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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% for p > 1 and d > 2. The stress, which is the gradient of
the solution, always blows up with respect to the distance £ between two in-
clusions as € goes to zero. We first establish the pointwise upper bound on
the gradient possessing the singularity of order e =# with 8 = (1 — «)/m for
some a > 0, where « = 0if d = 2 and o > 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 8 > (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
g—1/max{p—1m} 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 4+ 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 coeflicients. 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 C R?(d > 2) with C''! boundary, whose interior contains
two CU! inclusions D; and D;. These two inclusions are € apart and far from
the external boundary dD, where ¢ is a sufficiently small positive constant. De-
note Q := D\ Dy UDs. A scalar mathematical model of high-contrast two-phase
composite materials is formulated as follows:

div(ak(z)|Vug|[P~?>Vug) =0, in D,

(1.1)
U = @, on D,
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where uy, € WHP(D), p > 1, ¢ € CH1(dD), and

ke (0,00), in Dy U Do,
(@) =1 in Q

)

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
g, see [7134]. Li and Nirenberg [33] further extended the results to general diver-
gence form elliptic systems with piecewise Holder continuous coefficients, which
completely demonstrates the numerical observation in [3]. For more studies on the
finite coefficients, see [SI3[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 (I with p # 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 [BL[6] with minor modification, we obtain that by sending k¥ — 0 and
k — oo, the solution sequence {ug} of the original problem ([LT]) converges weakly in
WP to the solution u of the following insulated and perfect conductivity problems

—div(|Vu[P~2Vu) =0, in Q,

gu — 0, ondD;,i=1,2, (1.2)
U=, on dD,
and
—div(|Vu[P=2Vu) =0, inQ,
u=Cj on0D;, i =1,2,
gu =0 fori=1,2 (1.3)
BDi ov ) »5
U=, on D,
respectively, where C;, ¢ = 1,2 are the free constants determined by the third

line of (3] and v 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 (Z) or ([[3) can be improved to be of C**(Q) for some 0 < a < 1.
With regard to the linear perfect conductivity problem (L3]) 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

e~1/2, ifd=2,

pa(e) =1 lelne|~t, if d =3,

e 1, if d > 4,
see [TI2I4UE254004T] for d = 2, [5l6L28]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%~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 e~1/2+8 with g = [-(d — 1) + \/(d 24+ 4(d — 2)]/4. For a special case
of two spherical insulators in three d1mens1ons 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 [IL2].

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
([C3). These barrier functions precisely capture the singularities of the gradient.
The subsequent work [A[T0] 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,

__d—1
g 2-D ifp> d“
1
|Vul ~ S e~ Hineg| 71, ifp= ﬂ
el if p < d“

Recently, Dong, Yang and Zhu [I6] made a breakthrough in the investigation on
stress concentration for the nonlinear insulated conductivity problem ([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 [[L2)), 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][441[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 D; and Dy are
translations of the following two touching inclusions

Dy :=Dj +(0,¢/2), and Dy := Dj + (0/, —¢/2),
where D7, i = 1,2 satisfy
D c {(«,zq) € RY|(=1)"1zy >0}, and D} NAD; = {0} CRY, i=1,2.

Here and below, we denote (d — 1)-dimensional variables and domains by adding
superscript prime (for instance, 2’ and B’).

For some constant Ry > 0 independent of ¢, let the portions of 9Dy and 0Do
near the origin be, respectively, the graphs of two C™ functions /2 + hi(z’) and
—e/2+ ha(2'), and h;, i = 1,2 satisfy that for m > 2,

(H1) wp]2'|™ < hy(2') — ha(2') < ka2’ if 2" € By, ,
(H2) |[Vohi(z')| < ksla! |1, if o/ € Byg,
(H3) [[hillem sy, + Ih2llem sy, ) < #4,

where £, i = 1,2, 3,4 are four positive e-independent constants, C™ := Clml:m=[m]
with [m] representing the integer part of m. Remark that the parameter m 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', +¢/2) of the shortest distance between two inclusions
which are also called the planar points.

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

B, = B,(0), Q.(z)=QnB,(z).
For 2" € By , 0 <t < 2Ry, define a narrow channel by
Qg ={z €RY| |2/ — 2| <t, —e/24 ha(2)) < xqg < /2 + hy1(2))}.

For simplicity, write € := Qg if 2/ = 0. Its upper and lower boundaries are,
respectively, represented by

If={zeR|zy=¢/2+hi(z)), |2/| < t},
and

I = {zeR|zqg=—/2+ hao(2)), |2'| < t}.



STRESS CONCENTRATION FOR NONLINEAR INSULATED CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM 5

For x € Byp, , define
§:=0(z") =e+ hi(z") — ha(2'). (1.4)

From the classical C1® estimates and the maximum principle (see, for example,

[22/29]), we know
[ull Lo (@) + lullcra@\anr,) < Cllellorion).-

This means that it only needs to estimate |Vu| in the narrow channel Qg,. Then
we reduce the original problem (L2 to the problem in the neck as follows:

—div(|Vu[P~2Vu) =0, in Qap,,
9u _ onTE (1.5)
ov ) 2Ro "
Introduce the following five constants:
o zﬁfl/m min{1,2~ " Vg k1), (1.6)
Go =ry ™ min{1, kyr5 (51840 + 4™ 1) "1/2Y, (1.7)
. Vme Vs “yzm—z
Ro1 =277 (Kak3) 72 min {1, G c?) , (m”imzl , (1.8)
2m—1 22m—2
. o 2mil — Lo oy L
Roo =min{2” 2m=1 5 "1 (V2kgra(d — 1)%) "7 }, (1.9)
1
12 . \7" 7T ..
Ros = (Eewg)()) Ky ™ (1.10)

where jo = [ﬁiﬂ}] + 1 and ppo is given by (ZX59) below. The first main result is
listed as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Dy, Do C D C RY(d > 2) are defined as above,
conditions (H1)—(H3) hold. Let u € W'P(Qar,) be the solution of ([LH) with
p>1. If0< Ry < lrél_igg Ry i, then for a sufficiently small e > 0 and x € Qp,,

|Vu(z)| < C(e + |/ ™)~ /™ gscu, o= C—??(Sl/m, (1.11)

/0
where C = C(d, m,p, k1, ks, k4), 0 and ¢y are, respectively, defined by (L) and
3.
Remark 1.2. Observe from (LI that the upper bound comprises of the blow-
up term (g + |2/|™)~Y/™ and the oscillation term osc u. The oscillation term is

Qur

actually a small term due to the boundness of the solution u and the smallness of
oscillation domain 2,7 ,. 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 (L6)—(CI0). First, the constants ¢y and ¢y are geometrical
quantities which are used to characterize the height equivalence between §(2’) and
other height lines in the thin gap Q. ,, see (Z3) below. Second, the values of hor-
izontal length parameters R ;, 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, Ry, ¢ = 1,2
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are two geometrical quantities independent of the equation, while the dependence
of Ry 3 is more comprehensive and its value depends on d,m, p, k1, k3, k4, that is,
Ry 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 < Ry < min Rp; and 0 < 3 < 1, we define the following

1<i<3
constants:
2
ron :min{Ql/m, gRO}, (1.12)
(m+1) : ol ST 3
: —(m—+1 m—1 —_ 1 < < ,
ro2 = ( min{l, 4 Gl ) (d-1)7= e (1.13)
3 /4,2(14)3+K,4)+1433(K}3+1) 47% 1fm>3
1 .
" in{RI7 2%
70,3 —p~ T (k1m5 )7, To4 = min{Ry .2 7} (1.14)

&0(2/%2)1/“l ’

where ¢ is given by (7). For d > 3, the upper bound in (ILII]) can be further
improved as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let D1, Dy C D C R%(d > 3) be defined as above and conditions
(H1)-(H3) hold. Assume that u € WYP(Qag,) is the solution of ([LH) with p > 1.
For any fized 0 < Ry < min Ry; and 0 < 8 < 1,40 < rg < min rg,, then for
1<i<3 1<i<4
a arbitrarily small e > 0 and x € Q,,, there exist two positive constants 0 < v < 1
and C' > 0 depending only on d,m,p, k;, 1 = 1,2,3,4 such that
[Vu(z)| < C(e + |x’|m)% osc u, 0=3co™, (1.15)

Qz/yél—[-}
where § and ¢y are defined by (L) and (1), respectively.
As shown in Theorem [[L4] 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 |2/| < 7o,

za = (1) (S +h(@) = (DT (5 + A"+ O )) (116)

where 79, A and o are three positive constants independent of . Here O(1) repre-
sents that |O(1)] < Cj for some e-independent constant Cy > 0 which may depend
on d, m, oy and 7o. We further assume that the derivative of h(z’) satisfies

Ou, h(z") = mAx; |2/ |2 + O(|2’ |~ 1F90), fori=1,..,d— 1. (1.17)

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

|2'|™ + |za — /2 — To|™ = 74", and |2|" + |za +€/2+To|" =70 (1.18)

Here 7 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 ([LI8]), we reformulate the top and bottom boundaries
of the thin gap as follows: for |2'| < 7o,

€ 1

%z:(—ly+1( + — _ﬂxﬂm)—%Oﬂxﬂan for i =1,2.
2 mel

When p > d +m — 1, we improve the upper bounds in Theorems [[.T] and [[4] as
follows.

Theorem 1.5. Ford > 2, m >2 andp > d+m — 1, let u € WHP(Qz,) be the
solution of (L3l with I‘?j} given by ([LIB). Then for any 0 <7 < 3(p+1—d—m),
if € > 0 is sufficiently small,

_ d4+m—2427

|Vu(z)] < Cle+ [2'|™)” m@=1 ", forx € Qs (1.19)
where C' = C(d,m, p, T, \, 00,T0).
_ d4+m—2427
Remark 1.6. First, the blow-up rate ¢  =®=1 " is more explicit than that in

d4+m—2427

([I3). Second, since 0 < 7 < %(p +1—d—m), then the blow-up rate ¢~ ~ m@=1
is less than e~ /™ which sharpens the result of p > d + m — 1 in Theorem 11

Remark 1.7. From ([I9), 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 [Tl and [[L4] the results corresponding to the case
of m = 2 cannot be directly obtained by sending m — 2 in the proofs of Theorems
and 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 [£.] and [£3] for the
finer details.

