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BOUNDARY ESTIMATES FOR ELLIPTIC OPERATORS IN

DIVERGENCE FORM WITH VMO COEFFICIENTS

HONGJIE DONG AND SEONGMIN JEON

Abstract. We establish boundary regularity estimates for elliptic systems in
divergence form with VMO coefficients. Additionally, we obtain nondegener-
acy estimates of the Hopf-Oleinik type lemma for elliptic equations. In both
cases, the moduli of continuity are expressed in terms of the Lp-mean oscilla-
tions of the coefficients and data.

1. Introduction

The qualitative theory of partial differential equations has been extensively stud-
ied over time. In this paper, we focus on boundary regularity estimates and nonde-
generacy estimates of the Hopf-Oleinik type lemma.

1.1. Boundary regularity. For elliptic equations in divergence form, it was shown
in [DK17] that solutions are C1 if the coefficients satisfy the Dini mean oscillation
(DMO) condition, which is a weaker requirement than the standard Dini condition.
This regularity extends to the boundary if the boundary also satisfies DMO-type
conditions; see [DJV24]. The DMO condition appears to be almost optimal to
ensure the C1-regularity of solutions, since even harmonic functions in the C1-
domain may fail to be Lipschitz, see e.g., [Saf08].

Our first main objective in this paper is to establish boundary and interior reg-
ularity estimates for elliptic systems in divergence form. We consider coefficients
having vanishing mean oscillation (VMO), which is a strictly weaker requirement
than continuity and the DMO conditions. In particular, we will derive an explicit
modulus of continuity that involves only Lp-mean oscillations of them.

1.2. Hopf-Oleinik type lemma. Our second central result concerns the Hopf-
Oleinik type lemma. The classical Hopf-Oleinik lemma states as follows: suppose
u is a positive harmonic function in Ω. If Ω ∈ C2 and u(x0) = 0 for some x0 ∈ ∂Ω,
then

lim inf
t→0+

u(x0 + tν)

t
> 0,

where ν is the inward unit normal to ∂Ω at x0. Such result also holds for elliptic
equations in non-divergence form with measurable coefficients when Ω is C1,Dini.
See [Saf08], the survey paper [AN22], and the references therein.

The lemma also applies to equations in divergence form under certain regular-
ity conditions on the coefficients and the boundary. The necessary condition has
been relaxed to DMO conditions; see [RSS23] and [DJV24]. However, as in the
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case of boundary regularity, the Hopf-Oleinik lemma fails when only continuity
assumptions are imposed without DMO conditions; see [Naz12] and [AN22].

Analogous to our boundary regularity result, we achieve the estimates of a Hopf-
Oleinik type lemma under the VMO condition, and provide an explicit lower bound
of the finite difference quotient expressed in terms of Lp-mean oscillations.

1.3. Main results. In this paper, we consider a domain Ω whose boundary can be
expressed as a Lipschitz graph. More precisely, we assume

Ω = {(x′, xn) ∈ R
n : xn > γΩ(x

′)}, ∂Ω = {(x′, xn) ∈ R
n : xn = γΩ(x

′)}

for some Lipscthiz function γΩ : Rn−1 → R satisfying

γΩ(0) = 0 and ∇x′γΩ(0) = 0.(1.1)

Below we state our main results. For relevant notation, we refer to Section 2.

We first consider the following elliptic system
{

Dα(A
αβDβu) = div f in Ω ∩B1,

u = g on ∂Ω ∩B1,
(1.2)

where u = (u1, . . . , um)T , m ≥ 1, is a (column) vector-valued function. The coeffi-

cients Aαβ = (aαβij )mi,j=1 are m×m-matrices, 1 ≤ α, β ≤ n.
For p > n and p0 > 1, we let

σ(ρ) :=

(

‖u‖L2(Ω∩B1) + ‖g‖L2(Ω∩B1) +

∫ 1

ρ

(ωf ,p + ω∇g,p + ωA,p + ω∇x′γΩ,p)(s)

s
ds

)

· exp

(

C

∫ 1

ρ

(ωA,p0
+ ω∇x′γΩ,p0

)(s)

s
ds

)

, 0 < ρ < 1/2,

(1.3)

where C = C(n,m, λ, p, p0, ‖∇x′γΩ‖L∞(B′

1)
, ωA,1 + ω∇x′γΩ,1) > 0.

Then our first main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let u ∈ H1(Ω ∩B1;R
m) be a solution of (1.2), and p > n and

p0 > 1 with 1/2 < 1
p0

+ 1
p < 1. Assume that Aαβ and ∇x′γΩ ∈ L∞(B′

1) are of VMO,

and Aαβ satisfies (2.3). Suppose f ∈ L∞(Ω∩B1;R
m×n) and g ∈ W 1,∞(Ω∩B1;R

m).
Then, for any x, y ∈ Ω ∩B1/2 with 0 < |x− y| < 1/4,

|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|
≤ Cσ(|x − y|) + ‖∇g‖L∞(Ω∩B1),(1.4)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on n, m, p, p0, λ, ‖f‖L∞(Ω∩B1), ‖∇g‖L∞(Ω∩B1),

‖∇x′γΩ‖L∞(B′

1
), and ωA,1 + ω∇x′γΩ,1.

