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QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS AT THE
BOUNDARY OF CLPni DOMAINS

AGNID BANERJEE AND NICOLA GAROFALO

ABSTRACT. Based on a variant of the frequency function approach of Almgren, we establish
an optimal upper bound on the vanishing order of solutions to variable coefficient Schrédinger
equations at a portion of the boundary of a C'P" domain. Such bound provides a quantitative
form of strong unique continuation at the boundary. It can be thought of as a boundary analogue
of an interior result recently obtained by Bakri and Zhu for the standard Laplacian.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say that the vanishing order of a function w is £ at xzg, if £ is the largest integer such
that D% = 0 for all |a| < ¢, where « is a multi-index. In the papers [DF1], [DF2], Donnelly
and Fefferman showed that if u is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue A on a smooth, compact
and connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M, then the maximal vanishing order of u
is less than C'v/\ where C only depends on the manifold M. This order of vanishing is sharp.
If, in fact, we consider M = S™ C R™!, and we take the spherical harmonic Y, given by the
restriction to S™ of the function f(z1, ..., Zn, Tnt1) = R(z1+ix2)", then one has Agn Y, = =AY,
with A\, = k(k+n—2), and the order of vanishing of Y, at the North pole (0, ...,0,1) is precisely
k= CvV).

In his work [Kul] Kukavica considered the more general problem
(1.1) Au =V (z)u,
where V € WH*®, and showed that the maximal vanishing order of u is bounded above by

C(14|V|lw.e). He also conjectured that the rate of vanishing order of u is less than or equal

to C(1+ ||V||1L/£), which agrees with the Donnelly-Fefferman result when V = —\. Employing
Carleman estimates, Kenig in [K] showed that the rate of vanishing order of u is less than

c(1+ ||V||i/£), and that furthermore the exponent % is sharp for complex potentials V.
Recently, the rate of vanishing order of u has been shown to be less than C(1 + ||V||‘14//21°O)

independently by Bakri in [Bk] and Zhu in [Zhu]. Bakri’s approach is based on an extension
of the Carleman method in [DF1]. In this connection, we also quote the recent interesting
paper by Riiland [Ru], where Carleman estimates are used to obtain related quantitative unique
continuation results for nonlocal Schrédinger operators such as (—A)*/2 + V. On the other
hand, Zhu’s approach is based on a variant of the frequency function approach employed by
Garofalo and Lin in |GL1], [GL2]), in the context of strong unique continuation problems. Such
variant consists in studying the growth properties of the following average of the Almgren’s
height function

H(r) = /B el o,
r\Z0

first introduced by Kukavica in [Ku2] to study quantitative unique continuation and vortex
degree estimates for solutions of the Ginzburg-Landau equation.
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In [Bk] and [Zhu] it was assumed that u be a solution in Bjg to
(1.2) Au = Vu,
with |[V]|w1.c < M and ||Jul|pe < Cp, and that furthermore suppg, |u| > 1. Then, it was proved
that u satisfies the sharp growth estimate

(1.3) [l oo 5,y > Broé@HvM),

where B, C' depend only on n and Cj.

In this note we establish an analogous quantitative uniqueness result at the boundary of a
C1Pini domain for elliptic operators with variable coefficients in a borderline situation. Our
main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q) be a 1P domain and suppose that A(x) € CO1(Q) be such that there
exists X > 0 for which for every x € Q and every & € R™ one has

(1.4) NP << A(2)g, € >< A e,
and for which
(1.5) Al o1y < K.

Let Ve Wh(Q), with [Vwieo) < M. Let u € Wh2(Q) N L®(Q) be a weak solution in
to the equation

(1.6) div(A(x)Du) = V(z)u,

and assume that [|u|| ) < Co. Given an open set I' C 09, suppose that u € C(QQUT) and that
u vanishes on I'. Let xg € I' be such that 92 N Ba(wo) C I, and for which supgnp, (z0) lul > 1.

Then, there exist constants B, C, and Ry > 0, depending onn, \, K, Cy, and the C1PM_character
of Q, such that for all 0 < r < Ry one has

(1.7) [ull oo (@B, (20)) = BrlU+VaD),

In the literature C1P™ domains are often referred to as Dini domains, see [KN|, [AE]. We
mention that the strong unique continuation property at the boundary for C1P™ domains and
for elliptic equations, but not the order of vanishing, was established in [AE] by adapting the
frequency function approach in [GLI], [GL2]. We also refer to [KN] for a simpler proof of the
result in [AE]. In [AE] it was shown that e“"N(r) is monotone, where N(r) is the frequency
used by Garofalo and Lin. However, similarly to the interior estimates in [GL2], the constant
C depends on the norm of V', and since it appears in the exponent, it would only give an upper
bound on the vanishing order of u proportional to e“™ | which is not the optimal bound 1++/M.
As we have mentioned above, Kukavica in [Kul] was able to remove the dependence on V' from
the exponential by considering a variant of the frequency, but he was only able to obtain an
upper bound proportional to C(1 + ||V||yy1.e).

In order to establish the estimate (L7]) in Theorem [Tl above we borrow some of the ideas
in [Ku2] and [Zhu|, and adapt them to our different situation. Simultaneously, we also use
some ideas from [KNJ. Nevertheless, the proof of Theorem [[T] entails a substantial amount of
novel work. This is mainly due to the fact that we are working at the boundary, and that,
unlike [Ku2|, [KN] and [Zhu], we are dealing with a variable coefficient operator. This forces
one to deal with some delicate uniformity matters which arise at several steps in the process.
Loosely speaking, the essential idea of the proof of Theorem [[.1] is to obtain some analogue of
the interior estimates in [Zhu] first for starshaped domains. Then, for a given CP™ domain,
at each scale r, one can find a starshaped domain as in [KN] where such an estimate can be
obtained, and then we iterate the estimate at every scale by crucially making use of the Dini
modulus of continuity of the normal at the boundary. This allows us to obtain uniform bounds
on the constants involved, see Section [7] below. We mention as well that, as opposed to the case
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when Au = 0, that was dealt with in [KN], in our situation the presence of the potential V' does
not allow a pure monotonicity of the modified frequency N (r) defined in (A.I1]) below, but that
of a perturbed one as in Theorem [£.8 Therefore, the scalings have to be chosen differently from
[KN] in the corresponding iteration argument of our proof.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce a change of coordinates which
allows to normalize the situation needed to prove the relevant monotonicity of the variant of
Almgren’s frequency as in Theorem 4.8l In Section [3] we introduce the relevant framework and
also collect some local geometric properties of C1"P domains which play a crucial role in the rest
of the paper. In this regard, we would like to mention that the smallness of the deviation of the
normal to the boundary is the most important property that is used in our proof of Theorem
[T Such property allows to obtain the uniformity in our most technical result, Lemma [G.2]
below. In Section @l we establish our main result about the monotonicity of the frequency, see
Theorem [£8 below. As a consequence of such result, in Section [l we derive some three-sphere
lemmas at the boundary of star-shaped domains. In Section [6] we establish two basic growth
lemmas that constitute the backbone of the proof of Theorem [Tl Finally in Section [7] we prove
our main result, Theorem [Tl

Acknowledgment: We thank Gary Lieberman for kindly providing us with the reference [Li].

2. A BASIC NORMALIZATION AND UNIFORMITY MATTERS

In this section we introduce a change of coordinates that will play a crucial role in the proof
of Theorem [[LJ1 To elucidate this aspect we mention that the proof of Theorem [Tl differs
substantially depending on whether the matrix A(x) = I,, (hereafter in this paper I,, indicates
the identity matrix in R™), in which case we have the standard Laplacian, or we are dealing with
a genuinely variable coefficient operator. The crux of the question is that, in the latter case, the
proof of the basic first variation formulas, Lemma and Proposition [47], uses the normalizing
assumption A(0) = I, in a crucial way. As a consequence, this hypothesis also permeates
the important monotonicity Theorem A8 and the ensuing three-sphere Lemmas B.1] and
However, to proceed in the analysis we need to apply these results at appropriate interior points
in Q, where the normalizing hypothesis is not necessarily valid. The main purpose of this section
is to show that, by a suitable change of coordinates, we can accomplish this situation without
changing in any quantitative way the hypothesis of Theorem [Tl By this we mean that we can
go back and forth with our change of coordinates, while at the same time keeping under control
some important uniformity aspects of the estimates involved.

Suppose that 2 is a bounded open set and that A(z) is a matrix-valued function in Q satisfying
the assumption of Theorem [[L1] above. For a given point zg € Q suppose that we are in the

situation that A(zp) is not the identity matrix I,,. We consider the affine transformation T, :
R™ — R"™ defined by

(2.1) Ty () = A(z0) Y2 (z — 20).

T, is a bijection from 2 onto its image Q,, = T3,(2). For a given function f : & — R we
consider the function f,, : €2,, = R defined by

(22) Faoly) = Fo T (y) = flao + A (20)y), y € Qs
and the matrix-valued function defined in €2, as follows
(2:3) Azy(y) = A7V (20) Alzo + A2 (20)y) A~ (20).

