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A FULLY NONLINEAR TRANSMISSION PROBLEM
DEGENERATING ON THE INTERFACE

DAVIDE GIOVAGNOLI AND DAVID JESUS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove that solutions to a transmission problem de-
generating on the interface are Holder differentiable up to the interface with universal
estimates. Furthermore, we obtain a sharper pointwise C1*() with optimal variable

exponent and uniform estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with regularity of viscosity solutions to the following degenerate

fixed transmission problem

(1) lzg — U (a)|*@®) FE(D?u) = f+, in QF := By N {£(zq — ¥(z')) > 0}
. ub —u, =g onI':= By N{zy=T(2)}

where 0 < a < 1 and v is the normal of I' pointing to Q7. Note that the operator
degenerates as a distance to the interface.

Transmission problems model physical phenomena in which the behavior changes
across some fixed interface and have attracted considerable attention throughout the
years, starting with the pioneering work of Picone [32] in elasticity in the 1950s and
subsequent works [9] 29| 34, [37]. For a comprehensive study of these problems see [2].
For other recent developments, see [8, 111, 12} 13} 14} 15| [16] 24] 27, 28] and references
therein.

On the other hand, equations which degenerate as a distance to a hypersurface gen-
eralize the well-known Muckenhoupt weights, which have many important applications
in harmonic analysis, partial differential equations, and related areas. These equations

have been extensively considered, see for example [1 [7, [17], 18] 19, 25] 26] [38] [39]. Of

particular interest is the equation in divergence form

(1.2) Lou :=div (|y|*A(z,y)Du) = f
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which has a close relation to the fractional Laplacian (—A)® for 0 < s < 1 by the
famous paper of Caffarelli and Silvestre [7]. The nondivergent case was considered in
the recent paper [23] by the second author and Yannick Sire.

We would like to remark that elliptic and parabolic equations involving coefficients
degenerating as the distance to some submanifold appear very naturally in the analysis
of singular manifolds with conic or conic-edge singularities (see for instance [20, 21]). In
this situation, the degeneracy exponent depends explicitly on the sharpness of the edge
angle, which can be variable. When we study C' viscosity solutions of such problems,
however, we note that uniqueness of solutions fails drastically, since the hypersurface
where the ellipticity degenerates creates a natural interface, which disconnects the
domain into two components. The strategy developed in [23] to circumvent this problem
was to instead consider LP viscosity solutions which do not see sets of zero measure.
Thus, in order to reinstate uniqueness in the context of C viscosity solutions, it is
natural to impose a transmission condition across the interface.

The purpose of this paper is to improve the results in [36], by considering operators
which degenerate as we approach the interface with a variable exponent, and we obtain
sharp pointwise regularity which depends on the pointwise value of this exponent. Since
the estimates are uniform with respect to the point, as a direct consequence of our
theorem, we additionally get local C1'® regularity up to the interface with uniform
estimates. Furthermore we provide a more direct proof of the C1'® regularity.

2. MAIN RESULT

Here and in the rest of the paper, the constant ag(\, A,d) always refers to the
universal exponent corresponding to the interior C1®0 (B /2) regularity of solutions to
the problem F(D?u) = 0 in By where F is any (A, A) uniformly elliptic operator, see
[5, Corollary 5.7]. Henceforth w(z) denotes the function w(z) = |xq — ¥ (z’)|*®).

Throughout the paper we shall always work under the following assumptions.

[A1] (Uniform Ellipticity). There exist constants 0 < A < A < oo such that for every
matrices M,N € S(d) with N > 0,

A |N| < FE(M + N) — FE(M) < A |N]|.
For future reference, we define the modulus of continuity v of a function h by

W(t) = sup |h(z)—h(y)|, fort>0.
|lz—yl<t
[A2] (Continuity and integrability). Assume that f* € C(QF) N L®(QF) N LE(QF)
withp = d(1+1/a)/2 > d, g € C2(T), ¥ € CH*(BY), and a has modulus of continuity
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satisfying

1
lim sup In <—) Ya(t) =0,
t—0 t

and @ := maxp, a(z) < 1. With f* € LP(QF) we mean that ffw=! € LP(QF).
[A3] (Behavior near I'). There exists 6 small depending only on d, X\, A such that

wp  LFHOD - F-Q)

< 0.
MeS(d)\{0} | M|

We obtain two results. The first one is a uniform local regularity result, which is
actually a direct consequence of the second result. We include it because it is stated in

a more conventional way.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the assumptions|[A1H[/AS3) are in force and let w € C(By)
be a wiscosity solution to the transmission problem ([LI). Then u € Cl’a(Qfﬂ) with
a = min{ay,1 — a} where Qiz =0t N By /5. Moreover it is endowed with the local
estimate up to the interface

HUHCI,a(@) < C”‘I’Hcl,ao(g—D (HUHLOO(Bl) + llgllcao @y + 1 ¥l @) + ”f_HLf,(Q*)>
where p=d(1+1/a)/2 > d and C universal depending only on d, A\, A,a and ay.
The next theorem constitutes the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the assumptions|[A1H/A3) are in force and let u € C(By)
be a wviscosity solution to the transmission problem (LI). Then, for every xy € Qfﬂ,
u € CH®0)(20) with a(rg) = min{ag,1 — a(xg)}. Moreover it is endowed with the
local estimate up to the interface

(2.1)

el o, () © Cl g0 7y (Itllzoe ) + llgllcmo iy + 17 @) + 1 N2z o))

where p=d(1+1/a)/2 > d and C universal depending only on d,\,A,a and ay.

Note that as a simple consequence of this result, solutions of ([LI]) are Lipschitz
continuous across the interface. This the best we can expect for this problem with
g # 0, since it prescribes a jump of the gradient.

The Holder spaces with variable exponent are defined in Section Bl The expression
a = min{ay,1 — a} should be understood in the following sense: if oy > 1 — a, then
solutions are C1® for &« = 1 — a. On the other hand, if ag < 1 — a, then solutions are
Che for every a < ay.



4 D. GIOVAGNOLI AND D. JESUS

This regularity result is optimal for this set of assumptions, as illustrated by the
counterexamples constructed in [23].

Now we comment on the assumptions [[A1]{{A3]l From the operators w(z)F*
are degenerate elliptic according to the definition given in [23] respectively in Q%; [A2]]
settles the summability assumption on f* necessary for boundary estimates as in [3].
The choice of g as the exponent for the Holder continuity of the data is done for
simplicity and without loss of generality. Moreover, the modulus of continuity of a
ensures that we get sharp pointwise regularity, see [22]; the 6 in is the same as in
[36] and is used to obtain regularity at points in I" where g = 0.