A similar result was recently obtained in [TL24] for non-divergence form elliptic
equations when either x or y is on ∂Ω, where a modulus of continuity of solutions
is expressed in terms of the boundary of the domain and the data. However, it is
noteworthy that their approach relies on boundary Harnack principles and compar-
ison principles, which are not applicable in the case of systems considered in this
paper.
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Remark 1.2. Our result in Theorem 1.1 can be extended to the second-order elliptic
system with lower-order terms:

{

Dα(A
αβDβu) +Dα(B

αu) + B̂αDαu+Nu = div f + h in Ω ∩B1,

u = g on ∂Ω ∩B1,
(1.5)

where Bα ∈ L∞(Ω∩B1;R
m×m), B̂α, N ∈ Ln+ε(Ω∩B1;R

m×m), and h ∈ Ln+ε(Ω∩
B1;R

m) for some ε > 0. Indeed, for any q ∈ (1,∞), we have u ∈ W 1,q(Ω∩B3/4;R
m)

by the W 1,q estimate. Then, the first equation in (1.2) can be rewritten as

Dα(A
αβDβu) = Dαf̃α + h̃,

where f̃α := fα−Bαu ∈ L∞ and h̃ := h− B̂αDαu−Nu ∈ Ln+ε. The latter can be
rewritten into divH for some H ∈ W 1,n+ε(Ω∩B3/4) ⊂ L∞(Ω∩B3/4) by solving a
divergence equation.

Remark 1.3. In Theorem 1.1, we may assume p0 ≤ p. Then, by using (2.1), we can
bound σ in (1.3) by

σ(ρ) .

(

‖u‖L2(Ω∩B1) + ‖g‖L2(Ω∩B1) +

∫ 1

ρ

(ωf ,p + ω∇g,p)(s)

s
ds

)

· exp

(

C

∫ 1

ρ

(ωA,p + ω∇x′γΩ,p)(s)

s
ds

)

.

Our second primary result concerns the elliptic scalar equation

div(A∇u) = 0 in Ω ∩B1.(1.6)

Note that 0 ∈ ∂Ω from (1.1). We let

Ω̃ := {(x′, xn) ∈ R
n : xn > γΩ(x

′) + 1/4} ∩B3/4 ⋐ Ω ∩B1.

Theorem 1.4. Let u ∈ H1(Ω ∩ B1) be a nonnegative solution of (1.6), u(0) =
0, and p0 > 1. Suppose A and ∇x′γΩ ∈ L∞(B′

1) are of VMO, and A satisfies

(2.4). Then, there are constants C > 0 and c > 0, depending only on n, λ, p0,
‖∇x′γΩ‖L∞(B′

1)
, and ωA,1 + ω∇x′γΩ,1, such that for all t ∈ (0, 1/2),

u(tν)

t
≥ c‖u‖L2(Ω̃) exp

(

−C

∫ 1

t

(ωA,p0
+ ω∇x′γΩ,p0

)(s)

s
ds

)

,(1.7)

where ν is the inward unit normal to Ω at 0.

Remark 1.5. We note that by the proof of Theorem 1.4, the factor ‖u‖L2(Ω̃) can be

replaced with ‖u‖L2(Ω∩B3/4) if u vanishes on ∂Ω ∩ B1. Using the interior Harnack

inequality, it can also be replaced with u(ν/2).

Similar to Theorem 1.1, a result analogous to Theorem 1.4 was established in
[TL24] for non-divergence form equations. However, our argument is quite different
from that in [TL24], as we do not rely on the use of barrier functions.

1.4. Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2,
we introduce several definitions, assumptions, and preliminary lemmas necessary
for establishing our main results. Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of the main
theorems. Specifically, in Section 3.1 we present the proof of Theorem 1.1 and in
Section 3.2 we provide the proof of the nondegeneracy estimates of the Hopf-Oleinik
type lemma (Theorem 1.4).
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we use the notation x = (x′, xn) to denote a point in R
n.

For x ∈ R
n and r > 0, we denote

Br(x) := {y ∈ R
n : |y − x| < r}, B+

r (x) := Br(x) ∩ {yn > 0},

B′
r(x

′) := {y′ ∈ R
n−1 : |y′ − x′| < r}.

When x = 0, we simply write Br(0) = Br, B
+
r (0) = B+

r , and B′
r(0) = B′

r.
For a function u and a domain D, by 〈u〉D we mean the integral mean value of

u over D. That is,

〈u〉D = −

∫

D

u =
1

|D|

∫

D

u.

The relation A . B can be understood as A ≤ CB for some constant C > 0.
When there is no confusion, we drop the function space notation in norms for

vectorial functions, e.g., ‖u‖L2(B+
1 ) = ‖u‖L2(B+

1 ;Rm) for u ∈ L2(B+
1 ;Rm).

Below are precise definitions for Lp-mean oscillation and vanishing mean oscilla-
tion.

Definition 2.1. For p ∈ [1,∞) and a domain D ⊂ R
n, let g ∈ Lp(D). Then

ωg,p(r) := sup
x0∈D

(

−

∫

Br(x0)∩D

∣

∣g(x)− 〈g〉Br(x0)∩D

∣

∣

p
dx

)1/p

, 0 < r <
diam(D)

2
,

is the Lp-mean oscillation of g in D.
We say that g is of VMO in D if ωg,1(r) → 0 as r → 0.

