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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 C 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 Cl-regularity of solutions, since even harmonic functions in the C*-
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 Q. If Q € C? and u(xg) = 0 for some zo € 99,

then
lim inf 7u(x0 + 1)
t—0+
where v is the inward unit normal to 92 at xg. Such result also holds for elliptic
equations in non-divergence form with measurable coefficients when Q is C1Pi,
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

>0,
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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 €2 whose boundary can be
expressed as a Lipschitz graph. More precisely, we assume

Q={(2",2,) €ER" : 7, >0z}, 0= {(2',2,) €R" : z, = yq(2')}
for some Lipscthiz function vq : R*~! — R satisfying
(1.1) 70(0) =0 and Vgvyq(0)=0.
Below we state our main results. For relevant notation, we refer to Section 2.
We first consider the following elliptic system

12 {Da(Ao‘ﬁDgu) =divf inQnNB,

u=g on 02N By,

where u = (u',...,u™)T, m > 1, is a (column) vector-valued function. The coeffi-

cients A*8 = (afjﬁ)?}zl are m x m-matrices, 1 < a, 8 < n.

For p > n and py > 1, we let
(1.3)

L
o(p) = (|u|m<m> Hlglloes + [
p

1
- exp (O/ (wAmO +wvz/’yn,p0)(s) d8> N 0< p < 1/2,
P

WEp + Wygp +WAp + WVymm)@) ds)
s

S

where C' = C(n,m, A, p, po, | VaryallL=(s)) wai + we,,4q,1) > 0.
Then our first main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let uw € H'(QN B1;R™) be a solution of (1.2), and p > n and
po > 1 with1/2 < pio-i-% < 1. Assume that A*? and Vo € L>=(B}) are of VMO,
and AP satisfies (2.3). Suppose f € L>(QNBy; R™*™) and g € WH°(QNBy; R™).
Then, for any x,y € QN Byjp with 0 < |z —y| < 1/4,

) ju(e) = u(y)|

P < Co(lz —yl) + IVgllL=@nBy):

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only onn, m, p, po, A, [f||z<@nB.); [IV9llL=@nBy)
VervallLe(sy), and wai +wv q0.1-

A similar result was recently obtained in [TL24] for non-divergence form elliptic
equations when either x or y is on OS2, 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:
(L5) Do(A*? Dgu) + Do (B®u) + B*Dou + Nu=divf +h in QN By,

' u=g on 002N By,
where B® € L*>°(QN By; R™*™), B> N ¢ L™e(QN By; R™ ™) and h € L™"T¢(QN
B1;R™) for some € > 0. Indeed, for any ¢ € (1,00), we have u € W1=q(QﬂB3/4;Rm)
by the W14 estimate. Then, the first equation in (1.2) can be rewritten as

DOZ(AQBD,BU) = Dozfoz + ]~7/7

where fo := fo— B*u € L*® and h := h— B*Dau— Nu € L™¢. The latter can be
rewritten into div H for some H € Wht<(Q N By,4) C L>(2N By4) by solving a
divergence equation.

Remark 1.3. In Theorem 1.1, we may assume pg < p. Then, by using (2.1), we can
bound o in (1.3) by

! (we,p + wWvg,p)(8) ds)

o(0) 5 (Wullzianm) + lglizanm + [ 202
p

. exp (0/1 (wa,p +wvw,m,p)(5)ds) '
P

S

Our second primary result concerns the elliptic scalar equation
(1.6) div(AVu) =0 in QN By.
Note that 0 € 992 from (1.1). We let
Q:={(z,x,) €R" : z, >vq(z') +1/4} N Bz € QN By.
Theorem 1.4. Let u € H*(Q N By) be a nonnegative solution of (1.6), u(0) =
0, and pg > 1. Suppose A and Vpvq € L®(B}) are of VMO, and A satisfies

2.4). Then, there are constants C' > 0 and ¢ > 0, depending only on n, X, po,
g Y
HVE"YQ”LOO(B{)? and WAl + wvz/,mﬁl, such that fO’f’ allt € (O, 1/2),

t 1 ,
(1.7) u(tu) 2 cl[ull p2(q) exp (—O/ (WA,po + WY, 70.p0)(5) ds) ,
¢ S

where v is the tnward unit normal to Q at 0.

