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INTERIOR HARNACK INEQUALITY AND HOLDER ESTIMATES FOR
LINEARIZED MONGE-AMPERE EQUATIONS IN DIVERGENCE FORM
WITH DRIFT

YOUNG HO KIM

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study interior estimates for solutions to linearized Monge-
Ampere equations in divergence form with drift terms and the right-hand side containing
the divergence of a bounded vector field. Equations of this type appear in the study of semi-
geostrophic equations in meteorology and the solvability of singular Abreu equations in the
calculus of variations with a convexity constraint. We prove an interior Harnack inequality
and Holder estimates for solutions to equations of this type in two dimensions, and under
an integrability assumption on the Hessian matrix of the Monge-Ampeére potential in higher
dimensions. Our results extend those of Le (Analysis of Monge-Ampeére equations, Graduate
Studies in Mathematics, vol.240, American Mathematical Society, 2024) to equations with
drift terms.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we are interested in the interior estimates for solutions u : 2 — R to
linearized Monge-Ampere equations of the form

(1.1) —div(®Du+uB)+b - Du= f —divF

in a bounded domain 2 C R", n > 2, where b, B, F: 2 — R" are bounded vector fields,
feL" and

(1.2) ® = (BY)1<i j<n = (det D?p)(D?*p) ™!

is the cofactor matrix of the Hessian matrix

Al
D2S0 = (Di‘S0)1<z', i<n = ( ) .
IS O0x;0x; 1<ij<n

Here ¢ is a C® convex Monge-Ampere potential satisfying
(1.3) 0<A<detD?*p <A in.

As the cofactor matrix ® is divergence-free, that is, D;®¥ = 0 for all j, the left-hand side
of (LI can also be written in nondivergence form and we have

—®"Djju+ (b—B) - Du— (divB)u = f — divF.

We will focus on the divergence form and the case when F # 0, and obtain interior estimates
for u using its integral information.
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1.1. Linearized Monge-Ampeére Equations. Linearized Monge-Ampere equations arise
in several contexts such as affine maximal surface equation in affine geometry [TWO00, TWO05),
TWO8b], Kéhler metrics of constant scalar curvature in complex geometry [CHLS14l [CLS12),
Don05, [F'S11], solvability of Abreu type equations in complex geometry and in the calculus
of variations with a convexity constraint [Abr98|, [Zhol2, [CW15] [CR19, Le20l Le21l ILZ21],
KLWZ, WZ23|, and semigeostrophic equations in meteorology [ACDPF12, [Figl8, [Loe05),
Lel8al.

For a strictly convex function ¢ € C?(Q) satisfying (L3)), the cofactor matrix ® is positive
definite, but we cannot expect structural bounds on its eigenvalues. Hence, the linearized
Monge-Ampere operator is an elliptic operator that can be degenerate and singular.

Starting with the seminal result of Caffarelli-Gutiérrez [CG97] on the homogeneous equa-
tion

@ Dyju = div(®Du) = 0,

linearized Monge-Ampeére equations have been studied by many authors [GN11, [(GN15| Lel7,
Le23|, [LN14) LNT17, [LS13), [Sav10, Mall4al Mall4bl [Mal17, [TZ22]. The term divF in (L))
appears in the study of semigeostrophic equations in meteorology. Specifically, we have
equations of the form

(1.4) div(®Du) = div F.

For equations of this type, Loeper [Loe05] proved the Holder estimate of solutions using
integral information of v under the assumption that det D?¢ is close to a constant. Roughly
speaking, Loeper needed this condition to apply the results of Murty-Stampacchia [MS68]
and Trudinger [Tru73|; see Section 1.3 for more information. Le [Lel8a] proved the same
result when n = 2 with just the assumption in (I3]). Le |[Le24, Theorem 15.6] also proved the
Holder estimate when n > 3 under an integrability assumption on the Hessian matrix D2,
that is, D*p € L* for s > n(n — 1)/2. This equation was also studied by Wang [Wan24],
where the Holder estimate is proved under an integrability assumption on (D?@)'/2F; more
precisely, when (D%¢)'?F € L%, ¢ > n. In Wang [Wan24|, the upper bound for the Hélder
norm contains the L> norm of the solution u, while in Le [Le24], the L? norm (p > 1) is
used.

The main difference between (I.I]) and (I.4]) is the existence of drift terms — div(uB) and
b - Du. When F = 0, equations of the form (II) with nonzero drift terms (b, B # 0) have
been studied by Maldonado [Mall4al Mall8| [Mal19] and Le [Lel8bl Le23]. These appear in
the solvability of singular Abreu equations in higher dimensions in complex geometry and in
the calculus of variations with a convexity constraint [KLWZ].

1.2. The Main Results. In this paper, we will consider equations of type (LI that have
both the drift terms, and also div F, in dimension two and under an integrability assumption
on D%p in higher dimensions. Our main results are the following theorems on interior
Harnack inequality and Holder estimates. They extend the result of Le [Le24] to equations
with drift terms.

Our first result is the following Harnack inequality.

Theorem 1.1 (Harnack inequality). Let ¢ € C?(Q) be a convex function satisfying (L.3).
Suppose that F,b,B € W.'"(Q:;R") N L2 (Q;R"), f € L} (), r > n/2, and divB < 0.

loc loc loc

Assume that S, (zo,2h) € Q, where S,(x¢,-) is the section defined in Definition 2.1l Let
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u € W2(S,(xo, h)) be a nonnegative solution to (L) in S, (zo, k) and let ¢ < h/2. Further
assume that

(1) either n =2, or
(2) n > 3ande*(n,\,A)+1 > %, where &* is the exponent in the interior W< estimate
for the Monge-Ampere equation in Theorem [2.7]

Then, there are positive constants C' and v such that
< C | (||F];e , t7 inf .
S:&Et)u < ((H Lo (s, ooy T 1 (s wony )t + s U)
Here the constants C' and v are given by
vy =7v(n,\,A,r) >0, and
C=C(n, A\ A e, ||b||L°°(S¢(:cO7h)) ) ||B||Loo(s¢(

We will prove Theorem [Tl in Section 4.
From the Harnack inequality, we have the following interior Holder estimates.

3 1 Bl s, oy« s liamn(S (o, 20))).

zo,h

Corollary 1.2 (Holder estimates with L> norms). Let ¢ € C3(Q2) be a convex function
satisfying (C3). Assume that F,B,b € L2 (R N WL (4R, f € L (Q), divB < 0,
n/2 < r < oo, and Sy(x9,4ho) € Q. Let u € W2 (S, (x0,4ho)) be a solution to (LI in
S,(70,4hg). Further assume that
(1) either n =2, or
(2) n > 3and e*(n, \,A)+1 > %, where &* is the exponent in the interior W< estimate
for the Monge-Ampere equation in Theorem [2.7]

Then, there are positive constants C' and v such that for all z,y € S, (0, ho), we have

(1.5)  |u(z) —u(y)| < C <||F||L°°(S¢(xo,2ho)) + ||f||LT(S¢(xo,2hO)) + ||u||L°°(S¢(:cg,ho))) |z —y|™.

Here  depends on n, A, A, €, [|(b, B)[| (s, (0.20))» A1V B
and ho, and C' depends on |[(b, B)|| ;s (z9.200)): divB
A, A, e*and hy.

We will prove Corollary [L2 in Section 6.

With stronger assumptions on the integrability of the Hessian matrix D%y in higher di-

mensions, we can obtain the following interior Holder estimate, where the L*> norm of the
solution u in Corollary is replaced by its L? norm.