Due to Hölder’s inequality, we have

p 7−→ ωg,p is nondecreasing.(2.1)

Moreover, r 7−→ ωg,p(r) is almost nondecreasing, i.e., for some constants C > c > 0,
depending only on n and p,

c ωg,p(r) ≤ ωg,p(s) ≤ Cωg,p(r)(2.2)

whenever r/2 ≤ s ≤ r < diam(D)
2 . See e.g. [Li17].

The following properties can be directly checked.

Lemma 2.2. Let p ∈ [1,∞) and D be a domain in R
n. If f and g are of Lp-DMO,

then so are f + g and fg. Moreover,

ωf+g,p ≤ ωf,p + ωg,p,

ωfg,p ≤ C
(

‖f‖L∞(D)ωg,p + ‖g‖L∞(D)ωf,p

)

,

where C = C(p) > 0.

For p ∈ [1,∞), we say that g is of Lp-DMO if ωg,p is a Dini function, i.e.,
∫ r

0

ωg,p(ρ)

ρ
dρ < ∞.

Clearly, the VMO condition is strictly weaker than the DMO condition.

Next, we provide assumptions on the coefficients.
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Condition 2.3 (Conditions on coefficients for systems). The coefficients Aαβ =

(aαβij )mi,j=1, 1 ≤ α, β ≤ n, satisfies for some constant λ > 0










the Legendre-Hadamard condition: λ|ξ|2|µ|2 ≤ aαβij (x)ξαξβµiµj ,

ξ ∈ R
n, µ ∈ R

m, x ∈ Ω ∩B1,

the uniform boundedness: |Aαβ(x)| ≤ 1/λ, x ∈ Ω ∩B1.

(2.3)

Condition 2.4 (Conditions on coefficients for scalar equations). The coefficients
A = (aij)

n
i,j=1 satisfies for some constant λ > 0
{

the uniform ellipticity: λ|ξ|2 ≤ 〈A(x)ξ, ξ〉, ξ ∈ R
n, x ∈ Ω ∩B1,

the uniform boundedness: |A(x)| ≤ 1/λ, x ∈ Ω ∩B1.
(2.4)

The following version of the Morrey inequality can be derived with a slight
modification of the proof of Theorem 4 in Section 5.6.2 of [Eva98].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose p > n and u ∈ W 1,p(B+
2 ;R

m). Then there is a constant

C > 0, depending only on n and p, such that for any x, y ∈ B+
2 with r := |x−y| > 0,

|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|
≤ C

(

−

∫

B+
r (x)∩B+

2

|∇u|p

)1/p

.

3. Proofs of main theorems

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The objective of this section is to establish Theo-
rem 1.1. We first consider a simpler case with a flat boundary and a zero Dirichlet
condition:

{

Dα(A
αβDβu) = div f in B+

2 ,

u = 0 on B′
2.

(3.1)

Throughout this section, we fix p > n and p0 > 1 satisfying 1/2 < 1
p0

+ 1
p < 1,

and let p1 := p0p
p0+p so that 1 < p1 < 2.

We say that a positive constant is universal if it depends only on n,m, λ, p, p0,
and ωA,1.

For x0 ∈ B+
1 and r ∈ (0, 1/2), we set

φ(x0, r) :=











infq∈Rm×n

(

−
∫

Br(x0)
|∇u− q|p1

)1/p1

if r < (x0)n,

infq∈Rm

(

−
∫

B+
r (x0)

|(∇x′u,Dnu− q)|p1

)1/p1

if r ≥ (x0)n.

We take qx0,r = (q′
x0,r, (qx0,r)n) ∈ R

m×(n−1) × R
m×1 such that

φ(x0, r) =

(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u− qx0,r|
p1

)1/p1

.

Note that q′
x0,r = 0 when r ≥ (x0)n. For a small constant κ ∈ (0, 1/16) that will

be determined after Lemma 3.3, we let

Φ(x0, r) :=

jr0
∑

j=0

φ(x0, κ
−jr), where jr0 is the largest integer satisfying κ−jr0 r ≤ 1/2.
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Lemma 3.1. Let u ∈ W 1,p1(B+
2 ;Rm), x0 ∈ B+

1/2, and r ∈ (0, 1/8). Then

(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cκ− n
p1

(

Φ(x0, r) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 )

)

(3.2)

for some constant C = C(n, p1) > 0.

Proof. For simplicity, we write j0 = jr0 . Then
(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤

(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u − qx0,r|
p1

)1/p1

+

j0
∑

j=1

|qx0,κ−j+1r − qx0,κ−jr|+ |qx0,κ−j0r|.

(3.3)

Here we assume that the second term vanishes when j0 = 0. Regarding the first
term in the right-hand side in (3.3), we simply have

(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u− qx0,r|
p1

)1/p1

= φ(x0, r) ≤ Φ(x0, r).(3.4)

Concerning the second term, we compute

j0
∑

j=1

|qx0,κ−j+1r − qx0,κ−jr|

≤

j0
∑

j=1





(

−

∫

B+

κ−j+1r
(x0)

|∇u− qx0,κ−j+1r|
p1

)1/p1

+

(

−

∫

B+

κ−j+1r
(x0)

|∇u − qx0,κ−jr|
p1

)1/p1





≤

j0
∑

j=1

(

φ(x0, κ
−j+1r) + κ− n

p1 φ(x0, κ
−jr)

)

≤ Cκ− n
p1 Φ(x0, r).