Remark 1.5. We note that by the proof of Theorem 1.4, the factor ||u||L2(Q) can be
replaced with [|u||z2(anB,,,) if u vanishes on 0N By. Using the interior Harnack
inequality, it can also be replaced with u(v/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 z = (z’, z,,) to denote a point in R™.
For x € R™ and r > 0, we denote

B(x):={yeR" : [y—z| <r}, B} (x):=B.(x)N{yn >0},
Bl(@)={y eR": |y — 2| <r).

When z = 0, we simply write B,.(0) = B,, B,;f(0) = B,f, and B.(0) = BL,..
For a function u and a domain D, by (u)p we mean the integral mean value of

u over D. That is,
(u) ][u ! /u
D= = — .
p [DlJp

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(Bl+) = H“”L?(Bf;Rm) for u € L?(Bf ;R™).

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

Definition 2.1. For p € [1,00) and a domain D C R™, let g € LP(D). Then

1/p

diam(D

wg,p(r) := sup <][ ‘g(x) - <Q>BT(z0)mD|p dI) , 0<r< #,
zo€D B, (xzo)ND

is the LP-mean oscillation of g in D.
We say that g is of VMO in D if wy1(r) — 0 as r — 0.
Due to Holder’s inequality, we have

(2.1) P — Wy p is nondecreasing.

Moreover, r — wgq (1) is almost nondecreasing, i.e., for some constants C' > ¢ > 0,
depending only on n and p,

(2:2) cwyp(r) < wgp(s) < Cwyp(r)
whenever r/2 < s <r < di'%(m. See e.g. [Lil7].
The following properties can be directly checked.

Lemma 2.2. Let p € [1,00) and D be a domain in R™. If f and g are of LP-DMO,
then so are f + g and fg. Moreover,

Witgp < Wip + Wy p,
wrgp < O (I fllLoeywg,p + 9l o (pywsp) »
where C' = C(p) > 0.

For p € [1,00), we say that ¢ is of LP-DMO if w, , is a Dini function, i.e.,

/T Wg,p(ﬂ)dp < 0.
0 P

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 A% =

(a?jﬁ)%:l, 1 < a, B < n, satisfies for some constant A > 0

the Legendre-Hadamard condition: \|¢|?|ul? < a%ﬂ(:v)§a§/3uiuj,

(2.3) EeR” peR™ xeQn By,
the uniform boundedness: |[A%(x)| < 1/\, =€ QN By.

Condition 2.4 (Conditions on coefficients for scalar equations). The coefficients
A = (ai;)} ;- satisfies for some constant A > 0

(2.4) the uniform ellipticity: \|¢|? < (A(2)€,€), € €R™ x€ QN By,
' the uniform boundedness: |A(z)] < 1/A, x € QN Bj.

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 € WYP(BF;R™). Then there is a constant
C > 0, depending only onn and p, such that for any x,y € By withr := [z —y| > 0,

1/p
lz —yl B (z)NBF

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:

51) {DQ(AO‘BDﬁu) =divf in By,

u=0 on Bj.

Throughout this section, we fix p > n and pg > 1 satisfying 1/2 < pio + ]lo <1,
and let p; 1= p’;‘fp so that 1 < p; < 2.
We say that a positive constant is universal if it depends only on n,m, A, p, po,

and wq 1.
For xo € By and r € (0,1/2), we set

. 1/p1 .

lnfqe]Rann (JCBT(:E()) |VU — q|p1) if r < (Io)n,
1/p1

infyeprm (fBj(xo) [(Veru, Dpu — q)|P1) if r > (z0)n.-

We take Quq,r = (dyy s (Awo,r)n) € R™* (W=D 5 R™*1 such that

1/171
(z0,7) = <]Z IV — qzmrwl) .
B (z0)

Note that q,, . = 0 when r > (x9),. For a small constant x € (0,1/16) that will
be determined after Lemma 3.3, we let

o(xg,r) 1=

Jo
D(zg, 1) = Z é(z0, 57 97), where ji is the largest integer satisfying k0 < 1/2.
7=0
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Lemma 3.1. Let u € WhPL(BF;R™), 2 € Bf/z, and r € (0,1/8). Then

1/p1
. p1 < *%
(3.2) (]{3 L ) < Cr7 (@0, ) + IVull o 57 )