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

Theorem 1.9. Ford =2 and m > 2, Let D := By and D;, i = 1,2 be given by

TIY) with 7o = 1. For p > 1, suppose that uw € WHP(D) is the solution of (L2)

with ¢ = a1 on OD. Then for any T € (0,m — 2) and a sufficiently small € > 0,
(i) f l<p<m-—+1,

1 =1
||vu”Lm(ﬂ(‘kms/(m—Q—r))l/m) Z 56 s (120)
(@) if p>m+ 1,
1 2r—-m
HVU||LOO(Q(4mE/(m7277'))1/m) 2 55”1(?71), (121)

where C = C(m,p,T).
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Remark 1.10. First, a combination of (LI and ([20) yields that the blow-up
rate e ~1/™ is almost optimal when 1 < p < m + 1. Second, combining (CI9) and
(C21), we prove the almost sharpness of the blow-up rate e =%/ (=1 when p > m+1.
These two facts show a bifurcation phenomena that when p # 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 [[ I by establishing mean oscillation estimates on the gradient. Section[Blis
devoted to proving Theorem [[L4] 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 [ we aim to construct explicit supersolution and subsolution to
complete the proofs of Theorems and

2. POINTWISE UPPER BOUND ON THE GRADIENT

From classical elliptic regularity theory and Caccioppoli inequality, we know that
for any Br(z) C Qand 0 <r < %, there has pointwise gradient estimate

|[Vu(z)| <C(d,p) <]{B . |Vu|pd:v>

§M ]l u(x) —][ ol do < ) osc u,
r B (7) Ba, () T B (3)

where JCBT(i) = % / B (2)" 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 xg = (z(,x4) € Qr,, write

1
P

S
Q
S
=

60 = 6($6) =¢e+ hl ($6) — h2($6) (21)

Observe that there appears at most three cases in terms of the relations between
ball B,(zp) and the top and bottom boundaries FQiRO of the narrow region {dap,,
as the radius r varies from small to large. To be specific,

Case 1. By(xo) has no intersection with I‘QiRO for small r;

Case 2. B,(xo) only intersects one of F2iRo for intermediate r;

Case 3. By(xg) intersects both F;‘RU and Uy for large r.

It is worth pointing out that the second case will not occur if the narrow region

is symmetric and x is the midpoint of the height dg. The first case implies that
By (z9) is contained in the thin gap Qar,, which leads to the following interior mean
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oscillation decay estimate. For u € WHP(Qapg,) and B,(xg) C Qag,, denote

¢($Q,T) = (][B (z0) |VU - (VU)BT(I0)|p>

P

Then we have

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 in [I6]). Assume that u € WP (Qap,)
is a solution of problem ([H). Then there exist two constants Cy = Co(d,p) > 1
and 0 < o = a(d,p) < 1 such that for any B,(x¢) C Qagr,, p € (0,7],

(w0, p) < C’O(g)a(b(xo,r). (2.2)

This implies that for any B, (x0) C Qary, 1t € (0, 1), 1 = min{(2Co)~#,1}, and
0 < iO < j7

J
S 60, 1) < 260, 7).
kZ:i()
Remark 2.2. We here would like to point out that the interior mean oscillation

estimates in (Z2)) under different exponents can be, respectively, seen in Theorem
5 of [12], Theorem 3.3 of [I§] and Lemma 5.1 of [30].

From Lemma 2T we see that there is no restriction on the value of the length
parameter Ry of the narrow region (lap, in terms of the establishment of interior
mean oscillation estimate ([2.2)). However, when B, (z() intersects at least one of
FQiRO, we will show that it needs to restrict the value of Ry 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 B,(xg) only intersects one of F;RO, assume without loss of generality

that B,.(zo) NTyg, # 0 and B,.(zg) N I‘;RO = (). Then we can find a point &g =
(20, —€/2+ha(Zp)) € T'yp, satistying that dist(zo, 'y, ) = [vo—%0|. Similarly, there
exists some point Zg = (&, e/2+h1(Z()) € F;RD such that dist(Zo, F;RO) = |Zo—Zo].

Claim 1. If 0 < Ry < Ry 1, then we have Br(io)ﬂF;Ro = () for any r € (0, %50],
where Ry 1 and Jg are, respectively, defined by (L8] and (2I).

Proof of Claim 1. For 0 < s < 005(1)/7” with ¢g given by (LG)), using conditions
(H1) and (H2), we obtain that for |2’ — x| < s, there exist two points xj and wp,
between 2’ and z{, such that
[6(2") = do| <lha(a’) — ha(ao)| + |ha(2”) — ha(xp)]

<(IVarha(@,)| + [Varha(zh, )]’ — ap]

<tzs(|wp, [T+ |zp, ™)
]
S2m—1535(8m—1 + |x6|m—l) < ?07
which implies that

< —dp, in Bi(xp). (2.3)

1 3 —_
0y < N <
250_6($) 5
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Observe that the straight line I, z, passing through points xy and Zo can be
represented as follows: for any x € I, s,,
Ty — Li'oﬂ' - Td + 8/2 — hg(fa)
Oz, ho (&) -1 ’

Then we have

2

[0 — ol =/l — 212 + w0.a + /2 — ha(2))
=|z0,a +&/2 — ha(2()|y/1 + [Varha(2))|% (2.4)

(=Vaurha(@g),1)
VIHIV i (2))]2

Then we have cosfy = vz, - (0/,1) =

Denote vz, := . Let 6y be the angle between vectors (0,1) and v, .

1

VIHIV,rha(2h)?
|2 — 2| =|z0 — Zo|sinfo = |vo,a + /2 — ha(2})||Varha ()]
<6(80)|Varha(80)] < Ka(e + raldp|™) |26

<22 Lo kg R T2 |dg . (2.5)

Hence we deduce

Here we used |Zf| < 2Ry rather than |Z(| < Ro in the last inequality, since there
may appear |Z(| > Ry when the interfacial boundary of Dy is concave near .

From (2.3)), we see that if 0 < Ry < 27ﬁ(/§2/§3)*ﬁ,
1
- 22m_1K21€3R3m_

By the same arguments as in (Z4)—(2H), we have

3] <= slap] < 2laj). (26)

[0 — o] =/ It — 5|2 + | + ha(F) — ha (i) ?
=le + ha(%5) — ha(25)|\/1 + |Varha ()2, (2.7)
and
|26 — 20| =le + h1(%5) — ha(26)[|Var b (20))]
<0(a)| Vb ()] < 227 iz RE™ 23, (25)
which, in combination with (), reads that if 0 < Ry < 27 m-T (1432/4,3)727"1*2,
1 ) < 1
— 22m_1:‘<&2!€3R(2Jm72 o= (1 — 22m_11€2:‘<&3R(2Jm72)

Then we deduce

5] < 1 Slab| < 4lafl. (29)

|y — | <|wp — &p| + |25 — Tp| < 2™ hars RE™ (25| + 175))

<22 2o RE™ g | < 222 M kg RE 265
Therefore, if Ry further satisfies
0< Ro <2777 (kgkg) 72 min{1,2 71 (k) "co) T2}, (2.10)
then we have

|z — To| < Co5é/m,
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where c¢q is given by ([LG). This, together with (23)), gives that
e+ ha (i) — ha(20)| 26(2) — [ha(E6) — ha(do)] = %50 = |Varha(§)[176 — 2|
> 2o — sl |z — ), (2.11)

where &) is some point between Zj, and ;. If condition (ZI0) holds, we deduce
from (26)-(29) that

(€0l <I$0 — ol + |26| < [ — 6] + |25
1

§22m71/{253R§m_2|570| + 11— 22m71H253R(Q)m_2 |336|
< ( 22m—1/12113R3m_2 N 1 ) |$/| < 4|$/|
> (1 — 22m715253R(2Jm—2)2 1— 22m—1H2H3R(2Jm—2 ol = ol
and
22’”_1/@2113]{(2)’”72

| < 22m+1

|2 — 2p| < KakaRE™ 2 ag).

!
T
(1— 22mflnzngR§m*2)2| 0

Substituting these two relational expressions into (ZIT]), we obtain that if Ry further
. i
satisfies 0 < R() S (247711{711&2%)271172 besides (m),

- I 1 m—1|4 - 1 m— m— m
€ + () = ha(Eo)| 2500 — ksl g — 2| > 5% = 21 ko RE™ g |
1 1
2550 — 24m_11€1_1:‘<&21€§R3m_260 Z 160
Then in light of 7)), we have

L 5 . 1
dlst(xo,l";’Ro) = |Zo — To| > 150-

This implies that Claim 1 holds.
O

We now introduce a local coordinate y = (y',yq) in B 15, (Zo) satisfying that
y(Zo) = 0, the yg-axis direction is consistent with the normal vector vz, = %,
and I'yp N B, (&) can be formulated by a C™ function ya = x(y'). We now use
z=Ay) = (v,ya— x(¥)) to straighten the boundary. With regard to the proper-
ties of xy and A, we have

Claim 2. If 0 < Ry < min{Ry 1, Ro 2}, we obtain that for any r € (0, %50],

x(0) =0, Vyx(0)=0, |[xllcm <C|hzlcm,
, 01 1 (2.12)
IVA(y) — Lol = [Vyx(v)] < V2ra(d = 1)2y/| < 4,
and, for any r € (0, %50],
Qp/2(t0) C ATHBS) C Qarlio), B, < [90(20)] < B3, (2.13)

where Rg;, i = 1,2 are given by ([L8)-(L3), I is the d x d identity matrix, B is
the upper half of ball B, under the coordinate z, and the constant C' depends only
on d, ki, © =1,2,3,4, but not on €.
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Proof of Claim 2. Note that the tangential vectors at o on the surface I'; =~ are
given by

T’i:ei'i_azihQ(jO)edv izla"'ad_lv

where {e;}¢_, is the standard basis of R?. Introduce the projection operator as
follows:

(a,b)

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

. . 71
T =T, T1 = 9=
|71
N . . T2
T2 =T2 — PIOJz T2, T2 = m,
2
d—2 -
. . . Td-1
Td—1 =Td—1 — E pProjz 7d—1, Td—1 = ﬁ
=1 d-1

Denote R = (7] ,...,7]_1,v1,) = (Rij)axa- The transform from z to y consists of

translation and rotation, which can be written as y = R” (z —2¢) and z = &9+ Ry.

Then we obtain that for z € I';p N By, (Z0),

ha(@') = ha(@o) — (2 = &) - Varha(25)
1+ |V ho(2()]?

X(Y') = va - (x = d0) = , (2.14)

and

d—1 8:1}‘
By, X(W) = X))o
i=1 9y;

From condition (H3), we see

N Y
14 |V ha(26)?

=|R;j| <1, shows that

< Kala’ — Zy),

which, together with the fact that |gfj]

d—1 d—1
IVyx(@) <D 10y,xW)] < (d=1) D 102,x(Y)] < kald = 1)%[2" = 2. (2.15)
= i1

Since |y| = |z — Zo| on 'y M Bis,(Z0), then

ly'[* =[a’ — &5/ + (ha(2) — ha(20))* — Ix ()
(ha(a') — ha(0))*|Var ha(26) [
1+ |V ho(2()?
2(2' — &) - Varha (i) (ha(') — ha(ig)) (2 — 35) - Varha(i())?

+ - - -
1+ |Varha(2f)[? 1+ [V ho(dh)[?

=|z’ — &)* +
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Tt then follows from condition (H2) that if 0 < Ry < min{Ro1,2 5its, 711,
where Ry 1 is given by (L8], we have
2]z’ — &y ||Varha(20)| [h2(2") — ha(d0)|
1+ [V hao(3)2
(2" = dp) - Varha(ig))?
1T+ [Varha(&))?

ly'1? =] — ap)* -

1
>(1—22mRARI™ ) |2 — 202 > 5|gc’ — Zol?. (2.16)

If we further require that 0 < Ry < min{Ry 1, Ro 2}, then we obtain from (ZI0)

and (2.10) that

V2
Vyx(®)] < V2rad = 1)?ly'| < =

2 1
I€4(d — 1)250 S %Iiglﬁl(d - 1)2R6n < 5

Combining these above results, we obtain that (ZI2]) holds. We now proceed to
prove (213)).