L7L(5Lp(x0,2h0)).7 diam(Sw(xo, 4h0))7
L™(Sy(20,2h0)) " diam (S, (7o, 4ho)), n,

Theorem 1.3 (Holder estimates with L? norm). Let ¢ € C3(2) be a convex function
satisfying (I3). Assume that F,B,b € LX.(Q:;R") N WL (4R, f € L. (Q), divB < 0,

loc loc loc

n/2 < r < oo, and S,(wg,4ho) € Q. Let u € W (S, (x0,4hg)) be a solution to (L) in
S, (70, 4hg). Further assume that
(1) either n =2, or
(2) n > 3 and e*(n,\,A) +1 > "("2_1), where €* is the exponent in the interior W?2!*¢
estimate for the Monge-Ampere equation in Theorem 2.7

Then, there are positive constants C' and 7y, where v depends on n, A, A, ¢*, diam(S,,(zo, 4ho)),
(B, B)|[ o< (5, (0,210))» a0 1o, and €' depends on n, A, A, 7, €, [|(b, B)|| oo (s (20 20))» 0> and
diam(S,(zo, 4ho)), such that for all z,y € S, (o, ho), we have

(1.6)  u(z) —u(y)| < C <||F||Loo(s¢(mo,2ho>) F A s (wo.2n0y) T IIUI|L2(5w(xO,2hO))> [z —y|".
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We will prove Theorem in Section 6.

Remark 1.4. In Theorem [[3] we use the L? norm of the solution u in the estimate (in
fact, any LP norm for p > 0 can be used); in Corollary [[.2, the L* norm of u is used in the
estimate. The improvement in Theorem [[3] comes at the cost of having to assume stronger
integrability of D?p when n > 3, namely, 1 + &* > nn-1)  This is because we need this
condition in the proof of the interior estimate in Lemma [5.1l. It would be interesting to see
if the condition 1 + ¢* > "(” Y can be relaxed in Theorem [3l

Remark 1.5. Note that, by Caffarelli [Cafo0] (also see [Le24] Theorem 6.13]), for any
p > 1 and any convex function ¢ satisfying (1.3), we have D?*p € L (), provided that
A/X —1 < e CMP for some large constant C(n) > 1.

Remark 1.6. In our theorems, we require ¢ to be C? in the domain. However, our estimates
do not depend on the regularity of ¢ but only on the constants A, A, and n. The functions
F, b, B are assumed to be in L2 (9 R™) N W,.2"(Q;R") and f to be in Ly (€2), but the
estimates depend only on the quantities stated.

1.3. Related Results for Equations in Divergence Form. Divergence form equations
(1.7) —div(aDu+uB)+b-Du+cu=f—divF inQCR"

have been studied in the case when the symmetric coefficient matrix a = a(z) is not uniformly
elliptic, but instead satisfies
ple) ], < alx) < p(x)l,
for nonnegative functions p and p, where I, is the n x n identity matrix. Murty-Stampacchia
IMS68] and Trudinger [Tru73] proved L* and Hoélder estimates for solutions to equations of
the form (IL7) with integrability assumptions on u and p~!. Specifically, it is assumed that
i € LP and p~! € L9, where % + % < % These extend the classical results of De Giorgi
[DG57], Nash [Nash8], and Moser [Mos61] for uniformly elliptic equations, when p and p are
positive constants.
Bella-Schéffner [BS21] extended the above results in the case of equations of the form

—div(aDu) =0

in 2 C R", under the assumption that % + % < % This result is essentially sharp, as

Franchi-Serapioni-Serra Cassano [FSSCI8, Theorem 2] proved that a counterexample exists
ifn24andl—1)+%>%.
In the case when the matrix a = ® is the cofactor matrix of the Hessian matrix D?p,

where ¢ satisfies (.3]), we have
det D%y det D% -
— D%
As det D?p > X and D%*p € L'™®" by the W2 estimate for Monge-Ampere equations
(see Theorem 2.7), p~' € L'**". Furthermore, p" !y is bounded by (L3), and thus u €
L+e)/(n=1) " Therefore, we get

1 1 1  na-1_ =

. q 1—|—€*+1—|—8* 14
Note that, with only the assumption that €* > 0, this is smaller than % only when n = 2.
When n > 3, the assumption 1+¢* > n(n—1)/2 in Theorem [[.3and in Le [Le24] corresponds

a = (det D*p)(D?*p)~ >
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to 7= < % Compared to the results of Bella-Schéffner, these cover the equations with

nonzero right-hand side (especially the case when F # 0), with the assumption that the
matrix a = (det D?p)(D?p) ™.

1.4. Methods of the proofs. We briefly discuss the differences in the proofs of the results
in this paper, the results of Le [Lel8al [Le24], and the results of Wang [Wan24].

The proof of interior Hélder estimates in Le [Lel8al [Le24] used the fine properties of the
Green’s function for the linearized Monge-Ampere operator [Lel6l [Lel7]. Other tools used in
the proof are De Philippis-Figalli-Savin and Schmidt’s W21*¢ estimate [DPEFS13, [Sch13] in
the case n = 2, and the Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality. The W21*¢ estimate is replaced
by an integrability assumption for D?p when n > 3. The results for the Green’s function
for the linearized Monge-Ampere operator with drift terms are not available, so we take an
alternative approach in our proofs.

Wang [Wan24] uses the De Giorgi iteration technique, in addition to the Monge-Ampere
Sobolev inequality, in the proof of interior Holder estimates. We will use the Moser iteration
techniques similar to the ones in Gilbarg-Trudinger [GT01, Chapter 8] and Trudinger [Tru73],
and the Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality in our proofs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present definitions and
prior results used in the proofs of the results. In Section 3, we establish global L*>° estimates
for solutions to (ILT]). In Section 4, we prove the interior Harnack inequality in Theorem [TT]
In Section 5, we establish interior estimates for solutions to (IIJ). Finally, in Section 6, we
prove the Holder estimates in Corollary [.2] and Theorem [L.3]

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some notations, definitions, and background results on the
Monge-Ampere equations and the linearized Monge-Ampere equations that will be used in
this paper.

Notation. We will use the following notations throughout the paper.
By(z) ={y eR": |y —z| <r},

B, := B,(0),

u® := max{4u, 0},

I, == n X n identity matrix.

e diam(FE) := diameter of a set F.

e || := the Lebesgue measure of a Lebesgue measurable set 2 C R™.

Unless otherwise stated, our convex domains are assumed to have nonempty interior.

Definition 2.1 (Sections). Let ¢ be a C' convex function in Q. Then the section of ¢
centered at x € (2 with height A > 0 is defined as

Sz, h) ={y € Q: p(y) < p(x)+ Do(z) - (y — x) + h}.

Theorem 2.2 (John’s lemma [Joh48§]). Let 2 C R™ be a nonempty bounded convex domain.
Then, there is an affine transformation 7' : R® — R” such that B; C T7'Q C B,.

Definition 2.3 (Normalized convex sets). An open convex set K C R” is called normalized
if B C K CB,.
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We will use the following Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality. It was proved by Tian-Wang
[TWO08al, Theroem 3.1] when n > 3, and by Le [Lel8al Proposition 2.6] when n = 2; see also
[Le24, Theorem 14.15].

Theorem 2.4 (Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality). Let ¢ be a C? convex function satisfying
(L3), and define ® as in (I.2). Suppose S, (zo,2h) € Q, and S, (xo, h) is a normalized section.
Then for any u € C(S,(xo, h)),

1/2
[ell o s, o,y < € [/ ®Du - Du dx] ,
Se(@o,h)

where
(1) pe (2,00) and C' = C(p, A\, A) if n =2, and
(2) p=-2 and C = C(n,\,\) if n > 3.

n—2

Theorem 2.5 (Caffarelli’s interior O estimate [Caf91]). Let ¢ be a strictly convex solution
to the Monge-Ampere equation det D*p = f in a convex domain  C R", where A < f < A
for positive constants A and A. If S,(x,h) € Q is a normalized section, then for all y, 2z €
Se(x,h/2), we have

[De(y) — Do(2)| < Cly — 2|7,
where
(2.1) C=C(n, \A) >0 and a=an,\A)>0.
This C1® estimate implies that sections contain balls with the same center.
Corollary 2.6. With the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.5 if ¢ < h/2 we have
Bopjaie(x) C Sy(,t),
where « is defined in (2I)) and ¢ = ¢(n, A\, A) > 0.

