation
which reduces the original problem to the establishment of the Krylov-Safonov
Harnack inequality for a second-order uniformly elliptic equation of non-divergence
form. In Section 4, we aim to construct explicit supersolution and subsolution to
complete the proofs of Theorems 1.5 and 1.9.

2. Pointwise upper bound on the gradient

From classical elliptic regularity theory and Caccioppoli inequality, we know that
for any BR(x̄) ⊂ Ω and 0 < r < R

2 , there has pointwise gradient estimate

|∇u(x̄)| ≤C(d, p)
(
−
ˆ

Br(x̄)

|∇u|pdx
) 1

p

≤C(d, p)
r

(
−
ˆ

B2r(x̄)

∣∣∣u(x)−−
ˆ

B2r(x̄)

u
∣∣∣
p

dx

) 1
p

≤ C(d, p)

r
osc

B2r(x̄)
u,

where −
´

Br(x̄)
:= 1

|Br(x̄)|

´

Br(x̄)
. However, the considered domain in this paper is a

narrow region such that we cannot directly use this way to achieve the pointwise
gradient estimate with explicit dependence on the height of thin gap. To overcome
this difficulty, we first locally flatten the boundary of the narrow region and then
carry out the even extension and periodic extension for the transformed equation.
Therefore, we have enough space to establish mean oscillation decay estimates on
the gradient, which is critical to the establishment of the desired poinwise gradient
estimates.

For any given point x0 = (x′0, xd) ∈ ΩR0 , write

δ0 := δ(x′0) = ε+ h1(x
′
0)− h2(x

′
0). (2.1)

Observe that there appears at most three cases in terms of the relations between
ball Br(x0) and the top and bottom boundaries Γ±

2R0
of the narrow region Ω2R0 ,

as the radius r varies from small to large. To be specific,

Case 1. Br(x0) has no intersection with Γ±
2R0

for small r;

Case 2. Br(x0) only intersects one of Γ±
2R0

for intermediate r;

Case 3. Br(x0) intersects both Γ+
2R0

and Γ−
2R0

for large r.

It is worth pointing out that the second case will not occur if the narrow region
is symmetric and x0 is the midpoint of the height δ0. The first case implies that
Br(x0) is contained in the thin gap Ω2R0 , which leads to the following interior mean
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oscillation decay estimate. For u ∈ W 1,p(Ω2R0) and Br(x0) ⊂ Ω2R0 , denote

φ(x0, r) :=

(
−
ˆ

Br(x0)

|∇u− (∇u)Br(x0)|p
) 1

p

.

Then we have

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 in [16]). Assume that u ∈W 1,p(Ω2R0)
is a solution of problem (1.5). Then there exist two constants C0 = C0(d, p) > 1
and 0 < α = α(d, p) < 1 such that for any Br(x0) ⊂ Ω2R0 , ρ ∈ (0, r],

φ(x0, ρ) ≤ C0

(ρ
r

)α
φ(x0, r). (2.2)

This implies that for any Br(x0) ⊂ Ω2R0 , µ ∈ (0, µ1), µ1 = min{(2C0)
− 1

α , 1}, and
0 ≤ i0 < j,

j∑

k=i0

φ(x0, µ
kr) ≤ 2φ(x0, µ

i0r).

Remark 2.2. We here would like to point out that the interior mean oscillation
estimates in (2.2) under different exponents can be, respectively, seen in Theorem
5 of [12], Theorem 3.3 of [18] and Lemma 5.1 of [30].

From Lemma 2.1, we see that there is no restriction on the value of the length
parameter R0 of the narrow region Ω2R0 in terms of the establishment of interior
mean oscillation estimate (2.2). However, when Br(x0) intersects at least one of
Γ±
2R0

, we will show that it needs to restrict the value of R0 to be small enough so
that the transformed equations also preserve the similar mean oscillation properties
to p-Laplace equation.

2.1. Mean oscillation decay estimates under intermediate r. In the second
case when Br(x0) only intersects one of Γ±

2R0
, assume without loss of generality

that Br(x0) ∩ Γ−
2R0

6= ∅ and Br(x0) ∩ Γ+
2R0

= ∅. Then we can find a point x̂0 =

(x̂′0,−ε/2+h2(x̂′0)) ∈ Γ−
2R0

satisfying that dist(x0,Γ
−
2R0

) = |x0−x̂0|. Similarly, there

exists some point x̃0 = (x̃′0, ε/2+h1(x̃
′
0)) ∈ Γ+

2R0
such that dist(x̂0,Γ

+
2R0

) = |x̂0−x̃0|.
Claim 1. If 0 < R0 ≤ R0,1, then we have Br(x̂0)∩Γ+

2R0
= ∅ for any r ∈ (0, 14δ0],

where R0,1 and δ0 are, respectively, defined by (1.8) and (2.1).

Proof of Claim 1. For 0 < s ≤ c0δ
1/m
0 with c0 given by (1.6), using conditions

(H1) and (H2), we obtain that for |x′−x′0| ≤ s, there exist two points x′θ1 and x′θ2
between x′ and x′0 such that

|δ(x′)− δ0| ≤|h1(x′)− h1(x
′
0)|+ |h2(x′)− h2(x

′
0)|

≤(|∇x′h1(x
′
θ1)|+ |∇x′h2(x

′
θ2)|)|x′ − x′0|

≤κ3s(|x′θ1 |m−1 + |x′θ2 |m−1)

≤2m−1κ3s(s
m−1 + |x′0|m−1) ≤ δ0

2
,

which implies that

1

2
δ0 ≤ δ(x′) ≤ 3

2
δ0, in B′

s(x
′
0). (2.3)
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Observe that the straight line lx0,x̂0 passing through points x0 and x̂0 can be
represented as follows: for any x ∈ lx0,x̂0 ,

xi − x̂0,i
∂xih2(x̂

′
0)

=
xd + ε/2− h2(x̂

′
0)

−1
, i = 1, ..., d− 1.

Then we have

|x0 − x̂0| =
√
|x′0 − x̂′0|2 + |x0,d + ε/2− h2(x̂′0)|2

=|x0,d + ε/2− h2(x̂
′
0)|
√
1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2. (2.4)

Denote νx̂0 :=
(−∇x′h2(x̂

′
0),1)√

1+|∇x′h2(x̂′
0)|

2
. Let θ̂0 be the angle between vectors (0′, 1) and νx̂0 .

Then we have cos θ̂0 = νx̂0 · (0′, 1) = 1√
1+|∇x′h2(x̂′

0)|
2
. Hence we deduce

|x′0 − x̂′0| =|x0 − x̂0| sin θ̂0 = |x0,d + ε/2− h2(x̂
′
0)||∇x′h2(x̂

′
0)|

≤δ(x̂′0)|∇x′h2(x̂
′
0)| ≤ κ3(ε+ κ2|x̂′0|m)|x̂′0|m−1

≤22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 |x̂′0|. (2.5)

Here we used |x̂′0| ≤ 2R0 rather than |x̂′0| ≤ R0 in the last inequality, since there
may appear |x̂′0| > R0 when the interfacial boundary of D2 is concave near x0.

From (2.5), we see that if 0 < R0 ≤ 2−
m

m−1 (κ2κ3)
− 1

2m−2 ,

|x̂′0| ≤
1

1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0

|x′0| ≤ 2|x′0|. (2.6)

By the same arguments as in (2.4)–(2.5), we have

|x̂0 − x̃0| =
√
|x̂′0 − x̃′0|2 + |ε+ h1(x̃′0)− h2(x̂′0)|2

=|ε+ h1(x̃
′
0)− h2(x̂

′
0)|
√
1 + |∇x′h1(x̃′0)|2, (2.7)

and

|x̃′0 − x̂′0| =|ε+ h1(x̃
′
0)− h2(x̂

′
0)||∇x′h1(x̃

′
0)|

≤δ(x̂′0)|∇x′h1(x̃
′
0)| ≤ 22m−1κ2κ3R

2m−2
0 |x̃′0|, (2.8)

which, in combination with (2.6), reads that if 0 < R0 ≤ 2−
m

m−1 (κ2κ3)
− 1

2m−2 ,

|x̃′0| ≤
1

1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0

|x̂′0| ≤
1

(1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 )2

|x′0| ≤ 4|x′0|. (2.9)

Then we deduce

|x′0 − x̃′0| ≤|x′0 − x̂′0|+ |x̂′0 − x̃′0| ≤ 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 (|x̂′0|+ |x̃′0|)

≤22m+2κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 |x′0| ≤ 22m+2κ

−1/m
1 κ2κ3R

2m−2
0 δ

1/m
0 .

Therefore, if R0 further satisfies

0 < R0 ≤ 2−
m

m−1 (κ2κ3)
− 1

2m−2 min{1, 2− 1
m−1 (κ

1/m
1 c0)

1
2m−2 }, (2.10)

then we have

|x′0 − x̃′0| ≤ c0δ
1/m
0 ,
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where c0 is given by (1.6). This, together with (2.3), gives that

|ε+ h1(x̃
′
0)− h2(x̂

′
0)| ≥δ(x̃′0)− |h2(x̃′0)− h2(x̂

′
0)| ≥

1

2
δ0 − |∇x′h2(ξ

′
0)||x̃′0 − x̂′0|

≥1

2
δ0 − κ3|ξ′0|m−1|x̃′0 − x̂′0|, (2.11)

where ξ′0 is some point between x̃′0 and x̂′0. If condition (2.10) holds, we deduce
from (2.6)–(2.9) that

|ξ′0| ≤|ξ′0 − x̂′0|+ |x̂′0| ≤ |x̃′0 − x̂′0|+ |x̂′0|

≤22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 |x̃′0|+

1

1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0

|x′0|

≤
(

22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0

(1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 )2

+
1

1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0

)
|x′0| ≤ 4|x′0|,

and

|x̃′0 − x̂′0| ≤
22m−1κ2κ3R

2m−2
0

(1− 22m−1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 )2

|x′0| ≤ 22m+1κ2κ3R
2m−2
0 |x′0|.

Substituting these two relational expressions into (2.11), we obtain that if R0 further

satisfies 0 < R0 ≤ ( κ1

24m−1κ2κ2
3
)

1
2m−2 besides (2.10),

|ε+ h1(x̃
′
0)− h2(x̂

′
0)| ≥

1

2
δ0 − κ3|ξ′0|m−1|x̃′0 − x̂′0| ≥

1

2
δ0 − 24m−1κ2κ

2
3R

2m−2
0 |x′0|m

≥1

2
δ0 − 24m−1κ−1

1 κ2κ
2
3R

2m−2
0 δ0 ≥ 1

4
δ0.

Then in light of (2.7), we have

dist(x̂0,Γ
+
2R0

) = |x̃0 − x̂0| ≥
1

4
δ0.

This implies that Claim 1 holds.
�

We now introduce a local coordinate y = (y′, yd) in B 1
4 δ0

(x̂0) satisfying that

y(x̂0) = 0, the yd-axis direction is consistent with the normal vector νx̂0 =
(−∇x′h2(x̂

′
0),1)√

1+|∇x′h2(x̂′
0)|

2
,

and Γ−
2R0

∩B 1
4 δ0

(x̂0) can be formulated by a Cm function yd = χ(y′). We now use

z = Λ(y) = (y′, yd −χ(y′)) to straighten the boundary. With regard to the proper-
ties of χ and Λ, we have

Claim 2. If 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2}, we obtain that for any r ∈ (0, 14δ0],{
χ(0′) = 0, ∇y′χ(0′) = 0, ‖χ‖Cm ≤ C‖h2‖Cm ,

|∇Λ(y)− Id| = |∇y′χ(y′)| ≤
√
2κ4(d− 1)2|y′| ≤ 1

2 ,
(2.12)

and, for any r ∈ (0, 18δ0],

Ωr/2(x̂0) ⊂ Λ−1(B+
r ) ⊂ Ω2r(x̂0), |B+

r/2| ≤ |Ωr(x̂0)| ≤ |B+
2r|, (2.13)

where R0,i, i = 1, 2 are given by (1.8)–(1.9), Id is the d× d identity matrix, B+
r is

the upper half of ball Br under the coordinate z, and the constant C depends only
on d, κi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, but not on ε.
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Proof of Claim 2. Note that the tangential vectors at x̂0 on the surface Γ−
2R0

are
given by

τi = ei + ∂xih2(x̂0)ed, i = 1, ..., d− 1,

where {ei}di=1 is the standard basis of Rd. Introduce the projection operator as
follows:

projab =
(a, b)

(a, a)
a,

where (a, b) represents the inner product of these two vectors and (a, a) = |a|2. In
order to let these above tangential vectors be orthogonal to each other, we carry
out the following Gram-Schmidt process:

τ̃1 =τ1, τ̂1 =
τ̃1
|τ̃1|

,

τ̃2 =τ2 − projτ̂1τ2, τ̂2 =
τ̃2
|τ̃2|

,

...