(3.5)

Finally, for the last term,

|qx0,κ−j0r|

≤

(

−

∫

B+

κ−j0 r
(x0)

|∇u− qx0,κ−j0r|
p1

)1/p1

+

(

−

∫

B+

κ−j0 r
(x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤ φ(x0, κ
−j0r) + Cκ

− n
p1 ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 ) ≤ Φ(x0, r) + Cκ
− n

p1 ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ).

(3.6)

By combining (3.3)-(3.6), we conclude (3.2). �

Lemma 3.2. Let u : B+
2 → R

m be a H1-weak solution of (3.1). Suppose that Aαβ

is of VMO and satisfies (2.3) in B+
2 , and f ∈ L∞(B+

2 ;Rm×n). Then there exists a

universal constant C1 > 0 such that for any x̄0 ∈ B′
1/2 and r ∈ (0, 1/8),

φ(x̄0, κr) ≤ C1κφ(x̄0, r) + C1κ
− n

p1 ωf ,p(r)

+ C1κ
− 2n

p1

(

Φ(x0, r) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 )

)

ωA,p0
(r).

(3.7)
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that x̄0 = 0. We write for
simplicity

Āαβ := 〈Aαβ〉B+

r/2
, f̄ := 〈f〉B+

r/2

and note that

Dα(Ā
αβDβu) = Dα(fα − f̄α + (Āαβ −Aαβ)Dβu).

Let D be a smooth and convex domain in R
n satisfying B+

r/3 ⊂ D ⊂ B+
r/2. Let w

be the weak solution of
{

Dα(Ā
αβDβw) = Dα(fα − f̄α + (Āαβ −Aαβ)Dβu) in D,

w = 0 on ∂D.

Then we have by the W 1,p1 estimate and Hölder’s inequality,
(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

. ωf ,p1
(r/2) + ωA,p0

(r/2)

(

−

∫

B+

r/2

|∇u|p

)1/p

.

Moreover, since u solves Dα(A
αβDβu) = div

(

f − 〈f〉B+
r

)

in B+
r and Aαβ has van-

ishing mean oscillations, we have by the W 1,p estimate and the boundary Poincaré
inequality,

(

−

∫

B+

r/2

|∇u|p

)1/p

.

(

−

∫

B+
r

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

+ ωf ,p(r).

Combining the previous two estimates and using (2.1) and (2.2) yield

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

. ωf ,p1
(r/2) + ωA,p0

(r/2)

(

(

−

∫

B+
r

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

+ ωf ,p(r)

)

. ωf ,p(r) + ωA,p0
(r)

(

−

∫

B+
r

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

.

(3.8)

Next, we observe that v := u− w satisfies
{

Dα(Ā
αβDβv) = 0 in B+

r/4,

v = 0 on B′
r/4.

By the gradient estimate for elliptic systems with constant coefficients,

‖Dv‖L∞(B+

r/8
) .

1

r

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|v|p1

)1/p1

.

Since ∇x′v satisfies the same system, we have

‖DDx′v‖L∞(B+

r/8
) .

1

r

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|∇x′v|p1

)1/p1

.

Since

Dnnv = −(Ānn)−1
∑

(α,β) 6=(n,n)

ĀαβDαβv,
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we further have

‖D2v‖L∞(B+

r/8
) .

1

r

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|∇x′v|p1

)1/p1

.
1

r

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|(∇x′v,Dnv − q)|p1

)1/p1

for any q ∈ R
m. This, along with the fact that ∇x′v = 0 on B′

r/4, gives

(

−

∫

B+
κr

|(∇x′v,Dnv − 〈Dnv〉B+
κr
)|p1

)1/p1

≤ 2κr‖D2v‖L∞(B+

r/8
)

≤ Cκ

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|(∇x′v,Dnv − q)|p1

)1/p1

.

By combining this with (3.8) and using the triangle inequality, we obtain
(

−

∫

B+
κr

|(∇x′u,Dnu− 〈Dnv〉B+
κr
)|p1

)1/p1

≤ C

(

−

∫

B+
κr

|(∇x′v,Dnv − 〈Dnv〉B+
κr
)|p1

)1/p1

+ C

(

−

∫

B+
κr

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cκ

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|(∇x′v,Dnv − q)|p1

)1/p1

+ C

(

−

∫

B+
κr

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cκ

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|(∇x′u,Dnu− q)|p1

)1/p1

+ Cκ− n
p1

(

−

∫

B+

r/4

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cκ

(

−

∫

B+
r

|(∇x′u,Dnu− q)|p1

)1/p1

+ Cκ− n
p1 ωf ,p(r)

+ Cκ− n
p1

(

−

∫

B+
r

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

ωA,p0
(r).

Since q ∈ R
m is arbitrary, (3.7) follows by applying Lemma 3.1. �

Lemma 3.3. Let u, Aαβ, and f be in Lemma 3.2. Then there is a universal

constant C2 > 0 such that if x0 ∈ B+
1/2 and r ∈ (0, 1/8) with Br(x0) ⊂ B+

1 , then

φ(x0, κr) ≤ C2κφ(x0, r) + C2κ
− n

p1 ωf ,p(r)

+ C2κ
− 2n

p1

(

Φ(x0, r) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 )

)

ωA,p0
(r).

(3.9)

Proof. We follow the argument in Lemma 3.2. Let

Āαβ := 〈Aαβ〉Br/2(x0), f̄ := 〈f〉Br/2(x0).