We will also use the interior W2!*¢ estimate of De Philippis-Figalli-Savin [DPFS13] and
Schmidt [Sch13] for the Monge-Ampere equation. We will use the following formulation for
compactly supported sections (see [Le24] Corollary 6.26]).

Theorem 2.7 (Interior W+ estimate). Let Q be a convex domain in R”. Let ¢: Q — R
be a continuous convex solution to the Monge-Ampere equation

det D’p=f inQ, 0<A<f<A.

Suppose S,(xg, h) is a normalized section, and S,(x¢, 2h) € Q. Then, for e = e*(n, \,A) >0
and C'= C(n, A\, A) > 0, we have

|D? <c.

SDHLlﬂ(Sv(:co,h)) =
We have the following volume estimates for sections (see [Le24, Lemma 5.6(i)]).

Lemma 2.8 (Volume estimate for sections). Suppose ¢ is a C' convex solution to A <
det D*p < A for positive constants A and A in Q C R™. If S,(z,h) € §, then

c(A,n)h"? < |S, (2, h)| < C(A,n)h"?

for positive constants ¢ and C.
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We will also use the following Harnack inequality for linearized Monge-Ampere equations
with drift from Le [Lel8b, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 2.9 (Harnack inequality for linearized Monge-Ampere equations). Let 2 C R"
be a bounded convex domain. Assume that ¢ satisfies (I.3), and define ® = (9Y);; j<,, as
in (L2). Suppose that v > 0 is a W2 (Q) solution of

(2.2) P Dyjv+b-Dv+cv=f

in a section S := S,(z9,2h) € Q, where h < hg for a positive, fixed hg, f € Li!.(Q),
ce L} (), and b € L2 (;R"). Then

loc loc

2.3 sup vﬁC(inf v B2 F )’
( ) Se(xo,h) S (z0,h) H HL (S)

where C' is a positive constant depending on n, A, A, ho, [|b| o (s, and |[c[|zn(s)-

Definition 2.10 (Subsolutions to equation (I.I)) in a domain S). Let € C R” be a bounded
domain, and S be a domain contained in €2. Suppose F, B, b € L{° (£; R”)ﬂWl’"(Q; R™) and

loc loc

fe L. (Q). We say that u € W'2(S) is a (weak) subsolution to (L)) if for all v € W,*(S)

loc
with v > 0 in S, we have

(2.4) /(IDDu-Dvdx+/uB-Dvd:E+/
S S

S

(b Du)vdzr < /

F-Dvdx+/fvda:.
s s

3. GLOBAL ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove global estimates for solutions to equation (I.I]) with zero boundary
data on sections. We start by proving the following lemma for subsolutions to (1) in a
normalized section.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € C3(Q) be a convex function satisfying (I3). Suppose F,B,b €
LS (R N WM R™), f € LE (), and n/2 < r < oo. Suppose S = S,(,t) is a

normalized section, and S, (z, 2t) € Q2. Suppose u € W2(S)NC(S) is a subsolution to (L)
in S satisfying « < 0 on 0S. Assume that

(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and €*(n, A\,A) +1 > §, where ¢ is as in Theorem 27
Then,

(3.1) Sl;p ut <C (HFHLOO(S) + ||f||Lr(S) + “u+“L2(S)> )

where

C=C(n,\A,r e, ||b||L°°(S) , HBHLOO(S) , }D2<PHL1+E*(S))’
Proof. We define the test function v as in Gilbarg-Trudinger [GT01l, Section 8.5]. Set
k= ||F||L°°(S) + HfHLT(S) )
and for > 1 and N > k, define H € C'([k,0)) by
H(2) 2P — kB if k<z<N,
zZ) =
BNP=L(z — N)+ (NP —k°) if N <z
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Let w =u"™ 4+ k > k, and define
v=G(w):= / |H'(s)[*ds > 0.
k
Then, using v € W,*(S) as a test function in (L), we get

(3.2) /@Du-Dvdx+/uB~Dvdx+/(b~Du)vd:c§/
s s s

F-Dvda:—i—/fvdx.
S S

Note that

(1) Dv =G'(w)Dw = H'(w)?*Dw,

(2) v and Dv are supported on {u > 0}, and on the set {u > 0} = {v > 0}, we have
Dw = Du = Du™, and

(3) H'is increasing on (k, 00), hence G’ is also increasing on (k, c0). Thus,

G(w) = /kw G'(s)ds < wG' (w).

Now we estimate the terms in ([3.2)) separately. Note that as ¢ is convex and det D?p > 0
by (L3), D?p is positive definite. Moreover, the largest eigenvalue of D%y is bounded by
Ay. Therefore, we have, in the sense of symmetric matrices,

D2
B = (det D%p) (D)t > L%

I,.
= T Ap

Hence for any n € R", we have, by (L3]),

det D%y ) A )
. .n > > | — .
(3.3) dn n_( Ao )In| _<A¢)In|

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ([3.3]), we get

— /(b - Du)vdr < /G(w)|b - Dw|dx < /wG'(w)|b - Dw| dx
s s s
1/2 Ay 2
(3.4) < / (G'(w)®Dw - Dw) / (sz'(w)T\b\2) dx
S
1 / 200 VAP
< - [ G'(w)®Dw - Dwdzr + | w*G'(w)——|b|dx.
Similarly, recalling that Dwv is supported on {u > 0}, we have
- / uB - Dvdr = — / G (w)uB - Dwdx < /G’(w)w|B||Dw| dx
s s s
1/2 Agp 2
(3.5) < / (G'(w)®Dw - Dw) (wQG’(w)T|B|2) dx
S

< E/G’(w)CDDw-Dwdx—i-/sz’(w)%|B|2dm
1/, ; A
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By the same reason, we have
/F -Dvdx = / G'(w)F - Dwdx
s s
1/2 Agp 2
< / (G'(w)®Dw - Dw) (G'(w)T|F|2) dx
s
1 A
<= / G'(w)®Dw - Dw dz + / G (w) 22 |F|? do
4 /s s A
1 / 2 vt Ay
< 1 G'(w)®Dw - Dwdx + | w*G'(w)— dz,
s s

A

where we used w > ||[F|| g, and because w > k,
/fvdx < / |f|G(w) dx < / |f|wG' (w) dz
s s s

(3.7)
1 2
S/S?w G'(w) dx.

Note that
/ ®Du - Dvdr = / G'(w)®Dw - Dw.
S s
Adding (34)-(37) and invoking (8.2)), we obtain

/ G (w)®Dw - Dw dx
s

< E/G/(w)CDDw-Dwd:ch/sz’(w) [%(H |b|2+\B\2)+% dz.
S S

Hence
(3.8) / G'(w)®Dw - Dwdzx < 4/ w?G' (w)h du,
s s
where
A
h= T‘Pu +|b|> + BJ?) + %

Before moving to the next step, we estimate h. As S is normalized, |B,| < |S| < |B,l.
Therefore, for

¢ :=min{l +&",r} > g

we have, by the Holder inequality,

1+ Hb||2L°° s) T HBHioo S 1 £1l acs
1l ags) < = DN APl sy + =
L+ [} s + 1Bl (s T
(39) < = D APl g1 sy 1175 + =B

- 1+ ||b||2L°°(S) + ||B||ioo(3)
- A

r—q

1+e*—
||AS0HL1+S*(S) |Bn‘4(1i*5*(§ —'— ‘BTL| qr
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Then, for

(3.10) qg:=——
we have, from the Holder inequality

/S WG (w)h dz = / (wH'(1))2h da

S

(3.11) < [l ags) H(wH/(w))zHLq%(S)

2
= ||h||Lq(S) HU)H/(UJ)HL&(S)'

Asu <0on dS, H(w) =0 on dS and the Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality, Theorem [2.4],

implies

/G’(w)q)Dw~Dwdx = /H'(w)zq)Dw-Dwdx
S S

(3.12) = / ®DH(w) - DH(w) d
s
> Cl(Q> n, )\a A) ||H(w)||iﬁ(5') ’
where
(3.13) aolnz =3,
2 ifn=2