τ̃d−1 =τd−1 −
d−2∑

i=1

projτ̂iτd−1, τ̂d−1 =
τ̃d−1

|τ̃d−1|
.

Denote R = (τ̂T1 , ..., τ̂
T
d−1, ν

T
x̂0
) =: (Rij)d×d. The transform from x to y consists of

translation and rotation, which can be written as y = RT (x− x̂0) and x = x̂0+Ry.
Then we obtain that for x ∈ Γ−

2R0
∩B 1

4 δ0
(x̂0),

χ(y′) = νx̂0 · (x− x̂0) =
h2(x

′)− h2(x̂
′
0)− (x′ − x̂′0) · ∇x′h2(x̂

′
0)√

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2
, (2.14)

and

∂yjχ(y
′) =

d−1∑

i=1

∂xiχ(y
′)
∂xi
∂yj

.

From condition (H3), we see

|∂xiχ(y
′)| = |∂xih2(x

′)− ∂xih2(x̂
′
0)|√

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2
≤ κ4|x′ − x̂′0|,

which, together with the fact that |∂xi

∂yj
| = |Rij | ≤ 1, shows that

|∇y′χ(y′)| ≤
d−1∑

j=1

|∂yjχ(y
′)| ≤ (d− 1)

d−1∑

i=1

|∂xiχ(y
′)| ≤ κ4(d− 1)2|x′ − x̂′0|. (2.15)

Since |y| = |x− x̂0| on Γ−
2R0

∩B 1
4 δ0

(x̂0), then

|y′|2 =|x′ − x̂′0|2 + (h2(x
′)− h2(x̂

′
0))

2 − |χ(y′)|2

=|x′ − x̂′0|2 +
(h2(x

′)− h2(x̂
′
0))

2|∇x′h2(x̂
′
0)|2

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2

+
2(x′ − x̂′0) · ∇x′h2(x̂

′
0)(h2(x

′)− h2(x̂
′
0))

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2
− ((x′ − x̂′0) · ∇x′h2(x̂

′
0))

2

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2
.
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It then follows from condition (H2) that if 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, 2
− 2m+1

2m−1 κ
− 1

m−1

3 },
where R0,1 is given by (1.8), we have

|y′|2 ≥|x′ − x̂′0|2 −
2|x′ − x̂′0||∇x′h2(x̂

′
0)||h2(x′)− h2(x̂

′
0)|

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2

− ((x′ − x̂′0) · ∇x′h2(x̂
′
0))

2

1 + |∇x′h2(x̂′0)|2

≥(1− 22mκ23R
2m−2
0 )|x′ − x̂0|2 ≥ 1

2
|x′ − x̂0|2. (2.16)

If we further require that 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2}, then we obtain from (2.15)
and (2.16) that

|∇y′χ(y′)| ≤
√
2κ4(d− 1)2|y′| ≤

√
2

4
κ4(d− 1)2δ0 ≤

√
2

2
κ2κ4(d− 1)2Rm

0 <
1

2
.

Combining these above results, we obtain that (2.12) holds. We now proceed to
prove (2.13).

Observe from conditions (H2)–(H3), (2.14) and (2.16) that for |y′| < r, r ∈
(0, 18δ0],

|χ(y′)| ≤ κ4|x′ − x̂′0|2 ≤ 2κ4r
2 ≤ 1

4
κ4δ0r <

1

2
κ2κ4R

m
0 r. (2.17)

This shows that for any z ∈ B+
r with r ∈ (0, 18δ0], if 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2},

|y|2 =|y′|2 + |χ(y′) + zd|2 = |z|2 + (χ(y′))2 + 2zdχ(y
′)

<(1 + 4−1κ22κ
2
4R

2m
0 + κ2κ4R

m
0 )r2 < 4r2,

which implies that z ∈ Λ(Ω2r(x̂0)) and thus Λ−1(B+
r ) ⊂ Ω2r(x̂0).

On the other hand, for y ∈ Ωr/2(x̂0), r ∈ (0, 18δ0], it follows from (2.17) that

|z|2 =|y′|2 + |yd − χ(y′)|2 = |y|2 + |χ(y′)|2 − 2ydχ(y
′)

≤1

4
(1 + κ22κ

2
4R

2m
0 + 2κ2κ4R

m
0 )r2 < r2,

which reads that z ∈ B+
r and then Ωr/2(x̂0) ⊂ Λ−1(B+

r ). Moreover, since det(∇Λ) =

1 and Ωr/2(x̂0) ⊂ Λ−1(B+
r ) ⊂ Ω2r(x̂0), we have |B+

r/2| ≤ |Ωr(x̂0)| ≤ |B+
2r| for

r ∈ (0, 18δ0]. The proof of Claim 2 is complete.
�

Remark that by precisely calculating the values of length parameters R0,1 and
R0,2, we obtain the required properties after the transforms including translation,
rotation and flattening. We now study the transformed equation and establish
the corresponding mean oscillation decay estimates near x̂0. Note that p-Laplace
equation is invariant with respect to translation and rotation of the coordinate. Set
u1(z) := u(Λ−1(z)). Then u1 is the solution of the following problem

{
−divz(|AT∇zu1|p−2AAT∇zu1) = 0, in B+

1
8 δ0
,

(|AT∇zu1|p−2AAT∇zu1)d = 0, on B 1
8 δ0

∩ ∂Rd
+,

(2.18)

where A := A(z) := (aij(z)) := ∇Λ(Λ−1(z)). Using the conormal boundary condi-
tion, we implement the even extension of u1, add and aij , i, j = 1, ..., d− 1 and the
odd extension of aid and adi, i = 1, ..., d − 1 with respect to zd = 0, respectively.
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For simplicity, the extended function and coefficient matrix are still represented by
u1 and A. Therefore, u1 solves

−divz(A(z,∇zu1)) = 0, in B 1
8 δ0
, (2.19)

where A is a nonlinear operator given by A(z, ξ) = |AT ξ|p−2AAT ξ with z ∈ B 1
8 δ0

and ξ ∈ R
d. Since A|z=0 = Id, then A(0, ξ) = |ξ|p−2ξ. Similar to Lemma 2.3 in [16],

we have

Lemma 2.3. Let p > 1. If 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2}, then for any z ∈ B 1
8 δ0

and

ξ ∈ R
d,

|A(z, ξ)−A(0, ξ)| ≤ M|z′||ξ|p−1,

where M := M(d, p, κ4) is given by

M(d, p, κ4) =
√
2κ4(d− 1)2

((
d+

1

4

) p−1
2

+ c̄p−2

(
d+

5

4

) p−2
2

)
(2.20)

with c̄p−2 defined by (2.22).

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 in [24] and Lemma 2.2 in [21], we see that for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R
d

and σ > −1,

cσ ≤ ||ξ1|σξ1 − |ξ2|σξ2|
|ξ1 − ξ2|(|ξ1|2 + |ξ2|2)σ

2
≤ c̄σ, (2.21)

where cσ and c̄σ are, respectively, defined by

cσ =

{
1 + σ, −1 < σ ≤ 0,

5−(1+σ
2 ), σ > 0,

c̄σ =

{
max{2, 10 1

2 |σ|}, −1 < σ < 0,

(1 + σ)2
σ
2 , σ ≥ 0.

(2.22)

It then follows from (2.12) and (2.21) that

|A(z, ξ)−A(0, ξ)| ≤||AT ξ|p−2(A− Id)A
T ξ|+ ||AT ξ|p−2AT ξ − |ξ|p−2ξ|

≤|A− Id||AT ξ|p−1 + c̄p(|AT ξ|2 + |ξ|2) p−2
2 |AT ξ − ξ|

≤
(
|AT |p−1 + c̄p(|AT |2 + 1)

p−2
2

)
|AT − Id||ξ|p−1

≤
√
2κ4(d− 1)2

((
d+

1

4

) p−1
2

+ c̄p

(
d+

5

4

) p−2
2

)
|z′||ξ|p−1,

where we also used the fact that |AT − Id| = |A− Id| and |A| =
√
d+ |∇y′χ(y′)|2.

�

For r ∈ (0, 18δ0], we define v1 ∈W 1,p(Br) as the unique solution of the following
homogeneous Dirichlet problem

{
−divz(A(0,∇zv1)) = 0, in Br,

v1 = u1, on ∂Br,
(2.23)

where u1 satisfies equation (2.19). In order to establish mean oscillation estimate
for the solution u1 to the transformed equation (2.19), we need the following com-
parison estimate.
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Lemma 2.4. For p > 1, let u1 and v1 be the solutions of (2.19) and (2.23),
respectively. If 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2}, then for any r ∈ (0, 18δ0],

−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p ≤ Spr
min{2,p}−

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p, (2.24)

where Sp is given by

Sp =





c̄pp−2
2

2
p(2−p)

2 Mp

cpp−2
2

(p−1)p

[(
2p(p−1)p−1

pp

) 2−p
2

+ 1

]
, 1 < p < 2,

4max{1, 2p−3}M2, p ≥ 2

with M, c̄ p−2
2
, c p−2

2
defined by (2.20)–(2.21).

Remark 2.5. Although the proof of Lemma 2.4 has been contained in [18,19] for
the general degenerate elliptic equations, we also present its proof with an explicit
constant Sp in (2.24).

Before proving Lemma 2.4, we recall a classical inequality (see Chapter 12 in [32])
as follows.

Lemma 2.6. Let d ≥ 2. For any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R
d,

(i) if 1 < p < 2,

〈|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2, ξ1 − ξ2〉 ≥
p− 1

2
2−p
2

(|ξ1|2 + |ξ2|2)
p−2
2 |ξ1 − ξ2|2; (2.25)

(ii) if p ≥ 2,

〈|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2, ξ1 − ξ2〉 ≥
1

2
(|ξ1|p−2 + |ξ2|p−2)|ξ1 − ξ2|2. (2.26)

For readers’ convenience, the proof of Lemma 2.6 is left in the appendix.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. We divide the proof into two cases including 1 < p < 2 and
p ≥ 2.

Step 1. Consider the case when 1 < p < 2. Due to the fact that both u1 and v1
are the solutions, it follows from (2.21), Lemmas 2.3 and 2.6, Hölder’s inequality
and Young’s inequality that

ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)
p−2
2 |∇zu1 −∇zv1|2

≤ 2
2−p
2

p− 1

ˆ

Br

〈A(0,∇zu1)−A(0,∇zv1),∇zu1 −∇zv1〉

=
2

2−p
2

p− 1

ˆ

Br

〈A(0,∇zu1)−A(z,∇zu1),∇zu1 −∇zv1〉

≤ 2
2−p
2 Mr

p− 1

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p−1|∇zu1 −∇zv1|

≤ 1

2

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p−2|∇zu1 −∇zv1|2 +
22−pM2r2

2(p− 1)2

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p,

which reads that
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)
p−2
2 |∇zu1 −∇zv1|2 ≤ 22−pM2r2

(p− 1)2

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p.
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For notational convenience, denote V (ξ) := |ξ| p−2
2 ξ for any ξ ∈ R

d. It then follows
from (2.21) that

−
ˆ

Br

|V (∇zu1)− V (∇zv1)|2 ≤
c̄2p−2

2

22−pM2r2

(p− 1)2
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p, (2.27)

where c̄ p−2
2

and M are given by (2.20)–(2.21). Observe from (2.21) that

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p

=
[
(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)

p−2
2 |∇zu1 −∇zv1|2

] p
2 (|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)

p(2−p)
4

=
1

cpp−2
2

|V (∇zu1)− V (∇zv1)|p(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)
p(2−p)

4 . (2.28)

Picking test function v1 −u1 for equation (2.23), it follows from Young’s inequality
that

ˆ

Br

|∇zv1|p =

ˆ

Br

A(0,∇zv1)∇zv1 =

ˆ

Br

A(0,∇zv1)∇zu1

≤1

2

ˆ

Br

|∇zv1|p +
2p−1(p− 1)p−1

pp

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p.

This, together with (2.27)–(2.28) and Hölder’s inequality, yields that

−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p

≤ 1

cpp−2
2

(
−
ˆ

Br

|V (∇zu1)− V (∇zv1)|p
) p

2
(
−
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)
p
2

) 2−p
2

≤
c̄pp−2

2

2
p(2−p)

2 Mprp

cpp−2
2

(p− 1)p

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p
) p

2
(
−
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|2 + |∇zv1|2)
p
2

) 2−p
2

≤
c̄pp−2

2

2
p(2−p)

2 Mprp

cpp−2
2

(p− 1)p

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p
) p

2

((
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p
) 2−p

2

+

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zv1|p
) 2−p

2

)

≤
c̄pp−2

2

2
p(2−p)

2 Mp

cpp−2
2

(p− 1)p

[(
2p(p− 1)p−1

pp

) 2−p
2

+ 1

]
rp−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p.