We then let w be the solution of
{

Dα(Ā
αβDβw) = Dα(fα − f̄α + (Āαβ −Aαβ)Dβu) in Br/2(x0),

w = 0 on ∂Br/2(x0).

By applying Hölder’s inequality and the W 1,p1 estimate, we get
(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

. ωf ,p1
(r/2) + ωA,p0

(r/2)

(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇u|p

)1/p

.
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Since u−〈u〉Br(x0) satisfiesDα(A
αβDβ(u−〈u〉Br(x0))) = div(f−〈f〉Br(x0)) in Br(x0),

we have by the W 1,p estimate and Poincaré inequality that
(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇u|p

)1/p

.

(

−

∫

Br(x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

+ ωf ,p(r).

By combining the preceding two estimates and arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.2,
we deduce

(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇w|p1

)1/p1

. ωf ,p(r) + ωA,p0
(r)

(

−

∫

Br(x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

.(3.10)

Moreover, v := u− w is a solution of the homogeneous equation

Dα(Ā
αβDβv) = 0 in Br/2(x0).

For any q ∈ R
m×n, ∇v − q satisfies the same equation, which gives

‖D2v‖L∞(Br/4(x0)) ≤
C

r

(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇v − q|p1

)1/p1

.

It follows that
(

−

∫

Bκr(x0)

|∇v − 〈∇v〉Bκr(x0)|
p1

)1/p1

≤ Cκ

(

−

∫

Br/2(x0)

|∇v − q|p1

)1/p1

.

As we saw in the proof of Lemma 3.2, this estimate, along with (3.10) and Lemma 3.1,
concludes (3.9). �

We fix a universal constant κ ∈ (0, 1/16) small so that

C1κ ≤ 1/2 and C2κ ≤ 1/2,

where C1 and C2 are as in Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, respectively.

For y0 ∈ B+
1/2 and ρ ∈ (0, 1/8), we define

Φ∗(y0, ρ) := Φ(y0, ρ)−
1

2
Φ(y0, κ

−1ρ).

Note that 1
2Φ(y0, ρ) ≤ Φ∗(y0, ρ) ≤ Φ(y0, ρ).

Also, we let

η(ρ) :=

(

‖u‖L2(B+
2 ) +

∫ 1

ρ

ωf ,p(s)

s
ds

)

exp

(

C

∫ 1

ρ

ωA,p0
(s)

s
ds

)

,

where C > 0 is a universal constant to be specified.
The following proposition plays a key role in establishing our main result, The-

orem 1.1.

Proposition 3.4. Let u, Aαβ , and f be as in Lemma 3.2. If x0 ∈ B+
1/2 and

r ∈ (0, 1/8), then
(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cη(r)(3.11)

for some universal constant C > 0.
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Proof. We write for simplicity

d := (x0)n > 0.

We observe that if ρ ∈ (0, d), then Lemma 3.3, along with our choice of κ, gives

Φ(x0, κρ)− Φ(x0, ρ) ≤
1

2

(

Φ(x0, ρ)− Φ(x0, κ
−1ρ)

)

+ Cωf ,p(ρ)

+ C
(

Φ(x0, ρ) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 )

)

ωA,p0
(ρ),

which yields

Φ∗(x0, κρ) ≤ (1 + CωA,p0
(ρ))Φ∗(x0, ρ) + Cωf ,p(ρ) + C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )ωA,p0
(ρ).

(3.12)

Similarly, if x̄0 := (x′
0, 0) ∈ B′

1/2 and 0 < ρ < 1/8, then we use Lemma 3.2 and

argue as above to obtain

Φ∗(x̄0, κρ) ≤ (1 + CωA,p0
(ρ))Φ∗(x̄0, ρ) + Cωf ,p(ρ) + C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )ωA,p0
(ρ).

(3.13)

We then split the proof into the following three cases:

Case A. d < κ3

2 and r < κ3

2 ,

Case B. r ≥ κ3

2 ,

Case C. d ≥ κ3

2 and r < κ3

2 .

Case A. We first consider the case when d < κ3

2 and r < κ3

2 . Recall that j0 := jr0
is the largest nonnegative integer satisfying κ−j0r ≤ 1/2, and note that j0 ≥ 3. We
further divide into two subcases either r ≤ d or r > d.

Case A-1. Suppose r ≤ d. Let j1 = j1(r, x0) be the largest nonnegative integer
satisfying κ−j1r ≤ d. Then, from

κ−j1r ≤ d <
κ3

2
< κ−j0+2r,

we see j1 < j0−2. For j = j1, j1+1, . . . , j0−2, we have κ−jr+d ≤ κ−jr+κ−j−1r ≤
κ−j−2r, thus B+

κ−jr(x0) ⊂ B+
κ−j−2r(x̄0), where x̄0 = (x′

0, 0) as before. Thus, for such
j,

φ(x0, κ
−jr) ≤

(

−

∫

B+

κ−jr
(x0)

|∇u− qx̄0,κ−j−2r|
p1

)1/p1

≤ C

(

−

∫

B+

κ−j−2r
(x̄0)

|∇u− qx̄0,κ−j−2r|
p1

)1/p1

= Cφ(x̄0, κ
−j−2r).