In a standard way one verifies that if u is a weak solution to (L6) in Q, then u,, is a weak
solution in ., to

(2.4) Louz, = div(Az (y)Duyy) = Vi (Y)us, -
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It is important to notice that the potential V,, satisfies in {2,, the same differentiability assump-
tion as V', and that moreover

(2.5) Vil w10y < CM,

where M is the bound on [|[V||yy1,00 () in Theorem [LT], and C' = C(A) >0

Hereafter in this paper, when we say that a constant is universal, we mean that it depends
exclusively on n, on the ellipticity bound A on A(x), see (L4 above, on the Lipschitz bound K
in (LH), and on the C1:PM_character of the domain Q. However, a universal constant will never
depend on the bound M on the W1* norm of V in Theorem [[Il Likewise, we will say that
O(1), O(r), etc. are universal if |O(1)| < C, |O(r)| < Cr, etc., with C > 0 universal.

Notice that since 0 = T3, (29) € 2z, the change of variable y = T (x) allows us to assume
that zp = 0 and, more importantly, that (£I2]) below hold since, by construction, we have
A, (0) = I,

Before proceeding we note explicitly that in passing from the matrix A in € to the matrix
A,, in ,, the uniform bounds on the ellipticity change from X to A2. We have in fact for every
y € €1, and any v € R”

(2.6) M2 < < A, (y)v,v> < A2
Moreover, the hypothesis (L4 above implies that for every zo € Q and x,p € R"
(2.7) ANz —p| < |AYV2(20)(@ = p)| < APz —pl,
A2 |x— p| < |ATV2(20) (2 — p)| < A7VPz — .
We can rewrite the second inequality in (2.7)) in the following way
(2.8) A2 |z — p| < |Toy (@) = To(p)] < A2z =,
or, equivalently,

(2.9) Bz (e (0)) € T (Br(p)) € B2 (T2 (1)),

for any p € R™ and r > 0. The inclusion (29) will play a pervasive role in the proof of the
central Lemma in Section [6] below.
Finally, we note that the matrix-valued function y — A.,(y) is Lipschitz continuous in 2,

and in fact from (2.7)) and (L5) above we have

(2.10) 1420 (y) = Az W) < K'ly — /), Yy € Qs
where K’ = A™3/2K | where K is as in (L3).

3. LOCAL GEOMETRY OF CLPini pomaINs

In this section we collect some local properties of C1P" domains that play a pervasive role
in this paper. Throughout the discussion, we denote by B,(z) the Euclidean ball of radius r
with center at z. A ball centered at 0 will be simply denoted by B

Definition 3.1. A connected bounded open set Q@ C R™ is called a CHP™ domain if for each
point g € O there exist a local coordinate system (x',x,) € R"1 xR, Ry > 0, and a function
0 :R"™ — R such that:

i) Bp,(20) NQ = {x € Br,(xg) : &, < p(2')};
ii) Bry(zo) N0Q = {x € Bpry(20) : n = w(2)};
iii) [D'ep(x}) — D'o(a5)] < (|2} — 962\ ) where v satisfies

(3.1) / wlr dr<oo
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We notice that the outer unit normal at a point (z/,x,) € Bg,(xo) N 0N is given by

/
(3.2) W S ! .
VIHIDP /14D

We consider a given C1"P™ domain Q and, for a fixed point o € 92, we let Ry, ¢ and 1 be as
in Definition Bl above. Without loss of generality, by a translation we can suppose that zg = 0,
and this forces ¢(0) = 0. We denote by v(z) the outward unit normal at € 9Q. Without loss
of generality, by a rotation we can also assume that D’p(0) = 0, so that v(0) = e, = (0,...,0,1).
Thereby, by possibly restricting its value, we can assume that Ry > 0 is such that

3
sup 1+ [D'p(z")]? < =.
/| <Ro 2

Throughout this paper we assume that there exists a non-decreasing function » — A(r) such
that for every r € (0, Rp) we have

(3.3) sup lv(x2) — v(z1)| < A(r).
1,22€00QN B,

Also from (B.2]) above and the Dini assumption ([B.]) on D'y, we can take A(r) such that
Ro A
(3.4) / ﬂalr < 00.
0 T

It should also be clear that, by the way we pick the function A in (B.3]), there is no loss of
generality in assuming that

(3.5) A(r) > VT, 0<r <Ry

We now employ considerations similar to those in the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [KN|. Fix any
r € (0, Ry) sufficiently small. Let z1 = (2, ¢(2])) and x5 = (2, p(x})) be two arbitrary points
in B, N0 Then, one has

|D'p(@))| < [v(z;) —v(0)[\/1+|D'¢(2))]> < sup /1 +[D'p(a’)]> A(r) <

ja’|<r

SAW)

provided that 0 < r < Ry. By the mean value theorem we thus have for 0 < r < Ry

3
[p(1) = p(az)] < SA()|z) — a3).
Since A(r) — 0 as r — 0, we can assume Ry is small enough so that

1
3.6 Ry <1 d ARy < —.
(3.6) o<1, and A(Ro) < {00

This is the first place where we use the fact that Q be CHP™, We state a simple lemma, that
will be needed in Section [0 below.

Lemma 3.2. Let a = 4A(r)r, and consider the following interior point yo = —av(0) = (0, —a)
associated with xo = 0. Then, for 0 < r < Ry the set QN B,_4(yo) is star-shaped with respect
to yo. In addition, the following quantitative form of star-shapedness holds: for 0 <r < Ry and
x € 00N B,., we have

rA(r)
2

Proof. Although the star-shapedness of N B,_,(yo) has already been observed in the proof of
Lemma 3.2 in [KN], it will also follow from (8.1, to which proof now we turn. Let x = (2/, p(z')).
One has

(3.7)

< <z —yo,v(x) > < 10rA(r).

, 3A(r)r
plah) < 220

v(z) = v(0)] < A(r).
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Then,
<x—yo,v(r) >=<z—190,v(0) >+ <z —yo,v(x) —v(0) >
= p(2") + at+ < (2, p(2') + a),v(z) — v(0) >
. 3A(r)r 3(A(r))%r - rA(r)
2 - 27
where in the last inequality we have used (3.6]). This establishes the bound from below in ([B.1).
In a similar way, one can show the bound from above.

> 4A(r) —7rA(r) — 4(A(7“))2r —

O

We next establish a stronger version of Lemma which is needed in the applications of
Theorem (4.8 in Section 6l Given xg € 0f2, we continue to assume as in Lemma that zo = 0,
v(0) = ey, and as before we consider the interior point yp = —ar(0) associated with zo = 0. We
now use the transformation (2.2) above, with z replaced by v, to send yo to 0. In doing so, the
point zg = 0 will clearly go to the point p’ = T, (0). It is immediate to verify from (2.8) that

(3.8) 1| = [Ty (0) = Ty ()| < A~ 2Jyo| = A 2a.

The transformed domain Q,, = T}, (2) will have p’ on its boundary (this point is the image of
the point zy = 0 € 09Q), whereas 0 = T, (yo) will be in the interior of Q. In €, we thus have
for the transformed matrix Ay, that A,,(0) = I,,. By slightly abusing the notation, we continue
denoting by A, instead of Ay, the function in (3] for the domain Q,,. We notice that Ay,
differs only by a multiplicative constant from the original A.

Lemma 3.3. For every 0 < r < Ry the set Q,, N B VA(r—a) 1s generalized star-shaped with
respect to 0 and the matriz Ay, in the sense that for every y € 0y, N Bﬁ(r—a) one has

(3.9) <Ay W)y, N(y) > = 0,
where N(y) denotes an outer normal in y.

Proof. We observe that by Lemma we know that for every 0 < r < Ry, the set QN By_4(yo)
is star-shaped with respect to yo and ([B.7) above hold. We first claim that:

(3.10) Qo N B /3(—q) 18 star-shaped with respect to 0 for 0 <r < Ry.

In order to prove the claim, we notice that by the left-inclusion in (Z9) above, it suffices to
verify that

(3.11) Qyo N Ty (Br—a(yo)) is star-shaped with respect to 0 for 0 < < Ry.

Now, to prove (B.11)) it suffices to prove that if 0 < r < Ry, and if N(y) denotes a (non-unit)
outer normal to 0€y,, N Ty (Br—a(y0)), then we have < y, N(y) >> 0. It is easy to recognize
that N(y) = A(yo)l/zN(Ty_Ol(y)), where IV indicates a non-unit outer normal field on 992. We

thus have
<y, N(y) > = < Ty (Tys 1)), Alyo) 2N (T () > = < A(yo)/* Ty (Ty (), N(T,, () >
=< T, (y) — y0. N(T,,) () > > 0,

where in the last inequality we have used ([B.1) which holds for z € 9Q N B, and therefore by
triangle inequality also holds for x = Ty_ol(y) € 00N B,_4(yo). This proves [B.I1]), and therefore

B.10).
We next want to show that, by possibly further restricting the value of Ry € (0,1), we can
accomplish ([B.9]). For this we are going to use the quantitative star-shapedness expressed by (3.7))
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above. Let y € 0§y, ﬂBﬁ(Pa)(O). Since Ay, (0) = I,, we have Ay, (y) = In+ (Ay, (y) — Ay, (0)).
Now, [ZI0) and |p/| < A™/2a (see BS) above) give

144 (y) = Ay ()] < K'ly| < K'ly = p'| + K'[p| < K'(VA(1 = 4A(r)) + —=A(r))r < O,

o=

for some universal C' > 0. On the other hand, [B.7) gives

10rA(r) > <y, N(y) > > ”é(r).