Step 2. Consider the case of p ≥ 2. Analogously as above, since both u1 and
v1 are the solutions, we have from Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, Lemmas
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2.3 and 2.6 that
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|p−2 + |∇zv1|p−2)|∇zu1 −∇zv1|2

≤ 2

ˆ

Br

〈A(0,∇zu1)−A(0,∇zv1),∇zu1 −∇zv1〉

= 2

ˆ

Br

〈A(0,∇zu1)−A(z,∇zu1),∇zu1 −∇zv1〉

≤ 2Mr

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p−1|∇zu1 −∇zv1|

≤ 1

2

ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p−2|∇zu1 −∇zv1|2 + 2M2r2
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p,

which gives that
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|p−2 + |∇zv1|p−2)|∇zu1 −∇zv1|2 ≤ 4M2r2
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p.

Then we have

−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p ≤max{1, 2p−3}−
ˆ

Br

(|∇zu1|p−2 + |∇zv1|p−2)|∇zu1 −∇zv1|2

≤4max{1, 2p−3}M2r2
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p.

The proof is complete.
�

For r ∈ (0, 18δ0], denote

ψ(x̂0, r) =

(
−
ˆ

Ωr(x̂0)

|∇y′u− (∇y′u)Ωr(x̂0)|p + |∂yd
u|p
) 1

p

, (2.29)

where u ∈ W 1,p(Ω2R0) is the solution to (1.5). Similar to Lemma 2.5 in [16], by
Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4, we can obtain mean oscillation estimate for the solution u
near x̂0 as follows.

Lemma 2.7. Assume as above. Let u ∈ W 1,p(Ω2R0) be the solution to (1.5). If

0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2}, then for any r ∈ (0, 18δ0] and µ ∈ (0, 14 ),

ψ(x̂0, µr) ≤ C1µ
αψ(x̂0, r) + C2µ

− d
p rθ

(
−
ˆ

Ωr(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

,

where θ := θp = min{1, 2/p}, C1 = C1(d, p), C2 = C2(d, p, κ4), α is given by

Lemma 2.1 and ψ is defined by (2.29). Further, choose µ2 = min{(2C1)
− 1

α , 14}
such that for any r ∈ (0, 18δ0], µ ∈ (0, µ2), and 0 ≤ i0 < j,

j∑

k=i0

ψ(x̂0, µ
kr)

≤ 2ψ(x̂0, µ
i0r) + C2µ

− d
p

j∑

k=i0+1

k−1∑

i=i0

(C1µ
α)k−1−i(µir)θ

(
−
ˆ

Ωµir(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

.
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Proof. Let u1 ∈ W 1,p(B+
1
8 δ0

) be the solution to equation (2.18). We first establish

mean oscillation estimate for the solution u1 as follows: for any µ ∈ (0, 1) and
r ∈ (0, 18δ0],

(
−
ˆ

B+
µr

|∇z′u1 − (∇z′u1)B+
µr
|p + |∂zdu1|p

) 1
p

≤ C1µ
α

(
−
ˆ

B+
r

|∇z′u1 − (∇z′u1)B+
r
|p + |∂zdu1|p

) 1
p

+ C2µ
−d

p rθ
(
ˆ

B+
r

|∇zu1|p
) 1

p

,

(2.30)

where C1 = C1(d, p), C2 = C2(d, p, κ4), θ = min{1, 2/p} and α is given by Lemma
2.1.

Utilizing Lemma 6.13 in [31], the triangle inequality, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4, we
have

(
−
ˆ

Bµr

|∇zu1 − (∇zu1)Bµr |p
) 1

p

≤ 2

(
−
ˆ

Bµr

|∇zu1 − (∇zv1)Bµr |p
) 1

p

≤ 2

(
−
ˆ

Bµr

|∇zv1 − (∇zv1)Bµr |p
) 1

p

+ 2

(
−
ˆ

Bµr

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p
) 1

p

≤ Cµα

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zv1 − (∇zv1)Br |p
) 1

p

+ 2µ− d
p

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p
) 1

p

≤ Cµα

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 − (∇zu1)Br |p
) 1

p

+ Cµ− d
p

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 −∇zv1|p
) 1

p

≤ C1µ
α

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 − (∇zu1)Br |p
) 1

p

+ C2µ
− d

p rθ
(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1|p
) 1

p

, (2.31)

where C1 = C1(d, p), C2 = C2(d, p, κ4), and we also used the fact that

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zv1 − (∇zv1)Br |p
) 1

p

≤ 2

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zv1 − (∇zu1)Br |p
) 1

p

≤ 2

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zu1 − (∇zu1)Br |p
) 1

p

+ 2

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇zv1 −∇zu1|p
) 1

p

.

Note that u1 is even in zd and thus ∂zdu1 is odd in zd. Then (2.30) follows from
(2.31).

Recall an elementary inequality that for any a, b ∈ R
d and p > 1,

|a+ b|p ≥ 21−p|a|p − |b|p. (2.32)
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For µ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ (0, 1
16δ0], it follows from (2.12)–(2.13) and (2.32) that

−
ˆ

B+
µr

|∇z′u1 − (∇z′u1)B+
µr
|p + |∂zdu|p

= −
ˆ

Λ−1(B+
µr)

|∇y′u+ ∂yd
u∇y′χ− (∇y′u+ ∂yd

u∇y′χ)Λ−1(B+
µr)

|p + |∂yd
u|p

≥ 21−p−
ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

(|∇y′u− (∇y′u)Ωµr/2(x̂0)|p + |∂yd
u|p)− 2p−

ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

|∂yd
u∇y′χ|p

≥ 21−p(ψ(x̂0, µr/2))
p − (

√
2κ4(d− 1)2µr)p−

ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

|∇u|p, (2.33)

where we also utilized the fact that

−
ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

|∂yd
u∇y′χ− (∂yd

u∇y′χ)Ωµr/2(x̂0)|p

≤ 2p−1

(
−
ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

|∂yd
u∇y′χ|p + |(∂yd

u∇y′χ)Ωµr/2(x̂0)|p
)

≤ 2p−
ˆ

Ωµr/2(x̂0)

|∂yd
u∇y′χ|p.

By the same argument, we have

−
ˆ

B+
r

|∇z′u1 − (∇z′u1)B+
r
|p + |∂zdu|p

≤ 2p−1(ψ(x̂0, 2r))
p + 23p−1(

√
2κ4(d− 1)2r)p−

ˆ

Ω2r(x̂0)

|∇u|p. (2.34)

A consequence of (2.30) and (2.33)–(2.34) shows that

ψ(x̂0, µr/2) ≤ C1µ
αψ(x̂0, 2r) + C2µ

− d
p rθ

(
−
ˆ

Ω2r(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

, (2.35)

where C1 = C1(d, p) and C2 = C2(d, p, κ4). Letting µ, r substitute for µ/4, 2r in
(2.35), we obtain that for any µ ∈ (0, 14 ) and r ∈ (0, 18δ0],

ψ(x̂0, µr) ≤ C1µ
αψ(x̂0, r) + C2µ

− d
p rθ

(
−
ˆ

Ωr(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

.

Then for r ∈ (0, 18δ0], and 0 ≤ i0 < k,

ψ(x̂0, µ
kr)

≤ (C1µ
α)k−i0ψ(x̂0, µ

i0r) + C2µ
− d

p

k−1∑

i=i0

(C1µ
α)k−1−i(µir)θ

(
−
ˆ

Ωµir(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

,
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which leads to that for any 0 < µ < min{(2C1)
− 1

α , 14} and 0 ≤ i0 < j,

j∑

k=i0

ψ(x̂0, µ
kr)

≤ ψ(x̂0, µ
i0r)

1− C1µα
+ C2µ

−d
p

j∑

k=i0+1

k−1∑

i=i0

(C1µ
α)k−1−i(µir)θ

(
−
ˆ

Ωµir(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

≤ 2ψ(x̂0, µ
i0r) + C2µ

− d
p

j∑

k=i0+1

k−1∑

i=i0

(C1µ
α)k−1−i(µir)θ

(
−
ˆ

Ωµir(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

.

�

2.2. Mean oscillation decay estimates under large r. In this subsection, we
aim to establish mean oscillation estimates for the solution to the transformed
equation in the case when Br(x0) may potentially intersect both Γ+

2R0
and Γ−

2R0
.

Consider r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ], where c̃0 is given by (1.7). Define a constant as follows:

R0 :=

(
12

13
c̃0

) 1
m−1

κ
−1/m
2 . (2.36)

Then if 0 < R0 ≤ R0, then
1
24δ0 < c̃0δ

1/m
0 . Introduce a cylinder as follows: for

s, t > 0,

Qs,t := {z̃ = (z̃′, z̃d) ∈ R
d | |z̃′| < s, |z̃d| < t}. (2.37)

Under the flattening transform z̃ = Λ̃(x) as follows:

{
z̃′ = x′ − x′0,

z̃d = δ0

(
xd−h2(x

′)+ε/2
ε+h1(x′)−h2(x′) − 1

2

)
,

the narrow region Ωx′
0,R0

is mapped to be a cylinder QR0,
1
2 δ0

with its upper and

lower boundaries written as

Γ̃±
R0,

1
2 δ0

:=
{
z̃ = (z̃′, z̃d) ∈ R

d | |z̃′| < R0, z̃d = ±1

2
δ0

}
.

Define ũ1(z̃) = u(Λ̃−1(z̃)). Then ũ1 satisfies

{
−divz̃(|ÃT∇z̃ũ1|p−2(det(Ã))−1ÃÃT∇z̃ũ1) = 0, in QR0,

1
2 δ0
,

(|ÃT∇z̃ũ1|p−2(det(Ã))−1ÃÃT∇z̃ũ1)d = 0, on Γ̃±
R0,

1
2 δ0
,

where Ã := Ã(z̃) := (ãij(z̃)) := ∇Λ̃(Λ̃−1(z̃)). For z̃ ∈ QR0,
1
2 δ0

, let x = Λ̃−1(z̃).

Recall that δ0 = δ(x′0) and δ = δ(x′). Then the elements of Ã satisfy that ãii = 1 for

i = 1, ..., d−1, ãij = 0 for i 6= j, i = 1, ..., d−1, j = 1, 2, ..., d, det(Ã) = ãdd = δ0δ
−1,

and

ãdj = −δ0δ−1∂xjh2(x
′)− δ−1

(
z̃d +

δ0
2

)
∂xjδ, for j = 1, ..., d− 1.
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Therefore, for any z̃ ∈ QR0,
1
2 δ0

with |z̃′| = |x′ − x′0| ≤ r, r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ],

0 < c̃0 ≤ c0, it follows from conditions (H1)–(H2) and (2.3) that

d−1∑

j=1

|ãdj |2 ≤
d−1∑

j=1

(2|∂xjh1|+ 4|∂xjh2|)2 ≤ 8|∇x′h1|2 + 32|∇x′h2|2

≤40κ23|x′|2m−2 ≤ 40κ
2/m−2
1 κ23δ

2−2/m ≤ 90κ
2/m−2
1 κ23δ

2−2/m
0

≤51840κ
2/m−2
1 κ23r

2δ
−2/m
0 <

1

4
, (2.38)

and, there exist two points ξ′i, i = 1, 2 between x′0 and x′ such that

|ãdd − 1| =|δ − δ0|δ−1 ≤ κ3δ
−1(|∇x′h1(ξ

′
1)|+ |∇x′h2(ξ

′
2)|)|x′ − x′0|

≤2m−2κ3rδ
−1(|ξ′1 − x′0|m−1 + |ξ′2 − x′0|m−1 + 2|x′0|m−1)

≤2mκ3rδ
−1
0 (rm−1 + |x′0|m−1) ≤ 2mκ3(c̃

m−1
0 + κ

1/m−1
1 )rδ

−1/m
0

≤2m+1κ
1/m−1
1 κ3rδ

−1/m
0 <

1

2
,

|(det(Ã))−1 − 1| =|ã−1
dd − 1| = |δ − δ0|δ−1

0 ≤ 2mκ
1/m−1
1 κ3rδ

−1/m
0 <

1

4
, (2.39)

and thus

|Ã(z̃)− Id| =

√√√√
d−1∑

j=1

ã2dj + (ãdd − 1)2

≤
√
51840 + 4m+1κ

1/m−1
1 κ3rδ

−1/m
0 ≤ 1

2
. (2.40)

We now perform the even extension of ũ1, ãdd and ãij , i, j = 1, ..., d−1 and the odd
extension of ãid and ãdi, i = 1, ..., d − 1 with respect to the hyperplane z̃d = 1