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

Proof. For simplicity, we write jo = jj. Then

1/p1
][ |VU|P1
B (z0)
1/p1 o
< <]Z |V’U, - q101T|p1> =+ Z |qzo,l~e*j+1r - ng,n*jr| + |qzo,n*jor|'
B (o)
Here we assume that the second term vanishes when jo = 0. Regarding the first
term in the right-hand side in (3.3), we simply have

(3.3)

j=1

1/171
(3.4) <][ |Vu — qmo,r|p1> = ¢(z0,7) < P(w0,7).
Bif (o)

Concerning the second term, we compute
(3.5)

Jo
Z |qm0,l<*j+lr - ng,fc*jr|
Jj=1

Jo 1/p1 1/p1
< Z (][ |Vu - qzoynHlTlpl) + (][ |Vu - qmo,njr|pl>

= Bt (o) BY 41 (w0)

Jo

rk—I+t1lp
<> (¢(wo, KIT) 4 R TE (ao, Vj”)
j=1

< Cr™ 7 ®(x0,7).
Finally, for the last term,

|qm0,n’j0r|

1/p1 1/p1
][+ |Vu — qzoyﬁjor|pl> + <][ N |Vu|p1>
B»ifjor(xo) B (I[))

(3.6) < <

< ¢(zo, K1) + Cli_ﬁHquLpl(B;r) < O(xzo,7) + Cﬁ_%HVU‘HLPl(Bf)'
By combining (3.3)-(3.6), we conclude (3.2). O

Lemma 3.2. Let u: By — R™ be a H'-weak solution of (3.1). Suppose that A*P
is of VMO and satisfies (2.3) in By, and £ € L= (B ;R™*™). Then there exists a
universal constant C1 > 0 such that for any Zo € By , and r € (0,1/8),

$(Z0, k1) < Crrp(To,7) + Crh 71 we y(r)

(3.7) o
+ Ok (B0, ) + Vel s ) ) 0.0 (7):



BOUNDARY ESTIMATES FOR ELLIPTIC OPERATORS IN DIVERGENCE FORM 7

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that o = 0. We write for
simplicity
AaB . af I
AP i (A o = () e
and note that
Do (A Dgu) = Do (fy — fo + (AP — AP Dgu).
Let D be a smooth and convex domain in R™ satisfying B;"/g cDCcC B:'/Q. Let w
be the weak solution of
Do (A*¥Dgw) = Dy (fo — £, + (AP — A*¥)Dgu) in D,
w=0 on 0D.

Then we have by the WPt estimate and Holder’s inequality,

1/p1 1/p
(f . |Vw|m> St (1/2) + 0 (r/2) (f . |Vu|P> .
B B

r/4 r/2

Moreover, since u solves D, (A%’ Dgu) = div (f - <f>Bi> in B and A°” has van-

ishing mean oscillations, we have by the WP estimate and the boundary Poincaré

inequality,
l/p 1/P1
<][ |vu|p> 5(][ |w|m> w1,
Bt B

r/2
Combining the previous two estimates and using (2.1) and (2.2) yield
(3.8)

<]{3 ) |Vw|p1> 012+ am(e/2) <<]{3 v " wf,pm)

r/4
1/p1
Swrplr) +ean) (f [9a)
B
Next, we observe that v := u — w satisfies

{Da([xaﬁpﬂv) =0 in B},

v=0 on B;/4.

By the gradient estimate for elliptic systems with constant coefficients,

1 1/p1
< _ p1

v/
Since Vv satisfies the same system, we have

1 1/p1
_ JulP
||DD$/U|‘LW(Bj/8) 5 r (]ZB+ |Vz 1}| 1) .

r/4
Since
D,nv = —(fl"")_l Z AaﬂDQB’U,
(e,B)#(n,n)
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(1.

r/4

we further have

1/
|1 Do <1 |V zrv|P! : <
Lm(Bj/s) ~r + * ~

Br/4

S|

1/p1
|(Varv, Dpv — q)l’”)

for any ¢ € R™. This, along with the fact that Vv =0 on B;/4, gives

1/p1
(]éﬁ |(Varv, Do — <Dnv>B$)|P1) < 2"€THD2UHL°°(BT+/S)

< on (fB

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

1/p1
(]gJr |(vm/ua Dyu — <DnU>B,ﬁT)|pl>

1/p1 1/p1
<C <][ |(Varv, Dpv — (Dyv) g+ )|p1) +C <][ |Vw|p1>
B, r B},

KT

1/py 1/p1
<Ck <]Z |(Vm/v,Dnv—q)|p1> —|—C'(]Z |Vw|p1>
Bf B,

1/p1
[(Verv, Dpv — q)|p1> .