Therefore, by possibly restricting further Ry, we have for 0 < r < Ry

< Ay )y, N(y) >=<y, N(y) > + < (Ay, (y) — Ayy (0))y, N(y) >

A 3/2
> T—(T)—CTQ > T——Crz > 0,
2 2
where in the second to the last inequality we have used ([B.5]) above. This proves (B8.9)).

4. FIRST VARIATION FORMULAS AND ADJUSTED MONOTONICITY OF THE FREQUENCY

The principal objective of this section is establishing the monotonicity Theorem [.8] below.
We begin with some preliminary material. Given a point zg € €, for z € Q we let r,,(z) =

|x — 20|. Also, we will adopt the summation convention over repeated indices. For zy € Q, we
let B,,(x) = A(z) — A(z0). Let us notice that (L5) above gives

(4.1) 1Bz (2)]] < Clz = 2o,
with C' > 0 universal. When zy is fixed in a certain context, we will routinely write B(x), instead

of B,,(x). The next lemma expresses a simple, yet important fact.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose A(zg) = I,,. Then, for x # zy, one has
—1
(4.2) Lrsy = div(A(z)Drs, ) = —— + O(1),

20

where O(1) is universal. In particular, Lr,, € L} (R™).

loc
Proof. We have
div(A(x)Dr,,) = div(A(z0)Drs, ) +div(Dr,, ) = Ar,,+div(B(z)Dry,) = n-l +div(B(z)Dr,).

20

Now, if B(z) = [b;;(x)], we have

diV(B(x)D’I“ZO) =D (bl] (JT)D]'T‘ZO) = Di(bij)Dszo + bijDiszo-
From (LL5) and the Rademacher-Stepanov theorem we have D;(b;;) = O(1), with O(1) universal.
By (@1) we find b;; D;jr,, = O(1), with O(1) universal. In conclusion, div(B(z)Dr,,) = O(1).

This gives
-1

div(A(z)Drs,) = —— + O(1).

T2

We next introduce the conformal factor
< A(x)(x — z0),x — 29 >

(4.3) /LZO($) =< A(x)Drzo(x)7Drzo(x) >= ’1. _ 20’2

Let us observe explicitly that when A = I,, we have u,, = 1 for every zg € Q. From the
assumption (L4]) on A one easily checks that

(4.4) A< o (z) < AT x € Q.
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We have the following simple lemma whose proof we omit since it is similar to that of Lemma
41l
Lemma 4.2. Suppose that A(zy) = I,. Then, one has

(1) :U’zo(ZO) =1,
(2) |1 = pz ()] < Clz = 20,
(3) [Dpz| < C,

where C > 0 is universal.

We now introduce a vector field which plays a special role in what follows. With 1., as above,

we define
o (A@)Drsy  Ax) (e — 2)
(4.5) ZZO(x) - ZO( ) Mzo(x) Mzo(x) .

A crucial property of Z,, is that, denoting by v the outer unit normal to the sphere 9B, (zp),
we have

A(x)Dr,,, D
(4.6) < Loy V >= Ty, < Al) ;ZO’ T2 2 r, on dB.(2).
20

Another important fact concerning the vector field Z,, is contained in the following

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that A(zy) = I,. There exists a universal O(ry,) such that for every
i,7=1,...,n, one has

(47) DiZzo,j = 6ij + O(’I“ZO).
In particular, one has
(4.8) divZ,, =n+ O(ry).

Proof. From (1)), (£5), and from 2) and 3) of Lemma [T we have for a universal O(r,)

aip(xr — 2 D;a(xr — 2 @i0r;  Qip(Tr — 20k )D;
DiZ., :Di< k(T O,k)> _ Diajr(zx — zo.r) L gkdki k(T 20,k) il
Iz f f Iz

aij

Oii 1
=—+ O(TZO) =4 O(TZO) = 5ij + 5ij <_ a 1) + O(TZO) = 5ij + O(TZO)'
Y Y 1%
O

When zp = 0 we simply write u(x), and Z(z), instead of uo(z) and Zy(z). After these
preliminaries, under the hypothesis of Theorem [[.T] we consider a weak solution of the equation

(4.

Definition 4.4. For zy € Q and r > 0 we define the generalized height of u in the ball B,(z)
as

@9 Ha)= [ @ = [ e af)
QNB,(20) QNB,(20)

where o > —1 is to be fized later. The generalized energy of u in B,(2o) is defined by
(4.10)

L,(r) = / < ADu, Du > (r* — |z — z|?)*™! +/ Vut(r? — |z — z)?)>T.
QN B, (20) QN B, (20)
The generalized frequency of u in B, (zg) is given by
Ly (1)
4.11 N. =
( ) 20 (T) HZO(T)

When zop = 0 we agree to simply write H(r),I(r) and N(r), instead of Ho(r), Io(r), No(r).
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Before proceeding we make the observation (important for the computations in this section)
that, thanks to Theorem 5.5 in [Li], under the assumptions of Theorem [[LT] above, we know that
the weak solution u of (L8] is in C'(Q2 N Byi(zg)). Therefore in the ensuing computations all
derivatives are classical.

In Lemmas[4.5], A6l and Proposition .7l below, by translation, we can without loss of generality
assume that zg = 0. We stress that zp need not necessarily be a point on 9€2. When for a given
r > 0 we have 0Q N B,(z9) # &, then in the integrations by parts we will eliminate integrals on
such portion of the boundary of 2N B,(zy) by using the assumption v = 0 on I' in Theorem [L.1]
If instead 092 N B, (z9) = &, then QN B, (29) = By(20), and corresponding integrals on 9B, (zp)
will be eliminated by the weight (r?2 — |z — 20|?)® in (&) and (@I0) above.

The following hypothesis

(4.12) A(z) = A(0) = I,,

will be tacitly assumed as in force in Lemmas [£.5] and Proposition 7. We will need the
following alternative expression of the generalized energy I(r).

Lemma 4.5. For every r € (0,1) one has

(4.13) I(r) =2(a + 1) /

w<ADuw> (2= [aP) =2a+1) [ wZu (- aP) g
QNBy

QN B

Proof. From (I0) and the divergence theorem we obtain

(4.14) I(r)= / < ADu, Du > (r® — |z]?)*™! —i—/ Vau?(r? — |z]?)> T,
QNBy

QNBy

1 1
- ‘/ div(AD(u?))(r* — o)™ = —5 / < AD(u2), D(r — [a2)*+! >,
2 QNB,- 2 QN B,

=2(a+ 1)/ u < ADu,z > (r? — |z|*)*,
QNB,
where in the second equality we have used the equation (L@). The conclusion of the proof now
follows by observing that (£.5]) gives
(4.15) Zu pp =< ADu,x > .
O

Lemma 4.6 (First variation of the height). There ezist a universal O(1) such that for every
0 <r <1 one has

200 +n 1

4.16 H'(r) = H O(1)H —I(7).

(4.16) (r) (1) + OH() + 7y 1)

Proof. Differentiating (£9) we have

2 2
@i B =20r [ w o) e= 20+ 2 [ a0 = ) el
QNB, r T JonB,
where in the second equality we have used the simple fact
1 2
T R i

Using the definitions ([A3]) and (£3) of 1 and Z, we see that the second term in the right-hand
side of (£I7)) equals

2 1
(4.18) = u?(r? — |z)?) e Pu = ——/ u? < Z,D(r? — |z*)* > p.
T JonB,

r JonB,
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Now we notice that since we are assuming that » vanishes continuously on the open subset I'
of 99, there exists Ry = Ri(zp) > 0 such that u vanishes on 9Q N B, for every 0 < r < R;.
Applying the divergence theorem to the right-hand side of (4I8]), we thus find

20 _ 1 .
Py e = [ divuz) 6 - o
T JonB, T JonB,
1 2
—r [ @z et [ uzat? - o)
™ JonB, T JonB,
1
o [ w6 ey,
" JonB,
We can thus apply Lemma [£3] that allows to conclude for a universal O(r)
2 0
_a u2(7"2— ‘.%"2)0{71’1"2/1,: n+ (T) / u2(r2— ‘x’2)au
T JonB, r QNB,

2 1
+—/ zmwﬂ—mﬂm+—/’ PZu(r? — o).
T JONB, T JONnB,

Furthermore, from (£4) and (3) of Lemma [£.1] we find
<Az, Dp>

AT O(r),
. (r)
with O(r) universal. Now, (£I5]) above gives
2 2
= W2(r? — o) MaPu = ZH(r) + O(1)H(r) + —/ u < ADu,z > (12 — |z|)°.
T JonB, r r JonB,
Substituting this identity in (£I7]), we conclude that

(4.19) H'(r)

2 2
_ ot nH(r) +O(1)H(r) + —/ u < ADu,x > (r* — |z|?)*.
r r JonB,

From (419) and (AI0) we obtain the desired conclusion (£I6]) above.
U

In the next result we will employ a geometric notion which has already been introduced in
Lemma [3.3] above.