2δ0,
respectively. Then we carry out the periodic extension for them in z̃d axis with the
period 2δ0. For brevity, we still denote the extended function and coefficient matrix
by ũ1 and Ã. Hence by the conormal boundary condition, we see that ũ1 solves

−divz̃(Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1)) = 0, in QR0,∞, (2.41)

where Ã is a nonlinear operate defined by Ã(z̃, ξ) = (det(Ã))−1|ÃT ξ|p−2ÃÃT ξ
with z̃ ∈ QR0,∞ and ξ ∈ R

d. Similarly as in Lemma 2.3, it follows from (2.3),

(2.21) and (2.38)–(2.40) that for any r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ], z̃ ∈ Br, and ξ ∈ R

d,

|Ã| =

√√√√d− 1 + (δ0δ−1)2 +

d−1∑

j=1

|ãdj |2 ≤
√
d+

13

4
,

and then

|Ã(z̃, ξ)− |ξ|p−2ξ|
≤ |((det(Ã))−1 − 1)|ÃT ξ|p−2ÃÃT ξ|+ ||ÃT ξ|p−2(Ã− Id)A

T ξ|
+ ||ÃT ξ|p−2ÃT ξ − |ξ|p−2ξ|

≤ |(det(Ã))−1 − 1||Ã|p|ξ|p−1 +
(
|Ã|p−1 + c̄p(|Ã|2 + 1)

p−2
2

)
|Ã− Id||ξ|p−1

≤ M̃rδ
−1/m
0 |ξ|p−1, (2.42)
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where c̄p is defined by (2.22) and M̃ := M̃(d, p,m, κ1, κ3) is given by

M̃ =2m
(
d+

13

4

) p
2

κ
1/m−1
1 κ3

+
√
51840 + 4m+1

((
d+

13

4

) p−1
2

+ c̄p

(
d+

17

4

) p−2
2

)
κ
1/m−1
1 κ3. (2.43)

Let ṽ1 be the unique solution to the following Dirichlet problem:
{
−divz̃(|∇z̃ ṽ1|p−2∇z̃ ṽ1) = 0, in Br,

ṽ1 = ũ1, on ∂Br.

Making use of (2.42), it follows from the proof of Lemma 2.4 with minor modifica-

tion that if 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2, R0}, then for any r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ],

−
ˆ

Br

|∇z̃ũ1 −∇z̃ ṽ1|p ≤ S̃p(rδ
−1/m
0 )min{2,p}−

ˆ

Br

|∇z̃ũ1|p, (2.44)

where

S̃p =





c̄pp−2
2

2
p(2−p)

2 M̃p

cpp−2
2

(p−1)p

[(
2p(p−1)p−1

pp

) 2−p
2

+ 1

]
, 1 < p < 2,

4max{1, 2p−3}M̃2, p ≥ 2

with c̄ p−2
2
, c p−2

2
, M̃ defined by (2.20) and (2.43). For r ∈ [ 1

24δ0, c̃0δ
1/m
0 ], write

ψ̃(r) =

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇z̃ ũ1 − (∇z̃ ũ1)Br |p
) 1

p

.

Therefore, following the same proof of (2.31) except replacing (2.24) with (2.44),

we obtain that for µ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ],

ψ̃(µr) ≤ C̃1µ
αψ̃(r) + C̃2µ

− d
p (rδ

−1/m
0 )θ

(
−
ˆ

Br

|∇z̃ ũ1|p
) 1

p

,

where C̃1 = C̃1(d, p), C̃2 = C̃2(d, p,m, κ1, κ3), θ = min{1, 2/p}, and α is given by
Lemma 2.1. Denote

µ3 = min{(2C̃1)
− 1

α , 1}.
Then similar to Lemma 2.7, we have

Lemma 2.8. Assume as above. Let ũ1 ∈ W 1,p
loc (QR0,∞) be the solution to (2.41).

If 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0,1, R0,2, R0} with R0,1, R0,2 and R0 given by (1.8)–(1.9) and

(2.36), then for any r ∈ [ 1
24δ0, c̃0δ

1/m
0 ], µ ∈ (0, µ3), and 0 ≤ i0 < j,

j∑

k=i0

ψ̃(µkr)

≤ 2ψ̃(µi0r) + C̃2µ
− d

p

j∑

k=i0+1

k−1∑

i=i0

(C̃1µ
α)k−1−i(µirδ

−1/m
0 )θ

(
−
ˆ

Bµir

|∇z̃ ũ1|p
) 1

p

.

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.1 by combining Lemmas 2.1, 2.7 and 2.8.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. For any fixed x0 ∈ ΩR0 , 0 < R0 ≤ min{R0, R0,1, R0,2}, and
0 < µ ≤ 2

3 min
1≤i≤3

µi ≤ 1
6 , denote rj = c̃0

13µ
jδ

1/m
0 for j ≥ 0, where c̃0 and δ0 are

defined by (1.7) and (2.1), and µi, i = 1, 2, 3 are, respectively, given by Lemmas
2.1, 2.7 and 2.8. Pick two nonnegative integers j1 and j2 such that

rj1 ≥ 1

24
δ0, rj1+1 <

1

24
δ0, rj2 ≥ dist(x0,Γ

±
2R0

), rj2+1 < dist(x0,Γ
±
2R0

).

We here explain the implication of indices j1 and j2. To be specific, when j ≥ j1+1,
Brj (x0) intersects at most one of Γ±

2R0
; when j ≥ j2 + 1, Brj (x0) is located in the

interior of Ω2R0 ; when j ≤ j1 or j ≤ j2, there may appear the third case that
Brj (x0) intersects both Γ+

2R0
and Γ−

2R0
. Note that since 0 < R0 ≤ R0, we have

1
24δ0 ≤ c̃0

13δ
1/m
0 , where R0 is given by (2.36).

For j ≥ 0, define

φj =





(
−
ˆ

B13rj

|∇z̃ũ1 − (∇z̃ ũ1)B13rj
|p
) 1

p

, for 0 ≤ j ≤ j1,

(
−
ˆ

Ωrj
(x0)

|∇u − (∇u)Ωrj
(x0)|p

) 1
p

, for j ≥ j1 + 1,

and

Tj =





(
−
ˆ

B13rj

|∇z̃ ũ1|p
) 1

p

, for 0 ≤ j ≤ j1,

(
−
ˆ

Ω3rj
(x0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

, for j ≥ j1 + 1,

and

ωj =

{
(∇z̃ ũ1)B13rj

, for 0 ≤ j ≤ j1,

(∇u)Ωrj
(x0), for j ≥ j1 + 1.

Step 1. Since 0 < µ ≤ 1
6 , we have Ω3rj+1(x0) ⊂ Ω 1

2 rj
(x0) for j ≥ 0. Note that

3rj1+1 <
1
8δ0, it then follows from (2.13) that

Tj1+1 ≤
( |Ω 1

2 rj1
(x0)|

|Ω3rj1+1(x0)|
−
ˆ

Ω 1
2
rj1

(x0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

≤C(d)µ− d
p

(
−
ˆ

Ω 1
2
rj1

(x0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

. (2.45)

In view of rj1 ≥ 1
24δ0, we haveQ 1

2 rj1 ,
1
2 δ0

⊂ B13rj1
. Then we obtain that Λ̃(Ω 1

2 rj1
(x0)) ⊂

Λ̃(Ωx′
0,

1
2 rj1

) = Q 1
2 rj1 ,

1
2 δ0

⊂ B13rj1
. This, together with (2.13), leads to that if

0 < R0 ≤ min{R0, R0,1, R0,2},
(
−
ˆ

Ω 1
2
rj1

(x0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

≤C(d)
(

|B13rj1
|

|Ω 1
2 rj1

(x0)|
−
ˆ

B13rj1

|∇z̃ ũ1|p
) 1

p

≤ C(d)Tj1 .
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Inserting this into (2.45), we have Tj1+1 ≤ C(d)µ− d
pTj1 . Hence we further obtain

that for any j ≥ 0,

Tj+1 ≤C(d)µ− d
pTj ,

which, in combination with the triangle inequality, reads that for any j ≤ j1,

Tj+1 ≤C(d)µ− d
pTj ≤ C(d)µ− d

p (|ωj |+ φj).

Observe that for j ≥ 0, there has Ω3rj+1(x0) ⊂ Ωrj (x0) in virtue of 0 < µ ≤ 1
6 . It

then follows from (2.13) and the triangle inequality again that for any j ≥ j1 + 1,

Tj+1 ≤C(d)µ− d
p

(
−
ˆ

Ωrj
(x0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

≤ C(d)µ− d
p (|ωj |+ φj).

Consequently, we have

Tj+1 ≤C(d)µ− d
p (|ωj |+ φj), for any j ≥ 0. (2.46)

Note that for 0 ≤ k ≤ j1,

|ωk − ωk−1|p ≤ 2p−1(|ωk −∇z̃ũ1(z̃)|p + |∇z̃ ũ1(z̃)− ωk−1|p).
Integrating it in z̃ on B13rk and taking the p-th root, we obtain

|ωk − ωk−1| ≤ 2
p−1
p (φk + µ− d

pφk−1),

which, together with Hölder’s inequality, gives that

|ωj| ≤
{
Tj0 , if 0 ≤ j = j0 ≤ j1,

Tj0 + 4µ− d
p
∑j

k=j0
φk, if 0 ≤ j0 < j ≤ j1,

(2.47)

In exactly the same way, we have from (2.13) that

|ωj | ≤
{
C(d)Tj , if j = l ≥ j1 + 1,

C(d)(Tl + µ−d
p
∑j

k=l φk), if j > l ≥ j1 + 1,
(2.48)

When 0 ≤ j0 ≤ j ≤ j1, it follows from Lemma 2.8, (2.47), the triangle inequality
and Hölder’s inequality that

(i) if j = j0,

|ωj0 |+ φj0 ≤ 3Tj0 ; (2.49)

(ii) if j > j0,

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j0

φk ≤ Tj0 + 5µ−d
p

j∑

k=j0

φk

≤ Tj0 + 10µ−d
pφj0 + C̃2µ

− d
p

j∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C̃1µ
α)k−1−i(µic̃0)

θ

(
−
ˆ

B13ri

|∇z̃ũ1|p
) 1

p

≤ (1 + 20µ−d
p )Tj0 + C̃2µ

− d
p

j∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C̃1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi, (2.50)

where C̃1 = C̃1(d, p) and C̃2 = C̃2(d, p,m, κ1, κ3).
We now proceed to consider the case when j ≥ j1 + 1. Since there may appear

no intersection point or only one intersection point between Brj (x0) and Γ±
2R0

in
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this case, we need to compare the values of j1 and j2 for the purpose of establishing
the similar estimates as in (2.49)–(2.50). Therefore, we divide into two subcases to
discuss as follows.

Case 1. Consider the case when j1 < j2. First, let j1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ j2. Then we
have rj ≥ dist(x0,Γ

±
2R0

). Pick x̂0 ∈ Γ±
2R0

such that dist(x0,Γ
±
2R0

) = |x0− x̂0|. Then
we have Ωrj (x0) ⊂ Ω2rj (x̂0) ⊂ Ω3rj (x0) and 2rj <

1
8δ0. Therefore, it follows from

(2.13) and Lemma 2.7 that
(i) if j = j1 + 1,

φj1+1 ≤C(d)ψ(x̂0, 2rj1+1) ≤ C(d)Yj1+1 ≤ C(d)Tj1+1; (2.51)

(ii) if j > j1 + 1,

j∑

k=j1+1

φk ≤C(d)
j∑

k=j1+1

ψ(x̂0, 2rk)

≤C(d)Yj1+1 + C2µ
− d

p

j∑

k=j1+2

k−1∑

i=j1+1

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθYi

≤C(d)Tj1+1 + C2µ
− d

p

j∑

k=j1+2

k−1∑

i=j1+1

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi, (2.52)

where C1 = C1(d, p), C2 = C2(d, p,m, κ1, κ3, κ4),

Yj :=

(
−
ˆ

Ω2rj
(x̂0)

|∇u|p
) 1

p

, for j1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ j2.