+
r/4

r/4
1/p 1/p
<Ck ]Z [(Verw, Dpu — q) Pt +Cr™ ]Z |Vwl|Pt
A A

1/?1
< O (][ |<vw,u,Dnu—q>|pl) - ON B (1)
B

" 1/171
+Ck P <][ |Vu|p1) WA po (7).
B

Since ¢ € R™ is arbitrary, (3.7) follows by applying Lemma 3.1. O

Lemma 3.3. Let u, A*?, and f be in Lemma 3.2. Then there is a universal
constant Cy > 0 such that if xo € Bfr/Q and r € (0,1/8) with B,(z¢) C By, then

d(xg, kr) < Card(xo,7) + Cglfﬁwﬁp(r)
(3.9) om
+ Con ™7 (D(w0,7) + [ Vull s ) ) @t (7):
Proof. We follow the argument in Lemma 3.2. Let
Aaﬁ = <Aa5>Br/2(m0), ? = <f>BT/2(m0)-

We then let w be the solution of

Do (A*PDgw) = Do(fo — £ + (A% — A*P)Dgu) in B, s(o),

w=0 on 9B, /5(xo).

By applying Holder’s inequality and the WPt estimate, we get

1/p1 1/P
][ Vol | S wep (7/2) + wipo (r/2) ]l )
B,./2(z0) B,./2(z0)
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Since u—(u) p, () satisfies Do (A’ Dg(u—(u) g, (ny))) = div(f— () 5, (z0)) In Br(20),
we have by the W1? estimate and Poincaré inequality that

1/p1

1/p
<]Z |Vu|p> < <][ |Vu|p1> + wr p(1).
B,./2(x0) Br(z0)

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

1/p1 1/p1
(3.10) ][ Vol | S wrp(r) + @) ]l vup)
B,./2(x0) B (z0)

Moreover, v := u — w is a solution of the homogeneous equation
Do(A*’Dgv) =0 in B, ja(x0).

For any q € R™*" Vv — q satisfies the same equation, which gives

O 1/P1
100 1 5, oy < © ][ Vo—qn)
r BT‘/Z(IO)

It follows that

1/p1 1/p1
(][ Vo — <VU>B,W(I0)|p1> <Ck <][ Vv — q|p1> ,
Byr(x0) B,./2(x0)

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

We fix a universal constant x € (0,1/16) small so that
Cik <1/2 and Cak <1/2,
where C; and Cs are as in Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, respectively.

For yo € Bf_/z and p € (0,1/8), we define

X 1 _
" (90, ) = (o, p) — 5 (yo, 'p).

Note that $®(yo, p) < ®*(yo, p) < ®(yo0, p)-
Also, we let

1 1
1) = (Iullsgor + [ 22 as) exp (0 [ 2228045)
2 P S p S

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, A*?, and f be as in Lemma 3.2. If xy € Bf/z and
r € (0,1/8), then

1/171
(3.11) (} |Vu|m> < Oon(r)
B (x0)

for some universal constant C' > 0.
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Proof. We write for simplicity
d = (xg)n > 0.
We observe that if p € (0,d), then Lemma 3.3, along with our choice of x, gives

D(0,15) — B0, ) < 5 (2r0,) — B, 5~ p)) + o ()

+C (®(0,0) + Vel o 55 ) w0 (0),
which yields
(3.12)

" (w0, £p) < (1+ Cwa,p,(p)) 2" (0, p) + Cwrp(p) + C”quLm(Bl*)wA,po (p)-
Similarly, if Zo = (2§,0) € By, and 0 < p < 1/8, then we use Lemma 3.2 and
argue as above to obtain
(3.13)

" (20, kp) < (1+ Cwa,p,(p)) 2" (Zo, p) + Cwr p(p) + C”quLm(Bj)wA,po (p)-

We then split the proof 1nto the following three cases:

Case A. d<% and r < &
CaseB.r>%3,
CaseC.d>% dr<—

Case A. We first consider the case when d < “—23 and r < %3 Recall that jo := j§
is the largest nonnegative integer satisfying x=7°r < 1/2, and note that j, > 3. We
further divide into two subcases either r» < d or r > d.