Moreover, by using κ−j0+1r > κ2

2 , we have

φ(x0, κ
−j0+1r) + φ(x0, κ

−j0r) ≤ C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ).(3.14)

Thus,

Φ∗(x0, κ
−j1r) ≤ Φ(x0, κ

−j1r) =

j0−2
∑

j=j1

φ(x0, κ
−jr) + φ(x0, κ

−j0+1r) + φ(x0, κ
−j0r)
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≤ C

j0−2
∑

j=j1

φ(x̄0, κ
−j−2r) + C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )

≤ CΦ(x̄0, κ
−j1−2r) + C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )

≤ CΦ∗(x̄0, κ
−j1−2r) + C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 ).

By using this estimate and applying (3.12) with ρ = κ−1r, κ−2r, . . . , κ−j1r and
(3.13) with ρ = κ−j1−3r, κj1−4r, . . . , κ−j0 , we deduce

Φ∗(x0, r)

≤ C



Φ∗(x̄0, κ
−j0r) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 ) +

j0
∑

j=1

(

ωf ,p(κ
−jr) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )ωA,p0
(κ−jr)

)



×

×

j0
∏

j=1

(1 + CωA,p0
(κ−jr))

≤ C

(

‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ) +

∫ 1

r

ωf,p(s)

s
ds+ ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )

∫ 1

r

ωA,p0
(s)

s
ds

)

×

× exp

(

C

∫ 1

r

ωA,p0
(s)

s
ds

)

≤ C

(

‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ) +

∫ 1

r

ωf,p(s)

s
ds

)

exp

(

C

∫ 1

r

ωA,p0
(s)

s
ds

)

.

(3.15)

In addition, since p1 < 2 and u solves Dα(A
αβDβu) = div

(

f − 〈f〉B+
2

)

in B+
2 , we

have by applying Hölder’s inequality, Caccioppoli’s inequality, (2.1), and (2.2) that

‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ) ≤ C

(

‖u‖L2(B+
2 ) + ωf ,2(2)

)

≤ C
(

‖u‖L2(B+
2 ) + ωf ,p(1)

)

.(3.16)

This, together with (3.15) and the inequality Φ∗(x0, r) ≥
1
2Φ(x0, r), yields Φ(x0, r) .

η(r). By combining this with Lemma 3.1 and (3.16), we conclude (3.11).

Case A-2. Suppose r > d. Then we have

φ(x0, κ
−jr) ≤ Cφ(x̄0, κ

−j−2r)

for j = 0, 1, . . . , j0 − 2. This, along with (3.14), gives

Φ∗(x0, r) ≤ C
(

Φ∗(x̄0, κ
−2r) + ‖∇u‖Lp1(B+

1 )

)

.

By using this estimate and applying (3.13) with ρ = κ−3r, κ−4r, . . . , κ−j0r, we get
(3.15). We then argue as in Case A-1 to obtain (3.11).

Case B. If r ≥ κ3

2 , then we apply (3.16) to obtain

(

−

∫

B+
r (x0)

|∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤ C‖∇u‖Lp1(B+
1 ) ≤ Cη(r).

Case C. Suppose d ≥ κ3

2 and r < κ3

2 . Note that r < d and let j1 ≥ 0 be as in Case

A-1. Then we have κ−j1−1r > d ≥ κ3

2 , thus κ−j1r > κ4

2 . If j1 = 0, then we argue as
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in Case B to get (3.11). Otherwise, we apply (3.12) with ρ = κ−1r, κ−2r, . . . , κ−j1r
and argue as in Case A to get (3.11). This completes the proof. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since u solves (1.2), it is easily seen that ũ := u− g satisfies
{

Dα(A
αβDβ ũ) = div f̃ in Ω ∩B1,

ũ = 0 on ∂Ω ∩B1,

where f̃ := 〈f̃1, . . . , f̃n〉 with f̃α := fα −AαβDβg, 1 ≤ α ≤ n.
Next, we consider the standard local diffeomorphism that flattens the boundary

∂Ω

Ψ(x) := (x′, xn + γΩ(x
′)).(3.17)

We let JΨ−1 be the Jacobian matrix associated with Ψ−1. Then a direct calculation
gives that û := ũ ◦Ψ satisfies (possibly after a dilation)

{

Dα(Â
αβDβ û) = div f̂ in B+

2 ,

û = 0 on B′
2,

where f̂ := (f̂1, . . . , f̂m)T with f̂ i := (f̃ iJΨ−1) ◦ Ψ and n × n-matrices Âij :=
(JT

Ψ−1AijJΨ−1) ◦Ψ for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

Now, we let x, y ∈ B+
1/2 with r := |x− y| ∈ (0, 1/4). Then we apply Lemma 2.5,

the W 1,p estimate, Poincaré inequality, and Proposition 3.4 to get

|û(x)− û(y)|

|x− y|
.

(

−

∫

B+
r (x)

|∇û|p

)1/p

.

(

−

∫

B+
2r(x)

|∇û|p1

)1/p1

+ ω
f̂ ,p(2r)

.

(

‖û‖L2(B+
2 ) +

∫ 1

r

ω
f̂ ,p(s)

s
ds

)

exp

(

C

∫ 1

r

ωÂ,p0
(s)

s
ds

)

.

By using û = (u − g) ◦ Ψ and definitions of f̂ and Â and applying Lemma 2.2, we
conclude (1.4). �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4. In this section, we give the proof of our second main
result, Theorem 1.4.