Then combining (2.46), (2.48) and (2.51)–(2.52), we obtain that for j1+1 ≤ j ≤ j2,
(i) if j = j1 + 1,

|ωj1+1|+ φj1+1 ≤ C(d)Tj1+1; (2.53)

(ii) if j > j1 + 1,

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j1+1

φk ≤ C(d)

(
Tj1+1 + µ− d

p

j∑

k=j1+1

φk

)

≤ C(d)µ− d
pTj1+1 + C2µ

− 2d
p

j∑

k=j1+2

k−1∑

i=j1+1

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi

≤ µ− 2d
p

(
C(d)(|ωj1 |+ φj1 ) + C2

j∑

k=j1+2

k−1∑

i=j1+1

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi

)
. (2.54)

On the other hand, for j ≥ j2 +1, we deduce from Lemma 2.1, (2.46) and (2.48)
that

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j2+1

φk ≤C(d)
(
Tj2+1 + µ− d

p

j∑

k=j2+1

φk

)
≤ C(d)µ− d

pTj2+1

≤C(d)µ− 2d
p (|ωj2 |+ φj2 ).
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This, in combination with (2.54), yields that for any j ≥ j2 + 1 > j1 + 1,

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j1+1

φk = |ωj|+
j∑

k=j2+1

φk +

j2∑

k=j1+1

φk

≤ C(d)µ− 2d
p (|ωj2 |+ φj2 ) +

j2∑

k=j1+1

φk

≤ µ− 4d
p

(
C(d)(|ωj1 |+ φj1 ) + C2

j∑

k=j1+2

k−1∑

i=j1+1

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi

)
, (2.55)

which, together with (2.54) again, shows that (2.55) holds for any j > j1 + 1.
Case 2. Consider the case when j1 ≥ j2. Then for any j ≥ j1 + 1, we have

rj ≤ dist(x0,Γ
±
2R0

). Hence, using Lemma 2.1, (2.46) and (2.48), we derive

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j1+1

φk ≤C(d)µ− 2d
p (|ωj1 |+ φj1 ). (2.56)

A combination of (2.49)–(2.50), (2.53) and (2.55)–(2.56) gives that for any 0 ≤
j0 ≤ j1 and j ≥ j0,

(i) if j = j0,

|ωj0 |+ φj0 ≤ 3Tj0 ; (2.57)

(ii) if j > j0,

|ωj |+
j∑

k=j0

φk ≤ µ− 5d
p

(
C(d)Tj0 + C2

j∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθTi

)
, (2.58)

where C1 = C1(d, p) and C2 = C2(d, p,m, κ1, κ3, κ4).
Step 3. Choose an integer j0 such that 0 ≤ j0 ≤ j1, whose value will be

determined later. We first calculate the series
∞∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑
i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ, where

C1 is given by (2.58). On one hand, if θ 6= α, then for any j ≥ j0 + 1,

j∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ =

j∑

k=j0+1

(C1µ
α)k−1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C
−1

1 µθ−α)i

=
(C

−1

1 µθ−α)j0

1− C
−1

1 µθ−α

j∑

k=j0+1

(C1µ
α)k−1 − 1

C1µα(1− C
−1

1 µθ−α)

j∑

k=j0+1

µkθ

=
1

1− C
−1

1 µθ−α

(
µj0θ(1 − (C1µ

α)j−i0 )

1− C1µα
− µ(j0+1)θ−α(1− µ(j−j0)θ)

C1(1 − µθ)

)
,
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where we require µ 6= C
1

θ−α

1 and µ 6= C
− 1

α

1 by decreasing µ if necessary. By sending

j → ∞, we obtain that if µ ≤ (2C1)
− 1

α ,

∞∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ =

1

1− C
−1

1 µθ−α

(
µj0θ

1− C1µα
− µ(j0+1)θ−α

C1(1− µθ)

)

=
µj0θ

(1− C1µα)(1 − µθ)
≤ 2µj0θ

1− 6−θ
,

where we also used the fact that 0 < µ ≤ 1
6 .

On the other hand, if θ = α, then for any j ≥ j0 + 1,

j∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ =

j∑

k=j0+1

(C1µ
α)k−1

k−1∑

i=j0

C
−i

1

≤ 1

C
j0−1

1 (C1 − 1)

j∑

k=j0+1

(C1µ
α)k−1 =

(C1µ
α)j0(1− (C1µ

α)j−j0 )

C
j0−1

1 (C1 − 1)(1− C1µα)
,

which reads that if µ ≤ (2C1)
− 1

α ,

∞∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ ≤ C1µ

j0θ

(C1 − 1)(1− C1µα)
≤ 2C1µ

j0θ

C1 − 1
.

Denote

µ∗ := min

{
2

3
min
1≤i≤3

µi, (2C1)
− 1

α ,

(
1− 6−θ

4C2

) 1

j0θ− 6d
p
,

(
C1 − 1

4C1C2

) 1

j0θ− 6d
p

}
.

Therefore, if µ is chosen to be µ0 with µ0 given by

µ0 =

{
min{µ∗, C

1
θ−α

1 }, if θ 6= α,

µ∗, if θ = α,
(2.59)

we have

C2µ
− 6d

p

∞∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α)k−1−iµiθ ≤ 1

2
, (2.60)

where Ci, i = 1, 2 are given by (2.62) below. In order to ensure the validity of µ0 and
j0 ≤ j1, we choose j0 = [ 6dpθ ] + 1 = [ 6d

min{p,2} ] + 1 > 6d
pθ and let 0 < R0 ≤ min

1≤i≤3
R0,i,

where R0,i, i = 1, 2, 3 are defined by (1.8)–(1.10).
Claim that if 0 < R0 ≤ min

1≤i≤3
R0,i and µ = µ0,

|∇u(x0)| ≤ CTj0 , (2.61)

where C = C(d, p,m, κ1, κ3, κ4). The pointwise gradient estimate in (2.61) implies
that for any fixed point x0 ∈ ΩR0 , the gradient |∇u(x0)| can be controlled by the
p-average integration of the transformed gradient |∇z̃ũ1| over a ball B13rj0

with the
scale of radius larger than the height δ0 of the thin gap.

We now divide into four subcases to prove (2.61) as follows.
Case 1. If |∇u(x0)| ≤ Tj0 , then (2.61) holds.
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Case 2. If |∇u(x0)| > Tj0 and |∇u(x0)| ≤ Tj0+1, we deduce from (2.46) and
(2.57) that

|∇u(x0)| ≤ Tj0+1 ≤ C(d)µ
− d

p

0 (|ωj0 |+ φj0) ≤ C(d)µ
− d

p

0 Tj0 .

Case 3. If |∇u(x0)| > Tj for any j0 < j ≤ j3 and |∇u(x0)| ≤ Tj3+1, it then
follows from (2.46), (2.58) and (2.60) that

|∇u(x0)| ≤Tj3+1 ≤ C(d)µ− d
p (|ωj3 |+ φj3)

≤C(d)µ− 6d
p

0 Tj0 + C2µ
− 6d

p

0

j3∑

k=j0+1

k−1∑

i=j0

(C1µ
α
0 )

k−1−iµiθ|∇u(x0)|

≤C(d)µ− 6d
p

0 Tj0 +
1

2
|∇u(x0)|, (2.62)

where C1 = C1(d, p) and C2 = C2(d, p,m, κ1, κ3, κ4). Consequently, (2.61) holds
under this case. We additionally remark that the value of C1 in (2.62) is consistent
with that in (2.58), while the value of C2 in (2.62) is greater than that in (2.58).

Case 4. In the case when |∇u(x0)| > Tj for any j ≥ j0, it then follows from
(2.58) and (2.60) that

|ωj | ≤ C(d)µ
− 5d

p

0 Tj0 +
1

2
|∇u(x0)|.

Since u ∈ C1(Ω2R0), it then follows from Lebesgue-Besicovitch Differentiation The-
orem (see Theorem 1.32 in [20]) that

|∇u(x0)| ≤ C(d)µ
− 5d

p

0 Tj0 +
1

2
|∇u(x0)|,

which implies that (2.61) holds.
Step 4. This step aims to establish the Caccioppoli inequality for the solution

ũ1, which is used to extract the height δ0 from the pointwise gradient estimate
(2.61). Fix λ ∈ R and choose a nonnegative smooth cutoff function η such that
η = 1 in B13rj0

, η = 0 in R
d \ B26rj0

, and |∇η| ≤ 2
13rj0

. Since µ = µ0 ≤ 1
6 and

j0 > 1, then

26rj0 = 2c̃0µ
j0
0 δ

1/m
0 <

1

3
c̃0δ

1/m
0 < R0. (2.63)

Hence, multiplying equation (2.41) by test function ηp(ũ1 − λ) and integrating by
parts over B26rj0

, we have
ˆ

B26rj0

ηp〈Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1),∇z̃ ũ1〉 = −p
ˆ

B26rj0

ηp−1(ũ1 − λ)〈Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1),∇z̃ũ1〉.

On one hand, it follows from (2.42) and (2.59) that
ˆ

B26rj0

ηp〈Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1),∇z̃ũ1〉

≥
ˆ

B26rj0

ηp|∇z̃ ũ1|p −
ˆ

B26rj0

ηp|Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1)− |∇z̃ũ1|p−2∇z̃ ũ1||∇z̃ ũ1|

≥ (1− 26rj0M̃δ
−1/m
0 )

ˆ

B26rj0

|∇z̃ ũ1|p ≥ 3

4

ˆ

B26rj0

|∇z̃ũ1|p,
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where we used the fact that

26rj0M̃δ
−1/m
0 =2c̃0M̃µj0

0 < C2µ
j0
0 ≤ C2

(
1− 6−θ

4C2

) j0

j0θ− 6d
p
<

1

4
. (2.64)

On the other hand, combining (2.42), (2.59), (2.64) and Young’s inequality, we
obtain

ˆ

B26rj0

pηp−1(ũ1 − λ)〈Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1),∇z̃ũ1〉

≤
ˆ

B26rj0

pηp−1|ũ1 − λ||∇η|(|Ã(z̃,∇z̃ũ1)− |∇z̃ ũ1|p−2∇z̃ ũ1|+ |∇z̃ũ1|p−1)

≤ 5p

26rj0

ˆ

B26rj0

ηp−1|∇z̃ ũ1|p−1|ũ1 − λ|

≤ 1

4

ˆ

B26rj0

ηp|∇z̃ ũ1|p +
C(p)

rpj0

ˆ

B26rj0

|ũ1 − λ|p.

A consequence of these above results gives the Caccioppoli inequality as follows:

−
ˆ

B13rj0

|∇z̃ũ1|p ≤ C(p)

rpj0

ˆ

B26rj0

|ũ1 − λ|p,

which, in combination with (2.61), (2.63) and taking λ = (ũ1)B26rj0
, shows that if

0 < R0 ≤ min
1≤i≤3

R0,i,

|∇u(x0)| ≤ Cδ
1/m
0 osc

Ωx′,̺

u, ̺ =
c̃0
3
δ
1/m
0 ,

where C = C(d,m, p, κ1, κ3, κ4).
�

3. Improved pointwise upper bound on the gradient

Before proving Theorem 1.4, we first briefly expound the idea and techniques
developed in [16, 35]. The key to improving the gradient estimate obtained in
Theorem 1.1 lies in establishing the decay estimate for the oscillation of u in small
narrow regions. As shown in [35], for the linear elliptic equation of divergence form,
the problem is directly reduced to the establishment of the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser
Harnack inequality for the solution to the transformed and extended equation for
the purpose of ensuring that the constant in Harnack inequality is independent
of the height of the narrow region. However, as pointed out in [16], the situation
becomes fairly different for the nonlinear p-Laplace equations including the singular
case of 1 < p < 2 and the degenerate case of p > 2. In the nonlinear case, it
needs to establish the Krylov-Safonov Harnack inequality for the solution to the
normalized p-Laplace equation after the transform and extension, which can be
actually regarded as a second-order uniformly elliptic equation of non-divergence
form. For any ς > 0, we start by considering the following approximation equation





−div((ς + |∇uς |2)
p−2
2 ∇uς) = 0, in Ω,

∂uς

∂ν = 0, on ∂Di, i = 1, 2,

uς = ϕ, on ∂D.

(3.1)
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Note that ‖uς‖C1,α(Ω2R0 )
stays bounded independent of ς for some 0 < α < 1.

Then we only need to prove Theorem 1.4 for uς . Furthermore, the weak solution
uς of equation (3.1) possesses better regularity than that of the original problem
(1.2) and is in the class C2, see [11]. This means that uς will be the solution of
normalized p-Laplace equation in the classical sense. For simplicity, we still denote
u = uς in the following proof. Rewrite equation (3.1) into the following normalized
p-Laplace equation

aij∂iju = 0, in Ω2R0 , (3.2)

where

aij = δij + (p− 2)(ς + |∇u|2)−1∂iu∂ju (3.3)

satisfies uniformly elliptic condition

min{1, p− 1}|ξ|2 ≤ aijξiξj ≤ max{1, p− 1}|ξ|2, ∀ ξ ∈ R
d, p > 1. (3.4)

Here, for i, j = 1, 2, ..., d, δij = 1 if i = j, while δij = 0 if i 6= j.