2.1. Strategy of the results. The approach of the paper combines the arguments
in [23] about fully nonlinear equations with degeneracy of distance-type, with the
treatment of fully nonlinear transmission problem due to [36], together with some
ideas from [22] to obtain sharper results. The presence of a degeneracy in the interface
poses new difficulties and requires new arguments that will considerably differ from
[36], particularly when constructing barriers. The first part of the work focuses on
developing an ABP, which is then used to obtain a Harnack inequality and Holder
regularity for solutions of (I.I]), and is the subject of Section [4] and Section [Bl

Then we include a comprehensive theory for the transmission problem with the flat
interface and constant exponents. For this problem we provide in Section [6l uniqueness
and existence.

In Section [7] we prove a stability result, which roughly states that as we zoom onto
the interface, the problem approximates the flat one. Although this result was not
needed to prove our main results, we decided to include it because stability results are
interesting on their own. This constitutes maybe the most challenging part of the paper,
since the usual barriers don’t work for the degenerate case. Therefore, we have to build
new W2P barriers whose Hessian blows up near the interface, which compensates the
degenerate behavior of the equation. This proof substantially differs from the literature.

The approach we have pursued up to this point is very flexible, as it also allows for
the consideration of general operators with variable coefficients of the form F*(M,x)
with the assumptions as in [23]. However, in Lemma [R1] as well as Proposition [0.1] it
seems crucial to prove that the difference of solutions belongs to the S class, which is
a very delicate and difficult issue in the theory of viscosity solutions (as is discussed
for instance in [35, Section 1.1]), therefore we were forced to drop the full generality.

Section [8] consists of the approximation lemma which relates our equation with the
limiting profile where both f* and g are zero. This proof is very similar to [36].
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The purpose of Section [@lis to adapt the argument developed by Caffarelli in [4] which
consists of importing the improved regularity for the limiting profile (corresponding to
the case g = 0 and f* = 0) to our equation. This is done via geometric iterations, where
we subsequently approximate our solution by affine functions and rescale, zooming into
a point in the interface. To get a two-sided improvement up to the interface, we need
to consider different affine functions from each side. By writing explicitly how these
affine functions depend on the transmission condition g, we are able to maintain the
smallness assumption on ||g||ceo which considerably simplifies the proof, since the case
when g = 0 is much simpler than the case where g is large. Furthermore, the proper
rescaling is dependent on the degeneracy, which has variable exponent. Thus to obtain
the sharp regularity, a careful application of the argument developed in [22] has to
be performed, by considering a different rescaling power in each iteration. Once we
have pointwise regularity at the interface, we can patch it with the classical interior
regularity in the usual way.

3. PRELIMINARIES
We start with the definition of viscosity solutions to (ILT]).

Definition 3.1 (Viscosity solution). We say u € USC(By) is a viscosity subsolution
of () if for any ¢ touching u from above at xy € By, the following hold:

(1) if o € QF and ¢ € C*(Bs(xo) N QF) then
|(0)a — U (2p)|*F F=(D?p(0)) > f*(x0);
(2) if wo € T and o € C'(By(x0) N 0-) N CL(By(wg) N T) then
¢y (zo) — ¢, (z0) > g(o).

We say u € LSC(By) is a viscosity supersolution of (L)) if for any ¢ touching u from
below at xy € By, the following hold:

(1) if o € QF and ¢ € C*(Bs(x0) N QF) then
|(0)a — ()| * F*(D?p(0)) < f*(x0);
(2) if wo € T and o € C'(By(x0) N ) N CL(By(wg) N T) then
5 (z0) — ¢y (z0) < g(o)-

We say u € C(By) is a viscosity solution of (L)) if it is both a subsolution and a
supersolution.
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We say u € S, (fF) if
w(@)MT(D?*u) > f*, in QF.

We define S, (f*), S*(f*) and S,(f*) in the obvious way, following the notation in
[5].

Next we define the Holder spaces with variable exponent and present a more general
characterization of these spaces, obtained in [22, Proposition 1].

Definition 3.2. We say u € C»*0)(Q) if u € CY(Q) and

|Du(z) — Du(y)|
U sal- = Ssu
[ ]C’l Q) rtye |$ — y|a(m)

< oo
We define the norm [[ullcr.ac) ) = [[ullzee ) + 1Dull Lo @) + [ulorae) @) -

Proposition 3.1. Suppose we can find r < 1 and sequences of affine functions ly(z) =
ax + by - © and exponents oy, T a(xg), such that (o — ) = o(k) and

= Cell o ooy < KTFH0).

Then u € CH®0)(z0) with constant C(r)K and 0 < axg) < 1.

The equivalence between Definition [3.21 and Proposition B]is given by the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let u € C'(Q) and a(-) be uniformly continuous with modulus of
continuity satisfying
lim In(¢)v4(t) = 0.

t—0t
Then u € Cl’a(')(Bl) if and only if for every x € By, there exists an affine function I,
such that for every r > 0 it holds

(3.1) u = Lol oo (B, () < Cr' T,

where C' > 0 is independent of x.

Proof. We start by proving the first implication. Suppose

Du(z) — D
(3.2) sup |Du(z) (U)(y)l
eryeq | —ylo®

< C.

Let x,y € Q,  # y be arbitrary and take r = |z — y|. Then
|Du(z) — Du(y)| < Crite®).
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Define ly(x) = u(y) + Du(y) - (x — y). We want to prove ([B.I). We proceed by contra-
diction: suppose we can find a sequence of radii 7, — 0 such that

(33) e =ty 2k
that is, for every = € By, (y) it holds
[u() — uly) = Duly) - (z )l " > k
There exists 17 in the line segment between x and y such that
u(z) —u(y) = Du(n) - (x — y).

Thus
|u(x) —u(y) — Du(y) - (x —y)| < |Du(n) — Du(y)|rr < Crli‘*‘a(y)’

which immediately produces a contradiction with (B.3]).
For the reverse implication, we start by writing

w(z) = u(y) + Du(y) - (x —y) + O(rHo‘(y))
u(y) = u(z) + Du(z) - (y — ) + O(r' @),
thus we can write
(Du(z) = Du(y)) - (z — y) = O(r' ) + O(r1+oW)),

It suffices to prove O(r'+(®)) = O(r1+2®)). For this purpose, we use the modulus of
continuity 7,. Indeed, we have

e (rha(r) ¢ pel@)=aly) ¢ o=n(r)yalr)
where e*("7a(") =1 4 O(1). Thus
O(r'*e) = O(r'*2W) (14 0(1)) = O(r'+°W),

which completes the proof. O

Remark 1. Note that assumption [A2] implies that, for every 0 < r < 1/e, it holds

lim sup kv, (rFz) = 0.
k——+o00

Therefore, for every €1 > 0 there exists d; > 0 such that if p < 41, then for every k € N,

kIn(1/p)ya(p*z) <er.
Since p will be chosen very small, we can assume that p < 1/e and thus

k’Ya(pk‘T) < €1
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Now we fix
g —

2
where a will be chosen later. This also fixes d1, which now depends only on «, universal

g1 =

constants and the data.