The constants C and c throughout this section may vary from line to line, but
depend only on n, λ, p0, and ωA,1.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. We first consider the simple case with a flat boundary and a zero boundary
condition:

{

div(A∇u) = 0 in B+
1 ,

u = 0 on B′
1.
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The aim of this step is to show that

u(xn)

xn
≥ c‖u‖L2(B+

3/4
) exp

(

−C

∫ 1

xn

ω(s)

s
ds

)

, 0 < xn < 1/2.(3.18)

Let D be a smooth and convex domain in R
n satisfying B+

2/3 ⊂ D ⊂ B+
3/4. For any

k ∈ N, we write rk := 2−k and Dk := rkD. We also write for simplicity ω = ωA,p0
.

Let wk be a solution of
{

div(〈A〉Dk
∇wk) = div((〈A〉Dk

−A)∇u) in Dk,

wk = 0 on ∂Dk.

Then vk := u− wk satisfies
{

div(〈A〉Dk
∇vk) = 0 in Dk,

vk = u on ∂Dk.

Note that since u ≥ 0, vk ≥ 0 by the maximum principle. We take p1, p2 ∈ R such
that 1 < p1 < p0 < p2 and 1

p0
+ 1

p2
= 1

p1
. Then we have by applying Hölder’s

inequality, the W 1,p2 estimate, Carleson type estimate, and the Sobolev inequality
that

(

−

∫

Dk

|∇wk|
p1

)1/p1

≤ C

(

−

∫

Dk

|(〈A〉Dk
−A)∇u|p1

)1/p1

≤ Cω(rk)

(

−

∫

Dk

|∇u|p2

)1/p2

≤ C
ω(rk)

rk

(

−

∫

2Dk

|u|p2

)1/p2

≤ C
ω(rk)

rk
inf

x∈Dk+1,xn>rk+2

u

≤ C
ω(rk)

rk

(

inf
x∈Dk+1,xn>rk+2

|wk|+ sup
Dk+1

vk

)

≤ C0ω(rk)

(

−

∫

Dk

|∇wk|
p1

)1/p1

+ C
ω(rk)

rk
sup
Dk+1

vk.

(3.19)

Here, for the Carleson type estimate, we refer to [CFMS81, Theorem 1.1]. Although
the theorem is stated under the symmetry assumption on the coefficient matrix A,
it is easily seen that the proof works without the symmetry condition.

For C0 as in (3.19), since A is bounded and of VMO, we can take k0 ∈ N such
that ω(rk) <

1
2C0

for every k ≥ k0. Then, we have by (3.19),

infx∈Dk+1,xn>rk+2
|wk|

rk
.

(

−

∫

Dk

|∇wk|
p1

)1/p1

.
ω(rk)

rk
sup
Dk+1

vk, k ≥ k0.(3.20)

We denote
µk := inf

Dk+1

vk
xn

.

Then, by applying the second inequality in (3.20) and the boundary Harnack prin-
ciple, we get

(

−

∫

Dk

|∇wk|
p1

)1/p1

. ω(rk) sup
Dk+1

vk
xn

. ω(rk)µk.(3.21)
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Moreover, we have by the boundary estimates for elliptic equations with constant
coefficients and the boundary Harnack principle that for k ∈ N,

2−k‖D2vk‖L∞(Dk+1) + ‖∇vk‖L∞(Dk+1) .
1

rk

(

−

∫

1
2
(Dk+Dk+1)

|vk|
p1

)1/p1

. sup
1
2
(Dk+Dk+1)

vk
xn

. µk.

(3.22)

Now, in Dk+1, we further decompose vk = w̃k + ṽk, where w̃k solves
{

div(〈A〉Dk+1
∇w̃k) = div((〈A〉Dk+1

− 〈A〉Dk
)∇vk) in Dk+1,

w̃k = 0 on ∂Dk+1.

By using the Schauder estimate and (3.22), we obtain

‖∇w̃k‖L∞(Dk+1) +
1

rk
‖w̃k‖L∞(Dk+1) . ω(rk)µk.(3.23)

We denote

µ̃k := inf
Dk+2

ṽk
xn

, k ∈ N.

Since both vk+1 and ṽk satisfy the equation
{

div(〈A〉Dk+1
∇v) = 0 in Dk+1,

v = 0 on Dk+1 ∩ {xn = 0},

we have by using the boundary elliptic estimate, the triangle inequality, and Poincaré
inequality that

µ̃k − µk+1 = inf
Dk+2

ṽk
xn

− inf
Dk+2

vk+1

xn
≤ sup

Dk+2

|ṽk − vk+1|

xn

. sup
Dk+2

|∇(ṽk − vk+1)| .
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|ṽk − vk+1|
p1

)1/p1

.
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|vk − vk+1|
p1

)1/p1

+
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|w̃k|
p1

)1/p1

=
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|wk − wk+1|
p1

)1/p1

+
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|w̃k|
p1

)1/p1

.

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|∇(wk − wk+1)|
p1

)1/p1

+
1

rk

(

−

∫

Dk+1

|w̃k|
p1

)1/p1

. ω(rk)µk + ω(rk+1)µk+1,

where we applied (3.21) and (3.23) in the last step. On the other hand, by using
(3.23) and that wk = 0 on ∂Dk, we get

µ̃k ≥ inf
Dk+2

vk
xn

− sup
Dk+2

|w̃k|

xn
≥ µk − sup

Dk+2

|∇w̃k| ≥ µk − Cω(rk)µk.