Pick r ∈ (2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m, r0], where 0 < r0 ≤ R0 is independent of ε and will be

determined later. For i = 1, 2, denote

h̃i(x
′) :=

{
hi(x

′), for |x′| ≤ 2r0,

0, for |x′| > 2r0.

For s, t > 0, let Qs,t be a cylinder defined by (2.37) above. For brevity, denote

δ̃ = δ̃(y′) = ε+ h̃1(y
′)− h̃2(y

′),

for any given |y′| ≤ 2r0. For y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm , introduce the map x = Φ(y) as
follows: {

x′ = y′ − g(y),

xd = 1
2 (ydr

−mδ̃ + h̃1(y
′)− h̃2(y

′)),
(3.5)

where g(y) := (g1(y), ..., gd−1(y)) is defined by

g(y) =(y2d − rm)(yd + rm)f(y),

f(y) =
δ̃

8r3m

{
yd∇y′(h̃τ1(y

′) + h̃τ2(y
′)) + rm∇y′(h̃τ1(y

′)− h̃τ2(y
′)), if 2 ≤ m < 3,

yd∇y′(h̃1(y
′) + h̃2(y

′)) + rm∇y′(h̃1(y
′)− h̃2(y

′)), if m ≥ 3.

Here h̃τi is a mollification of h̃i defined by

h̃τi (y
′) =

ˆ

Rd−1

h̃i(y
′ − τz′)ϕ(z′)dz′, τ =

r2m − y2d
rm−1

, i = 1, 2, (3.6)

where ϕ is the standard mollifier, that is, a positive C∞ function with unit integra-
tion and its support contained in B′

1. The objectives for the introduction of function
g are two-fold: on one hand, it makes its inverse transform Φ−1 preserve the flat-
tening property that Φ−1 maps the top and bottom boundaries of Ω2r \ Ωr/4 onto
the upper and lower boundaries of Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm ; on the other hand, it ensures
that the solution of the transformed equation still satisfies the Neumann boundary
condition on the upper and lower boundaries {yd = ±rm}. In addition, the intro-
duction of mollification in the case of 2 ≤ m < 3 is to make Φ possess second-order
derivatives, which is necessary to keep uniform ellipticity of the coefficients for the
transformed equation.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume as above. Then we obtain that if 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤

min
1≤i≤3

r0,i with r0,i, i = 1, 2, 3 defined by (1.12)–(1.14),

(i) there holds
{
Q1.9r,rm \Q0.35r,rm ⊂ Φ−1(Ω2r \ Ωr/4),

Ωr \Ωr/2 ⊂ Φ(Q1.1r,rm \Q0.4r,rm),
(3.7)

and, for y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm,

Id
C0

≤ ∇yΦ(y) ≤ C0Id, (3.8)

where

C0 = max{2(min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1})−1, 2−1min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1}+max{1, 2mκ2}};
(3.9)

(ii) if u ∈W 1,p(Ω2r \ Ωr/4) satisfies
{
−div((ς + |∇u|2) p−2

2 ∇u) = 0, in Ω2r \ Ωr/4,
∂u
∂ν = 0, on Ω2r \ Ωr/4 ∩ Γ±

2r0
,

(3.10)

for some ς > 0, then v(y) := u(Φ(y)) solves
{
ãij∂ijv(y) + b̃i∂iv(y) = 0, in Q1.9r,rm \Q0.35r,rm ,
∂v
∂ν = 0, on {yd = ±rm}, (3.11)

with

Id
C1

≤ ã ≤ C1Id, |b̃| ≤ C2

r
,

where Id represents the d × d identity matrix, C1 = C1(d,m, p, κ1, κ2), and C2 =
C2(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4).

Proof. Step 1. To begin with, it follows from condition (H2) that for y ∈ Q2r,rm

and i = 1, 2, we have |∇y′ h̃i| ≤ 2m−1κ3r
m−1, and for j = 1, ..., d− 1, if r ≤ 21/m,

|∂yj h̃
τ
i (y

′)| ≤
ˆ

Rd−1

|∂yj h̃i(y
′ − τz′)|ϕ(z′)dz′ ≤ κ3(|y′|+ τ)m−1

≤κ3(2r + rm+1)m−1 ≤ 3m−1κ3r
m−1. (3.12)

Then we obtain that for r ∈
(
2−1(εκ−1

2 )1/m, min
1≤i≤2

r0,i
]
and y ∈ Q2r,rm ,

(i) if 2 ≤ m < 3,

|g(y)| ≤ 2m−1κ2r
m
(
|∇y′ h̃τ1 |+ |∇y′ h̃τ2 |

)
≤ 6m(d− 1)κ2κ3r

2m−1 <
r

10
;

(ii) if m ≥ 3,

|g(y)| ≤ 2m−1κ2r
m
(
|∇y′ h̃1|+ |∇y′ h̃2|

)
≤ 4m−1κ2κ3r

2m−1 <
r

10
.

Then we obtain that (3.7) holds.
Using condition (H3), we obtain that for i = 1, 2, and j, l = 1, ..., d − 1, if

r ≤ 2
3R0,

|∂yjyl
h̃i(y

′)| ≤ κ4, |∂yjyl
h̃τi (y

′)| ≤
ˆ

Rd−1

|∂yjyl
h̃i(y

′ − τz′)|ϕ(z′)dz′ ≤ κ4,
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which, together with (3.12), leads to that for y ∈ Q2r,rm and j, l = 1, ..., d − 1, if

2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ min{21/m, 23R0},

(i) for 2 ≤ m < 3,

|∇yjgl(y)| ≤
1

4

(
|∂yj δ̃|

2∑

i=1

|∂yl
h̃τi |+ δ̃

2∑

i=1

|∂yjyl
h̃τi |
)

≤6m−1κ23r
2m−2 + 2mκ2κ4r

m ≤ (6mκ23 + 2mκ2κ4)r
m,

and thus,

|∇y′g(y)| ≤ (d− 1)2(6mκ23 + 2mκ2κ4)r
m; (3.13)

(ii) for m ≥ 3,

|∇y′g(y)| ≤1

4

√√√√√
d−1∑

j,l=1

(
|∂yj δ̃|

2∑

i=1

|∂yl
h̃i|+ δ̃

2∑

i=1

|∂yjyl
h̃i|
)2

≤1

2

√√√√|∇y′ δ̃|2
2∑

i=1

|∇y′ h̃i|2 + δ̃2
2∑

i=1

|∇2
y′ h̃i|2

≤1

2

√
(22m−1κ23r

2m−2)2 + (2m+1κ2κ4rm)2

≤2m(2m−1κ23 + κ2κ4)r
m,

which, together with (3.13), reads that

|∇y′x′ − Id−1|

= |∇y′g(y)| ≤
{
(d− 1)2(6mκ23 + 2mκ2κ4)r

m, if 2 ≤ m < 3,

2m(2m−1κ23 + κ2κ4)r
m, if m ≥ 3.

(3.14)

Similarly as above, we obtain that for y ∈ Q2r,rm , i = 1, 2, l = 1, ..., d− 1,

|∂ylyd
h̃τi | ≤

ˆ

Rd

∣∣∣ ∂τ
∂yd

∣∣∣|∂yjyl
h̃i(y

′ − τz′)||z′|ϕ(z′)dz′ ≤ 2κ4r.

Then we obtain that for y ∈ Q2r,rm and l = 1, ..., d − 1, if 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤

min{21/m, 23R0},
(i) for 2 ≤ m < 3,

|∂yd
gl(y)| ≤2m+1κ2

2∑

i=1

(rm|∂ydyl
h̃τi |+ |∂yl

h̃τi |)

≤2m+2κ2(3
m−1κ3 + 4κ4)r

m−1,

and then

|∂yd
g(y)| ≤ 2m+2(d− 1)κ2(3

m−1κ3 + 4κ4)r
m−1; (3.15)

(ii) for m ≥ 3,

|∂yd
g(y)| ≤2m−2κ2

2∑

i=1

|∇y′ h̃i| ≤ 4m−1κ2κ3r
m−1.
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This, in combination with (3.15), gives that

|∂yd
x′| = |∂yd

g(y)| ≤
{
2m+2(d− 1)κ2(3

m−1κ3 + 4κ4)r
m−1, if 2 ≤ m < 3,

4m−1κ2κ3r
m−1, if m ≥ 3.

(3.16)

From conditions (H1)–(H2), we obtain that for y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm ,

|∇y′xd| ≤
2∑

i=1

|∇y′ h̃i| ≤ 2mκ3r
m−1, (3.17)

and

κ1
4m+1

≤ ∂yd
xd =

δ̃

2rm
≤ 2mκ2. (3.18)

Define a matrix as follows:

B =




1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 1 0

0 0 · · · 0 δ̃
2rm .




(3.19)

Observe that

|∇yx−B| ≤ |∇y′g(y)|+ |∂yd
g(y)|+ |∇y′xd|.

Then combining (3.14), (3.16) and (3.17), we deduce that for y ∈ Q2r,rm , if

2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ r0,1 = min{21/m, 23R0},

|∇yx−B| ≤
{
6m+1(d− 1)2(κ2(κ3 + κ4) + κ3(κ3 + 1))rm−1, if 2 ≤ m < 3,

4m(κ2(κ3 + κ4) + κ3(κ3 + 1))rm−1, if m ≥ 3.

If r further satisfies 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ min

1≤i≤2
r0,i with r0,i, i = 1, 2 given by

(1.12)–(1.13), we have

|∇yx−B| ≤ 1

2
min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1}, (3.20)

which leads to that for any ξ ∈ R
d,

ξT∇yxξ =ξ
TBξ + ξT (∇yx−B)ξ ≥ |ξ′|2 + ∂yd

xdξ
2
d − |∇yx−B||ξ|2

≥1

2
min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1}|ξ|2,

and

ξT∇yxξ ≤|ξ′|2 + ∂yd
xdξ

2
d + |∇yx− B||ξ|2

≤(2−1 min{1, 4−(m+1)κ1}+max{1, 2mκ2})|ξ|2.
These two inequalities imply that (3.8) holds.

Step 2. Note that u is in the class C2. Then by the chain rule, we have

∂xk
u(x) = ∂yiv(y)∂xk

yi, ∂xkxl
u(x) = ∂yiyjv(y)∂xk

yi∂xl
yj + ∂yiv(y)∂xkxl

yi.

Then we have from (3.2)–(3.3) that v(y) solves

ãij∂ijv(y) + b̃i∂iv(y) = 0,
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where ãij = akl∂xk
yi∂xl

yj and b̃i = akl∂xkxl
yi. Using (3.8), we also have

Id
C0

≤ ∇xy = ∇xΦ
−1(x) ≤ C0Id,

where C0 is given by (3.9). Denote

K(y) := −2rmδ̃−1∇y′ h̃2 − δ̃−1(yd + rm)∇y′ δ̃.

If 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ r0,3 with r0,3 given by (1.14), it then follows from conditions

(H1)–(H2) that for y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm ,

|K(y)| ≤ 23m+1κ−1
1 κ3r

m−1 ≤ 1

4
. (3.21)

In view of (3.5), we deduce from (3.20) and (3.21) that if 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤

min
1≤i≤3

r0,i and y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm ,

|∇xy| ≤ |B−1|+
(
|∇yg(y)|+ |K(y)|

)
|∇xy| ≤ |B−1|+ 3

4
|∇xy|,

and thus,

|∇xy| ≤ 4|B−1| ≤ 4

√
d− 1 + 4r2mδ̃−2 ≤ 4

√
d− 1 + 42m+1κ−2

1 , (3.22)

where B−1 is the inverse matrix of B defined by (3.19). Then we have from (3.18)
and (3.20) that

|∇yx| ≤ |∇yx−B|+ |B| ≤ 1

2
+

√
d− 1 + 4−1r−2mδ̃2 ≤ 1

2
+
√
d− 1 + 22mκ22,

which gives that

|ξ| = |∇yx∇xyξ| ≤ C(d,m, κ2)|∇xyξ|, for any ξ ∈ R
d.

This, together with (3.4) and (3.22), reads that for any ξ ∈ R
d,

1

C1
|ξ|2 ≤ min{1, p− 1}|∇xyξ|2 ≤ ξiãijξj ≤ max{1, p− 1}|∇xy|2|ξ|2 ≤ C1|ξ|2,

where C1 = C1(d,m, p, κ1, κ2). That is,
Id
C1

≤ ã ≤ C1Id.

We now proceed to estimate |∇2
xy| for the purpose of estimating |b̃|. By differ-

entiating ∂xk
yi∂yjxk = δij in xl, we have from the chain rule that

∂xkxl
yi∂yjxk + ∂xk

yi∂xl
ys∂yjysxk = 0.