4. ALEKSANDROV-BAKELMAN-PUCCI ESTIMATE

In this section we aim to prove the following ABP estimate.

Theorem 4.1 (ABP). Let u satisfy
u € 8,(f%), in QF,
’I,Lj - ulj < g, on Fa

with f* € C(O0F) N L>®(By), g € L®(T) and ¥ € C1*(B,). Then

supu— < supu_ +C (megs + 17 g oy + 17 g ).
By 8B r

We begin by stating the following existence result, which follows immediately from

[6, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let h* € LP(QF) with p > d. There exists an LP-strong solution u €
W?P(Bi) of

MF(D?u) < b7, in QF,
uf —u;, =0, on T,
u =0, on 0Bj.

Moreover, u satisfies

lullw2n (s, < C (1 oy + 157 o,
and

lull ey < C (10 ooy + 1B oy )
where C'= C(p,d, A\, N).

Proof. Let h = htxq+ + h”xq- € LP. By [6, Lemma 3.1], there exists an LP-strong
solution u € W2P(By) of

M*(D?u) < h, in By,
u =0, on 0B,
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which satisfies the desired estimates. Since p > d, by the Sobolev embedding, W?2P(B;) C
CL1=4/P(By) and thus the transmission condition is satisfied in the classical way. [

We will also use the ABP obtained in [36] for the uniformly elliptic case w = 1.
Theorem 4.2. Let u satisfy

u € gl(fi), in QF,

uf —u, <g, onT,

with f* € C(OF) N L>®(By), g € L®(T) and ¥ € C1*(B,). Then

supu— < supu- + C (maxgi + 55 Iuaony + 17 ey ).
By 9By r

We are now ready to prove the ABP in the degenerate setting.
Proof of Theorem [{.1 We follow the reasoning in [6].
Let n; € C*(By), 0< nj < j, nj — w~ ! in LP. By Lemma (1] there exist functions
¢; € W>P(By) N C(By) which solve
MH(D2)) < fE(y —w™h),  in QF,
(¢5)5 — (85), =0,
¢j = O, on 831,

on I,

and satisfy
161l e (1) < ClIf(nj —w )Ly — 0, as j — oc.
Note that
M~ (D*u+ D?¢;) < M™(D*u) + MT(D?*¢;).
Set v = u + ¢; to get
M~ (D*v) < f*n;,  in QF.
Furthermore,
vl —v, <g, onT.

Since the source term is continuous in QF, we can apply Theorem to v and get

supv_ < supv_ +C (maX9+ + I fnjll ey + HfITIjHLd(m)) -
B dB1 r

Letting j — oo, we get the desired result.
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Remark 2. As discussed in [36, Remark 2.4] for uniformly elliptic equations, in the
case of flat interface I' = {x4 = 0}, we retain more information about the contact sets
{v =_C,} and thus can write an improved ABP in the form

SUp U < Sup -+ C(maxgs + [1f+ | @-nfu=c.y) + 1N 2a @+ nfu=cat))-
1 1

5. HARNACK INEQUALITY AND HOLDER REGULARITY

Theorem 5.1 (Harnack Inequality). Let u satisfy

we SH(fF),  inQF,

uf —u, =g, onT,
with f£ € C(0F) N L®(By), g € L¥T) and ¥ € CL(B,). Assume further that
HU”LOO(Bl) <1l,u®@ >0,7= %en, Bl/go(f) C QF. There exists 0 < gp,c < 1
depending on d, A\, A, [¥]g1ag such that, if ||gl Loy + [1f g @ty + 1 7l 2g @) < cos
then

inf u>—-1+c.
B3

Proof. Since u + 1 > 0, by the interior Harnack inequality obtained in [23] applied in
B1/90(T),

sup (u+1)<0< inf_(U‘i’l)‘i'Hf—‘rHLd(QJr))’
BI/ZO(E) BI/ZO ZE) @
where C'= C(d, \, A,w). Then

1<u@)+1< sup (u+1) <C(ulz)+1+e¢o),
B1/20(%)

for all € By /90(T) and thus
(51) u > —1 + E, n BI/QO(E)
with ¢ =1/C —¢eg < 1, g9 < 1/C. For x € D := By4(T) \ By/20(T), define

mm=wm+%mu

o(r)y=r"7— (g)—’y’ r=|r—7|



A FULLY NONLINEAR TRANSMISSION PROBLEM DEGENERATING ON THE INTERFACE 11

and w is the unique viscosity solution to
M~ (D*w) =0, in By \ T,
w = ¢, on T,

w=1, on 0B,

where I' = {z4 = ¥(z'), ' € By}. Furthermore, we have w, > ¢y for ¢o > 0 depending
only on d, A\, A, ag, [¥]c1,a0, see [36, Lemma 2.3].

For any € D* = QF N D, we proceed as in [36] to get

w(@)M™ (D (2)) > w(@)pyr ™2 (A(y +1) = A(d— 1)) > 0
for x € I'N D, it follows that
— €0
ol () =g (2) = 2 (wf () = wif (@) = 220 > gl > 9()

since ¢(r) is smooth outside By o (T).

Take 7, g9 such that v < & on 9B 5(T) and v < 0 on 9Bs4(T).

Note that ¢(r) > 0in 0 < r < 2/3 and ¢(r) < 0 if r < 2/3. First fix 5 such that
n < /(2¢(1/20)), then ey such that g < ¢y * min {&/2, —né(3/4)}. By (BI) we obtain
v<u+1ondD.

Since u + 1 € S,(|f*]) in DF, v* € C?(D*) and w(x)M~(D*v*) > 0 in D, we
get u+1—v e S,(|fF]) in DF. Also

(u+1—-v)f —(u+1-v), <0onI'ND

in the viscosity sense. Hence, applying Theorem EIlto v+ 1 — v in D with g = 0 we
get
sup (ut1l-v)-< sup (u+l-v)-+C (Hf_HLf,(Q*) + Hf+HLg(Q+)) < Cep.
Therefore u > —1+v — Cgg in D.
Moreover, for any x € By /3(0) \ By /20(T), we have v(x) > n¢(23/60) = ¢; > 0, which
depends only on d, A\, A. Choosing £ such that ¢y < ¢1/(2C) we get u > —1+¢1/2 in
B1/3(0) \ By/20(T). Therefore, by choosing ¢ = min{¢, c1/2} we get

inf u>—-1+c
B3

Interior Holder regularity follows exactly as in [36].
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Theorem 5.2 (Interior Holder regularity). Let u satisfy

{u €Si(fF),  inQF

uwb —u, =g, onT,
with f* € C(QF) N L>®(By), g € L®(T) and ¥ € C1*0(B"). Then u € C’ﬁo(Fl/g) and

lull s (5, ) < C (lullo sy + Igllzery + 11 gy + 1 g am)

where By and C depend only on d, \, A, o, [V]c1,00 and w.
We also obtain global Holder continuity in the usual way, see for example [5].