Note that as ¢ > n/2, we have n > ¢. From (3.8), (311, and (312, we have
(3.14) 1 () ngs) < Ol A A) [BY24, 0 H (1) s, -
Letting N — oo, the terms in (3.14) converge to
B B
||7~UH/(7~U)||L6(S) - HﬁwﬁHL«?(s)'
We also have
1/ 1/A-1/3
B2 sy = BPIST? = ISP 1R g
1/A-1/7 || 1.8
(3.16) < |By [V ||k | as)
1/A-1/3
< | Byt HwﬁHLﬁ(S)'
Because § > 1, from (B.14)-(BI6) and B3), we conclude that
(3.17) HwﬁHLﬁ(S) <Cp HwﬁHLﬁ(S)’
where ~ s A
C = Co(n, A, A, q) [|h]| sy + [ B /713

< C(n A A 1% B oo sy » (1Bl oo sy -

Note that C' is independent of f3.
We define

D3|y
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and rewrite (3.17) as

(3.18) ||w||Lﬁxc7(s) < (CB)V? ||w||LB§(s) :
Setting 8 = x™ > 1 (for integer m > 0) in (B.I8)), we get

(3.19) [l 1309y < CXX™ [Jw]] pmags -
[terating (3.19) yields

(3.20) 0]l oo gy < CFmzo X" y2emz0 ™ Yap| 2o

Because w > u™ > 0 and
1-2/q 2/q
lwll ags) < lwllp2f w2,

B20) gives

Sl;PUJr < wll oo sy < Cllwll g2y < Ck+ “u+“L2(S))

= € (IF N sy + 1 largsy + 0 o))

where

C=C(n,\A,r e, ||bHL°°(S) , HBHLOO(S) , HD290HL1+5*(5))'
This completes the proof. O

Note that the L? norm of u* appears on the right-hand side of ([B1]). We will use a trick
in Gilbarg-Trudinger [GT01l, Section 8.5] to eliminate this term. We first prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ € C3(Q) be a convex function satisfying (L3). Suppose F,B,b €
LS (Q;RM N WS (G RY), f € LE(Q), n/2 < r < oo, and divB < 0. Suppose S = S, (z, 1)
is a normalized section and S,(z,2t) € Q. Suppose u € W'?(S) N C(S) is a subsolution to
(I in S satisfying u < 0 on 0S. Assume that

(1) either n =2, or

(2) n>3 and e*(n, A\,A) +1 > §, where ¢ is as in Theorem 27

Then,
M+ k
(3.21) w = logm where M = Sup utand k= || fll sy + I1F | peogs) -
satisfies
(322) ||w||L2(S) < C(?’L, )\,A,’f’, E*’ ||b||L°°(S) ) ||B||L°°(S) ) HDzSOHLlﬁLE*(S))'
Proof. Set
ut
S Ve

Then v > 0, and v € W,*(S) N C(S). Because u is a subsolution to (L), we get

/@Du-Dvdx—i—/uB~Dvdx+/(b~Du)vd:c§/F~Dvdm+/fvd:c.
S s s S s
As divB <0 and uv > 0,

/uB~Dvdx:/B-D(uv)dm—/vB~DudmZ—/vB~Dudx
s S S S
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and therefore, we have

(3.23) / ®Du - Dvdr + /
s

S

(b—=B): Du)vdzr < /

F-Dvdx+/fvdx.
S S

Because
M+ k

. Dv = Dut
(3.24) v Ol =) u’,

the left-hand side of (3.23]) becomes

/S<I>Du-Dvd:)3+/((b—B)-Du)vdx

(3.25) s
M+ Ek ut(b—B)- Dut
= dDut - Dutd dz.
/S(M+k—u+)2 u P “H/S Mtk—u 7
We may also use ([3.24]) to substitute Dv in the right-hand side of (BZS]) to obtain
(M + k)F - Du* /
3.26 F-Dvd dr =
(3:26) /S v:c—l—/sfvx /S(M%—k—zﬁ M+k—u+
Putting (3.23), (3:25), and (B3.26) together, and dividing both sides by M + k, we find
®Dut - Dut F - Du*t + *(B—b)-Du”
(3.27) / v </ W gy L w(Bob) Du
s (M +k—ut)? s (M 4k —ut)? s (M +E)(M+k—uh)

Now we estimate the terms in ([3.27) separately. First, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and (33), we have

. Dut + Dy )2 ()1 21/2
/( F - Du ) dxﬁ/(q)Du Du™)2(ATAp|F|?) e
s

s (M +k—ut)? (M + k —ut)?

+. Dyt -1 2

(3.28) SE/ ®Du™ - Du dx—i—/ AT Ap|F|
4 Jg (M +k—ut)? g (M +Fk—ut)?

1 ®Dut - Dut
< Z d A 1Apd
_4/S(M+k—u+)2 x+/s var

as M +k—ut >k> IF|| oo sy Next, using k > || f[|;- ) and the Holder inequality, we

estimate
fu® |£] H f
dx S X 1d.:(: < 1 r/(r—1
(3.29) /s (M 4k —ut)(M+ k) s k Fll s, 11l /-1y (s)
<197 <

Finally, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.3), we estimate

+B _b). Dut +
/ ut(B—=Db)-Du dx§/|b—B| Du

—|d
M+k—ut v

®Dut - Dut |V (Ap 12
3.30 < b — B|?
0 < [{arisis) (Fr-se) e

1 ®Dut - Du* Ap
- 28, _BP
_4/S(M+k:—u+)2dx+/s )\| |* dx
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Combining (3.27) with (3:28)—(3.30) yields

2
| [ @Dut-Dut o L4 (IPlms) + I1Bllgs))
/ /A(pd:c
S S

_ < =
(3.31) 2 (M+k:—u+)2dx—‘B”| * A

S CO(na r, 5*7 )\a Aa ||b||Lo<>(5‘) ) ||B||L0<>(S) ) HD2S0HL1+5*(S))'
Asu <0on dS, w=0ondS. Also, we have
B Dut
Mtk —ut

Therefore, the left-hand side of (B:31]) can be estimated using the Holder inequality and the
Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality in Theorem 2.4k

+ . Dyt
1/ ®Du” - Du dx:l/cbpw-pwdx
S 2 S

(3.32) Duw

2 Jg (M +k — u*)?
(333) 2 > S -2/n 2 > B —2/n 2 if >
> {Cl il sy ) 2 al ST wlzasy 2 al Bal = flwlfiags) - i 23,
- 2 — 2 .
€1 ||w||L4(S) 2 C1|Bn| 1/2 ||w||L2(S) if n = 2,

where ¢; = ¢1(n, A\, A). The conclusion of the lemma follows from (B31)) and (B:33). O

Now we obtain the following global L*> estimate, independent of the L? norm of the
solution u, by showing that w in (3.2I]) is a subsolution to an equation of the same form as

(L.I).
Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ € C3(Q) be a convex function satisfying (I3). Suppose F,B,b €
LS (R N WS RY), f € LE (Q), n/2 < r < oo, and divB < 0. Suppose S = S, (z,1)

loc loc loc

is a normalized section and S,(z,2t) € Q. Suppose u € WH2(S) N C(S) is a subsolution to
(LI) in S satisfying u < 0 on 9S. Assume that

(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and e*(n, A\, A) +1 > 5, where ¢ is from Theorem 2.7

Then,
(334) suptt < C (IF ) ) + 1/l rcs))
S

where

C= C(nv )‘7A7T7 6*7 ||bHL°°(S) ) HB||L°°(S) ) HD290HL1+5*(S))-

Proof. Let w € W,*(S) be as in (32I). Then, using (32, we get

. Dut
(3.35) M+FkE—ut
' _ —div(Bu*) +u"divB _ —div(Bu")
B M+k—ut T M+ k—ut

as div B < 0. We have in the weak sense,
div(®Dut) ®Du* - Du*

. —div(®Dw) = — .
(3.36) div(®Dw) Mth—ur (MM +hut)
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From (3:32)), (:37), and (330, we get

— & ot Dyt
— div(®Dw) + (b — B) - Dw < div(®Dut +u*B)+b - Du

®Dut - Dut

M+ Fk—ut
Combining this with (L), we get

—div(®Dw) + (b — B) - Dw

(M +k —ut)?

f—divF ®Dut - Du™
“M+k—ut (M+4k—ut)?
——div< F )+ f <—(I>Du+-Du++F-Du+
M+Fk—ut M+Fk—ut (M +k —ut)?