This, in combination with (3.8) and (3.22), reads that

|∇2
xy| ≤ C(d,m, κ1)|∇2

yx|. (3.23)

Using (H2)–(H3), we deduce that |∇2
yxd| ≤ C(m,κ3, κ4)r

−1. It remains to esti-

mate |∇2
yx

′|. When m ≥ 3, it follows from a direct computation that |∇2
yx

′| ≤
C(d,m, κ2, κ3, κ4)r

−1. In the case when 2 ≤ m < 3, the key is to estimate the
following terms

∇3
y′ h̃τi (y

′), ∇2
y′∂yd

h̃τi (y
′), ∇y′∂2yd

h̃τi (y
′), i = 1, 2.
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Observe from integration by parts that for i = 1, 2,

∇y′ h̃τi =

ˆ

Rd−1

∇y′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′)ϕ(z′)dz′ = − 1

τ

ˆ

Rd−1

∇z′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′)ϕ(z′)dz′

=
1

τ

ˆ

Rd−1

h̃i(y
′ − τz′)∇z′ϕ(z′)dz′,

and

∂yd
h̃τi =

2yd
rm−1

ˆ

Rd−1

∇y′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′) · z′ϕ(z′)dz′

=− 2yd
τrm−1

ˆ

Rd−1

∇z′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′) · z′ϕ(z′)dz′

=
2yd

τrm−1

ˆ

Rd−1

h̃i(y
′ − τz′)divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′. (3.24)

Then we obtain from condition (H3) that if 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ min

1≤i≤3
r0,i and

y ∈ Q2r,rm \Qr/4,rm , for i = 1, 2,

|∇3
y′ h̃τi | =

1

τ

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd−1

∇2
y′ h̃i(y

′ − τz′)∇z′ϕ(z′)dz′
∣∣∣∣ ≤

Crm−1

r2m − y2d
,

and

|∇2
y′∂yd

h̃τi | =
∣∣∣∣

2yd
τrm−1

ˆ

Rd−1

∇2
y′ h̃i(y

′ − τz′)divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′
∣∣∣∣ ≤

Crm

r2m − y2d
,

where C = C(d,m, κ4). By differentiating the last line of (3.24) in yd, we obtain

∂2yd
h̃τi =

2

τrm−1

ˆ

Rd−1

h̃i(y
′ − τz′)divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′

+
4y2d

τr2m−2

ˆ

Rd−1

∇y′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′) · z′divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′.

Then we have

|∂2yd
h̃τi | ≤

2

r2m − y2d

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd−1

∇y′ h̃i(y
′ − τz′)divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′

∣∣∣∣

+
4rm+1

r2m − y2d

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd−1

∇2
y′ h̃i(y

′ − τz′) · z′divz′(z′ϕ(z′))dz′
∣∣∣∣

≤ Crm−1

r2m − y2d
,

where C = C(d,m, κ3, κ4). In light of these above results, it follows from a direct
calculation that

|∇2
yx| ≤ C(d,m, κ2, κ3, κ4)r

−1,

which, together with (3.23), yields that |b̃| ≤ Cr−1, where C depends only on d,m
and κi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

It remains to demonstrate that ∂v
∂ν = 0 on {yd = ±rm}. For that purpose, it

suffices to explain the construction of g(y) in (3.5). For i = 1, ..., d− 1, let

gi(y) = (y2d − r2m)(βi(y
′)yd + γi(y

′)),
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where βi(y
′) and γi(y

′) are constructed to satisfy the Neumann boundary condition.
From the chain rule, we know

∂v

∂ν
= ∇v · ed = ∇xu(x) · ∇yΦ(y)ed, on {yd = ±rm},

where ed = (0′, 1). So in order to let ∂v
∂ν = 0 on {yd = ±rm}, it requires that

∇yΦ(y)ed // (−∇x′ h̃j , 1) on {yd = (−1)j+1rm} for j = 1, 2. This means that for
i = 1, ..., d− 1 and j = 1, 2,

2r2mβi(y
′) + (−1)j+12rmγi(y

′) =
δ̃

2rm
∂yi h̃j , on {yd = (−1)j+1rm},

where we used the fact that x′ = y′ on {yd = ±rm}. This leads to that

βi(y
′) =

δ̃

8r3m
∂yi(h̃1(y

′) + h̃2(y
′)), γi(y

′) =
δ̃

8r2m
∂yi(h̃1(y

′)− h̃2(y
′)).

From the above proof, we see that the third-order derivatives of h̃1 and h̃2 are
involved. Hence, we replace h̃i with its mollification h̃τi in the case of 2 ≤ m < 3
for i = 1, 2, as shown in (3.6). The proof is complete.

�

In view of Lemma 3.1 and using the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [16] with minor
modification, we obtain the Krylov-Safonov Harnack inequality for the solution u
to equation (3.10) as follows.

Corollary 3.2. Let d ≥ 3 and 2−1(εκ−1
2 )1/m < r ≤ min

1≤i≤3
r0,i with r0,i, i = 1, 2, 3

defined by (1.12)–(1.14). Assume that u ∈W 1,p(Ω2r \Ωr/4) is a nonnegative solu-

tion to (3.10) with some ς > 0. Then we have

sup
Ωr\Ωr/2

u ≤ C inf
Ωr\Ωr/2

u, (3.25)

where C = C(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4).

For readers’ convenience, we leave the proof of Corollary 3.2 in the appendix.

Remark 3.3. We here would like to emphasize that the Harnack inequality gives a
qualitative characterization in terms of small propagation property for the solution,
which is critical to the establishment of oscillation decay estimate of the solution
in the following.

Remark 3.4. By slightly modifying the proofs in Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.2, we
obtain that (3.25) also holds in Ωx′,r \ Ωx′,r/2 for any x ∈ Ωr0 , 0 < r0 ≤ min

1≤i≤3
r0,i.

Lemma 3.5. For d ≥ 3, let u ∈W 1,p(Ω2R0) be the solution to equation (3.1) with
some ς > 0. For any fixed 0 < R0 ≤ min

1≤i≤3
R0,i and 0 < β < 1, if 0 < r0 ≤ min

1≤i≤4
r0,i,

then for a arbitrarily small ε > 0 and x ∈ Ωr0 , there exists a positive constant

0 < γ < 1 depending only on d,m, p and κi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 such that

osc
Ωx′, ˜̺

u ≤ 2˜̺βγ osc
Ω

x′, ˜̺1−β

u,

where ˜̺ = c̃0δ
1/m.
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Proof. For the convenience of presentation, we drop the x′ subscript and write
Ωr = Ωx′,r in this proof. Since 0 < r0 ≤ r0,4, we have 2˜̺ < ˜̺1−β ≤ R0. Then for
any ˜̺ ≤ r < ˜̺1−β , define w := sup

Ω2r

u − u. Note that w satisfies equation (3.1) in

Ω2r, it then follows from the maximum principle that

sup
Ωr\Ωr/2

w = sup
Ωr

w, inf
Ωr\Ωr/2

w = inf
Ωr

w,

which, together with Corollary 3.2 and Remark 3.4, shows that

sup
Ωr

w ≤ C0 inf
Ωr

w, with C0 = C0(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4) > 1.

This leads to that

C0 sup
Ωr

u− inf
Ωr

u ≤ (C0 − 1) sup
Ω2r

u. (3.26)

By adding −(C0 − 1) inf
Ωr

u ≤ −(C0 − 1) inf
Ω2r

u to (3.26), we obtain

osc
Ωr

u ≤ C0 − 1

C0
osc
Ω2r

u.

Pick γ =
ln

C0
C0−1

ln 2 . Then we have

osc
Ωr

u ≤ 2−γ osc
Ω2r

u. (3.27)

For i ≥ 0, write ri =
˜̺1−β

2i . Take k such that ˜̺ ≤ rk < 2˜̺. Then iterating (3.27)
for k times, we have

osc
Ω ˜̺

u ≤ osc
Ωrk

u ≤ 2−kγ osc
Ωr0

u ≤ 2γ ˜̺βγ osc
Ω

˜̺1−β

u,

where we used the fact that 2−k ˜̺1−β = 2−kr0 = rk < 2˜̺. The proof is complete.
�

Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. A combination of Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.5 shows that
for any x ∈ Ωr0 , 0 < r0 ≤ min

1≤i≤4
r0,i,

|∇u(x)| ≤ Cδ−1/m osc
Ωx′, ˜̺

u ≤ Cδ
βγ−1

m osc
Ω

x′, ˜̺1−β

u, ˜̺ = c̃0δ
1/m,

where C = C(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4). The proof is finished.
�

4. Gradient estimates with explicit blow-up rates

In order to prove Theorem 1.5, we see from Theorem 1.1 that it suffices to
establish the oscillation decay estimate of the solution u with an explicit rate. For
that purpose, we plan to construct its explicit supersolution in the following. For
m > 2, τ > 0 and γ > 0, define an auxiliary function as follows:

w(x) =
(
|x′|m + a|x′|m−2x2d

) γ
m , a =

m(m+ τ)

2
, for x ∈ Ωr̃0 . (4.1)

The auxiliary function w will be proved to be a local supersolution as follows.
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Lemma 4.1. Assume as in Theorem 1.5. Let d ≥ 2, m > 2 and p > d +m − 1.
Then for any τ ∈ (0, p− d−m+ 1) and γ ∈

(
0, p−d−m+1−τ

p−1

)
, there exists a small

constant 0 < r̂0 = r̂0(d,m, p, λ, γ, τ, r̃0) ≤ r̃0 such that for a sufficiently small ε > 0,

{
−div(|∇w|p−2∇w) > 0, in Ωr̂0 \ Ωε2/m ,
∂w
∂ν > 0, on Γ±

r̂0
∩ Ωr̂0 \ {x′ = 0′}, (4.2)

where w is given by (4.1).

Remark 4.2. If we take m = 2 in (4.1), the auxiliary function becomes the sep-
aration form of |x′| and xd, which is adopted in recent work [16]. However, when
m > 2, the required form becomes more complex and leads to a different computa-
tion in the following. Moreover, the results of m = 2 cannot be derived by directly
letting m→ 2. See the following proofs for more details.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. For simplicity, in the following we use O(1) to represent that
|O(1)| ≤ C for some constant C, which may differ at each occurrence and depend
only on d,m, p, λ, γ, τ, σ0, r̃0, but not on ε. Denote Q = (|x′|m + a|x′|m−2x2d)

1/m

and then w(x) = Q(x)γ . Note that

|xd| ≤
ε

2
+ λ|x′|m + C0|x′|m+σ0

≤1

2

(
1 + 2λ|r̃0|

m
2 + 2C0|r̃0|

m
2 +σ0

)
|x′|m2 , for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̃0. (4.3)

In light of (4.3), it follows from a direct calculation that for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̃0,

∇x′w =γQγ−m|x′|m−1
(
xi|x′|−1 +O(1)|x′|m−2

)
, ∂dw =

2aγ

m
Qγ−m|x′|m−2xd,

∂iiw =γQγ−2m|x′|2m−2
(
1 + (γ − 2)x2i |x′|−2 +O(1)|x′|m−2

)
, i = 1, ..., d− 1,

∂ijw =γQγ−2m|x′|2m−2((γ − 2)xixj |x′|−2 + O(1)|x′|m−2), i 6= j, i, j = 1, ..., d− 1,

∂idw =
2aγ(γ − 2)

m
Qγ−2m|x′|2m−2

(
xixj |x′|−2 +O(1)|x′| 3m−6

2

)
, i = 1, ..., d− 1,

∂ddw =γQγ−2m|x′|2m−2(m+ τ +O(1)|x′|m−2).

We here would like to remark that when m > 2, there produces explicit high order

terms |x′|m−2 and |x′| 3m−6
2 , which ensure that it suffices to decrease the horizontal

length of the thin gap for the purpose of letting w become the supersolution in the
following computations. This is greatly different from the case of m = 2, as shown
in Lemma 4.1 of [16]. In fact, besides decreasing r̃0, it also needs to require that
|x′| ≥ Cε for a large constant C in the case when m = 2. In view of (1.16), we have

ν =
(−∇x′h(x′), 1)√
1 + |∇x′h(x′)|2

, on Γ+
r̃0
.
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Then on Γ+
r̃0

∩ Ωr̃0 \ {x′ = 0′}, we obtain from (1.17) that

∂w

∂ν
=
∂dw −∇x′h∇x′w√

1 + |∇x′h|2

=
λγQγ−m|x′|2m−2

√
1 + |∇x′h|2

(τ +O(1)|x′|min{m−2,σ0}) +
γ(m+ τ)Qγ−m|x′|m−2ε

2
√
1 + |∇x′h|2

>
λγQγ−m|x′|2m−2

√
1 + |∇x′h|2

(τ − C1|x′|min{m−2,σ0}).