Proposition 5.1 (Global Holder regularity). Assume that w € C(B1) is a viscosity
solution to

u €S, in QF

uf —u, =g onl

U= on 0B
with g € L>®(T") and supp(g) C I'N Bi_9, for some 0 < r < 1/4, ¢ € C*(IBy) and
T € C10(BY]). Then u € C°(By), with 0 < 8 < min{By, ap/2} and
¢
r

) < = (llelleeo@ny) + lgllzee(r)),

el s (35

where v = max{ay, Bo} and C' depends only on d, A\, A, ap, [¥] 1,6 and w.

6. FLAT INTERFACE PROBLEMS

In this section we do a comprehensive study of flat interface problems degenerating

as w(z) = |z4|* with a constant, 0 < a < 1.

6.1) {w(a:)Fi(D2u) = f*, in Bf

uf —uy, =g, on T = By N{zy =0}
6.1. Viscosity solutions. In this section we use both notions of C' and L? viscosity

solutions to better describe the behavior of solutions to (G.1]).

Definition 6.1 (C viscosity solution for flat problem). We say that w € USC(By) is
a viscosity subsolution to (61 in By if for any ¢ touching u by above at xy in By, the
following holds:

(i) if o € Bif and ¢ € C?(Bs(xo)), then

w(zo)FE(D*p(x0)) > fT(20);
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(ii) if xo € T and p € CY(B{ (z0)) N CY(By (x0)), then

o (w0) — ¢, (x0) > g(x0)
where p* = P1BE(

(Eo)'

The last condition can be replaced by (see [14])

(ii’) Let xo € T and
p(z) = P(2') +pTaj —pay
where P is a quadratic polynomial and pt € R. If ¢ touches u by above at x

then

pt—p~ = g(x0).

Lemma 6.1. In Definition [6.1] for subsolutions of (6.1)), we can replace (ii) with the
following statement: if xo € T and v € W2P(Bj (z¢)) N W2P(B; (x¢)) is of the form

(6.2) P(x) = P(2)) —i—jDJra:;lF -px; + C!xd\z_“

and touches u by above at xy then either

ess lim sup (w(x)Fi(D2¢(a:)) — fi(x)) >0,

T—x0

or
pt—p~ > g(xo).
A similar result holds for supersolutions to (6.1]).

Proof. Since P(z') +pta) —p~a] + Clzg* ¢ € C’l(B—f) N C’l(B—l_), it is clear that if u
is a C' viscosity subsolution to (6.1]), then the statement is true. To prove the converse,
take xg € T and let ¢ = P(z') + pTa) — p~z touch u by above at zy. We argue by
way of contradiction, assuming that

(6.3) pT—p~ < glxo).

Define 1 (x) = @(x) + n|zg| — Llxzg/*~® for z € B,(wg), where ,7, L > 0 are to be
determined. For 1 small and L large fixed, choose 7 < r such that n|z4| — L|z4[?>7% > 0
in B;(x0). In particular, ¢ is of the form (6.2]) and

{wxo) = (x0) = ulzo),

U(z) > p(x) > u(z), = € Br(xo).
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Thus 9 is a valid test function touching u by above at xy and so, by the assumption,
one of the following holds

esslim sup (w(x)Fi(D2w(a;)) — fi(x)) >0,
(6.4) T=T0
Y (20) — ¥y, (x0) > g(x0).

By (6.3)), choosing 1 small,
Ui, (w0) — Uy, (x0) = ¢7, (20) — ¢z, (w0) + 21 < g(wo).
Therefore the first inequality in (6.4]) must hold. Let E; = e; ® e4. Then
D*)p = D3P — LC|zg| " Ey
where C' = C(a). Therefore
esslimsup (frgl"M* (D*(x) ~ ()

T—x0

< esslim sup (\xdla (A(d —1)|D2 P| - LC]a:d\_“) - fi(x))

T—To

< = LO+[|f¥]r= <0

choosing L > 0 sufficiently large. Here C' = C(d, A, a). However, by ellipticity, and
6.4,
0 < esslimsup (|zq|"F*(D*(2)) - f4(x))

T—x0

< esslim sup (\xd\“M+(D2¢(ﬂf)) — fi(x))

T—To

which is a contradiction.
O

6.2. Lower and upper s-envelopes. As is usual in the literature, we will use a family
of regularizations in the z/-direction which was introduced in [15].

Definition 6.2. Given u € USC(B;) and any € > 0, we define the upper e-envelope
of u in the x'-direction as

1
u (Y ya) = sup  {u(’,ya) - EW -1’}
z€ByN{xzq=ya}

fory = (y',ya) € B, C By. Similarly, given u € LSC(By), we define the lower &-

envelope of u in the x’-direction as

1
u(y,ya) = __inf  {u(@ya) + =2 —[*}
€B,N{za=ya} €
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fory=(y',ya) € B, C By.
Note that there is y. € B, N {zq = yq} such that
u(y) = u(ye) — %Iyé —yP
with |y — .| < /2¢][u] s, since u(y) > u(y) and

§|y£ — PP = ulye) —u(y) < ulye) —uly).

The following result was proven in [I5, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 6.2. The following properties hold:
(1) v* > u in B, and limsup,_ou® = u;
0,15 - .
(2) u* € C,(By), with [uf] 1 (B) < 6p/c;
(3) u® € C’;Zl by below in B,. Thus, u® is punctually second order differentiable in
the x'-direction almost everywhere in B,.

Proposition 6.1. Let f* € C(Bi) and g € C(T). If u is a bounded viscosity subso-
lution to ([GT)) then, for any e > 0 small, u® is a viscosity subsolution to

(w)y — (W), =g., onT,=B.N{zq=0},

Tq

{w(w)Fi(D?zf) = f*, in BY,

with r < p—re, 7= = (2EHUHL°°(B1))1/27 fs:t =f- ’Yfi(ra); and ge = g — ’Yg(ra)'

Proof. The proof consists of two steps. First we prove that w(z)F*(D?u®) = f* in BF,

following a similar reasoning to [I5, Lemma 3.1]. Then, the proof of the transmission

+

condition (uf);

136].
For the first part, let ¢ € C?(B,) touch u® by above at Z € B;f. Then, for ¢ small,

— (u);, = ge on T, follows from exactly the same argument as in

with |ZL — #'|? < 2¢||ul|s. Consider the function
. 1,
O(y) =ply+7z—2:) + g|xé —z%

with our choice of r and y € B;’ close enough to Z., the point y +* — . € B;r. Thus,
by the definition of ¢,

1
u(y) Su(y+ 2 —5e) + _|7e — P
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and so,
< - 1, 112
u(y) < ply + - Te) + |z — 7%,
with equality at y = Z., since ¢(Z) = u®(Z). Thus, the function ® touches u by above
at Z.. Therefore,

w(@)FH(D?p(7)) = w(@) F (D*®(z.))