Case A-1. Suppose r < d. Let j; = j1(r, zo) be the largest nonnegative integer
satisfying k=717 < d. Then, from

. 53 .
kM <d< > < gTI0OT2y

we see j1 < jo—2. For j = j1,j1+1 . jo—2, wehave Kk Ir4+d < kT Ir4+ k71 <
k972 thus Bl (20) C B, . (%), where Zy = (x{),0) as before. Thus, for such

KT
Js

1/?1
¢(wo, k1) < ][ VU — dz -2,
B_;,(w0)

1/P1
<c(f Vi — Qagsan P | = O, w9 20).
B:;j72T(f0)

. s 2
Moreover, by using x~70"1r > £ we have

K—Ii—2

(3.14) $(zo, 577Nr) + plao, 570) < C||Vul 1o ).
Thus,
Jo—2 ‘
O* (0, k1) < B(xg, k17 Z (0, 5777) + d(20, KOTP) + p(20, K™I07)

J=in
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Jjo—2

<C Y 8@ ) + O Vull oy 5
J=J

< C®(zg, k1 72r) + ClIVull o (5

S C@*(j07 H_j1_2T) -+ C”quLpl(B;r)

By using this estimate and applying (3.12) with p = =tk 2r,... k=77 and
(3.13) with p = k=1 3r k1 =4 ... k™9, we deduce

(3.15)

D" (xq,T)

Jo
<O |0 (Z0,57r) + |Vl gy ) + D (wf,p(nfﬂr) + |\vu||m(BDWAVPO(H*JT)) X
=1
Jo ‘
x [](1+ Cwap, (5777))

J=1

1 1
wp(5) WA,po(5)
<C (||Vu|Lp1(Bl+) +/ fz ds + ||Vu|\Lp1(Bl+)/ o ds) X

s
1
X exp (C/ LL@MS)ds)
r S

1 1
<C (||Vu|Lp1(Bl+) —|—/ wf%(s)ds) exp (C/ M%O(S)ds) )

In addition, since p; < 2 and u solves Dy (A%’ Dgu) = div (f - <f>B2+) in By, we
have by applying Holder’s inequality, Caccioppoli’s inequality, (2.1), and (2.2) that
(816)  IVull a7 < C (Il o(ag) +wr2(2)) < C (Jullpagpg) +wea(1)) -

This, together with (3.15) and the inequality ®*(zo,7) > 3®(xq,7), yields ®(zo,7) <
n(r). By combining this with Lemma 3.1 and (3.16), we conclude (3.11).

Case A-2. Suppose r > d. Then we have
¢($0, Kﬁj"ﬂ) < Cgb(j()a Kﬁjiz"ﬂ)
for j =0,1,...,jo — 2. This, along with (3.14), gives
& (0,7) < C (@*(@0, K%r) + |\Vu||Lpl(Bl+)) .
3 4

By using this estimate and applying (3.13) with p = x=3r, k= 4r, ..., k79r, we get
(3.15). We then argue as in Case A-1 to obtain (3.11).

Case B. If r > %3, then we apply (3.16) to obtain

1/p1
(]{3+( : |Vu|p1> < CHVUHLm(Bj) < Cn(r).

Case C. Suppose d > %g and r < %3 Note that r < d and let j; > 0 be as in Case

A-1. Then we have k™1 71y > d > %3, thus k~J1r > %4 If j1 = 0, then we argue as
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in Case B to get (3.11). Otherwise, we apply (3.12) with p = k=1, k=27, ... k7 1p

and argue as in Case A to get (3.11). This completes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

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

Do (A% Dgi) = divf in QN By,
=0 on 02 N By,

where £ := (f1,..., fn) with fo i= fo — A% Dgg, 1 < a < n.
Next, we consider the standard local diffeomorphism that flattens the boundary
o9

(3.17) U(z) = (2, 2n + ya(2)).