From (B.3) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have in S

) in {u>0}.

—@Du+-Du++aF~Du+5;—ZéwDu+P+aF-Du+
e

2
< AvlF|
T 4A
<Ag0(M+k—u+)2
- 4\ ’
which implies
: : F f Ap
_ _ . < — > 0t.
div(®Dw) + (b —B) - Dw < d1V<M+k—u+)+M—|—k—u++4)\ in {u >0}

As w = 0 outside {u > 0}, w is a subsolution to

(3.37) —div(®Dw) +b-Dw < —divF + f in S,
where
b=b-B,
(3.38) ﬁzﬂ:%jﬁﬂw% and
fg(ﬁ?%:ﬁ+%®XWW

Recalling that & = ||[F|| (g + || fll - (s) and M = supgu™ > u™, we obtain

(3.39)

[Bl], 5, < Mol + Bl amd B[ -

<1
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For 7 := min{r,1 + *} > n/2, using the Hélder inequality and the volume estimate in
Lemma 2.8, we have

|7

L7(S) n ||A80||LF(S)
k 4N

f r D2 1+4e*
§C1(n,r,€*)<|| ”g G | *”'lg* (5)

||D2%0||L1+s*(5)
< “Sli1+ —
< Cy(n,r, &%) ( + o

1/l
<
L7(S)

(3.40)

* 2
S C2 <n7 re 7>\7 D ¢“L1+s*(s)) .
Combining (3:37)—(B.40) and applying Lemmas B.1] and 3.2, we get
<o (|F] F
supw < Ca ([[F] o+ 17l + ol

< Ca(n, A A1y ] sy s IBl sy » [ D7 e )

(3.41)

Recalling that

| M+ k
w = lo
gM—l—/{:—u+
and M = supgut, we have
M +k
(3.42) sup w = log ];L
S

Therefore, as k = [|F|| w5y + |/l +(s), the conclusion of the lemma follows from (3.41]) and
(3.42)). O
By applying Lemma [3.3] to v and —u, we obtain the following estimate.

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € C3(Q) be a convex function satisfying (L3). Suppose F,B,b €
LS (R N WS (4 RY), f € LE(Q), n/2 < r < oo, and divB < 0. Suppose S = S, (z,1)
is a normalized section and S,(z,2t) € Q. Suppose u € W?(S)NC(S) is a solution to (L)
in S satisfying v = 0 on 0S. Assume that

(1) either n =2, or

(2) n>3 and €*(n, A\, A) +1 > §, where ¢* is from Theorem 2.7

Then,
(3.43) Jll ey < € (1Bl goeisy + 1))

where ,
C = C(na )\,A,’f’, E*a ||b||L°°(S) ) ||B||L°°(S) ) HD SOHLPFE*(S))'

Now, we rescale (LI]) and apply Lemma [B.4] to obtain the following global estimate.

Proposition 3.5 (Global L™ estimate in normalized section). Let ¢ € C3(Q) be a convex
function satisfying (I3). Suppose F,B,b € L (R N WL (Q;R"), f € L1 (Q), n/2 <

loc loc loc
r < oo, and divB < 0. Suppose Ssp(ato_, 2hg) is a normalized section contained in €2, and
h < hg. Assume that u € WH2(S) N C(S) is a solution to (L)) in S = S,(xo, k) satisfying
u =0 on 0S. Further assume that
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(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and e*(n, A\,A) +1 > §, where ¢* is from Theorem 2.7
Then,

(3.44) lull sy < € (IF sy + 1Ly ) 7

where .
C=Cn, A\ A1 [[bll sy s 1Bl 1<(s)),  and

v ="(n,\, A7) > 0.

Proof. We use the rescaling in Le ([Le23|, pp.20-22], [Lel8al, Section 3.2]). By John’s lemma,
there is an affine transformation Tx = A,z + by, such that By C T1(S,(xo, h)) C B,. We
define the rescaled functions

() := (det Ap) "> p(Tx),
u(z) == u(Tz),
F(z) := (det 4,)%"A; 'F(Tx),
(3.45) ~ 2/n -1
b(z) := (det A,)*" A, 'b(Tx),
B(z) := (det A,)¥"A;'B(Tz), and
F(x) == (det Ap)*" f(Tx)
on
(3.46) S =T (S, (o, h)) = S5(yo, (det Ay)~2/"h),
where yo = T~ 'xz. Then, the rescaled functions satisfy the equation
(3.47) —div(PDi+uB)+b-Di= f —divF in S.

To apply Lemma B.4] to u, we estimate the rescaled functions. First, note that
det D*3(z) = (det D*p)(Tz) in S,

so that N
A <detD*p <A inS.

Furthermore, as B; C S c B,,, we have from Lemma 2.8
(3.48) c(n, \, A\)h"? < det Ay, < C(n, A, A)h"™2.
From Corollary 2.6l we get

n 1
(349) |43 | < ——= < C(n, A M)h775,
chT+a
Now, from (B.453)), (3.48), and (3.49), we get
(3.50) HbHLw@ < (CHM2PM O ||| gy < C(n, A, AR5 [[B| s,

Similarly, we also obtain

1~3H < C(n A\, A)hT5 B[, ey, and
1B, 5 <00 A M B sy, an

F

(3.51) B
H HLoo(§)

< C(n, A, MAT |[F s -
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Finally, we get

|1

( /g (det Ap)¥/™ f7(Tx) da:) v
= (faecanemmg) dy)w

1/r
< ([ewmemp) i)
S
= C(n, )\’A>2/n—1/rh1—n/2r Hf||L7"(S) .

L (8)

(3.52)

As 0S = T-1(0S), uw =0 on dS. Therefore, we may apply Lemma [B.4] to u and combine it
with (3.51)) and (3.52) to get

||U||Loo(3) = ||?7||Loo(§)
<Ol 191,
(353) - ( L°°(S)+ f LT'(S)
<C (C(n, A AT ([F | ooy + Cln, A A7) B2 Hflly(a) )
where
~ . = ~ 2~ N
(354) C= C(TL, )\,A,’I",E‘f > )bHLOO(g) ) HBHLOO(S;) ) D SDHLPFE*(S))'

As S,(xg, h) is contained in a normalized section, we have
(3.55) h < C(n, A\ A).
Therefore, we have

(3.56) C < Cn, A\ A7, Bl poegs) s 1Bl e s)-

Furthermore, the L norms of b, B are under control by B50) and (B.51). Finally, by the
W21+ estimate in Theorem 2.7], we have

2~
|D QDHLHE*(g) < C(n,\,A).
Combining (3.53), (8:54), and (B.55]), we have

(3.57) HUHLOO(S) < CC(n,\ A1, «) <||F||L°<>(S) + HfHLT(S)) prnna)
where
: n o«
Yy=minql — — —>.
{ 2r 1+ a}
As a = a(n, A\, A), the conclusion of the lemma follows from (3.50) and ([B.57). O

4. HARNACK INEQUALITY

In this section, we prove the Harnack inequality in Theorem [Tl As in Section 3, we first
prove the Harnack inequality in a domain contained in a normalized section; then, we rescale
(L) to prove the inequality in general domains.
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Proposition 4.1 (Harnack inequality in normalized section). Let ¢ € C3(£2) be a convex
function satisfying (I3). Suppose that F,B,b € L (Q:;R") N W (4 R"), f e L' (),

loc loc loc
divB <0, and n/2 < r < co. Suppose S,(z, hy) is a normalized section contained in €2, and

h < ho/2. Assume that u € W?"(S,(x,h)) is a nonnegative solution to (L) in S,(z,h).
Further assume that
(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and e*(n, A\, A) +1 > 5, where ¢ is from Theorem 2.7
Then,
sup USC(F sots ot T W ris e+ inf u),
0 0% C (s oy + I s, o7 it
where
v="7(n,\Ar)>0, and
C=C(n,\A,r e, ||bHL°<>(S¢(9c,h)) ,||divB