> 11w > 1@ - g (Y2l ) = £202)

The transmission condition follows identically to [36] since it is independent of the
PDE.

as intended.

0

6.3. Comparison principle and uniqueness. We will also make use of the classical
notion of the following half-relaxed limits. Let {ux}x be a sequence of functions. For
x € By, we define

— 1
lim sup™ ug(x) = lim sup {uk(y) ck>j,y€ By, and |y —z| < —,}.
j— J

o0

Similarly, for x € By, we define

- 1
liminf, ug(z) = lim inf {uk(y) ck>j,ye By, and |y —z| < 5}

J]—00

Then lim sup* uy, € USC(By) and lim inf, uy € LSC(B;). We have the following lemma
from [10].

Lemma 6.3. Let {ug}r, C USC(By) and u = liminf, uy. Fiz xg € By. If a continuous
function ¢ touches u from above at xo, then there exist indexes k; — oo, points x; € By,

and functions p;j € C such that p; touches uy, by above at xj,
zj — o, and  ug,(z5) — u(zo), asj— oo.
Moreover
0i(@) = (@) — p(x;) + uk,(x;) + 6(|z — zo|* — |z; — mol?),

for an arbitrary 6 > 0.

The following result can be found in [31I, Corollary 1.8], which we present in a
simplified form.
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Corollary 6.1. Let u be a viscosity solution to
F(D*u)=f inQf
{u —62)  on @,
where F is uniformly elliptic, ¢ is C1* at 0, and

1

(6.5) r <][+ fp> ' < Cr?.

Then u is CY® at 0, that is, there exists an affine function ¢ such that for every
0<r<1/2,

sup |u — | < Cr'te,
QF

Theorem 6.1. Let fif, fif € C(B) N L®(Bi) and g1,92 € C(T). Assume that u €
USC(B;) and v € LSC(By) are bounded and satisfy
o)FF(D%u) > f£, in BF
{ - =31, onT
and
) FE(D%v) < f5F, in Bf
{ < 92, onT

in the viscosity sense. Then, w = u — v satisfies
{w(a:)/\/ﬁ(D?w) > fE— ff, in Bf
wi —wy, > 91— g2, onT
in the viscosity sense.

Proof. The fact that w(z)M*(D*w) > fif — f in B follows from the argument in
[23, Theorem 4], noting that within either Bfr or By, the notions of C' and L? viscosity
solutions coincide.

We need to show the transmission condition. Let xo = (z(,0) € T and assume that
P(z') +p xd —p~x, touches w by above at xqg, with P being a quadratic polynomial
and p* € R. We aim at showing that

(6.6) P —p > gi(x0) — g2(x0).
Fix 7 > 0 and C > 0 large to be chosen. Then the W?P" test function

pla) = P(a') + (p* + r)af — (07 — 7wy — Claa™
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touches w strictly by above at x(, possibly in a smaller neighborhood where
ar — C(aF)? ™ > 0.

For £ > 0, consider the upper and lower-envelopes u® and v. and take w., = u® — v..
By Lemma [6.2] (1),

lim sup w, = w.
e—0

By Lemma [63] there are points z. € By with z. — x(, up to a subsequence, and
functions

pe(z) = p(x) — p(xe) + we(ze) + |7 — $0|2 — |@e — $0|2
such that (. touches w, strictly from above at z.. Particularly, for § > 0 sufficiently
small, there is > 0 such that . —w. > n > 0 on dBs(z.). By Proposition [6.1] w.
satisfies, in the viscosity sense,

(6.7) w(@)MT(D*w.) > (fi): — (f2)e, i By,

for some 0 < p < 1 such that Bs(z.) C B,.
Now we note that D?p = D% P — C(2 — a)(1 — a)|z4|"%eq ® eq and recalling that

w(x) = |zgq|* we get
[zal"M*(D?¢.) < |za|” (IIDZP] +24) = C(2— a)(1 - a)

05 <int [(79): = ()] B
provided we take C large enough. Note that this immediately implies that x. € T
since ¢, touches w. by above at x. and if z. were in B;E then this inequality would
contradict (6.7]), by the definition of LP viscosity solution.

Define

(6.9) Y =@ —we —1/2,

with ¢ > 1/2 > 0 on 0Bs(x.) and ¢(z.) = —n/2 < 0. Let Cy, be the convex envelope of

—1_ in Bis(z.), where we have extended —¢)_ = 0 outside of Bj(z.). By Lemma
(3), we know that ¢ € C;,’l by above in B, (since the bad term —|z4|>~ in the definition
of 1) is non-positive). Hence, for any x{, € %, there exists a paraboloid P(z’) with
uniform opening that touches ¢ (2’,0) by above at z(,. We have Cy, € C’iil(m) and

for any ¢ > 0, we claim that

|Dy| := {2’ € Bj(x.) : Cy(a’) = ¢(2/,0) and |DyCy(a")| <t} > 0.

Indeed, the fact that the set of contact points {¢) = Cy} in Bj(z.) has positive measure
follows from the Alexandroff Lemma (see [5, Lemma 3.5]) which implies that there
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exists A C B§(x.) such that |Bj(z:) \ A] =0 and
a
0<n/2= sup ¢¥_ < (/ detD2C¢dx> .
Bj(z<) An{y=Cy}

Since z. is a minimum of ¢ we have Cy(z.) = ¢(z.,0) and DyCy(x.) = 0, thus
z. € Dy # (), for any ¢ > 0. Since the gradient of Cy is continuous, the claim follows.
Hence, choosing t < 7/(40), there exists y. € D, such that both u® and v, are punctually
second order differentiable at y. = (y.,0) in the 2/-direction and such that

(a) = DyrCy(yz) - (2 — y2) + 2 (ve)
touches 1 from below at y. on Bg(z.). Furthermore by ([69) we get w. < . — ¥ —1n/2
on 9B (z.) and by (6.7) and (G.8) we get
w(@)MT(D*w.) > w(z)MT(D* (. — € —1/2)), in Bi(z.).