Proposition 4.7 (First variation of the energy). Let u be a solution to (LO) and assume that
for some Ry > 0 the set QN Bpr, be generalized star-shaped with respect to A and zy = 0 in the
sense that

(4.20) < Z(x),v(z) >>0,

where v(x) is the outward unit normal in x € 00N By, . If u vanishes on 0N Bg,, then there
ezist O(1) and C > 0 universal, but independent from M > ||V||y1.00(q), such that for every
0 <r < Ry one has

(4.21)  I'(r) > (
Proof. From the identity (£I4]) above we obtain

I'(r) =2(a+ 1)7"/

QNBy

2a0+n 4(a+1)

r

+ O(l)) I(r)y—CMrH(r)+ /QmB (Zu)Q(r2 — |x|2)°‘,u.

< ADu, Du> (2 — |2]2)* + 2(a + 1)r/ Vi2(r2 — [2]2)°,
QN B,

Using the trivial observation that

< Azx,x >
< Z,x >:T’: 2%,



QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS, ETC. 11
in the first term in the right-hand side of the above equation for I’(r) we now use the fact that

1 1
2 — 2% = = (2 — |22 4 (2 — |22 < Z,z >

r2 r2
1 2 2\a+1 2 2 1
— (2 _ - < Z D= atl
TQ(V“ |z[) ot )7 < Z,D(r* —|z|)*" >
We thus find
2 1
= 2ot )/ < ADu, Du > (% — 221 + 2(a + 1)7"/ Vad(r? — o).
r QNB, QNB,
1

_ _/ < ADu, Du >< Z,D(r* — |z|*)*™ > .
T JonB,

We now integrate by parts in the third term in the right-hand side of the latter equation obtaining

1
_ _/ < ADu,Du >< Z,D(r* — |z|?)*™! >
T JonB,
1
- _/ div(< ADu, Du > Z)(r? — |z[?)*+!
T JonB,
1
_ _/ < ADu,Du>< Z,v > (r% — |a|2)°+.
T JoonB,
To compute the first integral in the right-hand side of the latter equation we use the following
generalization of the classical identity of Rellich due to Payne and Weinberger, see [PW], and

also section 5.1 in [N],

div(< ADu,Du > Z) = 2div(< Z, Du > ADu) + div Z < ADu, Du >
—2D;Zya;;DjuDyu — 2 < Z, Du > div(ADu) + ZyDya;jDiuDju.
Using (LG), (£4), (£3), and (A7) and (48] in Lemma 3] in the latter equation, we obtain
div(< ADu, Du > Z) = 2div(< Z,Du > ADu) + ((n — 2) + O(r)) < ADu,Du > =2 < Z, Du > Vu.

From this equation and the divergence theorem we find

1 2
_/ div(< ADu, Du > Z)(r? — |z|?)*+! = —/ Zu < ADu,v > (r* — |z|?)* !
QN B, oONB,-

r r
-2 1
+ <n + O(l)) / < ADu,Du > (r2 — \x!2)°‘+1 — —/ Z(u2)V(7“2 — \x!2)°‘+1
r QNB, T JonB,
dla+1 o
+ AT G - e
r QN B,

Using these equations we thus find

2
I'(r) = < atn + O(l)) / < ADu, Du > (r* — |z*)*™! + 2(a + 1)7"/ Vaut(r? — |z|?).
r QN B, QNB;

1 4(a+1
L[ 2w - eyt X g - e
rJanB, r QNB,
2 1
+ —/ Zu < ADu,v > (r? — |z|?)*t! — —/ < ADu,Du >< Z,v > (r* — |z[})*T.
" JoonB, I JoonB,

Observe now that, since v = 0 on I', we have Du(zx) = S(z)v(z) for a certain function f.
Therefore, we have on I’

Zu < ADu,v >=< ADu,Du >< Z,v > .
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If we use the generalized starlikeness assumption (4.20]) above, we thus infer

(4.22)

2
—/ Zu < ADu,v > (r? — |z[})*T! —
T JoonB,

1
_/ < ADu,Du >< Z,v > (r? — |z|*)**!
T JoonB,

1

= —/ < ADu,Du >< Z,v > (r* — |z[*)*T! > 0.
I JoanB,

This gives

2
I'(r) > < a:— i + O(l)) / < ADu,Du > (r2 — \x!Q)O"H +2(a+ 1)7"/ Vuz(r2 — \x!Q)O‘
QNB,

QNB,

4 1 1

2D e —eea=t [ 20062 ey
r QNB; ™ JonB,

= (20‘: Ty 0(1)> I(r) - (m: Ty O(l)) /mBT Vu?(r? — |z?)o !

4 1
+2(a + 1)7“/ Vul(r? — |z|?)* + M
QNB, r

/ (Zu)?(r2 — |al?)u
QNB,-

1 [0
1 / 22V (2 — o)+,
QNB,-

r

An integration by parts now gives

1

1 / 22V (2 — o)+ =
T JonB,

1

—/ w? div(V(r? — |22t 2)
T JonB,

1 1
= —/ VUQ(TQ _ |x|2)a+1 div Z + _/ u2ZV(7“2 _ |$|2)a+1
r QNB, T QNB,
2 1
— M/ Vu2(r2 _ |:C|2)a <Zx>
r QNB;

1
- ﬁ/ Vu?(r? — |z[?)* + _/ O(|z))Vu? (r® — |z[*)*+
- QNB,

T T

1 2 1
I i L e R M R
T JonB, r QNB,
Substitution in the above inequality gives
2 2
OE ( atny 0(1)> I(r) ( atny o<1)> / Va2 (r? — [z]?)ot
r QNB,

+ 2(a + 1)7"/ Vau?(r? — |z]?)* + Mot

[ @upue -1y
QNB, r QNB,
1

R N T e R M A e M
r Jans, rJonB,

2(a+1)

r

1
+ —/ w2V (r? — |z]?)> T —
T JonB,

| veet - e
QNB,
If we now observe that

2 1
2o+ [ ViR - o) = Ao tl) [ vae? -y
QNB; QNB;

r
2(a+1
L 2a+1)

[ vee? - P
r QNB,
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then the previous inequality gives

I'(r) > (20‘ L 0(1)> I(r) + (% + 0(1)> /mBT Vad(r? — [a[2)e !

4l +1) o 1 o
+2ED  gu? — oP [Oalvat(e - el
QN By " JonB,
1
+_/ u2ZV(’I“2—|$|2)a+1.
" JonB,

It is now clear that

/ Vu2(7“2 _ |x|2)a+1
QNB;

where in the last equality C' > 0 is universal and we have used (4.4]) and (@3] above. Similarly,
we have

< 7"2||V||L<><>(Q)/Q u?(r? = |2*)* < Cr?||V |lwr.oo o) H(r)

T

< Or3||V||wree H(r),

| oty ~

QNB,

with C' > 0 universal. Finally, we have

/ UQZV(T2 o ‘x’2)a+1
QN B

with C' > 0 universal. These estimates allow to conclude that the desired inequality (£2I]) does
hold.

< Cr¥||V||wee H(r),

0

The following important consequence of Lemma and Proposition 47 is the central result
of this section.

Theorem 4.8 (Monotonicity of the generalized frequency). Let u be a solution to (L6 and
assume that for zg = 0 € Q the assumption ([EI2) hold. Suppose that for some Ry > 0 the
set QN Br, satisfy the generalized star-shaped assumption ([AL20) above with respect to 0. If u
vanishes on OQ N By, , then there exist R,C1,Cs > 0, depending on n, \, K, but not on M, such
that the function

r— e (N(r) + CoMr?)

is nondecreasing for 0 < r < min{R, R}.

Proof. From (4.I1]), Lemma [4.6] and Proposition .7 we have for 0 < r < R;

(4.23) N'(r) = Z((:)) - fll((:))N(r) > (20‘:” + 0(1)> N(r)—CMr

4(a+1) W2 u(r? — 12121 — 200+ n 1 , ,
e | ey (B 00) 4 N ) NG

(a+1)
4(a+1) / 2 02 2 1 2
=0(1)N(r)—CMr+ ———= Zu re—|x|9)* — —N(r
(N ) i | et ey )
> —CyN(r)—CMr,
where the last inequality follows from (ZI0) above and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and
(4, C are universal. Letting Co = C'/2 we now conclude

direclr(N(r) + CyMr?) = 417 (N'(r) + C1N(r) + CMr + C1Co Mr?)