Pick r̂0,1 =
(

τ
C1

) 1
min{m−2,σ0} . Then we have ∂w

∂ν > 0 on Γ+
r̂0,1

∩ Ωr̂0,1 \ {x′ = 0′}.
Similarly, we also obtain that ∂w

∂ν > 0 on Γ−
r̂0,1

∩ Ωr̂0,1 \ {x′ = 0′}.
Note that

div(|∇w|p−2∇w)|∇w|4−p = |∇w|2∆w + (p− 2)
d∑

i,j=1

∂iw∂jw∂ijw.

From (4.3), we obtain that for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̃0,

|∇w|2 =γ2Q2γ−2m|x′|2m−2(1 +O(1)|x′|m−2),

and

∆w =γQγ−2m|x′|2m−2
(
d+m+ γ − 3 + τ +O(1)|x′|m−2

)
.

Therefore, we deduce that for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̃0,

|∇w|2∆w
γ3Q3γ−4m|x′|4m−4

= d+m+ γ − 3 + τ +O(1)|x′|m−2. (4.4)

By a similar computation, we have from (4.3) that

d−1∑

i,j=1

∂iw∂jw∂ijw =γ3Q3γ−4m|x′|4m−4(γ − 1 +O(1)|x′|m−2),

2
d−1∑

i=1

∂iw∂dw∂idw =O(1)γ3Q3γ−4m|x′| 9m2 −5,

(∂dw)
2∂ddw =O(1)γ3Q3γ−4m|x′|5m−6.

Combining these three equations, we derive that for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̃0,

(p− 2)
∑d

i,j=1 ∂iw∂jw∂ijw

γ3Q3γ−4m|x′|4m−4
= (p− 2)(γ − 1) +O(1)|x′|m−2

2 ,

which, together with (4.4), reads that

div(|∇w|p−2∇w)|∇w|4−p

γ3Q3γ−4m|x′|4m−4
≤ d+m− 2 + (p− 1)(γ − 1) + τ + C2|x′|

m−2
2 . (4.5)

Define

r̂0,2 =

(
(p− 1)(1− γ) + 2− d−m− τ

C2

) 2
m−2

.

Therefore, we have

div(|∇w|p−2∇w) < 0, for ε2/m ≤ |x′| < r̂0,2.
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By taking r̂0 = min
1≤i≤2

r̂0,i, we obtain that (4.2) holds. �

Once Lemma 4.1 is proved, we can give the proof Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Assume without loss of generality that u(0) = 1 and osc
Ωr̂0

u =

1. Applying Theorem 1.1, we have

|u(x)| ≤ Cε1/m, for x ∈ Ωε2/m , (4.6)

which implies that ±u ≤ Cw on ({|x′| = ε2/m} ∪ {|x′| = r̂0}) ∩ Ωr̂0 , where w is

defined by (4.1) with γ = p−d−m+1−2τ
p−1 for any τ ∈

(
0, 12 (p + 1 − d − m)

)
and

r̂0 is given in Lemma 4.1. It then follows from the comparison principle that
|u| ≤ Cw ≤ C|x′|γ in Ωr̂0 \ Ωε2/m . This, in combination with (4.6), leads to that

|u| ≤ C(|x′|γ + ε1/m) ≤ C(ε+ |x′|m)
p−d−m+1−2τ

m(p−1) , in Ωr̂0 ,

which reads that for x ∈ Ωr̂0/2,

osc
Ωx′,̺

u ≤ 2‖u‖L∞(Ωx′,̺)
≤ C(ε+ |x′|m)

p−d−m+1−2τ
m(p−1) , (4.7)

where C = C(d,m, p, τ, λ, σ0, r̃0), ̺ = c̃0
3 δ

1/m ≤ r̂0
3 < r̂0

2 with δ and c̃0 defined
by (1.4) (1.7), respectively. A consequence of (4.7) and Theorem 1.1 shows that
Theorem 1.5 holds.

�

We next prove the almost sharpness of gradient blow-up rates obtained in The-
orem 1.1 for 1 < p ≤ m + 1 and Theorem 1.5 for p > m + 1 in dimension two.
Similarly as above, we first construct an auxiliary function as follows: for m > 2
and τ, γ > 0,

w(x) := [(|x1|m + b|x1|m−2x22)
γ
m − (2mε/(m− 2− τ))

γ
m ]+, in Ω1, (4.8)

where b = m(m−τ)
2 . We now prove that the auxiliary function w is actually a

subsolution for problem (1.5). To be specific, we have

Lemma 4.3. Assume as in Theorem 1.9. Let d = 2, m > 2 and p > 1. Then

for any τ ∈ (0,m − 2) and γ > max
{
0, p−m−1+τ

p−1

}
, there exists a small constant

0 < r̂0 = r̂0(m, p, γ, τ) < 1 such that if ε > 0 is sufficiently small,
{
−div(|∇w|p−2∇w) ≤ 0, in Ωr̂0 ,
∂w
∂ν ≤ 0, on Γ±

r̂0
,

where w is defined by (4.8).

Proof. For simplicity, denote Θ = (|x1|m + b|x1|m−2x22)
1
m , v = Θγ and h(x1) =

1− (1− |x1|m)
1
m . A straightforward computation shows that

∂1v =γΘγ−mx1|x1|m−4

(
x21 +

b(m− 2)

m
x22

)
,

∂2v =
2aγ

m
Θγ−m|x1|m−2x2, ∂1h = x1|x1|m−2(1− |x1|m)1/m−1.
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Observe that the upward normal vector on Γ+
1 is ν = (−x1|x1|m−2, (1−|x1|m)1−1/m).

Then on Γ+
1 ∩ {|x1| ≥ (mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m}, we have

∂v
∂ν

γΘγ−m|x1|m−2

= (m− τ)x2(ε/2 + 1− x2)
m−1 − |x1|m − b(m− 2)

m
|x1|m−2x22

< (m− τ)x2(ε/2 + 1− x2)
m−1 + (ε/2 + 1− x2)

m − 1

= (ε/2 + 1− x2)
m−2

(
− (m− 1− τ)x22 + (m− 2− τ)(1 + ε/2)x2 + ε+

ε2

4

)

+ (ε/2 + 1− x2)
m−2 − 1. (4.9)

It is worth emphasizing that since the implication of τ lies in keeping its arbitrary
smallness to show the almost sharpness of the blow-up rate, then we require τ ∈
(0,m − 2) if m > 2. By contrast, there is no such a restrictive condition in the
case of m = 2. Note that x2 = ε/2 + 1 − (1 − |x1|m)1/m on Γ+

1 . Then for |x1| ≥
(mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m, we have x2 ≥ max{ ε

m−2−τ ,
ε
2}. This leads to that

{
(ε/2 + 1− x2)

m−2 − 1 ≤ 0,

−(m− 1− τ)x22 + (m− 2− τ)(1 + ε/2)x2 + ε+ ε2

4 ≤ 0.

Inserting this into (4.9), we deduce

∂v

∂ν
≤ 0, on Γ+

1 ∩ {|x1| ≥ (mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m}. (4.10)

When |x1| ≤ (mε/(m − 2 − τ))1/m, we have v ≤ (2mε/(m − 2 − τ))γ/m on
Ω(mε/(m−2−τ))1/m for a sufficiently small ε. That is,

w = 0, on Ω(mε/(m−2−τ))1/m . (4.11)

Then we have ∂w
∂ν = 0 on Γ+

(mε/(m−2−τ))1/m
, which, together with (4.10), gives that

∂w
∂ν ≤ 0 on Γ+

1 . By the same argument, we also have ∂w
∂ν ≤ 0 on Γ−

1 .
On the other hand, in exactly the same way to (4.5), we obtain that for x ∈

Ω1 ∩ {|x1| ≥ (mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m},

div(|∇w|p−2∇w)|∇w|4−p

γ3Q3γ−4m|x1|4m−4
≥ m+ (p− 1)(γ − 1)− τ − Ĉ0|x′|m−2,

where Ĉ0 = Ĉ0(m, d, γ, τ). By picking

r̂0 =

(
m+ (p− 1)(γ − 1)− τ

Ĉ0

) 1
m−2

,

we deduce that div(|∇w|p−2∇w) ≥ 0 in Ωr̂0 ∩{|x1| ≥ (mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m}. This,
in combination with (4.11), yields that div(|∇w|p−2∇w) ≥ 0 in Ωr̂0 .

�

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.9.
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Proof of Theorem 1.9. For any m > 2 and τ ∈ (0,m− 2), let w be given by (4.8)
with

γ =

{
τ, if 1 < p ≤ m+ 1,
p−m−1+2τ

p−1 , if p > m+ 1.

Observe from symmetry of the domain and the maximum principle that

u(0, x2) = 0, if |x2| < ε/2, and u(x) > 0, if x1 > 0.

This, in combination with the comparison principle, yields that u ≥ 1
Cw in Ωr̂0 ∩

{x1 > 0}. Then for a sufficiently small ε > 0,

u((4mε/(m− 2− τ))1/m, 0) ≥ 1

C
ε

γ
m ,

where C = C(m, p, τ). Due to the fact that u(0) = 0, it then follows from the mean
value theorem that

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω
(4mε/(m−2−τ))1/m

) ≥
1

C
ε

γ−1
m .

The proof is finished.
�

5. Appendix: The proofs of Lemma 2.6 and Corollary 3.2

Proof of Lemma 2.6. We first prove (2.25) under the condition of 1 < p < 2. Note
that for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R

d,

|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2

=

ˆ 1

0

d

dt

[
|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−2(ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2))

]
dt

= (ξ1 − ξ2)

ˆ 1

0

|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−2dt

+ (p− 2)

ˆ 1

0

|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−4〈ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2), ξ1 − ξ2〉(ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2))dt.

Since 1 < p < 2, we then have

〈|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2, ξ1 − ξ2〉

= |ξ1 − ξ2|2
ˆ 1

0

|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−2dt

+ (p− 2)

ˆ 1

0

|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−4(〈ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2), ξ1 − ξ2)
2dt

≥ (p− 1)|ξ1 − ξ2|2
ˆ 1

0

|ξ2 + t(ξ1 − ξ2)|p−2dt

≥ (p− 1)|ξ1 − ξ2|2(|ξ1|+ |ξ2|)p−2 ≥ p− 1

2
2−p
2

|ξ1 − ξ2|2(|ξ1|2 + |ξ2|2)
p−2
2 .

That is, (2.25) holds if 1 < p < 2.
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Observe that

〈|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2, ξ1 − ξ2〉

=
1

2
(|ξ1|p−2 + |ξ2|p−2)|ξ1 − ξ2|2 +

1

2
(|ξ1|p−2 − |ξ2|p−2)(|ξ1|2 − |ξ2|2). (5.1)

If p ≥ 2, it then follows from (5.1) that

〈|ξ1|p−2ξ1 − |ξ2|p−2ξ2, ξ1 − ξ2〉 ≥
1

2
(|ξ1|p−2 + |ξ2|p−2)|ξ1 − ξ2|2.

Then (2.26) holds if p ≥ 2.
�

Proof of Corollary 3.2. Recall that v is the solution to equation (3.11) in the annu-
lar cylinder Q1.9r,rm \Q0.35r,rm . We now use the Neumann boundary to extend the
solution along yd-axis to a larger domain Q1.9r,2r\Q0.35r,2r. For i, j = 1, ..., d−1, we

carry out the odd extension of ãid, ãdi, b̃d and the even extension of ãij , ãdd, b̃i with
respect to yd = rm, respectively. Subsequently, we perform the periodic extension
with the period 4rm. Also denote by v, ã, b̃ the extended solution and coefficients.
Therefore, v verifies

ãij∂ijv(y) + b̃i∂iv(y) = 0, in Q1.9r,2r \Q0.35r,2r.

Let âij(y) = ãij(ry), b̂i(y) = rb̃i(ry), and v̂(y) = v(ry). Then v̂ solves

âij∂ij v̂(y) + b̂i∂iv̂(y) = 0, in Q1.9,2 \Q0.35,2.

Here

Id
C1

≤ â ≤ C1Id, |b̂| ≤ C2,

where C1 = C1(d,m, p, κ1, κ2), and C2 = C2(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4). Observe that
Q1.9,2 \ Q0.35,2 is connected in the case when d ≥ 3. It then follows from the
Krylov-Safonov theorem (see Section 4.2 in [27]) that

sup
Q1.1,1\Q0.4,1

v̂ ≤ C sup
Q1.1,1

\Q0.4,1,

which yields that

sup
Q1.1r,rm\Q0.4r,rm

v ≤ C sup
Q1.1r,rm

\Q0.4r,rm,

where C = C(d,m, p, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4). This, together with (3.7), gives that Corollary
3.2 holds.

�
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