Therefore by the comparison principle which follows from [23, Theorem 4] applied to
each part of By (z.), we get that w. < ¢, — £ — /2 on Bs(z.). Let now

¢ =p.—L—1/2.
Consider the viscosity solutions @° and o, to the Dirichlet problems
{w(az)Fi(D2u5) = (ff)a in By (z.),
=u° on OBF (z.).
and
{w(w)Fi(D%a = (), in Bf(x),
Ve = Vg on 8B§t(x€).
By applying again the comparison principle, @¢ > u® and 0. < v. in Bs(z:), and thus
(6.10) (@), = (@), > (). and  (0:);, —(v:),, < (92).
on Bs(xz:) N{xq = 0}, in the viscosity sense, where
(91). = 01 = Vo1 (2]l (50)?)
and
(92). = 92 = Vgu (2210l () ?)
By Lemma (8), in particular we have u®, v, € C’;}a(ye). We are now in conditions

to apply Corollary [6.]], since f := ( fii) w™! satisfies condition (65) for o = 1 — a,
€

and thus we get pointwise C1'® estimates (depending on ¢), which imply the existence
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of 79 > 0 and linear polynomials ¢ and ¢ such that
e + 1+«
(@)™ = £, ”L°°(B?(ys)) <Cr for all 0
Lo tra forall 0 <r <.
192" = €5 M oo 2 4y < O

To simplify notation, call pf = DfE -e; and pI = DIF-ey. We can now argue similarly
as in [I5, Lemma 4.3], noting that the source term is allowed to be unbounded. We
thus get that (6.10]) holds pointwise, that is,

(6.11) pe —pu > (91)e(ye) and  pi —py < (92)e(ye).

Let w. = u. — v.. Then, by the previous computations, we have

VA

We

w(z)MT(D*w.) > w(x)M*(D?*@)  in Bf(x.)
{ @ on OB (z.).
It follows that w. < @ in Bs(x.) and w.(y.) = @(y.). Since w. € CH*(y.), we have
that
pt 4T =¢k (ve) > (0)F, (ve) = pf —pif,
pT =T =0, (Y) < (We)y, (Y) =Py — Py -
Therefore, combining the previous estimates with (6.11), yields
Pt =pT 21 > (91)e(ye) — (92)=(ye)
= (91— 92) W) + 91 ((2ellullo)/?) = 7 ((2elvlloc)/?) -

We emphasize that although p: and pf depend on e and might explode as € — 0, they
were only used in an intermediate step, and the final estimate we got above is stable
under this limit. Thus, recalling that y. € Bs(z.) and z. — ¢ as ¢ — 0, we can start

by letting 7 — 0, then § — 0, to get y. — =, and finally € — 0, and obtain the desired

(6.6).
0

These two results follow from Theorem [6.I] and the ABP estimate(Theorem [4.1]).

Corollary 6.2 (Uniqueness). There exists a unique viscosity solution to
w(x)FE(D?*u) = f* in Bf
uf —u, =g onT =By N{zy =0}
u=nh on 0B;.
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Theorem 6.2 (Comparison). Let u,v € C(Bjy) be bounded viscosity sub and super-
solutions of (6.1), respectively. If u < v on OB; then u < v in By.

The existence of solutions for (6.1 follows the from same argument as in [36, The-

orem 4.11].

Theorem 6.3 (Existence). Let f* € C(BfUT)NL™(By), g € C(T), and ¢ € C(0B).
Then there ezists a unique viscosity solution u € C(By) of @) such that u = ¢ in
0B;.

7. A STABILITY RESULT FOR 02 INTERFACES

In this section we prove that the equation is stable under small perturbations. The
proof differs substantially from the uniformly elliptic case. This difficulty stems from the
fact that as the interface changes, so does the degeneracy set, and thus using a correct
W?2P test function becomes essential to overcome the degeneracy of the equation.

Lemma 7.1. Assume that T, € C? and uy € C(B1) satisfy
|wa — W)V EE (D) = fi7 i O
{(u,j),, — (ug )v = gk on Ty,
where F,;t satisfy assumption with Ty, = By N {xg = Uy(a')} for Uy € C?,
wi(z) = |zg — Up(2)|* @), fE € C(QF UTy) and g, € C(Ty), for k > 1. Suppose

that there are continuous functions u, f* and g, a constant a, and elliptic operators
F* € &\ A) such that, as k — oo, we have

(1) Ff — F* uniformly on compact subsets of S(d)
(2) up — u uniformly on compact subsets of By;
(3) 15 = FEllp=(n — 0;
(4) llgrx — 9llzo(ry) = subwep; lge(@’, Vi (2')) — g(2’,0)] — 0;
(5) Ty — T in C? in the sense that [Wklloz(m;) — 0;
(6) ar, — a uniformly on Bj.
Then uw € C(By) is a viscosity solution to
{]wd\“Fi(Dzu) = f* inBf
up —ug, =g onT.
Proof. We only prove that u is a viscosity subsolution since the other case follows

similarly. First, we show that

|zq|*FE(D?u) > f* in Bf.
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If, by contradiction, we suppose that it fails then there exists xg € ch and a test
function ¢ € C?(Bs(z0)) such that ¢ touches u from above at xg, and

|(0)al “F*(D*p(x0)) < f(zo)*.

Without losing generality, we can assume that zo € B] and that ¢ touches u strictly
from above at xg, up to considering ¢ + |z — x¢|? instead of o, with & small. Now,
since ug — w uniformly on compact sets, there exists € > 0 such that ¢ + € > uy in
B,(z0) for k large and r < § small. We can consider r small such that B, (z9) C Q,
for some k large enough, having I'y, — T
Then, we define
dp, = inf (p+ep—ug) >0

By, (z0)

with 0 < 7, <7 and r \, 0. Thus B, (zo) C Q.
Now, let x € Q; be a point for which the infimum is attained, i.e.,
di, = p(xr) + e — ug(zk)
and define ¢ = ¢ — dg, Then x; — xg,cr — 0, and ¢ + ¢; touches uy from above at
), € Qp, for k large. Hence, since |(vg)q — Wg(2)|%* @) FF(D?ug(21)) > fi7 in QF,
we need to have

|(@1)a — Wi(ay)| O FHD2p(ar)) > i (xr).

Letting £k — oo, we obtain

[(20)a|*F*(D*¢(w0)) > flxo)*.