> N'(r) +CyN(r) + CMr > 0,
where the last inequality follows from (4.23)).
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5. SOME THREE-SPHERE LEMMAS

The aim of this section is to derive some basic consequences of the monotonicity Theorem [4.8|
above. We begin with establishing a three-sphere theorem for the height function H, Lemma
B below, and then combine such result with local estimates at the boundary to obtain a
corresponding three-sphere theorem for L norms on balls, see Lemma below.

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 48 let 0 <1 <1y < 2ry <13 < Ry. Then,
there exist universal constants C,C and C' such that, letting

— 2
awmdfj,%zﬁmﬁﬂy
T2 1

we obtain
oIV , .

C T3 _Po 0

(51) H(2r2) <e <2—> H(r?’)ao‘FBo H(rl)ao+*30.
72
Proof. Returning to (4.I8]), we rewrite it in the following form
d H(r) 1

5.2 — 1 =0(1)+ ————N 0 R
( ) dr og <7“20‘+n> ( )+ ((X—i—l)?“ (T)7 <r <y,

where |O(1)| < C, with C universal. Without loss of generality we assume that Ry < 1. From
Theorem [4.8] we have

e (N (1) + CoMr?) < eC1P(N(s) + CoMs?), for 0 <r < s < Rj.

The latter monotonicity property implies, in particular, the existence of universal constants
C5 > 0 and C' > 0, such that

(5.3) N(r) < O(N(s) + CaM), for 0 <r<s<Ry.

Without of loss of generality we assume C' > 1. Suppose now that 0 < r; < ry < 2ry < r3 < Rj.
Integrating (5.2)) between r1 and 2ry, and using (5.3]), we find

lOgH(Qrg)_C _
SRS € iy O
(6

s ()

Next, we integrate (5.2]) between 2r9 and r3, and again using (5.3]) we find

(5.4) (N(2T2) + CQM) .

_ B B lOg H(rs) +C
(5.5) ¢ (N(2ry) — CCyM) < T | — 12720~ (94 4 p)
a+1 1 r3
0g 2ro
Combining (5.4]) and (5.5]) we conclude
H(2r H(r
s O Wi O M 1y
lok 2ra) ] T3 a+1 2 '

where we have let ¢’ = (C'+1)/C. Since C > 1, if we now set
— 2
%:m(ﬁj &:&MQQ)
27‘2 T1

H(2T2)
H(r1)

then we obtain

H(rs)
H(Q’I“Q)

M
(5.6) ag log < Bolog + C(ag + Bo) + Cla - 1040ﬁo-
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Dividing both sides of the latter inequality by the quantity ag + Sy, we find

ag Bo
H(2T2)> ag+8o < H(?“g) > ap+8o , M afy
1 <1 — +C+C _
Og<H(7“1) =8 H(2r3) a+1ag+ Bo

This gives
s

(5.7) log H(2r3) < log |:H(7”3) 50+5 H(ry) aoaf%] +C+C'

«
Oé+1 05

where we have used the trivial estimate aoﬁfﬁo < 1. Exponentiating both sides of (5.7) and

letting o« = v/ M, we reach the desired conclusion (5.1)).
O

Lemma [5.1] implies the following three-sphere theorem for the L° norms.

Lemma 5.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 48 let 0 <1 <1y < 2ry <13 < Ry. Then,
there exist universal constants C,C,C* and C' such that, letting

o = log <2(7"73> B =Cllog <M) 7

r9 + 7’3)/3 7
we obtain
n C"M
* 2 r3
5.8 - <CeCVM (T3
( ) ||u||L (QNBr,) > € 3 — 219 2(7“2 +7“3)/3
B1 251
a1+ a1+By |

X |[ullLe @B, ) 17 [[ull Lo (@nB,, )

Proof. We introduce the quantity

(5.9) h(r) = /QmB u?p.

One has trivially

H
H(’I“)grzah('r), and h(’l“)gﬁ, 0<r<p<R;.
Using such estimates in (5.1]) we arrive at
" B @
(5.10) h(?“z) < eC(T_?;)C mh(r?’)aofﬁo h(rl)aofﬂo’

27‘2

with the universal constant C” = C’ + 2.
Since u vanishes continuously on I' C 92 by classical boundary estimates there exists C' =
C(n, ) > 0 such that for any g € I' and 0 < r < p < Ry one has

C(L+||V||peorn)?
(5.11) sup  Ju| < ( I HLE(Q))Q / u?
QNB(zo,r) (p - 7") 2 QNB(zo,p)

The estimate (5.11)) can be established as follows. First, we locally flatten the boundary of 2
obtaining an equation of the type (L) above, in which the principal part is a uniformly elliptic
operator with C%P™ coefficients. Secondly, we perform an odd reflection to reduce the above
estimate to an interior one for a variable coefficient operator in which now the coeflicients are just
bounded measurable. We can then invoke Theorem 8.17 in |[GT] with p = 2 to conclude the above
inequality (5.I11). From (5.I1]) and (£4]) above, we immediately obtain for any 0 < r < p < R

n

C(L+|IVlpe(e))?
(p—r)2

N

h(p)?.

(5.12) ]| Lo (@nB,) <
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If we now use (512) with » = r9 and p = (r3 + r2)/3, we obtain

2 n
[ullZoe (@nB,,) < mc(l + [Vl zoo @) h((r2 +73)/3)

Since 11 < (ro+713)/3 < 2(ro+1r3)/3 < r3, we can apply (B.10]), with ry replaced by (r2+13)/3,
obtaining

r3 "M _B1 o1
h 3 <ef(—2 h(rs)e1+81 h(ry)o1+3
((ra+713)/3) <e (2(r2+r3)3 (rg)erFPLh(ry) eathn,
where
T3 —2 2(rqa +13)/3
—log (=3 ), B =Clog (2782
s (2(7“2 + 7“3)/3> g o ( 1
Combining the last two inequalities we find
2 <O+ ||V ! s Cﬁmh I by ) T
oo + oo n a1+ a1+B1
ullZoo (@nB,,) < CA+ VL= () (rs = 23" (2(r2+r3)/3> (r3) (1)

Next, from (4£4]) we have the trivial estimate
h(r) < A wnr™|Jul[7 e on,)»

where wy, is the n-dimensional volume of the unit ball in R™. Together with the previous estimate,
this gives (5.8), where C* > 0 is such that (1 +z)2 < e“"V? for every z > 0.
O

Suppose now that zy € 2 is a point at which the following holds:

(i) A(z0) = In;
(ii) QN Byy(20) is generalized star-shaped with respect to zp as in (£12]) above.

Then, arguing as in the proof of (5.8]), we obtain:

n T,
1 . < C*\/M T3 2 T3
(5.13) lull oo < O (22" (g rg

B1 aq
x ||u||L°°(QﬁBT3(ZO))a1+/J‘1 ||u||L°°(QﬁBr1 (ZO))a1+61 .

Remark 5.3. Before proceeding, we pause to note that the interior analogue of Theorem [{.8
continues to be valid, i.e., when Q N By(z0) = Br(20). This follows from the fact that, in such
situation, thanks to the presence of the weight (r? — |v — 2|?)® in the definitions ([@E3) and
HI0), in the computations leading to (£21)) in Proposition [{.7] above all the boundary integrals,
with the exception of those in ([A22) above, cancel. However, [422]) continues to be valid since,
thanks to (L6]) above, the whole domain B, (zg) is star-shaped in the generalized sense of (A20I)
with respect to the matriz-valued function A(x) and the center zg. From the interior analogue of
Theorem [.8 we can subsequently deduce that the interior analogues of (5.10), (5.8) and (GI3)
also hold for solutions of div(A(x)Du) = Vu.