Observe from conditions (H2)-(H3), 2I4) and @2I6) that for |y/| < r, r €
(Oa %50]a

1 1
IX(W)| < kalz’ — &p)* < 2k41% < ZM(SOT < 5&2/@'4}26”72 (2.17)

This shows that for any z € B with r € (0, $80], if 0 < Ry < min{Rq 1, Ro 2},

lyl? =ly'1? + Ix(y) + 2al® = 21> + (x(¥))? + 2zax (')
<(1+ 47 K3RIRE™ + Kaka R )12 < dr?,

which implies that z € A(Qs,(20)) and thus A~1(B,") C Q. (Z0).
On the other hand, for y € Q,/2(Z0), 7 € (0, §0], it follows from ZIT) that
|2

1212 =[y'1* + lya — x(W)* = lyI* + IxW) P = 2yax(v')

1
gz(l + KERARZ™ + 2k0ka RY )P < 12,

which reads that z € B, and then €, 5(29) C A~!(B;). Moreover, since det(VA) =

1 and Q,/5(20) C A™NB}) C Qar(0), we have |Bl,| < [Q.(i0)] < [By,| for

€ (0, §00]. The proof of Claim 2 is complete.
]

Remark that by precisely calculating the values of length parameters Ry ; and
Ro2, 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 zo. Note that p-Laplace
equation is invariant with respect to translation and rotation of the coordinate. Set
u1(2) := u(A71(2)). Then u; is the solution of the following problem

—div. (|ATV.uy P2 AATV ug) = 0, in BY | (2.18)
8 .
(|ATV ju1 P72 AATV uy)g = 0, on Bys, NORY,
where A := A(z) := (a;;(2)) := VA(A!(2)). Using the conormal boundary condi-
tion, we implement the even extension of u1, aqq and a;;, %,7 = 1,...,d — 1 and the
odd extension of a;y and ag;, @ = 1,...,d — 1 with respect to z4 = 0, respectively.
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For simplicity, the extended function and coefficient matrix are still represented by
w1 and A. Therefore, u; solves
—div:(A(z, Viu1)) =0, in By, (2.19)

where A is a nonlinear operator given by A(z,¢) = |AT¢|P~2AAT¢ with 2 € Bis,
and ¢ € RY. Since A|.—¢ = I4, then A(0, &) = |£|P~2¢. Similar to Lemma 2.3 in [16],

we have

Lemma 2.3. Let p > 1. If 0 < Ry < min{Ry 1, Ro2}, then for any z € B, and
§ER?,

|A(2,€) — A(0,6)] < M||[¢[P~,
where M := M(d, p, k4) is given by

AAULme)Zvﬁﬁdd——D2((d+—%>%;-+qyg(d+—%>%;> (2.20)

with ¢,—o defined by (2.22)).

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 in [24] and Lemma 2.2 in [2I], we see that for any &, & € RY
and o > —1,

[[£117€1 — [€2]7 &2

c, < = < Co, (2.21)
161 — &2 (|&1]* + [€2]?) 2
where ¢, and ¢, are, respectively, defined by
1+o0, —1<0o<0, _ max{2,10z1°1}, —1 <o <0,
Co =13 (1ie .= ., (2.22)
5-0+5) 5 >0, (1+0)2%, o> 0.

It then follows from ([2I2) and ([Z21]) that
|A(z,€) — A0,€)] <[|ATEP(A — 1a)AT¢| + [|ATEP2ATE — [¢]P~%¢]

—2
<|A— L||ATEP + &,(|ATEP + 1617) 7 |ATE — ¢
< (14Tt 4 (14T + 1)) AT — Ll
1\ %= 5\ =2
< i 2 - — < ! p—1
<V2k4(d — 1) ((d+ 4) +c,,(d+ 4) ) 12"1€1P~,
where we also used the fact that |AT — Iy| = |A — I| and |A] = \/d + [V, x(¥)]2.
0

For r € (0, £6¢], we define v; € W'(B,) as the unique solution of the following
homogeneous Dirichlet problem

{—dwaﬂhvwﬂ)_O,ian

(2.23)
U1 = U1, on 6Br7

where u; satisfies equation (ZI9). In order to establish mean oscillation estimate
for the solution u; to the transformed equation ([219)), we need the following com-
parison estimate.
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Lemma 2.4. For p > 1, let uy and vy be the solutions of ZI9) and (Z23),
respectively. If 0 < Ro < min{Ro,1, Ro2}, then for any r € (0, 3],

vzul - vz'Ul P S G Tmin{2)p} Vzul p7 2.24
P

B, B,
where &, is given by

Ez;izngp M 2P (p—1)P 1 e

Gp = 2272 (p—1)P |:( ppp ) + 1:| s 1< p < 27
B
4maX{1,2p_3}M27 pZ 2

with M, €p—2,cp—2 defined by @2.20)-@21).

Remark 2.5. Although the proof of Lemma [24] has been contained in [I8/[19] for
the general degenerate elliptic equations, we also present its proof with an explicit

constant &,, in (Z24).

Before proving Lemmal[Z4] we recall a classical inequality (see Chapter 12 in [32])
as follows.

Lemma 2.6. Let d > 2. For any &1,& € RY,
(1) if 1 <p<2,

(P26 el 2a.6 - ) 2 (ol + ) Tl —afi (@2)
(@) if p > 2,
(€1P726 — &P %62, &1 — &) > %(|§1|p72 +1&el )6 - &l (2.26)

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

Proof of Lemma[Z23]} 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 w; and vy
are the solutions, it follows from (227]), Lemmas and 2.6] Holder’s inequality
and Young’s inequality that

/ (Vw2 + |Varr |2) T [Vauy — Vavr |2

"

2—p
9252
<= — [ (A(0,V.u1) — A(0,Vo1), Vaug — Vi)
p—1Jp,
2%t
=— (A0, V. u1) — Az, Vour), Vour — Voug)
p—1Jp,
2—p
9252
<= MT/ IVour [P Vour — Voo
p—1 B,
1 22—pM2,r.2
< = p—2 — 2,2 7 p
= 2/BT|VZU1| |vzu1 VZU1| + 2(p_1)2 /;T |VZU1| y

which reads that

po2 227 M2
/ (Vaur |2 + [Vovy [2) 527 [Voug — Vaun|? < ﬁ/ V.us [P,
B, (r—1) B,
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For notational convenience, denote V (§) := [£ |pr2§ for any ¢ € R?. It then follows

from (22I)) that

22 M2

pP—2

][ [V (Vaur) = V(Veur)? < %]l |V.u1l?, (2.27)
B (p—1) B,

where Co_2 and M are given by (Z20)-(2Z21). Observe from (Z2I]) that

|vzu1 - vzvl|p
p—2 p p(
= [(IVour? + [Vo01%) 2 [Voug — Vour ] 2 (| Vaua | + (V.01 %)

p(2 p)

[V (V.ur) — V(Vo0)|P(|Vaur | 4 [Vau1]?) (2.28)

1
EPP_*Q
pl

Picking test function v; —u; for equation ([223)), it follows from Young’s inequality
that

/ Vool = [ A0, Voo Varr = [ A0, Vo01) Vo

o B, B,

1 op—1(p—1)p~1
<5 [ 1w+ 2L [
2 P B,

This, together with 227)—(Z28) and Holder’s inequality, yields that
2—p

][ |vzu1 - vzvl|p
B,

1 N
< (]l |v<vzu1>—V(vzv1>|P> (][ |vzu1|2+|vzv1|2)f>
=p—2 B, B,

—|—1

_E2p(2gp) Mpr % ) 2;2p
< 2 p 2
<o (L 7)) (f (e v

61;72217(22—17) Mpr % ;p %Tp
< = p p P
AT (éJun) << vant) e (f, wenr) )

][ |V U1|p.
B

r

Step 2. Consider the case of p > 2. Analogously as above, since both u; and
v are the solutions, we have from Hélder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, Lemmas
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23] and 2.6] that
/ (VouaP2 + Vo1 [P~2) [ Vous — Van|?

s

S 2/ <A(07 vzul) - A(O, vz’Ul), vzul - sz1>

s

= 2/ <A(07 vzul) - A(Z, vzul)u V.ur — sz1>

< 2Mr/ Vo P~V — Vo]
B

1
< 5/ |Vzu1|p_2|vzu1—Vzvl|2—|—2./\/l2r2/ |V us|P,
B

s

which gives that

/ (|Vzu1|10*2 4 |Vzv1|p72)|vzu1 - Vzv1|2 < 4./\/127"2/ |V uqp|P.

r B,

Then we have

]l |V.up — Vo1 [P <max{l, 27”*3}][ (|Vour|P™2 + Vo0 P72 |Voug — Voo )?
B, B,

<4max{1,2°P I M*r? / [V uq|P.

r

The proof is complete.

For 7 € (0, £6o], denote

p

(&g, 1) = (][ o) |Vy’u - (vy’u)ﬂr(ioﬂp + |ayd“|p> ) (2.29)
Q- (2o

where u € WHP(Qap,) is the solution to (LH). Similar to Lemma 2.5 in [16], by
Lemmas 2] and 24] we can obtain mean oscillation estimate for the solution u
near To as follows.

Lemma 2.7. Assume as above. Let u € WYP(Qqp,) be the solution to (LH). If
0 < Ry < min{Ry 1, Ro2}, then for any r € (0, 160] and p € (0, %),

1
P

(@0, pr) < Cru®p(&o,) + Cop™ 71 <][ IVUI”> ;
Q. (o)

where 6 := 6, = min{1,2/p}, Ci = Ci(d,p), Co = Ca(d,p,k4), « is given by
1

Lemma [Z1) and ¢ is defined by @Z29). Further, choose po = min{(2Cy)"=, 1}
such that for any r € (0,%680), p € (0, pu2), and 0 < ig < j,

> (o, pubr)

k=io

1B

Jj o k-1

< 20, 107) + Cop 7y D (Cup®) T (i) (JZ ( >|VU|p>
Q. (%o

k=io+1i=19
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Proof. Let u; € Wl’p(BI(;D) be the solution to equation (ZI8). We first establish
8

mean oscillation estimate for the solution u; as follows: for any p € (0,1) and

€ (07 %50]5

1
P
(][ |VZ/’U,1 — (vz/ul)BIJp + |8zdul|p>
B,
P

1
S OLUQ (][B+ |VZ/U1 — (vz/ul)BjFD + |8zdu1|p> =+ C’QIUJ_%T‘9 </B+ |Vzu1|p) 5
' ' (2.30)

where C; = C1(d, p), Co = Ca(d, p, k4), 6 = min{1,2/p} and « is given by Lemma
21
Utilizing Lemma 6.13 in [31], the triangle inequality, Lemmas 2] and 24 we

have
(£
<2 <][ V.01 — (Vzvl)B,”|p> +2 <][ |V u1 — Vzvl|p>
B B}JJ‘

<Cu® (][ |V.v1 — (szI)BT|p) + 2M7% (][ |V.ur — VzU1|p)

r s

p

1
Vo — (vzul)BMv’) <9 <]l Vo — (vzvl)Bﬁ)
Byur

nr

<Cu® (][ |V ur — (vzul)BT|p> + C/f% (][ |V.ur — VzU1|p)
B,

r
1 1

< Oy (][ |Vzu1—(Vzu1)BT|p) b Cop it (][ |Vzu1|p) L (231
B, B,

where Cy = C1(d, p), Cy = C2(d, p, k4), and we also used the fact that

(][ Va1 = <Vzv1)BT|”); <2 (][ V.01 — (vzul)mp);

s r

<2 (][ |V uy — (VZUI)BTFD) ’ +2 <][ V.1 — Vzu1|p>

Note that u; is even in z4 and thus 0,,u; is odd in z4. Then (Z30) follows from

1
P

Recall an elementary inequality that for any a,b € R? and p > 1,

la +b|P > 2'7P|alP — |b|P. (2.32)
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For 1 € (0,1) and r € (0, £30], it follows from ZIZ)-2I3) and (Z32) that

fB+ |v,z/u1 - (VZ/ul)BIrV) + |3zdu|p
ur

]€\1(3+ [Vyru+ 0y, uVyx — (Vyu+ (9yduvyfx)A,1(B:T)|p + [0y, ul?
|0y, uVy x|?