Now we prove the transmission condition. By contradiction, assume that there exists
zg € T, r > 0 small and ¢(z) = P(2') + pTx) — p~x; such that ¢ touches u from
above at zg but

(7.1) pT—p~ < glxo)

Let (z) = ¢(x) + n|zg| — Ll|z4|?>~¢, for n,L > 0 to be fixed and take 7 so small that
n|xq| — L|wg|*~® > 0 in B;(z0). Then 1 touches u strictly from above at x¢ in B, (o).
Arguing as before, there exist ¢, 7,z such that if we define

¢(x) = (2, xqg — Vi(2')) + ek
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then ¢ touches wy strictly from above at zj in By, (x¢), with ¢z — 0, 7, — 0 and
x), — xg. Recall

Blw) = P(') + p™ (v — Wel@))* = p~(wa — V()"
+77’£d - \I/k(a;/)\ — L’xd _ \I,k(x/)’2—a

and note that

_ M p
D?zg — Ug(2)* " = <pT q> =M

with
M'=(2—a)(1 - a)lrqg — Vi(2')| " (Do Vi(2') ® Dy V("))
F (1= a)|zg — Ui "D y(a),
p=—(2-a)l—a)|lrqa— (@) "Dy Py(a’),
q=(2-a)(l - a)lzg — k()™
here + refers to whether +(zq— W (2')) > 0. Since ¥, — 0 in the C2 norm, the leading

term is ¢. Hence, choosing kg large enough, for k > kg we can assume that M has a
positive eigenvalue

e> %(2 —a)(1 —a)|zg — V(")

The above computation can be performed in the same manner if we consider, instead
of ¢, a new family of test functions ¢, defined as

¢r(z) = P(z') +p*(xa — Up(2"))" —p~ (2a — Tp(a"))”

kg — Wa(a!)] - Llza — Wyla') P (@0
with e > 0 such that ag(z) < a+¢p in By, (z), since ag(x) — a uniformly as g5 \ 0.
Now, we are presented with two options: either there exists k& > 0 such that for

every k > k we have x, € Qf, in which case by the equivalence of notions of C and LP
viscosity solutions, since ¢y, touches ug by above at xy, it must hold

ess lim sup (|:17d — Uy ()| * @D FE(D2¢y) — f,gc) > 0;

T—T
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However, exploiting the ellipticity of F}, and the explicit expression for D?¢;,, we have

ess lim sup (|xd - \I’k(x/)|ak(m)F1§E(D2¢k) - flit)

T

< esslim sup (\xd — \I’k(x/)\ak(m)M+(D2¢k) - f;;t)

T—T)

< esslimsup (\xd — Ui (a')|* ) Cy| D3 P| = Colaa — \I’k(ﬂfl)’a’“(x)_(aﬁk)ll) + [ £l zes

T— T

<0

provided we choose L large enough, independent of k. This produces a contradiction.
The other possibility is that for every k& > 1 there exists k > k such that z;, € 'y,
and in this case we have

buy (Tk) — Py (1) = gr(z0)-
By letting k — oo we obtain a contradiction with (Z1]). O
Remark 3. Note that, up to this point, the results in this paper could be extended
for operators with more general variable coefficients of the form F*(M,x) with the
same assumptions as in [23]. The part in this paper where the argument would fail is
in Lemma [R.1] as well as Proposition since we could not say that if v and w are

viscosity solutions of F'(D?v,z) = f, then the difference v — w is in the class S* or S.

Indeed, this is a very difficult problem in the theory of C-viscosity solutions.

8. APPROXIMATION RESULT FOR C1® INTERFACES

We can state the following approximation result, which relates our equation to the
limiting profile where g = 0 and f* = 0, for which we have C1®0 regularity even across
the interface.

Lemma 8.1 (Approximation lemma). Fiz 0 < 6 < 1,0 <7 < 1/4 and let u € C(By)
be a viscosity solution of

- {p:d ()@ FEDW) = f£ in QF
uf —u, =g on T

such that |Jul|pe(p,) < 1, [\I/]cl,ao(F) <1 and

(8.2) lgllceo @y + I1f lzee =y + I1f Tl oo @) <6

Then there exists v € Cllo’?a(B3/4) N Co’ﬁ(ﬂ) such that

lu — vl oo ) < CO(T7 +9),

B3j4—r
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for B = [y/2 and for some C > 0 depending only on d, \, A, ag.

Proof. We proceed very similarly to [36, Lemma 5.2].
Fix 0 < § < 1, and € > 0 is given by [[A3|l Given ¢ > 0 small, for € By we define

Fo(M,x) = he()F7 (M) + (1 — he(2))F™ (M),

where h, € C*°(B1), 0 < he(z) < 1 and

hs(x) =

1 ifzeBn{zyg>TV()+e}
0 ifxeBN{rg<¥(2)—e}.

Note that F. € £(A\,A) and F(0,z) = 0. Let v, a solution to

{FE(Dsz,x) =0 in By

Ve = U on 0Bgy.

Arguing as in the proof of [36, Lemma 5.2], we have that v. € Cllo’Z(B3/4) N CP(Byy)
for every ¥ < ag, 8 = [y/2 with universal estimates. Thus by compactness v. — v in
CIIO’Z(B;;, /4) N CP(Bs /4) as € — 0 for every v < #. By closedness of viscosity solutions
under uniform limits, we also have that v solves

FE(D*) =0 in Qf,’t/4.
Defining w = u — v, since u € 06(33/4) from Proposition [5.1], then w € 06(33/4) and

w =0 on dBz/4. Thus for 0 < 7 < 1/4,
HwHLw(aB3/4,T) < [w]cﬁ(mﬂﬁ < CTﬁa
with C universal. Furthermore, we are able to prove that
{w €8T in Oy,
+

+ - —
w, —w, =g on F3/4_T.

The second follows immediately since v satisfies vl — v, = 0 in I's /4 1n the classical
sense. The first condition can be checked directly: take for example x(y € Q;{/ 4 and let
ri= %dist(xo,F3/4), then |zg — ¥(2/)|*®) > ¢ > 0 hence

FH(D%*u) = fHzg— U(2)| 7™ € L® in B,(x0)
FY(D%*) =0 in B,(z),
which means w € S,(f*) in B,(z9). Now, from the ABP estimate Theorem 1] and

[B2) we conclude that |[u — v||L(p,,, ) < C(rP +6).

O
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For p > 0 define the following operator
(8.3) Ff(M,z) = |og — p~ " W(ua')|*#) FE(D* M),
Now we verify that it is possible to assume, without loss of generality, that the smallness
assumption (82]) holds. Let u to be a viscosity solution of (II]) and consider

i(y) = 2

with

_ 6\t e _
K = 1r7?|lull g (py) + (g) {7” Nz + 1 T llpocey) + 7 1||9Hcao(r)}-

Then u solves

+
LKD) = Loty e By 0 G- W) > 0,
- - r
it ) 5 () = 220, v € Byjy 0 (ru = ¥y},

Which can be rewritten as

FE(D*i,y)=f, y€ By, n{tys—r¥(ry)) >0},
ﬂz—i—_ﬂ’; =9, Y€ Bl/rm{ydzr_l\ll(ry/)}'

Thus, choosing r < §, one can check that the smallness regime is verified. Moreover,

possibly choosing r smaller, if we define \i/(y’ ) = %yl) we have

- D'u(y D'y (ry
[W]ctaoo) =  sup w# = sup % <1 eta00) < 1.
yeBly'#0 Y \ y' €B},y'#0 Y|

9. GRADIENT REGULARITY

In this section we obtain pointwise C1*(®0)(z4) regularity at points in the interface
xo € I'. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we assume that o = 0. The next
result constitutes the first geometric iteration. Note however that the approximation
function /¢ is affine even across the interface. This is a consequence of the smallness

assumption on g.