6. THE MAIN GROWTH LEMMAS

This section is devoted to proving two quantitative growth lemmas which constitute the
backbone of the main result in this paper, Theorem [[.T]above. As it will soon become apparent,
the treatment of variable coefficients operators requires a certain amount of technical work. In
this respect, the core result of this section is Lemma [6.2] below.
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Lemma 6.1. Let Q,u,xq be as in Theorem [L1l. Then, there exist universal constants Ly, Lo
such that for a sufficiently small universal rq

(6.1) e= sup |u| > Liexp(—La2(VM +1)).
B%Q ($0)QQ

Proof. By a rotation and translation we can assume that o = 0 and v(0) = e,. As in Lemma
above, we consider the interior point yop = —ar/(0) associated with zg = 0. If A(yg) # I, we
use the change of coordinates T}, in (21 of Section 2 above, and indicate with Q,, = T}, ().
Having done this, we now have A, (0) = I,. We want to apply Lemma [5.2] to obtain (5.8) with
(2 replaced by Q,, and u replaced by u,,. Thanks to Lemma [B.3] for every 0 < r < Ry the set
Qy N B VA(r—a) is generalized star-shaped with respect to 0, therefore the hypothesis of Lemma
are fulfilled by €, and A,,. If we let
7
r1 :)\5/2(2—(1), 7“2:)\(1—;—2) rs = Ar —a),

then since A < 1, we trivially have r3 < A/2(r — a), so that we fall within the range of (3.3)
in Lemma B3] above, and we also clearly have 0 < r; < r9 < 2ry < r3. We conclude that, with
the above choice of 1,79, 73, the estimate (B.8) holds with Q replaced by €, and u replaced
by uy,. Since |u| < Cp trivially implies ||uy, ||z (B,,nq,,) < Co, we obtain from (E.8)

(6'2) ||uyo||L°°(QyomBS,\r/8(P')) S Cexp(C( M + 1))||uy0||i0°°(QyOOBA2r/4(p'))'

where p’ = T,,,(0). From (Z3) and (6.2]), by using Ty_ol, we find

(6.3) el i<(on, o < Cexp(CO/AT + D)l

/ 1"/4)‘

If in ([6:3) we substitute A\%?r with r, we obtain for all sufficiently small r
(6.4) lull e st ) < Cesp(CVAT + )l o, -

Recalling that the origin is just the image of an arbitrary point z € I' N By, after translation
and rotation, we conclude from (6.4]) that for any such z € I' N Bs /2 and 7o sufficiently small,
but universal, we have

(6.5) ||u||L°°(QﬂB3TO/8(z)) < Cexp(C(VM + 1))||u||iooo(QmBr0/4(Z))'

In a similar way, the interior analogue of (6.5]) can be established, i.e., when the relevant ball
does not intersect 9€). Keeping in mind that we have let xg = 0, and that, for a suitably fixed
ro, we have defined
e= sup |ul,
B%l(mo)ﬂfl
we can re-write (6.4]) as follows

(6.6) [ull Lo (2B, 5) < C1 exp(C(VM +1)) €,

where 6 > 0 is universal, and C7 > 0 is a new constant that also incorporates the L bounds
for w in QN B,,, controlled in turn by the quantity Cp in Theorem [IT1

To complete the proof we now argue as follows. By the assumption in Theorem [I.1] that
SuUponp, [u| > 1, there exists T € QN By such that |u(T)| = supgnp, [u| > 1. Let

(6.7) di = d(z, TN E%),
where d(z, H) = inf{|z — h| | h € H}. There exist two possibilities.

Case 1: di > 3’%’. In such case, we take a chain of balls By (z;), i = 1,...,d, where ¢ is a

sufficiently small constant depending on 2, say £ < 6L4' Here, as before, we agree to take xg = 0,
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and the balls in the chain can be so chosen that z1 € B, /16, Tiy1 € Berg (%) fori=1,...,d—1,
2

and T € By, (z4). We note that d depends on 7o, as well as 2. Moreover, since €2 is CcLPint and
hence in particular a Lipschitz domain, one can ensure that the balls Bsy,, (x;) are at a distance
at least f/rg from Of).

Since £ < 6L4’ it is easy to check by triangle inequality that By, /o (r1) C QN B3,y /5. We thus
find from (6.0)
(6.8) lulloe By, ja(ar)) < C16” exp(C(VM +1)).

Since the balls Bsg,(z;) are at a distance comparable to ro from the boundary, and since
Byryj2(wiy1) C Byry (i) by the triangle inequality, we can now iterate the estimate (6.8]) by using
the interior L three-ball theorem as in Lemma 3 in [Zhu] with r; = frg/2,re = lro,r3 = 30ry.
Since the balls Bsg,(z;) are at a distance comparable to ro from the boundary, and since
Byrys2(wiy1) C Byry (i) by the triangle inequality, we can iterate the estimate (6.8) by using the
interior analogue of (6.5]). After the d-th iteration we find

(6.9) ] e (B (wa)) < Ce” exp(Ca(VM + 1)),

where the constants C3, Cy, 8* additionally depend on d, which in turn depends on rg. Since
T € Byry(xq), and |u(T)| > 1, we obtain from (6.9)

(6.10) 1< ||u||L°O(Blr0(1'd)) < 0369* exp(Cy(VM +1)).
We thus conclude that (6.1]) holds.

Case 2: Suppose di < 31%, and let zg € I'NBs be such that d; = [T — zo|. In this case we take a
2

sequence of balls centered at 0,y1,%2, .....yq € I such that y1 € QN By, /16, Yitr1 € Q2N By, /16(vi)
fori=1,..,d -1, and 20 € QN Bs,;/16(ya). Note that d again depends on ro and Q. We first
observe that (6.6]) holds as for Case 1. Moreover, the triangle inequality gives QN Bs, /16(y1) C
QN Bs, /. Combining this with (G.G) we obtain

(6.11) [l e (@B, o)) < C=” exp(C(VIT +1)).

Now by using the fact that Q N Bs,/16(yi+1) C 2N B, /s(y;) for each i, we can iterate (G.1T)
by using (6.5]) with z replaced by y;, for i = 1,...,d — 1, and obtain after the d—th iteration

[l Lo (@B, s (wa)) < C5e”” exp(Co(VM + 1)),

where as in Case 1, the constants Cs, Cg, 8** additionally depend on d, which in turn depends
on ro. Since 29 € QN Bs,/16(yq) and [T — 20| < 310 by the triangle inequality we see that
T € QN By, /5(ya)). Combining this observation with the fact that |u(Z)| > 1, we conclude from

the latter inequality that
1< < Cse? Ce(VM +1
||u||L°°(QﬂB3TO/8(yd)) se” exp(Cs( )-

Therefore, in both Cases 1 and 2 we see that (6.I]) holds.
O

The next Lemma is the central result of this section. As the reader will see its proof is
quite involved. This is unavoidable since we are dealing with variable coefficients, and keeping
uniformity matters under control is more delicate than for the standard Laplacian, when A(x) =
I,,. More specifically, in order to apply Theorem 4.8 above for balls centered at an appropriately
chosen yo, we need to use the transformation Ty, in (21 as an intermediate step to ensure
that A(yo) = I,. The payoff of this is reflected in (2.9). However, by far (2.9) alone does not
suffice to derive our basic estimate (G.I2) below. We need to crucially use the fact that Ty, is
sufficiently close to the identity, in a precise quantitative way, at any given small scale r. This
is possible thanks to the Lipschitz character of the matrix A. We also note that there will be



QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS, ETC. 19

several intermediate functionals in the proof of Lemma below. Their introduction has been
necessary to ensure the positivity in the transformed domains of the various weights appearing
in the relevant integrands.

In the sequel we will need the following quantity

G(s) = / u?(s? — |z)?)%, s> 0.
QNBs

Lemma 6.2. Let Q, A(x),u and V be as in Theorem [, where we additionally assume that
xg = 0 and A(0) = I,. Then, there exist Ry < 1 and constants k, K;,C,Cy, depending on
n,\, K,Cy and the CHP™M_character of ), but independent of M, such that for 0 < r < Ry one
has

(144K A(r)) (24 16kA (1)
G(r/2) _ /i 1 Cor 28 TARAOToRACY) | G(r)
(6.12) P8 gy = OV e A sk %8 G2y
(TF AR A () (LT 8RA ()
Proof. We let a = 4A(r)r and consider the interior point yo = —ar(0) associated with g = 0.

Then, by Lemma above, we know that Q N B,_,(yo) is star-shaped for every 0 < r < Ry,
with Ry as in (B.6).

At this point we need to use Theorem (4.8 with balls centered at yg € €2. The problem,
again, is that to apply such result we need to know that (£I2]) holds with zp = yg. In order
to achieve this condition, we argue as in Lemma and use the transformation T}, defined by
(T) above to map yo to 0 = Ty (yo) € Qy,. The new matrix Ay, defined in Q,, by (6.44),
verifies Ay, (0) = I,.

From the Lipschitz continuity of y — A(y) and the fact that |yo| = a, we find for £ € R”

| < (Alyo) — A(0)&,€ > | < [|A(yo) — AO)[[€* < Klyoll¢* = Kal¢|*
This observation and the hypothesis A(0) = I,, imply
(1-Ka)lgf < <A@o)€.6> < (1+Ka)lgl,

for all £ € R™. If Ay, € (0,1] is a number such that for all £ € R"

Apl€l? < < Alwo) € > < A IEP,
then it is clear that

Ay > 1— Ka, Ay <1+ Ka.
We thus infer from ([B.6]) that for 0 < r < Ry
(6.13) AP > 1 - Kya, A2 <1+ Ka,

for some K7 that is a universal multiple of K in Theorem [[L.T1 We also note that, similarly to
(23)), from the definition (1) of T}, we obtain

(6.14) B, /e Ty () C Ty (Bs(p) © B\/S—(Tyo (p))-

Ayg

Then, from the arguments in the proof of Lemma B3] we have that after the transformation
Ty, is applied, the set Q,, N B g (r—a) satisfies the generalized star-shaped assumption with

respect to Ay, and 0. Let p’ = T, (0) € 0€,,, and note that, similarly to (3.8)) above, we have
(6.15) Ip'| < A;OI/Qa < (14 Kija)a < (1+ Kp)a = Kaa,

since a < 1 for 0 < r < Ry by (3.6]). For later purposes we note that for every z € R™ we have
(6.16) Ty (@) = Ty (0) + (Ty (@) — Ty (0)) =/ + Alyo) ™.
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Since we are assuming A(0) = I,,, we have
(A2 (yo) — A(0)™2)z||* = (A(yo) o,z > +|z* — 2 < A(yo) /*z,2 >
< (\g? = 1)z < Kyalz|*.
This estimate shows that
[1A72(y0) = A(O)TV2[] < (A, = 1) < Kaa.