> 2][ (Vs — (Vg aganyl? + Oyul?) — 2p]l
Q;u‘/2(i0) SZMT‘/2(20)

|Vul?, (2.33)

> 91 (i (g, pr/2))P — (Vra(d 1)%)#
Qury2(Zo)

where we also utilized the fact that

][ |0y, uVy x — (8yduvy’X)Qw/z(io)|p
Qury2(20)
< 2or ! (][ |8yduvy’X|p + |(6yduvy’X)Qw/2(io)|p>
Qur/2(Z0)
< 21)][ |0y, uVyrx|P.
Qury2(20)

By the same argument, we have

][ |Vz/u1 — (VZIU1)B+|Z) + |azdu|p

B "

<2 U0, 200 + 20 VEmld = PP (239)
Qor(20)

A consequence of (Z30) and (Z33)—(234) shows that

(o, pr/2) < CLu(d0,2r) + Cop™ vr® <][ |Vu|p> ;
o, (£0)

where C7 = C1(d,p) and Cy = Ca(d, p,k4). Letting u,r substitute for p/4,2r in
(Z3H), we obtain that for any p € (0,1) and r € (0, 340],

(2.35)

==

(@0, pr) < Cru®p(&o,) + Cop™ 71 <][ IVUI”>
Q- (#0)

Then for r € (0, §80], and 0 < ig < k,

1/}(‘i07 :UJkT)

k—1
< (Cop®)F (@0, por) + Cop™ 5 Y (Cou®) =" (')’ <]{2 . )lVU|p> )

i=1g
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which leads to that for any 0 < p < min{(2C}) "=, 1} and 0 <ig < 4,

> (o, puFr)

k:io
1
A 1 k—1 »
1/)($0,‘LLZOT) _d J k_1—i i N0
+ Cop™ v (Crp®) " (u'r) [Vul?
1—-Cip~ kZH ; Q0. (20)
=10 1=10 pntr
) ., Jj o k-1 o z
<autaositn) s et 30 Scwnr e (f )
k=io+1 i=ig Qi (20)

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 B, (xo) may potentially intersect both F;’RO and I'yp .

Consider r € [, 505(1)/ "], where ¢y is given by (7). Define a constant as follows:

1
— 12~ m=T —1/m
Ry = (Ec()) Ky ™ (2.36)

Then if 0 < Ry < Ry, then iéo < &05(1)/ "™ Introduce a cylinder as follows: for
s,t >0,

Qs :={2=(7,24) eRY||Z| < s, |Za| < t}. (2.37)

Under the flattening transform z = A(z) as follows:

Z=a — x,
~ Id—hg(iﬂ/)+8/2 1
Zd = 0o (m -3)

the narrow region {2, g, is mapped to be a cylinder QRO)%% with its upper and
lower boundaries written as

~ - - - . 1
Fﬁo,%&) = {z = (7,2 € RY||Z'| < Ry, 24 = 1550}-
Define @1 (%) = u(A~1(Z)). Then i, satisfies

)) IAATVgﬁl) =0, in QVR()’%JO’

ATV5ﬂ1)d == 0, on Fi

—dng(lATV5ﬂ1 |p_2(det(/~1
1A Ro l5()7

(JATV 2 [P~ (det (A)) -

where A := A(2) := (a;;(2)) :== VA(A~1(2)). For % € QRy, 1500 let @ = A1(2).
Recall that 6 = §(z})) and 6 = §(z’). Then the elements of A satisfy that a;; = 1 for
i=1,.,d=1,a;; =0fori#j,i=1,..,d=1,7=1,2,...,d,det(4) = agq = do0 ',
and

g = 008 Ou,ha(a') — 5 (Za + %)awja, forj=1,.,d—1.
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Therefore, for any z € Qpg, 15, With |Z'| = |2/ —xp] < 7, 7 € [ﬁ%,&o(%/m],
0 < & < ¢y, it follows from conditions (H1)—-(H2) and [2.3) that
d—1 d—1
> ag? < (210a,hal + 410, ho|)? < 8|Varha|* + 32| Varhol?
j=1 j=1
<40k3|2' P2 < 40,%?/7”72&%62_2/” < 9OI€§/m721€§5§72/m
m— —2/m 1
<51840k3 ™ 2kZr2s, 2™ < T (2.38)

and, there exist two points £/, i = 1,2 between z{, and 2’ such that
|daa — 1] =[6 = 0[6 ™" < K30~ (| Var b (€1)] + [Varha(€3)])|2" —
<22 hgrd T ([€] — ap|™ T 4 1€ — o™ T+ 2]

<2 Rardy (T | ™) < 27 ks (B0 4 ky /™ ey

m— —1/m 1
§2m+1n1/ 1H3T60 1/ < 3
~ m— — m 1
(det(A)) ™1 — 1] =g} — 1] = |6 — 60|65 < 27k) ™ Hrgrsy ™ < T (2:39)

and thus

d—1
AZ) — Lol =, | > a% + (aaa — 1)?
j=1

m— —1/m 1
<V/51840 + 47+ 1l egrs MM < 5 (2.40)

We now perform the even extension of @1, aqq and a;;, ¢, = 1,...,d—1 and the odd
extension of a;q and ag;, 1 = 1,...,d — 1 with respect to the hyperplane z; = %60,
respectively. Then we carry out the periodic extension for them in Z; axis with the
period 24q. For brevity, we still denote the extended function and coefficient matrix
by @, and A. Hence by the conormal boundary condition, we see that 1 solves

—divz(A(Z,Vz01)) =0, in QRry.cos (2.41)

where A is a nonlinear operate defined by A(Z,¢) = (det(A)) "1 AT¢[P2AAT¢
with 2 € QRry.0o and £ € R Similarly as in Lemma 23] it follows from (23,

an — that for any r € |5500, Co , 2 € By, an € ,
d hat f 180,300,/ ™), % € By, and € € R
. d—1 13
Al = |d =1+ 606"+ lag|* < ,/d+z,
j=1
and then

JA(Z,€) — [¢[7%¢]
< [(det(A)) ! = DI ATEP2AATE| + || ATEl2(A - 1) AT
+ || ATEP2ATE — [¢lr%¢|
< I(det(A) ™" = IAPIEP + (JAP~ + (A2 + 1) ) |4 - Lallg™

< Mroy ™ (2.42)
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where ¢, is defined by (2:22)) and M = ./\A/l/(d,p, m, K1, K3) is given by
13 —
M 2m(d—|— 4)2#&/ ks

13 17 m—
51840 + 4+ <(d +5 ) 4o, (a+ - ) > K s (2.43)
Let ©; be the unique solution to the following Dirichlet problem:
—divs(|Vz01|P~2V:dy) = 0, in B,
’61 = ’&17 on 6BT-
Making use of ([Z42), it follows from the proof of Lemma 2.4 with minor modifica-
tion that if 0 < Ry < min{Rg 1, Ro2, Ro}, then for any r € [ﬁ%, 6058/7”],

]l Vst — V01| < ép(mgl/m)minw}][ |Vza|P, (2.44)
where
B p(2—p) —
c’; 227 2 MP 27 (p—1)7~1 Q*T”
ép: 921; (p—1)P [( ppp ) +1:| , 1<p<?,
4max{1, 231 M2, p>2

with Cp_2, €2, M defined by (Z20) and (ZZ3). For r € [2—14(50,6053/“1], write

a0 = (f, v - (Ve )

Therefore, following the same proof of 231 except replacing (224 with (2:44),
we obtain that for p € (0,1) and r € [5500, 6053/’”],

1
P

1
Pur) < Cop®(r) + Cop™ (8, /™) (][ lvsmlp) ’
B
where C; = C~’1(d,p), Cy = CN'Q(d,p,m,m,ng), 6 = min{1,2/p}, and « is given by
Lemma 271 Denote
pis = min{(2Cy) "=, 1}.
Then similar to Lemma 2.7, we have

Lemma 2.8. Assume as above. Let iy € W,5P(QRy 00) be the solution to (ZAT).
If 0 < Ry < min{Rp 1, Ro2, Ro} with Ro1, Ro2 and Ry given by (LI)-(CA) and

@34), then for any r € [ﬁéo,&oéé/m], we (0,u3), and 0 < ig < 7,

J
ZJ)MT

Sla

i k-1 »
< 20(ur) + Cop™r 37 3 (Cop) T (g’ (f |v2a1|p> .
k=io+1i=io Bi,

We now give the proof of Theorem [[LT] by combining Lemmas 2.1} 2.7 and 2.8



STRESS CONCENTRATION FOR NONLINEAR INSULATED CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM 23

Proof of Theorem [T For any fixed zo € Qg,, 0 < Ry < min{Ry, Ry 1, Ro 2}, and

0<p< %éliiélgﬂi < ¢, denote 7; = f—g/ﬂéé/m for 7 > 0, where & and &y are
defined by (7)) and (ZII), and p;, ¢ = 1,2,3 are, respectively, given by Lemmas

21 27 and 28 Pick two nonnegative integers j; and ja such that

1 1 . .
Ty > ﬂ(&), Tii+1 < ﬂ(&), T, > d1st(x0,Fg[R0), Tjp4+1 < d1st(x0,Fg[R0).

We here explain the implication of indices j; and j. To be specific, when j > j1+1,
B, (x0) intersects at most one of F;RO; when j > j2 + 1, By, (x0) is located in the
interior of Qap,; when j < j; or j < jo, there may appear the third case that
B, (x0) intersects both I‘;‘RU and 1"2_R0. Note that since 0 < Ry < Rp, we have
2100 < %63/7”, where Ry is given by ([2.30).