L8,y 2 1Bl oo (s, @) > 0-
Proof. By [GT01Il, Theorem 9.15], we can find a solution ug € W?™(S) to
{— div(®Dug + uB) + b - Dug = f —divF in S := S,(x, h),
ug =0 on 0S.
Then v = u — uy satisfies v > 0 on 95, and is a solution to
—div(PDv+vB)+b-Dv=0 in S.
Observing that the equation above can be written as
~®Dyv+ (b —B) - Dv — (divB)v =0
and divB < 0, we have v > 0 in S by the maximum principle [GT0I, Theorem 9.1]. As

S,(x,2h) is contained in a normalized section, S, (z,2h) C B, and h < C(n, A\, A) by Lemma
2.8 Therefore, we can apply the Harnack inequality in Theorem to get

sup v < (C7 inf o,
(4.1) Sy (z,h/2) ' Sy (x,h/2)

where

Cr = Ci(n, A, A bl oo sy s 1Bl e sy » 1AV Bl 1 s))-
By applying the global estimate in Proposition to ug, we obtain
(42) sup ] < oy + 1175,

where
C2 = C2(n7 )‘7A7T76 ) ||bHL°°(S)7 HB||L°°(S))7 and
v =7(n, A\ A7) >0.
As v = u — ug, combining (A1) and (4£.2)) completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[1.1. We prove the theorem by using the rescaling scheme in the proof of
Proposition Using John’s lemma, we find an affine transformation

Tx = AhZL' + bh
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such that
(4 3) TB,CS:=S5 (ZL’Q, h) Cc TB,,
Using the transformation 7', we define the rescaled functions as in ([3.43]), (8.46]).

We start by estimating the matrix Ap. First, from (£3) and Lemma 2.8 we obtain the
following bounds on det Ay:

TBa| _ |S,(x0, 1)

| det Ap,| = B S 1B < Cy(n, A\, A)h™? =: C3(n, N\, A, h), and
(4.4) ! !
TB, h
| det Ap| = |\B |‘ > |S¢|(20| ) > cy(n, A\, A)R™? =: ¢4(n, A\, A, h).
We also have (see [Le24, (5.6)])
(4.5) [4;7]| < Co = C(n, A, A, diam(S, (o, 20)))h "2,

Recall that from (3.46]),
S i=T7(Sy (@0, h)) = S(yo. (det Ay)~"h).
We now estimate the rescaled functions. From (3.45), (4.5) and ([@.4]), we have

1 2/n
B, < G Collbllegs
= 2/n
[B]l,..s, < G ClBllings).
- 2/n
HF poig) S OO Fll g, and
(46) 1/r
— (2r/n)—1 gr
17, (LMaAw f<w@0
1/r
<(fer )
S
=@””Wﬂb@
Also, as
(4.7) div B(z) = (det 4,)%" divB(Tz) < 0,
we have
B 1/n
awB| - ( / (detAh)z[(divB)(Tx)]"dx)
Ln(S) S
1/n
— ([ (det Ap)[(divB)(y)]" d
s ([ et i By i)

s(@@wwmwmwfm

1/n .
03/ ||d1VB||Ln(S)-

For t < h/2, setting
t = (det A,)~2/"t < (det Ap)~¥"h/2
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gives
(49) S@(yo,/{) = T_ISSD(SL’(], t)

Then, u is a solution to the rescaled equation ([3.47)) in Sz (yo, 2t). Applying Proposition Bl
to u, we get

(4.10) sup u < 05{<HﬁHLOO(§)+ Hﬂ

Sz(yo,t)

B ) '+ inf Wy,
Lr(9) S5 (yo,t)
Here, the constants C5 and v come from Proposition 4.1k

v =7(n,\A,r)>0, and
Cs = Cs(n,\, A, r e, )bH

leB’

B >0

L(8) ’ Ln(S

of the

Furthermore, the norms Hb“ ‘divB’ _, HBH HFH , and H
(3 Ln(8) L°°(S

rescaled functions are under control by (4.0) and (LS. Flnally, t is controlled by t through
(4.11) <

Therefore, putting (4.6), ([48), ([49) and (@j]]) together, we obtain the conclusion of the
theorem from (4.10). O

5. INTERIOR ESTIMATES

In this section, we obtain interior estimates for solutions to (ILI]) that will be used in
the proof of Holder estimates in Section 6. We start by proving an interior estimate in a
normalized section; then, we rescale (ILT]) to extend the result to general sections.

Lemma 5.1 (Interior estimate in normalized section). Let ¢ € C3(Q2) be a convex function
satisfying (L3). Suppose F,b,B € WL (% R™) N LE(Q;RY), f € L .(Q), and n/2 <

loc
r < 0o. Assume that S (x0,2t) € 2, and S,(xo,t) is a normalized section. Assume that

u € WH2(S,(z0,t)) is a nonnegative solution to (LI) in S,(xo,t). Further assume that
(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and e*(n, A\,A) +1 > "( ) where &* is from Theorem 271

Then,

05 Ol sy + Pl oo + 1615,

where

C = C’(n, >\,A,T’ 5*’ HbHL‘X’(Sw(wO,t)) 5 ’|B’|L°°(S¢(mo,t)))7 and q* — q*(5*7n77”>.
Proof. We argue as in Le [Le24, pp.515-517]. Let w = u + k, where

k= 1Rl o s, oy T 1 s o
For n € C}(S,(x0,1)) to be determined later and 8 > 0, we use v = *u’™ € CH(S,(zo,t))
as a test function in (LI]) and extend it to be zero outside S, (zo,t) to obtain

(5.1) /@Du-Dvdm—i—/uB~Dvdx+/vb-Dud:c:/F~Dvdm+/fv.
Q Q Q Q Q
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Because
Dv = (8 + 1)n*u’ Du + 2nu”*' Dy and Du = Du,
the terms in (5.1]) become

/@Du-Dvdxz (5+1)/n2ﬂ6<bDﬂ-Dﬂd:)§+2/nﬂB“(I)DU-Dnd:E,
Q Q Q
/uB-Dvd:c: (ﬁ+1)/n2uaﬁB~Dadx+2/nuaﬁ+1B~Dnd:¢,
Q Q Q
(5.2) /vb-Dudmz/n2ﬂﬁ+1b-DﬂdI,
Q Q

/F-Dvdx:(5+1)/nu6F Dudz+2/nﬂﬁ+1F-Dnd:)§, and
Q

/fvd:c:/n2ﬂﬁ+1fd:c.
Q 0

We now estimate these terms. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

1
(5.3) —2/ na’ ' ®DT - Dydx < - 3 / oD - Dud:)s+8/ﬂﬁ+2<I>D77 - Dndz.
Q

Q
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.3]), we get

—(5+1)/n2uﬂﬁB-Dﬂd1’
Q

(5.4) < (5+1)/n2aﬁ+1\BHDﬂ| dx
Q
1 A
< ﬁi/n%ﬁ@Da.Daderz(ﬁH)/n%ﬁ“—‘p\B\?dx
8 Ja 0 A
Similarly,
—2/nuﬂ5+lB-Dndz§2/nﬂﬁ+2|B||Dn|d1’
(5.5) @ @
g/aﬁ“@Dn.Dnder/n#“ S0|B|2dg:,
Q
and
1 A
(5.6) —/n%ﬁ“b-mdx < g/n%%pa.padwrz/##“T‘p\b\?dx
Q Q Q

As in (5.3) and using u > |F| in S, (zo,t), we have

(B+1) / ’@’F - Dudx
Q

1/2
< (B+ )/( w?®Du - Du)"” (n —BA‘p\FP) dx
(5.7) 0
sﬁ%/ TP O DT - Dﬂdm+2(ﬁ+1)/ 7’ ‘p|F|2
L PHL

A
< /nzﬂﬁq)Dﬂ-Dﬂdm+2(ﬁ+1)/n2ﬂ5+2T¢dx,
Q Q

21
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and
A 1/2
2/ na’'F - Dydx < 2/ (u’*?®Dn - D77)1/2 <n2ﬂ6—¢|F|2) dx
Q Q

(5.8) S/ﬂ6+2¢Dn-Dnd:E+/772u6 SR de

Q

< / @’ 2®Dn - Dndx + / n%ﬁ”i‘p de.