As a consequence, we can write

(6.17) A(yo)™? =1, + B,
where B is a matrix such that ||B|| < Kja. We now introduce the following notations.
(618) A =1-— Kja, X =14 Kja,
and let
r/4 —ka r/2+ ka r—ka
1 )\2 ) 2 )\1 ) 3 )\2 )

where k is a universal number that depends only on the constant K in (5] above. Specifically,
with Ky = 1 + K; being the universal constant in (6.I5]), we choose k as follows

K
(6.19) k= 8K> (FQJ“?’) =8(1+ Ky)(4+ K.
1
With & being fixed as in ([6.19]), we now further restrict Ry in (8.6]) by assuming that the following
condition hold

1 1
. < i '
(6.20) A(Rp) < min { 24K + 64k’ 1000 }

This assumption will be in force for the rest of the paper.
We now want to verify that 0 < r; < r9 < rs3. First, we note that in order to guarantee that
r1 > 0 it suffices to have

11
A nd—— ——
(Fo) < min { 16k’ 1000} ’

which is of course ensured by (6.20). Incidentally, since obviously 4k > K, ([6.20) also ensures
that A1 > 0. Having said this, we notice that regardless the value of k it is always true that
r1 < ro. Instead, since from (B.6) we know that Ry < 1, in order to ensure that ro < rs it is
easy to verify that it suffices to have

1 1
A .
(o) < min { 3K + 16k 1000} ’

which again is guaranteed by ([6.20). Later on, we will want to ensure that there exist universal
numbers 1 < ¢; < ¢9, and 1 < ¢3 < ¢4, such that for 0 < r < Ry one has

(6.21) < "2 < ¢, c3 < 3 < ¢4.
T T2
Since
ro 5 +4kA(r) 1+ Kja rs  1—4kA(r) 1-Kia
o %—4/{1&(7“) 1—- Kja’ re %+4/€A(T) 1+ Kya’
it is easy to verify that if A(Ry) < min{1/32k,1/8K;}, then we have
1
5+ 4kA(r) 1+ Kja
2< 2 21028, 1< —— <21+ K)).
T L —dkA(r) T ~1-Kia "~ ( v
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In view of (6.20) we conclude that (6.2I)) holds with ¢; = 2,¢a = 2056(1 + K;). Furthermore,
since (6.20]) guarantees that A(Rp) < min{1/64k, 1/24K }, then we also have a < 4A(Ry) <
which gives

1
6K
5 1—-Ka 15 1—4kA(r)
ST oy, D)
77 14+ Ko~ 9 T 14+ 4kA(r)
We thus conclude that, by assuming (6.20]), then we guarantee that rs/re satisfy (6.2I) with
c3 = 75/72 and ¢4 = 2. In conclusion, for any 0 < r < Ry both inequalities in ([6.2]]) are in

force. In addition, we have 0 < r; < 19 <73 for 0 < r < Ry.
Finally, we want to ensure that r3 < /Ay, (r —a) for 0 < r < Ry. This can be seen as follows.

By using /Ay, > 1 — Kja and the fact that 0 < r < Ry < 1, see (B.6]), we have

< 2.

r—ka
\/)\—yo(r—a)—rsz(1—K1a)(7“—a)—71+[(1a
_k:—l—Klzar+K12a2)a> a(k —1— K?a) >0
o 1+ Kja 1+ Kja -7

provided that k—1—K 12(1 > 0. Since, as we have observed above, ([6.20) guarantees that a < 6—11<1,

we see that this inequality is true. In conclusion, we have proved that provided that Ry be such
that (6.20]) hold, we have

0<r <1y <13 </ Ay(r —a),

and moreover (6.21]) is in force.

In what follows, to simplify the notation we will write H(r), I(r), N(r) to indicate the functions
introduced in (49)), ({I0) and (@II) above, but relative to the domain €, the matrix A, the
potential Vi, (see (22]) above), the solution w,, to (24]), and to balls centered at 0. Thus, for
instance,

H(r) = / W2, (% — [y[2)° 1y,
Qy,NB;

where, by slightly abusing the notation introduced in (&3] above, we have indicated with fiy,
the conformal factor

A
(6:22) o) = BT 2.

Similarly, we have

I0)= [ <D Dy > 0= [ V(7 )
QyyNBr voNBr
and we let N(r) = I(r)/H(r).
Since Ay, (0) = I,,, from (5.2)) above we obtain

(6.23) dislog (g(fil) =0(1)+ ﬁN(s), 0 < s < Ry,

for some universal O(1) for which, say, |O(1)| < C. Furthermore, as we have observed above the
set {0y, N B g (r—a) satisfies the generalized star-shaped assumption with respect to Ay, and 0.

We are thus in a position to apply Theorem 8] which gives for every 0 < s <t < /Ay, (1 —a)
€13 (N (s) + CaMs?) < e1H(N(t) + CoMt?).

Observing that, since Ay, < 1, we trivially have 0 < r; <1y <13 < /Ay (r—a) <r < Ry < 1,
the above estimate implies in particular for every 0 < s < 19

(6.24) N(s) < e (N (ry) + CoMr).
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Similarly, for 7y < s < r we obtain, with C' = Cpe?

(6.25) N(s) > e “"(N(ry) — CMr).
Integrating (6.:23]) on the interval [ri, 2], and using ([6.24]), we find

H(Tg) C 1 9 T9 —
6.26 lo 2ac+n) lo +e"1"——N(r9)log —= + Carlog —= + Cr,
(6.26) g Him) = ( )g1 a1 vir2)les = g

where we recall that o = v M, and that without loss of generality we have assumed M > 1.
Similarly, integrating (6.23)) on the interval [ro, 73], and using (6.25]), we find

H(’I“g) T3 _C 1
6.27 lo > 2a+n)log = +e “1"——N(rq9)lo ——C’arlo ——Cr
Using ([6.21]) we obtain from (6.26])
H(rz)
N lo _
(6.28) (r2) > e 17 H(r) (20 4 n)e~ " — Car — Crr,

(6.29) — (20 + n)e'" + CePrar + C*r,

T2
where C* = C/logcs. Therefore, from (6.28) and (6.29) by using the fact that e~ 17 < €17,
we find for a different C3 which is still universal that the following holds

H(r2) H(rs)

lo lo
—on 2210 o 28 M0 o (/T 4 1)y,
log 22— 10g
71 7'2

which again implies, for a different universal constant Cy, that the following holds,
H(r2) H (7’3)

log log 77,
(630) H( ) S 62017‘ H( 2 + C \/_T'
log ;—f log & -
If we now define
,  r/4—ka/2 ,  1/2+ka/2 ,  r—ka/2
7"1 - T ’1“2 - =

A2 A1 BTG
then we claim that with & as in (619]), and Ry such that ([€20) hold, for 0 < r < Ry we have
the following implications:

(6.31) y€By(p) = ((ry)° = ly—p'1")" < ((r2)” = [yl*)*,
(6.32) yEB,, = (-l < (D)= ly-pP)"
and

(6.33) Y€ By = (5 —ly)* < () —ly—1'[")"

The validity of ([6.31]) can be seen as follows. We note that from the definition of A;, the
implied inequality in (631 is equivalent to
2.2
HE 45 2 <y p > (1= Kia)? + [pP(1 = Kia)®
)\2
1
It is clear that for the latter inequality to be true it suffices to have

3k%a?  rka
1 +T>2<yp > (1 - Kja)?.

(6.34)
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7"/2+ka/2

Since |p'| < Kaa, and |y| < |y — p'| + [p/| < + Ksa, we have

r+ka
1

2 <y, p > (1—K1a)2§K2a<

and thus for (6:34]) to hold it suffices to have
2K2

k
8K2A( ) — +2K5 ) <k.
1 A1

At this point recall that (6.20) gives, in particular, a < . We thus find %

6K,
0 <r < Ry, and thus

2K2
BV

48 k
) 5 64k

It is thus clear that in order to ensure that (6.19) does hold it suffices to choose

K
sz2<?2+3>.
1

+ 2K2a> )

k
+ 8K, A(r) <A—1 + 2K2> <2+ Bt k2

23

< A <1 for

Similar elementary considerations show that in order to guarantee the implied inequality in

(632) it suffices to have

3k2 2 k
+ PPN -2 <y,p > A3 < Zr.
Since by hypothesis y € B,,, in order for the latter inequality to hold it suffices to have
Ko k
(6.35) 3K2A(r) + AK3N3A(r) + 22 2 <7

However, (6.20)) trivially implies that for every 0 < r < Ry one has 3k2A(r) < %, and \p < 2 <

%. We conclude that the latter inequality is certainly valid if

kK2 k
-+ 24Ky < =,
8+K1+ 2=y

which clearly holds provided that
Ko
k>8Ky | —+1].
> 8Ky ( e + )
Finally, for the implied inequality in (€.33)) to hold true it suffices that
3k%a?