For j > 0, define

1
P

(][ [Vztn = (V) By, |p> , for0<j <,
Biar;

1
P

¢ =
][ Vu— (Va)a, wol? | + forj =i +1,
Qr; (o) J

and
1
P
][ |v;ﬁ1|p y fOI‘ 0 S] S j17
Tj _ Bisr, s
][ |Vu|p ’ fOl”ijl—l—l,
Qsr; (z0)
and

Wi = (vzﬂl)BIS’r]‘7 for 0 <7 <y,
T (Ve ey, forj = i+1.

6’
3rj,4+1 < £00, it then follows from (ZI3) that

Qi1, (20 »
Tj1+1 S(M |vu|p>

€23, (o)l oy (xo)
271

<C(d)u~* (]{2

I~n view of rj, > 580, we have @1y, 15, C Bisr,, . Then we obtain that A(Q%m (x0)) C
Ay 1) = Qi 15, C Bisr, . This, together with @.I3), leads to that if

0 < Ry < min{Ry, Ro1, Roz2},

f

Step 1. Since 0 < p < &, we have Q3. (z0) C Q1,, (o) for j = 0. Note that

» |vu|p> " (2.45)

1,.
2751

1
3

H |B13’I“j1| ~
( )|Vu|p> <C(d) (m . Vzu|P | < C(d)T},.

1, (x
%rh 271 0
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Inserting this into (Z45), we have T}, 41 < C(d)/f%le. Hence we further obtain
that for any j > 0,

Ty <C(d)u 1Ty,
which, in combination with the triangle inequality, reads that for any j < ji,
_d _d
Tja <C(d)p™ 7 T; < C(d)p™ 7 (|ws| + 65)-

Observe that for j > 0, there has Qs ,, (z0) C Qr, (o) in virtue of 0 < p < &. It
then follows from (ZI3)) and the triangle inequality again that for any j > j; + 1,

Tjy1 <Cld)u <]{2 ( )|Vu|1’> < O (jwy| + 6)-

Consequently, we have
_d }
Tjt1 <C(d)p »(Jwj| + ¢;), for any j > 0. (2.46)
Note that for 0 < k < ji,
wp = w1l < 2P (|wp, — Vaa (2P + [V (2) — w1 [P).
Integrating it in Z on Bis,, and taking the p-th root, we obtain
p1 _a
wi — wi—1| < 277 (¢ + 177 Pr—1),
which, together with Holder’s inequality, gives that
T 0 < 7= jo < ji,
il <P e Lol (2.47)
Tjo +4p~ 7 D 4mjy Ps 0 <o <j < ju,
In exactly the same way, we have from (2.I3) that
Wil > _d j e .
DU COT AT ), (> 125+,

When 0 < jo < j < j1, it follows from Lemma 2§ ([Z47), the triangle inequality
and Holder’s inequality that

(i) if j = Jo,

(2.48)

|wj0| + ¢j0 < 3Tjo; (249)

J J
_d
|w;| + g o <Tj, +5u"» E Pk
k

k=jo =Jo

s =

J k—1
_d ~ _d ~ iy i -
STy +10p" 2 gy + Cop™ v Y > (Cop®)F 1 (')’ (f |vz~u1|p>
k=jo+11i=jo Buar;
d ~ d J kol ~
S (L 20p7 )Ty + Cop™e D Y (Cop®) T, (2.50)
k=jo+1i=jo
where C; = él(d,p) and Co = CN'Q(d,p,m, K1, K3).
We now proceed to consider the case when j > j; + 1. Since there may appear
no intersection point or only one intersection point between B, (xo) and F;tRO in
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this case, we need to compare the values of j; and jo for the purpose of establishing
the similar estimates as in (2.49)—(250). Therefore, we divide into two subcases to
discuss as follows.

Case 1. Consider the case when 31 < 72. First, let j; +1 < j < jo. Then we
have r; > dist(zo, F2R ). Pick &g € I‘2R such that dlst(xo, FéERO) |zo — Zo|. Then

we have Q. (o) C Qar,(20) C Q3r,(z0) and 2r; < £8o. Therefore, it follows from
[2I3) and Lemma [Z71] that
(1) if j = j1 + 1,

Bj,+1 <C(d) (2o, 27j,41) < C(d)Yj, 41 < C(d)T), 415 (2.51)
(i) if j > j1 + 1,

J

Z ¢ <C(d) Y ¥(do, 2rk)

k=j1+1 k=ji1+1
J
—4 ak—1—i i
<C(d)Yj 41+ Cop™» Z Z (Crp®) 11wy,
k_j1+2i_j1+1

<C(d)Tj, 41 + Cop™ 7 Z Z (Cyp®)E=1=1 00 (2.52)
k=ji1+2i=j1+1

where Cl - Ol(dvp)a 02 - CQ(dapvmv’%viB; ’{4)5

Y, = ][ [VulP] , forji +1<j <.
Qa2 (20)

Then combining (Z746]), (Z48) and (Z51)-@Z52), we obtain that for j; +1 < j < jo,
|w]1+1| + ¢J1+1 < C( ) Jit1s (253)
(i2) if j > j1 + 1,

|| + Z o < C( )( il e ; Z ¢k>

k=j1+1 k=j1+1

SC(d)/L_%Tth—FOz,u = Z Z (CLp®) k 1—i zGT
k=j1+21i=71+1

J k—1
Spew ( () (|ws | +65) +Ca Y > (Cop) 1 ZGT) (2.54)

k=j14+21=71+1

On the other hand, for j > jo + 1, we deduce from Lemma [ZT] (246) and (2Z48))
that

Wi+ 3 b <0 >( S ¢k)<c< AT

k=j2+1 k=j2+1
<C(d)p™ 7 (Jwjp| + )
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This, in combination with (Z54), yields that for any j > jo +1 > j1 + 1,

J J J2
wil+ Y de=lwil+ D gt Y

k=j1+1 k=ja2+1 k=j1+1

J2
<O 7 (il + 03) + >
k=j1+1
7
sm“( Dllop 46,0 4C 3 3 (@it “"T) (2.55)

k=ji1+2i=j1+1

which, together with (254 again, shows that ([2355) holds for any j > j; + 1.
Case 2. Consider the case when j; > jo. Then for any j > j; + 1, we have
;< dist(zo, [y ,)- Hence, using Lemma 211 ([2.4G) and ([2.48), we derlve

J
wil + > bk <Cu 7 (Jwiy| + 65,). (2.56)
k=j1+1

A combination of (Z49)-2350), 253) and (Z53)-@256) gives that for any 0 <

jo < j1 and j > jo,

|wj0| + ¢Jo < 3TJ07 (2'57)
5d — gkt o
g Z oosn #(C@E, 4T 30 S @I, (259
k=jo k=jo+11i=jo

where Oy = C1(d, p) and Cy = Ca(d,p,m, k1, k3, K1)
Step 3. Choose an integer jo such that 0 < jo < 71, whose value will be
00 k=1 _ o
determined later. We first calculate the series Y. > (Cy1pu®)F~ 174" where
k=jo+11i=jo
(' is given by ([Z58). On one hand, if # # «, then for any j > jo + 1,

iz klzw i klzal_leaz

k=jo+1i1=jo k=3jo+1 1=Jo
—1 J
(C /1‘9 a) o al a\k— 1
= ! 0—a (Clﬂ )k t— = o — 0—a Z M
1-C, w5 Cipx(1=Cy =) 1250
- 1 <,uj°9(1 _ (61’u0t)j*i0) ILL(joJrl)G*Of(l _ ‘u(J J0)9)>
1— 6;1/19_ 1—Cp> C1(1 — p?) ’
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1 1
where we require p # C{~* and 4 #+ Cl’ 1 ¢ by decreasing p if necessary. By sending
j — 00, we obtain that if u < (2C1)" =,
i Z yh—1=i i 1 < prof B plio+Do—a >
—_1 _ — — o — —
k=jo+11=jo 1-— Cl p,@ a \1 Ol,u 01(1 o )
j()@ ]00
A= Crp )1 —p) 167

where we also used the fact that 0 < p < 1
On the other hand, if 8 = «, then for any j>jo+1,

J

iz klzze Z klzcl

k=jo+11i1=jo k=jo+1 i=Jo
1 T (@Yo (1 — (Cop®)i o
S S = . (Cip )k b= (_jil_Ll >_( ( 1,u_) >7
cy (Ci—1) k=jo+1 Cy (Cr=1)(1 = Crp>)

which reads that if p < (261)_é,

i Z k 1—i 19 < Ullujoe_ < 2_61/”00'
(Cl — 1)(1 — Clluo‘) - 01 -1

k=jo+11=jo
1 — 1
<1—69>j096pd (Cl—l>a‘oﬂ%
"\ 4C, "\4C,C, '

Therefore, if 1 is chosen to be py with g given by

. . =7 .
1o = min{u*,C{ "}, %f 0 # a, (2.59)
w, if 0 = «,

Denote

2
TR min{ n g, (2C1)~

31< <3

Q=

we have

(2.60)

l\D|P—‘

62M7%iz klzzg

k=jo+1i=jo

where C;, i = 1,2 are given by (Z.62) below. In order to ensure the validity of 1o and
jo < j1, we choose jg = [2—3] +1= [W] +1> 6d and let 0 < Ry < mlg Ry,

where Ry, ¢ = 1,2,3 are defined by (L8)—-(TI0).
Claim that if 0 < Ry < 1131213 Ry and p = pyo,

[Vu(zo)| < CTjy, (2.61)

where C' = C(d, p, m, k1, k3, k4). The pointwise gradient estimate in (Z.61]) implies
that for any fixed point zg € Qg,, the gradient |Vu(xg)| can be controlled by the
p-average integration of the transformed gradient |V:u1| over a ball B3, o with the
scale of radius larger than the height oy of the thin gap.

We now divide into four subcases to prove (261 as follows.

Case 1. If |Vu(zg)| < Tj,, then ([261]) holds.
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Case 2. If |Vu(xg)| > T}, and |Vu(zo)| < Tjo+1, we deduce from (Z46) and

(Z57) that
_d _d
[Vu(zo)| < Tjos1 < C(d)pg " (|wio| + @) < Cld)pg " Ty

Case 3. If |Vu(xg)| > Tj for any jo < j < js and |Vu(zo)| < Tj,4+1, it then

follows from (Z40), [Z58)) and (Z60) that
_d
V(o) <Tjy 1 < Cld)p™ > (lwjs| + ¢55)

Js k—1 o
> D @) Vuao)|

k=jo+1i=jo

_6d 1
<Cd)py " Ty + 5 Vulzo), (2.62)

6d
P

_6d _
<C(d)pg " Tj, + Capg

where C; = C1(d,p) and Cy = Ca(d, p,m, k1, K3, k). Consequently, (Z.61) holds

under this case. We additionally remark that the value of C; in ([Z62) is consistent

with that in (Z5S), while the value of Cy in (Z62)) is greater than that in ([Z58).
Case 4. In the case when |Vu(xzg)| > T} for any j > jo, it then follows from

@58) and ([Z50) that
_sa 1
|wj| < C(d)py * Tjy + §|VU($0)|-

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

_5d 1
Vuto)| < Cdpg 7 Ty + 5 |Valao)|,

which implies that (Z6GT]) holds.