Q
Finally,
(5.9) /n2ﬂ5+1fd:c§/nzﬂﬁ+2m dx.

Q Q k

Now we put (B1)—(5.9) together. We use (5.2) to substitute the integrals in (5.]); then, we
apply the estimates in (5.3)—(5.9). As 5 > 0 and each integral appearing on the right-hand
sides of (5.3)—-(5.9) is nonnegative, we get
1.p

55

5(5 —|—1)/nu6<I>Du Dudx

(5.10)
2 A
<10 / @200y - Dyds + L2 /772#*2 A |b|2+|B|2)+m dx ) .
Q 2 Ja A k
Because
D(_ﬁ/2+1n) <§ + 1) ﬂﬁ/anﬂ +Hﬁ/2+1D7],
we have

dD (@ * ) - D@ y) <2

N @

2
+ 1) w’n*®Du - Du + 20Dy - Dn] .

Therefore, (5.10) implies that

2
/Q dD @ * ) - D@ y) de < 128 <§+1) { /Q @’ t2®Dn - Dy dx
A
+/n2aﬁ+2{ S804 bl + [B) + |f|} }
Q

S —S(ZL’Q, )

we have, from the Alexandrov Maximum Principle |[Le24l Theorem 3.12] (also see [Le24,
(15.16)]),

(5.11)

Letting

dist(Sr, dSR) > c(n, \, A)(R—7)" for0 <7< R <t.
Hence, we may choose 1 supported on Sg so that 0 <n <1, n=1in S, and
(5.12) |Dn| < Co(n, \,A)(R—7)"".

We set
. 1+¢* >n
= min r —
q n_17 27
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and define g, 7 using (3.10) and (B13). That is,

N 2q N 2n if n > 3,
qg:=——, andn:= " ]
qg—1 2q if n = 2.

Then, by the Monge-Ampere Sobolev inequality, Theorem 2.4l we have
/ dD @) - D@ ) de = / OD@* 1) - D@ ) dx
Q SR
(5.13) > ¢1(n, M\, A, ) H—/3/2+1

> o |[a”*

L7(SR)

(57)

Because D?p > 0, all of its eigenvalues are smaller than Ay. Hence,
® = (det D*¢)(D%*p)™! < (Ap)"'1,.

Therefore, we have, from (£.12),

/ w2 ®Dn - Dydx < / T2 (Ap) " Dy do

(5.14) “ on

< C2(R—T) / T (Ap) da.

SR

We also have

[we{ S ime + L

51 < [ e {Sasmre e
< C2(n, )\,A)(R—F)—%L/ E5+2{AS0(1_'_ ‘b‘2+ |B| ) |f|}
Sk A

If we define A
hi= SE(L+ B+ [B?) + B+ (M)

then h € L9(S;). From (5.14)), (5.13]), and the Holder mequality, the right-hand side of (5.1T])
is bounded by

I/

RHS (B.1I) < 128(CF + Cz)(g +1)*R— 7)—271/5 P2 o
R

< Cyln A NS +

(5.16)

N\ on (- 2
D*(R—7)7 H“ﬁ/ﬂlHLi(sR) HhHL‘I(St) :
Combining (B.11]), (B13), and (5I6) yields

B

BT T g, < Caln A Bl sy (R =7 4 12 @201

As g > n/2, n > ¢ and we may set

>1, and~y:= @\(é

1).
7t

X =

Q)| I)
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Then, (5I7) becomes

a1
618 [l < (G0 A A D) [lgagsy (B —P)27) " [,
Define for each integer j > 0
qz%—i—W, and v, = X’q.
Setting R =1r;, T =1rj41, and v = ; in (5.18), we get
519 s, < (2057 sy 2202 g
Iterating (519) yields
520) (5, < (2067 bl )" 2000
As S,(xg,t) is normalized, we have from Lemma 2.8]
(5.21) t7 < Cs(n, A\, A)
Finally, the W?2!*¢ estimate in Theorem 2.7] implies
2 2
Bl < C’7(n)1 + ||b||L°°(St;\‘|‘ IB|700 (s,) HD%HM(&)
!Wb& 2
(5.22) +Cq(n) || D SOHLqm 1 (8y)
< cg<n,e A A bl s,y Bl esy - D@l v )
< Co(n, &, A A [IBl oo g, 5 Bl poesyy)-
The conclusion of the lemma follows from (B.20)—(5.22]). O

Now, we rescale (ILT]) as we did in the proof of Proposition B.5] and apply the result in
Lemma B.. Using the estimates from the proof of Theorem [[LIl we then argue as in Le
[Le24, Theorem 15.4] to obtain the following interior estimates in general sections.

Lemma 5.2 (Interior estimate in general section). Let ¢ € C?(€) be a convex function
satisfying (L3). Suppose F,b, B € WL (0 RMNLE,(Q;R™), f € L1 .(Q), and n/2 < r < oco.

loc

Assume that S,(z9,2h) € Q and u € WH%(S,(xo, h)) is a nonnegative solution to (L)) in
Se(x0, 2h). Further assume that

(1) either n =2, or
(2) n >3 and e*(n, \,A) +1 > "( ) where &* is from Theorem 2.7
Then,

1-1 -2

(5.23) sup u < C(h™7 ||ull p2(s, g ny) T 1

Fll (s, +h
St L (S (z0,h))

|1l (5 o)

where

C= C(?’L, )\>A>Ta E*’ ||b||L°°(S¢(xo h)) ||B||L°°(S (zo0,h)) h dlam(S¢($, 2h))) >0
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Proof. We rescale S = S, (o, h) as in the proof of Theorem [T} so that By C TS, (g, h) C
B,,. We will use C and the numbered constants (), to denote the same constants from the
proof of Theorem [L.I] throughout the proof of this lemma.

For h = (det Ay)~2/"h, we have the rescaled equation (8.47) in S = S@(yo,’ﬁ). Applying
Lemma [5.] to u, we get

o 5D Pl
(5.24) Sotaod /2 1m0 L (Sa(0.) L Sata0i
where D; > 0 depends on n, A\, A, r, &* )b” , and HBH
Loo(s L=(3)

Using the expression for Cy in (£.H) and Cj in (£.4]), we use the estimates (4£.0]) to estimate
the norms of the rescaled functions:

- o~
‘b ‘L""(ng(yo,ﬁ)) < (Clhn/z) / (Ch™2) Bl Loe (5, (wo.1))
= CY"CR T [Bl| e s, ao )
’ B ‘LOO(S~(y0,TL)) = Cf/néhl_nﬂ ||B||L°°(S<p(x07h)) ’
" Hﬁ ‘ w < CYCRT R and
L=(Sp0h) — Lo (Sp (wo,h) *

= (G 2PN F e s (mon)

|7
— 02/" 1/Thl n/2r ||fHLT

We also have (see [Le24, Lemma 15.2(iii)])

L™ (S5(yo,h))

(Se(zo,h)) *

(5.26) ||a||Lq*(S¢(yo,ﬁ)) < Do(n, A\, A, g )h™ * (S (z0,h))
for ¢* = ¢*(¢*,n,r), and

sup u= sup u.
(5.27) S5(y0,h/2) S (x0,h/2)

The L norms of b and B are under control from (5:25). Hence, from (5.24)—([5.27) we
have,

(5.28) (SU-I}DL/2)U < Ds(h~ a Iirrs (So(zo,h)) T h'=e ||F||L°°(S¢ (@o.h)) T h'=e HfHU (Sy(xo0, h)))
zo

where D3 depends on n, A, A, 7, €, [|(b, B)[| Lo (g (s,n)> B and diam(S,(zo, 2h)). We can

now use (5.28)) to argue as in Le [Le24, pp.519-521] (see also Han-Lin [HL11l, pp.75-76]) to

obtain (5.23)). This gives the conclusion of the Lemma. O

Remark 5.3. In fact, following the arguments cited above, we can obtain (5.23) with the
L? norm of u replaced by the L? norm of u, for any p > 0.
6. INTERIOR HOLDER ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove the interior Holder estimates in Corollary and Theorem [T.3]
We start by combining the Harnack inequality in Theorem [[.1] and the global estimate in
Proposition to prove Corollary
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Proof of Corollary[1.3. Let osc(g, E) := supg g — infg g. It is sufficient (see [Le24. pp.523—
524]) to prove the oscillation estimate

(6.1)  osc(u, Sp(zo, h)) < Co <||u||L°°(S¢(:cg,ho)) + ||F||Loo(s¢(xo,2ho)) + ||f||LT(S¢(:cg,2ho))) h?

for all h < hg, where the positive constants Cy and vy have the same dependency as C' and
v stated in the Corollary.