We let Jy-1 be the Jacobian matrix associated with ¥—!. Then a direct calculation
gives that @ := @ o U satisfies (possibly after a dilation)

Do(A*?Dga) = divf in By,
=0 on B},

where £ = (f1,..., f™7 with fi := (fiJg-1) o ¥ and n x n-matrices A;; :=
(Jg,lAijJ\I,a) oW for each 1 < 4,5 < m.
Now, we let z,y € BI”/2 with 7 := |z — y| € (0,1/4). Then we apply Lemma 2.5,

the WP estimate, Poincaré inequality, and Proposition 3.4 to get

1/p
i) — ly)| o
|z —yl < <]{3i(m) vl >

1/p1
<(f |va|m> + g, (20)
( Bj, (@) "
g, (9) LW (9)
< <||11||L2(B2+) —|—/ f’%ds) exp <C’/ A’%ds .
By using & = (u — g) o ¥ and definitions of f and A and applying Lemma 2.2, we
conclude (1.4). O

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 ¢ throughout this section may vary from line to line, but
depend only on n, A, po, and wa 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(AVu) =0 in B,
u=0 on Bj.
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The aim of this step is to show that

u(xn) '
(3.18) . > c||u||L2(Bs+/4) exp (—C/I

n

“(S)ds) L 0<a, <1/2.
S

+
2/3

k € N, we write 7 := 27% and Dy, := r,;D. We also write for simplicity w = wa -
Let wy, be a solution of

div((A)p, Vwyi) = div(((A)p, — A)Vu) in Dy,

wr =0 on 0Dy.

Let D be a smooth and convex domain in R” satisfying B.,, C D C B;/ 4 For any

Then v, := u — wy, satisfies
div(<A>Dvak) =0 in Dk,
Vg = U on 0Dy.

Note that since u > 0, vy, > 0 by the maximum principle. We take p;,p2 € R such
that 1 < p; < pp < p2 and pio + p% = p%' Then we have by applying Holder’s
inequality, the W'P2 estimate, Carleson type estimate, and the Sobolev inequality
that

(3.19)

(]{Dk |ka|p1>1/m <C (ﬁk |((A)p, — A)vu|p1>1/m
< Cw(ry) (]ék |Vu|p2>l/p2 < waj;k) <]£Dk |u|p2>l/p2

W\TE .
<C (rs) inf n
Tk TEDkiy1,Zn>Tky2
W Tk .
< CQ inf |wi| + sup v
Tk TEDp41,Tn>Tk42 Dii1

1/p1
< Cow(rk) <][ |Vwk|p1> + C’M sup vg.
Dy Tk Dyt

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 Cy as in (3.19), since A is bounded and of VMO, we can take kg € N such
that w(rg) < ﬁ for every k > ko. Then, we have by (3.19),

inf |wi| 1m w(ry)
(3.20) —SPernteziie LB < (][ |Vwk|pl) S sup wg, k> ko.
Tk Ds Tk Drpa
We denote v
pr = inf —*
Di+1 Ty,

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

1/p1
(3.21) <][ |Vwk|p1) S w(re) sup = < w(rw) s
Dk

Dit1 Tn
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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,

1 1/P1
27| D?vk || Lo (Drr) + I VORI Lo (Drsn) S — ][ |vg|P*
1 (Dr+Dr+1)

Tk

(3.22)

Vk
S osup — S e
%(Dk+Dk+1) Tn

Now, in Dg1, we further decompose vy, = Wy, + Uk, where Wy, solves
div(<A>Dk+1vu~}k) = div((<A>Dk+1 - <A>Dk)vvk) in D1,
wg =0 on Dy 1.

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

- 1, .
(3.23) IVl o i) + N0l @) S Wi
We denote _
- . 3
g = inf —, keN
Dit2 T

Since both vg11 and vy satisfy the equation

diV(<A>Dk+1V’U) =0 in Dk+1,
v=0 on Diy1 N{x, =0},

we have by using the boundary elliptic estimate, the triangle inequality, and Poincaré
inequality that
v v
fir — pupsr = inf == — inf 2L < g

|k — Vg1
up
Dri2 Tp Di+2 Ty D42 Tn

1 1/p1
S swp V(o - v S (£ Jow - o
Drt2 Tk Di+1
1 1/p1 1 1/p1
S — ][ |vg — vi41|P? + — ]l |y [P
Tk \JDys1 Tk \JDpi1
1/p1 1/p1
— i _ P1 i 7, |P1
|wy, — Wet1] + o
Tk Dry1 Tk Drt1
1/p1 ] 1/p1
S| Fewr) w2 (L
'Dk+1 Tk Dk+1