Step 4. This step aims to establish the Caccioppoli inequality for the solution
@1, which is used to extract the height dg from the pointwise gradient estimate
@%1). Fix A € R and choose a nonnegative smooth cutoff function n such that
n=1in Bz, n=01in RZ\ Bag,,, and [Vl < ﬁ Since p = py < % and
Jo > 1, then

. m 1 B m
267”j0 = 250,&6058/ < 50058/ < Ry. (263)

Hence, multiplying equation (2.41]) by test function nP(%; — \) and integrating by
parts over Bgﬁrjo, we have

/ P (A(Z, Vi), Vi) = —p/ 1 (i — M(A(Z, V=), Vziia).
strjo Bzmjo
On one hand, it follows from ([2:42)) and [2359) that
/ P (A(2, Vi), Vi)
Bagr;
Jo
> [ pvanp - [ plAG Vam) - Ve Ve Vel
Bzmjo Bzmjo

~ _1/m . 3 -
> (1 — 26r;, Md, )/ |Vt [P > Z/B |Vza1]?,
26Tj0

Bagr
26T]0
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where we used the fact that

Jjo
Y c—1/m iR - — 1-— 6_0 jo6— 54 1
267‘j0./\/150 v :250./\/1/1]00 < C2M€JO < Cs (T) e < 1 (2.64)
2

On the other hand, combining [2:42), 2359), (2.64) and Young’s inequality, we
obtain

[ o - NAG Tam), Vi)
Baery,

= / pnP iy — M|Vl (JA(Z, Vzin) — [Vzi[P72 Vi) + [ Vaa P
B

26rj0

op 1o~ 1p—1|~
Viuq|P - A
- 26Tj0 /B ! | U1| |UI |

26rj0

1 C
—/ 77P|V21~1,1|p + &/ |1~1,1 — )\|p.
4 Baer;, T Baer;,

Jo

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

][ |V |P < @/ iy — AP,
B "o Baer;,

137‘]‘0
which, in combination with (Z61]), [263) and taking A = (@) Bas,, » Shows that if
0 < Ry < min RO,i;
1<i<3
&
[Vu(ao)| < C8)'™ osc u, o= 36",
/0

where C' = C(d,m, p, k1, K3, K4).

3. IMPROVED POINTWISE UPPER BOUND ON THE GRADIENT

Before proving Theorem [[L4] we first briefly expound the idea and techniques
developed in [16,B5]. The key to improving the gradient estimate obtained in
Theorem [[ Tl 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 [I6], 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 ¢ > 0, we start by considering the following approximation equation

—div((s + |Vue|?) "= Vu) =0, inQ,
Gue — 0, ondD;, i =1,2, (3.1)
Ue = @, on 0D.
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Note that [ucc1.e(,p,) stays bounded independent of ¢ for some 0 < o < 1.
Then we only need to prove Theorem [[4] for u.. Furthermore, the weak solution
u¢ of equation (B possesses better regularity than that of the original problem
([C2) and is in the class C?, see [I1]. This means that u. will be the solution of
normalized p-Laplace equation in the classical sense. For simplicity, we still denote
u = uc in the following proof. Rewrite equation (BI]) into the following normalized
p-Laplace equation

a;;0iju =0, inQopgy, (3.2)
where
aij = 0ij + (p = 2)(s + [Vul*) T gud;u (3-3)
satisfies uniformly elliptic condition
min{1,p — 1}|¢]? < a;;&& < max{l,p—1}|¢]?, VEERY p> 1. (3.4)

Here, for ’L,j = 1,2, ...,d, 5ij =1if¢= j, while 51’3’ =0if1 #‘]
Pick 7 € (27 (ery 1)/™, rg], where 0 < 79 < Ry is independent of ¢ and will be
determined later. For ¢ = 1,2, denote

hila!) = hi(z"), for |2'| < 2rg,
0, for || > 2r.
For s,t > 0, let Qs be a cylinder defined by (Z37) above. For brevity, denote
§=05(y") =e+h(y)—ha(y)),
for any given [y'| < 279. For y € Qappm \ Qp/4,0m, introduce the map » = ®(y) as
follows:

' =y —g(y),
{I — Yy + () — Faly)), 39

where g(y) := (91(y), .-, ga—1(y)) is defined by

1(
9() =i — ") ya + 1) (),

f) =8 9V W)+ h5 W) + 1V (R () = 3(4), iT2<m <3,
8 \ yaVy ((y') + () + 1"V (ha(y') — ha(y)),  ifm > 3.
Here A7 is a mollification of h; defined by

- - )
W)= [ - e, r=To M im s @)

where ¢ is the standard mollifier, that is, a positive C'* function with unit integra-
tion and its support contained in Bj. The objectives for the introduction of function
g are two-fold: on one hand, it makes its inverse transform ® ! preserve the flat-
tening property that ®~! maps the top and bottom boundaries of g, \ €, /4 onto
the upper and lower boundaries of Q2 ,m \ Qy/4,m; 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 {yq = +r"}. In addition, the intro-
duction of mollification in the case of 2 < m < 3 is to make ® 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= (ery )V/™ < 1 <

min ro,; with ro4, ¢ = 1,2,3 defined by ([L12) (14,

1<i<3

(i) there holds

Q1.orrm \ Qo.3srrm C P71 ( Qo \ Q,4), (3.7)
Qr \ Qr/? C (I)(Ql.lr,rm \QO.4T,T7")7
and: fO’f’ Yy < Q2T,rm \ Qr/4,rm7
1
o < Vy2(y) < Cola, (3.8)
0
where
Co = max{2(min{1,4~ " Vk, 7! 27 min{1,4~ " Yk} + max{1,2™ky}};
(3.9)
(i) if u € WHP(Qor \ Q1) satisfies
—div((s + [Vu>)"= Vu) =0, in Qo \ Q4 (3.10)
% =0, on QQT\QT/40F§FO, '
for some ¢ > 0, then v(y) := u(P®(y)) solves
a‘ijaijv(y) + Blalv(y) - Oa in Q1.9T,rm \ Q0.35T,rm7 (3 11)
% =0, on {yq = £r"},
with
o _ &
—Z <a< 0yl bl < ==
Cl s ax Uglg, | | r )

where Iy represents the d x d identity matriz, C1 = Ci(d,m,p, k1, k2), and Cy =
Ca(d, m,p, k1, Ko, K3, K4).

Proof. Step 1. To begin with, it follows from condition (H2) that for y € Qg ym
and ¢ = 1,2, we have |Vy/l~1i| < 2mlgarm=1 and for j =1,...,d — 1, if r < 21/,
0TI [ 10ty = 7o)’ < rall |+ 7

<rg(2r 4 rmthymol < gmelggpmst (3.12)
Then we obtain that for r € (2_1(5H;1)1/m, 1211,122 ro,i] and y € Qappm,

(i) if 2 <m < 3,

i 7 r
lg(y)| < 2m_1"$27°m(|vy’hﬂ + |vy’h§|) <6™(d - 1)f$gf<;3r2m_1 < 1_0;
(i) if m > 3,
7 7 T
l9(y)] < 2" har™ (I ha| + [Vyrhal) < 4o kar?™ Tt < 10°

Then we obtain that (B.1) holds.
Using condition (H3), we obtain that for ¢ = 1,2, and j,I = 1,...,d — 1, if
T S %R07

B0 ubil0)] < Rae 10T < [ 10 uibuly’ = 7)o < i,
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which, together with [BI2]), leads to that for y € Qop,m and j,l =1,...,d — 1, if

27 ery HY™ < r < min{2Y/™ 2R},
(1) for 2 <m < 3,

2 2
1 ~ - < -
V0] <5 (1000130 1077+ 53 104,077
i=1 i=1

<6™ RSP T 4 2 Rgkar™ < (6™ K3 4 2" Kok )r™,

and thus,
IV g(y)] < (d—1)%(6™ K3 + 2™ Kaka)r™; (3.13)
(i1) for m > 3,
= 2 ) 2 )\
IVya(y)l <5 > <|3yj5| D 10y il 48 |8yjylh’i|>
=1 i=1 i=1

1 2 } 2 )

<54 IVwol? D IVyhil2 62> V2R

i=1 i=1

1

Si\/(22m71,§§7~2m72)2 4 (2mF g rgrm)2

<22 RE 4 kg )™,
which, together with (BI3)), reads that
|Vy/$/ - Id_1|
(d —1)%(6™kK2 + 2™ kokg)r™, if 2 <m < 3,
= V., < 3.14
Vy gl < {2m(2mln§ + Kakg)T™, if m> 3. ( )

Similarly as above, we obtain that for y € Q2 ,m, 1 =1,2,1=1,...,d—1,
~ ar
Oyyy Pl < —
bl < [ |5
Then we obtain that for y € Qo ,m and [ = 1,...,d — 1, if 2*1(8,%2_1)1/’” <r<
min{2'/™, %Ro},
(1) for 2 <m < 3,

[0y, Bily’ = 7212/ ()" < 2k,

2
10y,91(y)] <27 ks Y (1|0 BT | + [0y, hT])

i=1
<9mt2, (3’"_1&3 + 4&4)7""_1,

and then
1B,a9()] < 272(d = 1o (3™ g + Ara)r ™ (3.15)
(i1) for m > 3,

2
|6ydg(y)| §2m_2:‘$2 Z |vu’hz| < 47”—1&2%376771—1'
=1
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This, in combination with (815, gives that

2mH2(d — 1)Ko (3™ thg +drg)r™ L, if2<m <3
a / — a < ) — )
0y, = 109 0)] < { e o
(3.16)
From conditions (H1)-(H2), we obtain that for y € Qo pm \ Qr/arm,
2
Vyaal <Y |Vyhil <27 kgr™ ", (3.17)
i=1
and
K1 S m
Tt < Onata = 50 < 27ha. (3.18)
Define a matrix as follows:
1 0 0 0
01 --- 0
B=1|: : "~ (3.19)
0 0 1 0
00 0 5

2rm*
Observe that
IVyz — B| < |[Vyg(y)| + 10y,9(y)| + [Vyxal.

Then combining BI4), BI6) and @BI7), we deduce that for y € Qappm, if
271(511271)1/’” <r<rp;= min{2'/™, %RO},

v B| < 6™ (d — 1)%(rk2(ks + k) + Kk3(ks + 1))rm=L if 2 <m < 3,
T —
Y = 4™ (k2(k3 + Ka) + K3(k3 + 1))rm— if m > 3.
If 7 further satisfies 271 (ery )Y/ ™ < 1 < 121,122 roi with 7o, @ = 1,2 given by
(CI2)—([I3), we have o
1
Vyo = B| < 5 min{1,4~ ("™ Vk, 1, (3.20)

which leads to that for any & € R?,
&'V =" BE+ €1 (Vyx — B)E > €' + 0y,waé] — [Vyx — BIE[
> min{1,4~" s, ],
and
V€ <IEP + 0y,2ald + |V yx — B¢
<27 'min{1,4” ™Dk} + max{1, 2™ ko })[€].