Lemma 9.1. Let u be a viscosity solution of (LIl), 0 < v < ag and 61 be given by in
Remark (1, then there exist 6 > 0 and p < 61 universal such that if (82) holds, then
there is an affine function {(z) = A -z + b, with |A| + |b| < Cy, such that

14y
|u— Ll pe(B,) < 5
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Proof. Take 6 > 0 to be fixed, so that if the smallness assumption (8.2]) is satisfied,
then there exists v € Cllo’Z(Bg/4) where ¥ = (v + ) /2, such that

[ = 0| Loe <CO(r7 +9),

Bs/s_r)
for every 0 < 7 < 1/4. Now, let

l(z) = v(0) + Dv(0) - =
and compute

sup |u(z) — £(z)| < sup [v(x) — £(z)] + sup [u(z) — v(z)] < Cp'*7T + C(+7 +4),

Bp Bp BP

where C' > 0 is a universal constant. Now, we choose p, 7 and § universal as
) 1\ 5 5 Pt 5 5 Pt
p= <@) T ee - 60

1+~
p
lu =l oo (s,) < =5

and we get

as intended. O

Now we proceed with the geometric iterations which will imply pointwise clel)
regularity at points in the interface from either side, making use of Proposition 3.1

Proposition 9.1. Let u be a viscosity solution of (LLI). There exist a nondecreasing
sequence (a )k, universal constants 6 and p such that if the smallness assumption (8.2l)
holds, then there are sequences of affine functions

CGE@) =me+GE -2, e Qf = BN {(zq — ¥(2')) > 0}

such that
(9.1) lu = €5 ooty < (i)
where
G () = £ (2) = 9(0)(0) -«
and
(9.2) Ik — M1 + PFICE — ¢E || < CpthD0Fex-),

Furthermore, the sequence (ay)y converges to

(9.3) a = min {aa, 1-— a(O)} ,
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(9.4) limsup k(o — o) = 0.

k—o0

Proof. We argue by induction. Let § and p be given by Lemma [0.1]

a := sup a(x)
ZBEBPk

and define the nondecreasing sequence
ap = min{a&, 1-— ak}

which converges to a in (@.3]). Furthermore, by assumption as well as Remark [I],
it is a simple calculation to see that ([@.4]) also holds. Define also

Qi = Bin{x(zqg—p FU(pF")) > 0},

Tp = Bin{(zqg— p *U(p*2")) = 0}.

Let £y = 0, ¢1 be given by Lemma [9.T] and define
((z) = £y (x) £ %0)1/(0) - x

where v(0) is the normal of T" at 0 pointing towards Q*, which we are assuming, without
loss of generality, that v(0) = e4. By Lemma [0.1],

1+y P+

p
H’LL — git”Loo(Bp) < —+ Hg”LOO(Bp) < 2

5 +(5 < p1+’*/7

. 1+ . . . .
since we can assume § < Z5—. This concludes the first step of the induction, since

v > aq and (9.2)) can be verified directly from Lemma
To prove the induction step, define

_ (=)

+
v (z) = e x € By,

where £} (z) — £; (z) = g(0)v(0) - 2. The function v;" solves in Qi the equation

- a(pz) o ta
’xd_P k\P(pkx/) pk(l k)Fj:(pk( 1+ k)D%ki)

Note that 1 — oy, — a(p¥z) > ai, — a(p¥z) > 0 from the definition of oy, and a. Thus,
denoting with
F];I:(M) — pk‘(l—ak)Fi(pk(—l"‘ak)M)
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and recalling the notation in ([83]) we can write compactly the equation satisfied by vy
as

(F,;t)pk(D%,f,m) = f,;t in Q,f
where || f£|| < 8. Whereas for the transmission condition we have

9(pFx) — g(0)v(0) - v(p*x)

(v3)s = (v), = o = gr(z) zeTy,
with
k k
g(p"z) —g(0 g(0) — g(0)v(0) - v(p“x
jon()] < 22— 901 | 150) = 9OvO) - v(p7a)
P p
<[glceo ) + 19(0)[[¥] e (B)) S d.

Similarly, we check that [gi] g () S 0.
Note however that we can not apply Lemma [0.1] to vki since it is discontinuous across
the interface. Therefore, we proceed as in [36, Proof of Theorem 6.1]. Indeed for z € Ty,

we have
(o — oy (a) D G g0 0) x) _ Jg(O)ra
k k - pk(l—i-ak) - pk?OCk: o pkak
|4] (W (pFa!)|
<|g(0)] SUP e = l9(0)] SUD (Tran) < lglleeo ) [Pletaomy) <0
el by

Consider now, w € C(By) the viscosity solution of
(F];t)pk (D*w,z) =0 in Qi
:%(v,j—kv,;) on Iy

= on 0B

(9.5)

We will prove that w satisfies the assumptions of Lemma By the maximum prin-
ciple, [|[w|| g~ (p,) < HvkiHLoo(Bl) < 1. Furthermore, from [23, Theorem 3| we get that
vif —w* € S,(fF) in QF and from the ABP in [23, Proposition 1], we get

o = | e @y < Mo = 0| o 7ty + OIS N ) < O

By [3, Corollary 3.3], we get pointwise boundary C'%¢ estimates and thus for every

To € fk we have

1 —RQ
D = w)(ao)| < O (J10F = gy + 5079000 1Eklerooy + 15 izcat) )

where Uy (z) = p~*U(pFx) satisfies [Pkl ctao (@) < pkaOH\IJHCLaO(Bi), with ap > oy
and |g(0)] < 4.
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Proceeding as in [36] we check that w satisfies the assumptions of Lemma and
hence there exists an affine function £, such that

1+
p ’y

2
for any v < «g. Recalling the definition of vy and rescaling back, we get

1+y

[0 = CetallLoe(s,) < llv = wllzee(s,) + lw —lryillLe(s,) < O3+ <p

w— 0F pkgj _
(pkd“—ifk)) ~ (@) <t
L (B,)
|uly) = GEy) = P+ B (o7Fy)| LB ) plrthtan)
p

hence defining Elirl(y) = CE(y) + pPFeR) gy (p~*y) we finally obtain

= Ty+k(1+ k1) (14
Hu_ek—l—l”Loo(BpkH) L pltrHRtar) (kD4 )

where in the last inequality we have exploited the monotonicity of oy and the fact that
we can choose v > ajy1. This concludes the induction step for (9.1]).

Finally, ([@.2) holds immediately from the bounds on the coefficients of £}, obtained
in Lemma O

In order to get the full regularity up to the interface of Theorem we patch the
pointwise regularity at the interface of Proposition@.Iand the interior C1*() regularity,
since a(+) < g, proceeding as in [23] with the obvious changes, see also [30], Proposition
2.3].
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