By combining the preceding two estimates, we deduce

(1 + Cω(rk+1))µk+1 ≥ (1− Cω(rk))µk,



BOUNDARY ESTIMATES FOR ELLIPTIC OPERATORS IN DIVERGENCE FORM 15

and thus,

µk+1 ≥ (1− Cω(rk))µk, k ≥ k0.

By iteration, we further have for k ≥ k0,

µk ≥ µk0
exp

(

−C

∫ 1

rk

ω(s)

s
ds

)

.(3.24)

To find a lower bound for µk0
, we use (3.22), (3.23) and the Carleson type estimate

to get

Cµk0
≥

1

rk0

(

−

∫

Dk0

|vk0
|p1

)1/p1

≥
1

rk0

(

−

∫

Dk0

|u|p1

)1/p1

−
1

rk0

(

−

∫

Dk0

|wk0
|p1

)1/p1

≥ c‖u‖L2(B+

3/4
) − Cω(rk0

)µk0
.

This gives

µk0
≥ c‖u‖L2(B+

3/4
),

which combined with (3.24) yields

µk ≥ c‖u‖L2(B+

3/4
) exp

(

−C

∫ 1

rk

ω(s)

s
ds

)

.(3.25)

Next, we use the first inequality in (3.20) and (3.21) to have

infx∈Dk+1,xn>rk+2
|wk|

rk
. ω(rk)µk.

Take xk ∈ {x ∈ Dk+1 : xn ≥ rk+2} such that |wk(xk)| = infx∈Dk+1,xn>rk+2
|wk|.

Then, by the above estimate,

u(xk)

rk+1
≥

vk(xk)

rk+1
−

|wk(xk)|

rk+1
≥

vk(xk)

rk+1
− Cω(rk)µk ≥ (1 − Cω(rk))

vk(xk)

rk+1
.

For k ≥ k0 large so that 1 − Cω(rk) ≥ 1/2, we have by the previous estimate and
(3.25),

u(xk)

rk+1
≥ c‖u‖L2(B+

3/4
) exp

(

−C

∫ 1

rk

ω(s)

s
ds

)

.

Finally, by applying the Harnack inequality, we conclude (3.18).

Step 2. In this step, we consider the general case, where u is a solution of (1.6). We
use (3.17) to straighten the boundary ∂Ω as in the proof of Theorem 1.1:

div(Â∇û) = 0 in B+
1 ,

where û := u ◦Ψ and Â := (JT
Ψ−1AJΨ−1) ◦Ψ.

We consider a smooth cut-off function ζ = ζ(xn) satisfying 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1, ζ = 1
when xn ≥ 1/4, and ζ = 0 when xn ≤ 1/8. We let ū be the solution of

{

div(Â∇ū) = 0 in B+
7/8,

ū = û ζ on ∂B+
7/8.

Then ū = 0 on B′
7/8 and, by the comparison principle,

(3.26) 0 ≤ ū ≤ û inB+
7/8.
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By applying (3.18) to ū, we get

ū(xn)

xn
≥ c‖ū‖L2(B+

3/4
) exp

(

−C

∫ 1

xn

ω(s)

s
ds

)

, 0 < xn < 1/2.(3.27)

To rewrite (3.27) in terms of u, we define

S := ∂B7/8−ρ0
∩ {xn > 1/4}

for some ρ0 ∈ (0, 1/20) to be chosen later. We claim that for some C = C(n, λ) > 0,

sup
S

û ≤ C inf
S

ū.(3.28)

To prove it, we write M := supS û, and note that cM ≤ û ≤ CM in B+
15/16 ∩

{xn ≥ 1/8} by the Harnack inequality. Given x ∈ S, we let x∗ := 7/8
7/8−ρ0

x so that

x∗ ∈ ∂B7/8∩{xn > 1/4} and |x∗−x| = ρ0. By the boundary Hölder estimate for ū,
the interior Hölder estimate for û, and (3.26), we have for some δ = δ(n, λ) ∈ (0, 1)
that

[ū]Cδ(B1/20(x∗)∩B+

7/8
) ≤ C

(

‖ū‖L2(B1/10(x∗)∩B+

7/8
) + [û]Cδ(B1/10(x∗)∩B+

7/8
)

)

≤ C



‖û‖L2(B1/10(x∗)∩B+

7/8
) + sup

B1/8(x∗)∩B+

15/16

û





≤ CM.

It follows that

ū(x) ≥ ū(x∗)− [ū]Cδ(B1/20(x∗)∩B+

7/8
)|x− x∗|δ ≥ û(x∗)− CMρδ0 ≥ c0M − C0Mρδ0.

Here, c0 > 0 and C0 > 0 depend only on n and λ. By taking ρ0 :=
(

c0
2C0

)1/δ

, we

get ū(x) ≥ c0
2 M . Since x ∈ S is arbitrary, (3.28) is proved.

We now use (3.28) and apply the Harnack inequality to get

‖û‖L2(B+

3/4
∩{xn>1/4}) . sup

S
û . inf

S
ū . ‖ū‖L2(B+

3/4
).

By using this inequality, (3.27), and the definitions of ū and Â, we conclude Theo-
rem 1.4. �
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