These two inequalities imply that (3:8) holds.
Step 2. Note that w is in the class C2. Then by the chain rule, we have

aﬂﬂku(x) = 8yiv(y)a$kyi7 6Ik$lu(x) = 6yiij(y)alﬂkyiamlyj + 6yiv(y)aﬂﬂkwlyi'
Then we have from [B2)-B3) that v(y) solves
i 0350 (y) + bidyv(y) =0,
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where @;; = a0y, Yi0z,y; and b; = ak10z,.2, Y- Using B8), we also have
1y
0

where Cy is given by ([B3). Denote
K(y) := —2r™6 'V hg — 6~ (ya + ™)V 0.

< Vuy =V, 0 (2) < Coly,

If 2’1(552_1)1/’” < r < ro,3 with ro 3 given by (IZI4), it then follows from conditions
(H1)-(H2) that for y € Q2 pm \ Qrjarm,

K(y)| < 22" Ry trgr™ ™! < < (3.21)

RNy

In view of B3), we deduce from B20) and EZI) that if 27 (ery Y™ < r <

1?}?3 T0,: and AS Q27‘,rm \QT/4,T7"7

- 3
Vayl < 1B+ (V9 W)l + K@) IVayl < 1B + 1[Vayl,
and thus,

Vayl S4BT < 4y/d—1+42m§=2 <ayfd— 14 £2m+1x?, (3.22)

where B~! is the inverse matrix of B defined by (ZI9). Then we have from (B.IS)
and ([320) that

1 |
|Vyz| < |Vyz — B|+|B| < 5t \/d—1+4—1r—2m62 <5+ \Jd—1422mk3

which gives that

€] = | V2 VLy€| < C(d,m, k9)|Vayé|, for any € € R%.
This, together with ([4) and ([B:22), reads that for any ¢ € R9,

1 . -
C—1|€|2 < min{1,p — 1} V.y€|* < &ai;&; < max{1,p— 1} Vay?[¢]* < C1I¢),

where C; = C1(d, m, p, k1, k2). That is, é—fi <a<Cily.
We now proceed to estimate |V2y| for the purpose of estimating |b|. By differ-
entiating 0;, y;0y, Tr = 0;; in 7, we have from the chain rule that
Oy, YiOy,; Ty + 03,902, Y5Oy, x1 = 0.
This, in combination with (3:8) and ([B22), reads that
V2] < C(d,m. k1) [V2al, (3.23)

Using (H2)-(H3), we deduce that [Vizq| < C(m, k3, k4)r~". It remains to esti-
mate [V2z'|. When m > 3, it follows from a direct computation that [V2z'| <
C(d,m, kg, k3, ks)r~ L. In the case when 2 < m < 3, the key is to estimate the
following terms
377/ 1 2 T/ 2 7T/, -
Vy’hz(y )a Vy’a h(y )7 \% ’a h(y)a 1—172'

Ya'ti Y "ya'"
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Observe from integration by parts that for ¢ = 1,2,
- - 1 -
Vyhi :/ Vy/hi(y/ — 7122 )dz = —= / Vohi(y — 72" p(2")dz
Rd—1 T JRd—1
1

== / hi(y' — 72" )Vap(2)dz,
T JRd—1

and

- 2 -
Oyl = / Vyhi(y' —72') - 2'o(2)d2’
Rd—1

rm—l

9 -
= Yd / Vzlhi(y/ — Tz/) . z’gp(z/)dz’
Rd—1

Trm—1
- 2Ya I N e / / /
=— hi(y" — 72" divy (2" p(2"))dz". (3.24)
Tr’m Rd—1

Then we obtain from condition (H3) that if 27! (ek; )/™ < r < min ro; and

1<i<3
Yy < Q27‘,rm \QT/4,T7”7 for i = 17 27

|V3,BT| - 1 / VQ,B-(y’ — 72" )V(2)d2' | < LﬂH
y' ' 7 | Jra-t y' o z —rzm_y?i’
and
~ de ~ . Crm
Vv2,0,,h7| = V2 hi(y — 12)div. (2 p(2))d | < 5,
| y' YYd z| Frm—1 Ri—1 y (y TZ) v (Z SD(Z )) 2= T2m_y§

where C' = C(d, m, k4). By differentiating the last line of (8:24) in y4, we obtain

~ 2
2 1T :
8ydhi B ——— /Rdil hi(y' — 72")div. (2'¢(2"))dz’

Trm—1

4y(21 P / I3 1o ’
Vyhi(y —72") - 2'div. (2'o(2"))dz".
Rd—1

TT2m_2

Then we have

= 2 -
|6’3th| Sﬂm __2 / vy/hi(y/ — TZ/)din/ (Z/@(Z/))dzl
Yg | Jra—1

+ﬂ V2iL'(/— I)'/d' (/(/))dl

sz_yz B y iy TZ zdivy (27 p(2 z
d ]Rd 1
Crm—1
—7.2771 _ y37

where C' = C(d, m, ks, k4). In light of these above results, it follows from a direct
calculation that

|V12/I| < C(da m, k2, K3, "414)7”715

which, together with (3.23), yields that |l~7| < Cr~', where C depends only on d, m
and ki, 1 = 1,2, 3,4.

It remains to demonstrate that % = 0 on {ys = +r™}. For that purpose, it
suffices to explain the construction of ¢g(y) in (). For i =1,...,d — 1, let

9:(y) = (i —r*™)(BiW )ya + 7 (Y)),
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where B;(y") and 7, (y’) are constructed to satisfy the Neumann boundary condition.
From the chain rule, we know

0

8—3 =Vv-eq = Vmu(gc) . qu)(y)ed, on {yd — :l:Tm},
where eq = (0’,1). So in order to let % = 0 on {yg = +r™}, it requires that
Vy®(y)ea // (—Varhj, 1) on {ya = (—1)7+1r™} for j = 1,2. This means that for
7 = 1,...,d—1andj: 1,2,

O Oy on {ya = (1 rm,

2 Bi(y) + (1) 2 (y) = 50y

where we used the fact that ' = 3 on {yq = +r™}. This leads to that

Bily') = gamOu((y) + ha(y), 7ily) = 557 0y () = ha(y')).

From the above proof, we see that the third-order Qerivatives of 77,1 and ng are
involved. Hence, we replace h; with its mollification A] in the case of 2 < m < 3
for i = 1,2, as shown in (B6). The proof is complete.

O

In view of Lemma B and using the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [16] with minor
modification, we obtain the Krylov-Safonov Harnack inequality for the solution
to equation ([BI0) as follows.

Corollary 3.2. Let d > 3 and 2_1(£f<a;1)1/m <r< 113213 r0,i with ro;, 1 =1,2,3

defined by (LI2)-(LId). Assume that u € WP (Qq, \ Q,/4) is a nonnegative solu-
tion to BI0) with some ¢ > 0. Then we have

sup u<C inf w, (3.25)
Q:\Q2, /0 Qr\Qy/2

where C' = C(d,m, p, K1, K2, K3, K4)-
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 [3.28]) also holds in Q. \ Q)5 for any z € Q,, 0 < 7o < 121_1213 T0,i-

Lemma 3.5. Ford > 3, let u € WYP(Qap,) be the solution to equation [BI) with
somes > 0. For any fixred 0 < Ry < 121123 Roiand0 < fp<1,if0<ry < 121124 70,i,
s <1<

then for a arbitrarily small € > 0 and x € $Q,,, there exists a positive constant
0 <~ < 1 depending only on d,m,p and k;, 1 = 1,2,3,4 such that

osc u< 25”7 osc w
z/.6 2!, 51—8

)

where § = &6'/™.
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Proof. For the convenience of presentation, we drop the x’ subscript and write
Q, = Q. in this proof. Since 0 < ro < 7.4, we have 2§ < 5'~# < Ry. Then for

any § < r < 07, define w := supu — u. Note that w satisfies equation (EI)) in
Qo

Qo,-, it then follows from the maximum principle that

sup w = sup w, inf  w = infw,
Q\Q, 2 Qr Q\2r/2 Q2

which, together with Corollary B:2] and Remark B4 shows that

supw < Cy igrzlfw, with Cy = Co(d, m, p, k1, k2, k3, ka) > 1.
Q, "

This leads to that

Cosupu — infu < (Cp — 1) sup u. (3.26)
Q.. Q. Qo

By adding —(Cp — 1) 1(121fu < —(Co—1) %znf u to (328]), we obtain
r 27

Co—1
oscu < oscu
Q. 0 Qo
: In 552y
Pick v = —“2-L. Then we have
In2
oscu < 277 oscu. (3.27)
r 2r

For ¢ > 0, write r; = éj;i Take k such that ¢ < ry < 2g. Then iterating ([B3.27)
for k times, we have

oscu < oscu < 27" oscu < 27557 osc u,
Qs Q, Qg Q-5

where we used the fact that 27%5'=% = 2%y = 1, < 25. The proof is complete.
O
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem [[4l

Proof of Theorem[I]} A combination of Theorem [[T] and Lemma shows that
for any z € Q,,, 0 <19 < 113_134 T0,i
717

|Vu(z)| < Co~Y™ osc u < C55 osc u, §=cdt™,

2! 6 Qm/ﬁl—ﬁ

where C' = C(d, m, p, k1, k2, K3, k4). The proof is finished.

4. GRADIENT ESTIMATES WITH EXPLICIT BLOW-UP RATES

In order to prove Theorem [[LO] we see from Theorem [[.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, 7>0and v > 0, define an auxiliary function as follows:

m(m+ 1)

w(z) = (|2'|™ + a|x'|m_2x3)%, a=——, for x € Q. (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[L3 Letd > 2, m > 2 andp >d+m — 1.
Then for any 7 € (0, p—d—m+1) and v € (O, p_d_p%w), there exists a small

constant 0 < 7o = 7o(d, m,p, \,7y,T,T0) < 7o such that for a sufficiently small e > 0,

{—div(|Vw|p_2Vw) >0, inQp \ Qea/m, (4.2)

g—f>0, onl"f%ﬂﬂ,:o\{x’zo’},

where w is given by ([@I]).

Remark 4.2. If we take m = 2 in (@), the auxiliary function becomes the sep-
aration form of |2/| and 24, which is adopted in recent work [I6]. 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[{.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,\,¥,7,00,70, but not on . Denote Q = (|z'|™ + a|z’|™222)1/™
and then w(x) = Q(x)”. Note that
w4l <5+ Ma’|™ + Cola! |+
1 m m m
§§(1 + 2)\[7o| % + 2Co 70| 2 70) 2’| %, for e2/™ < |2f| < 7. (4.3)

In light of (@3), it follows from a direct calculation that for £2/™ < |2/| < 7y,

Verw =1@ | (el [ O "2, B = 2 Q|
Diiw =yQ P2 P (14 (v — 2)2f 2’| 2+ O()|2'|"7?), i=1,..,d—1,
Dijw =yQ VI P2 ((y — 2)aiwy| 2|2+ O |™72), i #£ G, b5 =1,..,d—1,

2a7(v = 2)

m

3m—6

Q’y—2m|x/|2m—2 (xixj|$1|_2 4 0(1)|JJ/|
Daqw = Q> [*" 2 (m + 7 + O(1)[2"|™2).