As in Le [Lel8al pp.284-285], we break up the solution v = v 4+ w in S,(zo, k), h < hy,
where v, w € W2"(S,(x9, h)) are solutions to

—div(®Dv+vB)+ b -Dv=f—divF in S (x,h),
v=>0 on 95,(xg, h),

and
—div(®Dw +wB) +b - Dw =0 in S,(z, h),
w=u on 95,(xg, h).

Such u and v exist as a consequence of |[GT01, Theorem 9.15].

We now rescale S, (9, 2ho) as in the proof of Theorem [I1] so that By C TS, (x, 2hg) C
B, for Tx = Agp,x + bop,. We define the rescaled functions using (8:45), and set v(x) :=
v(Tz). Applying the global estimate in Proposition to v, we get

6.2 N <C HFH ’H A
(6.2) 191 e (5.5 (o) 1( Lo (5 (o) L7(S3(u0,h)

where

= (det Ay, )2/,

C'1 C’l <n MNArE” )BH ,HBH _ ), and
L (S5(yo,h)) L (Sz(yo,h))
m ="(n, A A7) > 0.
The L*® norms of F, b, B, and the L” norm of f are under control as in (5:25). Also, by

E4),

R < C(n, A A, ho)h.
Hence, from ([6.2]), we get
(6.3) osc(v, Sp(zo, h/2)) < 2|Vl oo s, (won)) < CLUF oo (s, wor2n0)) T 1 s, wo2mon )BT
where
Ci =0 (nv >‘7 A7 T, 5*7 HbHLOO(Sg,(xOQhO)) ) ||B||L°°(S¢(:vo,2ho)) ’ h’07 diam(Sw(xo, 2h0)))

We now estimate the oscillation of w. Define

M(t) == sup w and m(t):= inf w,
Sy ((Eo,t) (1‘0 t)

and set
wi(x) :=w(x) —m(h) and wy(z) = M(h) — w(x).

Then, w; and wy are nonnegative solutions to
—div(®Dw; +wB) +b - Dwy = m(h)divB, and
— div(®Dwy + weB) + b - Dwy = —M(h) divB
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in S,(xg, h). Therefore, applying the Harnack inequality in Theorem [Tl to w;, wo gives

M(h/2) —m(h) < Ca(m(h/2) — m(h) + [m(h) divBl| sy ny 72):  and
M(h) —m(h/2) < Co(M(h) — M (h/2) 4 | M(h) div B|| gm0y P7%)5

(6.4)

where

Cy = Ch (n7 )‘7 Av 5*7 H(b7 B)||L°°(S¢(:vo,2h0)) ) Hle B’|L"(S¢(mo,2ho)) ) h07 diam(SsD(x(Jv 2h0))> )
and

Yo =Yo(n, A, A) >0

Note that w satisfies a nondivergence form equation in S, (zo, k). That is,

—®;;D;;w+ (b —B) - Dw — (divB)w = 0.

As divB < 0, we may apply the maximum principle [GT01, Theorem 9.1] using the non-
divergence form equation to conclude that w takes extreme values on 9S. As w = u on

a8,
(MR, [m(h)| < [lull poos, (o,m)) -
Therefore, as h < hg, we have

[ (h) div Bl (s, +[|M(n)divB

(20,h0)) 1n(Sohe)) < 211l L (s, (wo,non 141V Blla(s, (ao 20 -

Hence, adding the two inequalities in (6.4]), we get

(14 Co)(M(h/2) —m(h/2)) <
(Co = 1)(M(h) —m(h)) +2C; ||diVB||L”(S¢(xo72h0)) ||u||L°°(S¢(xo7ho)) hz.

Replacing Cy by Cy + 2, we may assume Cy > 1. Setting  := 02 1 €(0,1) and

B 2C% HdiVBHL”(SW(wo,?hO))
3 1+ Cy 7

we have
(65)  osc(w,Sy(ro, 1/2)) < Bosc(w, S0, 1)) + C [l e s, ooy 17
From the maximum principle, we also have

(6.6) osc(w, Sy(xo, h)) = osc(w, 0S,(zo, b)) = osc(u, 0S,(xo, h)) < osc(u, Sy(zo, h)).

Recalling v = v 4+ w, from (6.3)), (6.5), and (6.6) we get
osc(u, Sy(xo, h/2)) < osc(w, Sy(zo, h/2)) + osc(v, Sy(zo, h/2))
< Bosc(u, Sp(@o, h)) + Cs ||| oo s, (20.,00)) P
+ OLIF N o (5, o2y T 1l 5, (w0 2000 VA7
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Therefore, by a standard argument (see [GT01, Lemma 8.23]), for all h < hy we get
osc(u, Sy(zo, h))

h’YS ,
<G () (omet, St o))+ ol oo 3

o CrIF N e, o + 1 e a3

h 3
<y (h_o) <(2 + C3hg®) 1wl oo (s, ooy T CLUIEN oo (s, (ro.200)) T ||fHLT(S¢(m0,2h0))>h’gl> ;

where Cy = C4(f) > 0 and 3 = v3(8) > 0. This gives the desired oscillation estimate (G.1]).
The proof of the Theorem is complete. O

Now, we combine the interior estimate in Lemma 5.2l with the Holder estimate in Corollary
to prove Theorem .3

Proof of Theorem[L 3. From Corollary [[.2 for all z,y € S,(zo, ho), we have

(6.7) u(z) —u(y)| < C4 <||F||L°°(Sw(:co,2h0)) T s @o2mon + Hu||L°°(S¢(mo,ho))) lz —y|”,

where Cl‘depends onn, A\, A, r, e, ||b||Loo(S¢(x072hO)), ||B||L(X,(S¢(x072h0)), ||div B| (S, (z0,2h0))
ho, and diam(S,(zo, 4ho)), and  depends on n, A, A, €%, |[bl 1oc (5., x0,2n0)) 1Bl Lo (s, (0,20))
As

z0,2ho

Du" = Duxu=0y and Du~ = —Duxu<o},
u™ and u~ are solutions to
—div(®Du* +u"B) +b- Du" = fxpusop — div(Fxuso}),
—div(®Du” +u B) + b Du” = — fx{u<o} + div(FXx{u<o})-

Therefore, we may apply Lemma 5.2/ to u* and u™ to get
(6.8)

_n 1-2 1-3-
||u||Loo(s¢(xo,h0)) < Ca(hy * ||U||L2(s¢(xo,2h0)) +hy ||F||L00(5v(x072h0)) +hy ¥ ||f||Lr(s¢(x0,2ho)))>

where
02 = CQ(n’ A,A,T’ 8*’ Hb||L°O(54p(fE072h0)) 9 ||B||L°°(S¢p($0,2h0)) ,ho,dlam(sw(l’o,llho))) > 0
Combining (6.7)) and (6.8]) completes the proof of the Theorem. O
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