S w(re)pr + w(Tht1) fihg1s

where we applied (3.21) and (3.23) in the last step. On the other hand, by using
(3.23) and that wy = 0 on 9Dy, we get

- . Vk wk| ~
fie > inf — — sup —— > pp — sup |Vg| > pr — Cw(ry) -
Dity2 Ty Dit2 In Dit2

By combining the preceding two estimates, we deduce

(14 Cw(risa))prsr = (1 = Cw(r))pr,
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and thus,
pe+1 > (1= Cw(rg))pk, k> ko.
By iteration, we further have for k > ko,

1
(3.24) Wk > ik, €XD (—C/ Mds) .
Tk S

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

to get
1 1/p1 1/p1 1 1/p1
Cuny 2o (L ol )z () = (el
Tko Dko Tk() Dko Tko Dk()

2 CHUHLz(B;M) = Cw(rrq) o -

This gives
Pko = CHUHL2(BS+/4)a

which combined with (3.24) yields

1
w(s)
(3.25) wE > cHuHLQ(B;M) exp (—C/ﬁc Tds) .
Next, we use the first inequality in (3.20) and (3.21) to have

inf, €Dk 41,Tn>Tkt2 |wk |

S w(re) k-
Tk

Take x, € {# € Dipq1 : @p > rry2} such that |wy(zr)| = infrep, ) en>riss Wkl
Then, by the above estimate,

wzr) o ve(ar)  |ww(@e)] o oklzr) Coolr)un > (1 — Cw(Tk))vk(xk>.
Th+1 — Th+1 Th+1 Tkt o Tk+1

For k > ko large so that 1 — Cw(ry) > 1/2, we have by the previous estimate and

(3.25),
1
w(x w(s
(@) > CHUHL2(B;/4)€XP (_C/ %d8> :

Tk+1

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 02 as in the proof of Theorem 1.1:

div(AVa) =0 in By,

where @ :=uo ¥ and A := (Jg-1AJy-1) 0 W.
We consider a smooth cut-off function ¢ = ((z,,) satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1,¢ =1
when x,, > 1/4, and ¢ = 0 when z,, <1/8. We let @ be the solution of
{div(Avu) =0 in Bl

u=1u( on 83;/8.

Then @ = 0 on B’7/8 and, by the comparison principle,

(3.26) O<a<a inBjg
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By applying (3.18) to u, we get

Ty s

_ 1
B M gy e (<0 [ 2Pas). v<a, <12

To rewrite (3.27) in terms of u, we define
S = 8B7/8—p0 N {In > 1/4}
for some pg € (0,1/20) to be chosen later. We claim that for some C = C(n, A) > 0,

(3.28) sup @ < C'inf .
S S

To prove it, we write M := supg @, and note that cM < 4 < CM in Bg/w N

{z,, > 1/8} by the Harnack inequality. Given z € S, we let z* := 7/2/fp0x so that

x* € 0B7/sN{xy, > 1/4} and |2* — x| = po. By the boundary Holder estimate for ,
the interior Holder estimate for @, and (3.26), we have for some § = §(n, A) € (0,1)
that

[@es s, jpo@nss) <€ (||ﬂ||L2<Bl/w<m*>mB¢/g> + [f‘]of(Bl/m(z*)mBi/g))

y T sup U

=C ”ﬁ”142(5’1/10(1*)ﬁBJr
By g(z*)N

e B1+5/16
< CM.
It follows that

a(x) > ulx™) — [’a]cg(Bl/m)(m*)mBJr Yl = z*° > a(z*) — CMpy > coM — CoMp).

7/8

1/5
Here, ¢g > 0 and Cy > 0 depend only on n and A. By taking pg := (%) , wWe
get u(x) > QM. Since x € S is arbitrary, (3.28) is proved.
We now use (3.28) and apply the Harnack inequality to get
1all 223, w174 S Sgpﬁ Sifa s lallpagy -
By using this inequality, (3.27), and the definitions of @ and A, we conclude Theo-
rem 1.4. O
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