Diqw = ), di=1,.,d—1,

We here would like to remark that when m > 2, there produces explicit high order
terms |2/|™2 and |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 [I6]. In fact, besides decreasing 7o, it also needs to require that

|#’| > Ce for a large constant C' in the case when m = 2. In view of ([LIG), we have

— ’ !
yo Vb))

1+ | Vah(z)2
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Then on T N Qs \ {2/ = 0'}, we obtain from (I7) that
Ow  Oqw — Vi hV prw
W TV

QP
L
M@
VITIVIT
Pick o1 = (C%)m Then we have %—f > 0 on 1"2‘0,1 ﬂm
Similarly, we also obtain that g—ﬁ’ >0 on 1—‘7:0,1 N m
Note that

y(m+7)Q a2

2y/14 |V h|?

(T+O(1)|x/|min{m—2,ao})+

(T —-0 |x/|min{m—2,ao})'

div(|Vw|P2Vw)|[Vw[*™? = |[Vw|[?Aw + (p — 2) i 0;wdjwo;;w.
ij=1
From (@3], we obtain that for 2/™ < |2'| < 7o,
[Vw|? =y2Q* 2™ |2/ P 2(1 + O(1)]’ | 72),
and
Aw =yQV2m |y |Pm—2 (d +m+y—3+7+ O(l)|x'|m_2) )
Therefore, we deduce that for €2/ < |2/| < 7,

|Vw|> Aw

g = My 3T O ()

By a similar computation, we have from (@3] that
d—1
Z alwajwa”w :73Q3v—4m|x/|4m—4(7 14+ O(l)|$l|m_2),
ij=1
d—1
23" Biwdawdigw =0(1)y> Q¥ —4m o/ | =5,
1=1
(8(111))28(1(1’(0 :O(l)V3Q3v—4m|x/|5m—6.

Combining these three equations, we derive that for £2/™ < |2/| < 7o,

(p—2) E;’i,jzl 0w wdyjw
33— Am g/ [Am—4

which, together with ([4]), reads that

div(|Vw|P~2Vw)|Vw|t~P
ABQ3Y—Am|g/|Am—1

Define

=(p—2)(y - 1)+ O’ "7,

<d+m—2+(p—1)(y—1)+7+Col/|". (4.5)

) ((p_1)(1—~y)+2—d—m_7)ﬁ
To,2 = .
Co
Therefore, we have

div(|Vw|P~2Vw) < 0, for e/™ < |2'| < fpa.



40 Q.L. CHEN AND Z.W. ZHAO
By taking 7y = 121_122 T0,i, we obtain that (Z2) holds. O
71/7

Once Lemma [£Jlis proved, we can give the proof Theorem

Proof of Theorem [[3. Assume without loss of generality that «(0) = 1 and oscu =
70

1. Applying Theorem [[.1] we have
lu(z)] < CeY™,  for & € Vaym, (4.6)

which implies that +u < Cw on ({|z’| = ¢>/™} U {|2’| = #}) N Qy,, where w is
defined by @I) with v = E=4==2T for any 7 € (0,5(p+ 1 —d — m)) and
7o is given in Lemma [£Jl It then follows from the comparison principle that
lu] < Cw < Cl2'|7 in Qpy \ Qz2/m. This, in combination with (£4]), leads to that

u| < C(l2/[" +Y™) < Cle+ |o/|™) 6, in Qp,
which reads that for z € Q3 /2,

p—d—m+41—271

oscu < 20ullze,, ) < Cle+ 2! ™) e, (4.7)

z/ 0

where C' = C(d, m,p, T, \, 00,70), 0 = %051/’” < %0 < %" with ¢ and ¢, defined
by (C4) (), respectively. A consequence of (7)) and Theorem [[I] shows that
Theorem holds.

O

We next prove the almost sharpness of gradient blow-up rates obtained in The-
orem [[.Il for 1 < p < m + 1 and Theorem for p > m + 1 in dimension two.
Similarly as above, we first construct an auxiliary function as follows: for m > 2
and 7,v > 0,

w(z) = [(Jar|™ + blaa " Pad)m — (2me/(m =2 —7)m], inQi,  (48)
where b = Z"=T)  We now prove that the auxiliary function w is actually a
subsolution for problem (). To be specific, we have

Lemma 4.3. Assume as in Theorem [ Let d =2, m > 2 and p > 1. Then
for any 7 € (0,m — 2) and v > max {0, pﬂ;%}, there exists a small constant
0 <79 =7ro(m,p,v,7) < 1 such that if € > 0 is sufficiently small,

—div(|[Vw|P~2Vw) <0, in Qs),
g—% <0, on Fi,

where w is defined by (@Y.

Proof. For simplicity, denote © = (|z|™ + blz1|™ 222)%, v = ©7 and h(z,) =
1— (1 — |a1|™)%. A straightforward computation shows that

b(m —2
01v =70 "My |y ™ (:E% + %x%) ,

2a —m m— m— m m—
Oov :%97 |!E1| 2{E2, O h = £L'1|CE1| 2(1 — |,’E1| )1/ 1.
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Observe that the upward normal vector on T'f is v = (—ax1 |z |2, (1—|a ™) 1/™).
Then on TF N {|z1| > (me/(m — 2 — 7))/™}, we have
e
ov
7@v—m|x1|m—2

= (m—T)xa(e/2 +1 —a9)™ ! — |21 |™ —

<(m—=T7)ra(e/2+1 =)™ 4 (/241 —29)™ — 1
— (/24 1= 2)" (= (m— 1= 7 + (m—2— )1+ /2w 4o+ )

+(g/24+1 —a9)™ % 1. (4.9)

It is worth emphasizing that since the implication of 7 lies in keeping its arbitrary
smallness to show the almost sharpness of the blow-up rate, then we require 7 €
(0,m — 2) if m > 2. By contrast, there is no such a restrictive condition in the
case of m = 2. Note that x5 = £/2 +1 — (1 — |z1|™)"/™ on T]. Then for |z,]| >
(me/(m —2—7))Y/™ we have x5 > max{-—5—, £}. This leads to that

(/241 —a)™ 2 —1<0,
—(m—1—=7)ad+ (m—-2-7)(1+&/2)as+e+5 <0

Inserting this into ([@9), we deduce

% <0, onT{ N{|zi| > (me/(m—2—7))/™}. (4.10)

When |z1] < (me/(m — 2 — 7))Y/™, we have v < (2me/(m — 2 — 7))7/™ on
ﬁ(ma/(m_Q_T))l/m for a sufficiently small e. That is,

w = 0, on Q(ms/(m7277))1/m' (411)

Then we have = — () on I‘(W:/(m_Q P/ which, together with (@I0), gives that
61/ <0onT7. By the same argument, we also have 6— <OonlI7

On the other hand, in exactly the same way to (LX), we obtam that for z €

QN {|z1] > (me/(m —2— 7))/},

div(|Vw[P—*Vuw)|[Vw[*~?

73Q3774m|171|4m74 > m+ (p B 1)(7 - 1) -7 Colxllm_z’

where Cy = Cp (m,d,~,T). By picking

o = (m+(p—1(%(()7—1)_7)m12,

we deduce that div(|Vw[P~2Vw) > 0 in Qz, N {|z1| > (me/(m —2 —7))*/™}. This,
in combination with ([@II)), yields that div(|[Vw[P~2Vw) > 0 in Q.
O

We are now ready to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[L.d. For any m > 2 and 7 € (0, m — 2), let w be given by (&3]
with
{T, if1<p<m+1,
’7 =

p_";_%, if p>m+ 1.

Observe from symmetry of the domain and the maximum principle that
u(0,22) =0, if |xo| <e/2, and u(x) >0, if 21 > 0.

This, in combination with the comparison principle, yields that u > %w in Oz N
{z1 > 0}. Then for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

1
C
where C' = C(m, p, 7). Due to the fact that u(0) = 0, it then follows from the mean
value theorem that

uw((dme/(m—2— 7)™ 0) > Zem

)

||VU||L°°(Q

(4m£/(m7277))1/m)

The proof is finished.

5. APPENDIX: THE PROOFS OF LEMMA AND COROLLARY [3.2]

Proof of Lemma[24. We first prove (228 under the condition of 1 < p < 2. Note
that for any &;,& € R,

G [P726 = [P %6
1
- / % (16 + H& — &) P72 (& + (& — &))] dt

1
(61— &) /0 6+ 1(60 — &) Pt

1
+(p— 2)/0 &2+ t(& — )PP HE +H(& — &), 6 — &) (& + (& — &))dt.
Since 1 < p < 2, we then have
(|61P72& — [&2]P 260, &1 — &)
1
=& - §2|2/ |60 + (& — &) P 2at
0

1
+(p— 2)/0 |€a + (€1 — &)|PT (Lo + (€1 — &), &1 — &)2dt

1
> (p— 1)l — &P / €+ 16 — &) 2dt

—1 _—
L e —aPal + 16"

2—p
272

> (p—1)& - &P(&l + &) >

That is, (225) holds if 1 < p < 2.
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Observe that
(I&P726 — &P 26,6 — &)
= S1aP 7 + el -6l + (6P —leP (el - 16P). 61

If p > 2, it then follows from (&I that

(|61P72& — [62]P 7280, &1 — &) > %(|§1|p_2 +[&P72)|& — &%

Then ([226) holds if p > 2.
O

Proof of Corollary[322 Recall that v is the solution to equation (BI1) in the annu-
lar cylinder Q1.9,,m \ Qo.35rm. We now use the Neumann boundary to extend the
solution along y4-axis to a larger domain Q1.9, 2, \ Qo.35r,2r. Fori,j =1,...,d—1, we
carry out the odd extension of a;q, @4, Bd and the even extension of a;j, Gqq, l;Z with
respect to yq = r'", respectively. Subsequently, we perform the periodic extension
with the period 4r™. Also denote by v, a,b the extended solution and coefficients.
Therefore, v verifies

a;;0ijv(y) + bidv(y) =0, in Q1.gr2r \ Qo.35m2r-
Let a;5(y) = as;(ry), bi(y) = rbi(ry), and d(y) = v(ry). Then ¥ solves
a5 0i;0(y) + bi0id(y) =0, in Qro2\ Qo.zs.2-
Here

I ~
4 <a<Cl, b <O,
C,

where C; = C1(d,m,p, k1, k2), and Co = Ca(d, m, p, K1, K2, K3, k4). Observe that
Q192 \ Qo.352 is connected in the case when d > 3. It then follows from the
Krylov-Safonov theorem (see Section 4.2 in [27]) that

sup 0 <C sup \Qo.4,1,

Q1.1,1\Qo.4,1 Q1.1,1
which yields that
sup v<C sup \Qo.ar,m,
Ql.lT,Tm \Q0.4T,Tm Ql.lr,y"”

where C' = C(d, m, p, k1, ka, k3, ka). This, together with (B), gives that Corollary
holds.
[l
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