4
which in turn is implied by the inequality

+ ]p']Q)\g +2<y,p >\ < kar,

3K2A(r) + 4K3N3A(r ) +2K9)g + 8KEN3A(r) < k.

Since (6.20) trivially implies that 3k2A(r) < £, and that as above Ay <

latter inequality is certainly valid if

K
k> 4K, <?2+2>.
1

we conclude that the

In conclusion, it is immediate to verify that, having chosen the universal number & as in (6.19])
above, the implications (631]), (632]) and (633]) are all true for all 0 < r < Ry, provided that
Ry satisfy (6.20). Furthermore, it is also easy to check that the assumptions (6.19]) and (6.20])

also guarantee the following inclusions:

(6.36) By (') C Bryy  Br, C By, By CBy ().
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Therefore, if we now set
o) = [l )
QyomBS(p/)

where /1, is as in (6.22]) above, then from (6.31]), (632), (633) and (6.36]) we can easily check

that
Ly(ry) < H(rg),  Ly(ry) =2 H(r1), H(rs) < Ly(rg).
Using these inequalities in ([6.30)) and the definitions of 71,72, 73, A1, A2 , we find

(1+4K1 A1) (2+16kA(r))
Ly () _ 0198 Tam A 16kAG) ;L (7h) —
(6.57) 8 T ) S (op CAKAD@SAR) B T () T OV
Pl O8 (TFaK, A(r) (118kA(r)) P2

In passing from (6.30) to (637) we have used the fact that since r < 1 we trivially have
1+4KA(r)r <1+4K1A(r), and 1 — 4K A(r)r > 1 — 4K A(r).

Since iy, defined in ([6.22) above is Lipschitz at 0, see Lemma [£.2] there exists a universal Cs
such that

(1= Csr) < payo(y) < (1+ Chr)
for |y| < r. This implies that for s <r,
(6.38) (1= Csr)H(s) < Ly (s) < (14 Csr)H(s),
where we have let

O A ACE RO S
QyomBS(p/)

Applying ([6.37) and (6.38]) with s = ry, 72,73, we obtain

- / log (KA (2+165A(r)) -
(1 — Csr)H(rh) < i & T—ariA(n) )(1—16kA(r))1 (1+Csr)H (1) v C/Ir
)

(6.39) log

= <e — (2= )y 108 =
(1+ Csr)H(r}) log Ehiﬁﬁﬁr &?2283 (1—Csr)H(r})

Since 0 < r < Ry and (6.20) is in force, ([6.39]) implies for a universal Cg

N~

| ==

(14+4K1A(r) (2+16kA (1)) -
)

H(rh) o108 toarg A (=16kAG) . H (1) L+ Cyr
(6.40) log o) < O AR AG) (2 SRAR) log ) + CyV Mr + Cglog O
1 O8 (TH4K A () (1+8kA(r) 2

We now use the fact that there exists a universal constant C7 such that

1 1+ C5’I“
0

& 1-— C5’I“
Using this estimate in ([6.40]), we finally obtain

< Cqr.

_ (144K, A(r)) (24+16kA(r)) -
H(r l0g IR A() (I=T6FA(r H(r —
(641) 10g~(—m S 6017" (1 :lKlA( ))(1 jﬁkA( )) log ! (Tg) + C4 Mr 4 077".
(7“/) 1 (1-4K1A(r))(2—8kA(r) H(T’
1 O8 T4k, A(r) (118kA (1)) 2

Note that since we are assuming that M > 1, we can absorb the term C7r in Cyv/ Mr .
At this point we define

r =r/d—ka/2 = X1, Th=r/24+ka/2=N\rh, ri=1r—ka/2= \or},
and
r/2+ ka/3

' =r/d—ka/3, 1y =
A1

ry =r —ka/3.
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We note that, since v} < ", rh >4/ rf <rf’, if we introduce the quantities

R AR R (GO o
QyoﬁB /(')

o) = [ W2 ()% — Iy — P P)°
QyoNB 1 (p')

R N (L "o
QyoﬁB/(p)

then from (6.41]) we obtain for a universal constant Cy,

(144K A(r)(2+16kA(r))
Hy(rf) _ 0,198 (mamam)(—i6ka0) | Ha(r}) i
(6.42) log Hi(r) < log I—HKIAG)Z—SFAG) log Ho (r2)) + GV Mr.
(AT2K A () (1T 8kA(r))

We now return to the original domain €2 by applying the transformation Tyzl. We note from
(EI7) that the Jacobian JT), of the transformation Ty, satisfies |JTy,| =1+ O(a), where O(a)

is universal. Therefore, there exists a universal constant Cg such that
(6.43) 1 —Cor < |JTy,| <14 Cyr.

Changing the variable y = T}, (z) in the integrals defining the quantities H;(r}), Ha(r4') and
Hs(rh), we find

(6.44) )= [ R - D)~ F P Tl
QNTy, (B, (p'))
o) = [ () = T (a) ¢ Tl
QﬁTyO (Bré” ("))

Hy(rl) = / ) W) — [Ty (2) — PP I Tyl
QNTy (B, ()

Now, by (6.13]), (6.14)) and the definition of A;, ., r!, 7/, we have that

(645) Tyzl(Bri (p/)) - Br’l’a Br/2+ka/3 C Tyzl(Bré” (pl))’ Tyzl(Bré (p/)) - Bré"

In fact, proving the first inclusion in (6.45) is equivalent to showing that B, () C Tyo(Br’l’)'

Recalling that p’ = Ty,(0), we have from (6.14) B, (p') = B (Ty,(0)) C Ty (B, e ). To
1

establish the first inclusion it thus suffices to check that Ay, 12 ri < rf{. Recalling that r{ = \ar,

it thus suffices to have Ay, 1/2 < Ag, but this is precisely the content of the second inequality in
613) if we keep (6.18) in mind. In a similar way, we see that, setting s = r/2 4 ka/3, then
the second inclusion on (6.45) is equivalent to T, (Bs) C B,y (p’). Again from (G.I4) we have

T, (Bs) C B, / W(TyO(O)) = B, / W(p’ ), and thus for the second inclusion to hold it suffices
0 0

to have A; < /A,,. But this is the content of the first inequality in (€I3]). Finally, the third
inclusion in (6.45]) is proved exactly as the first one.
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From the inclusions (6.45]) and from (6.44)) we conclude that the following are true:

(6.46) Hy(r}) < / W2(()? — [Ty () — p2) T Ty -
QQBT/I/
Hy(rll) > / () — [Ty (@) — §' )T Ty.
QNBr/24ka/3

Hy(rh) < /Q ()P = [T (@) = )T
N "
T3

One concern about the integrals appearing in (6.46]) is that, having increased the domains of
integration, we might lose control of the sign of the weights appearing in the integrals. This
possibility is excluded by the following considerations.

By (@.16)), (6.17) we have for x € B,»
Ty () — p'| < (14 Kqa)|z| < (1 + Kya)r{ = (1 + Kya)(r/4 — ka/2).
Since r < 1, we conclude that for 0 < r < Ry
rl" =Ty (x) —p'| > r/4—ka/3 — (1 + Kia)r/4+ (1 + Kia)ka/2 > ka/6 — Kia/4 >0
provided that k > 3K7/2, which is true thanks to (6.19) above. Similarly, for x € B, /o4 1q/3 We

have

r/2+ ka2
Al

provided that & > 3K1/5, which is of course true thanks to (G.IJ) above. Finally, for x € B,y

we have

rh — [Ty, () | > — (14 Kyja)r/2+ (1+ Kya)ka/3 > a(5k/6 — K1/2) > 0,

ry — Ty (x) — p'| > ka/2 — ka/3 — Kia >0
provided that £ > 6K, which is again true by (6.19).
From (6.42)), (6.46) and (6.43]) we conclude

1+4K1A(7r))(24+16kA(r
(1= Car)Galr/2 + ka/3) _ 0,108 T AR TORACY

1" =€ 1—-4K1A(r))(2—8kA(r)
(1+ Cor)Ch (r7) log Yl alpe teat)

(1+ Cyr)G3(ry)

(1 = Cyr)Ga(r/2 + ka/3) +Cs VM,

log log

where we have set

Ga(s) = [ () = Tz =P,
QnBs

Gals) = [ (05 ~ Ty — P
QNBs

Gs(s) = /Q )R [T =)
1 s

Arguing as above we obtain for a universal Cyg

(144K A(r)) (2+16EA(r))
Ga(r/2+ka/3) _ 0,198 Toam A (I—T6kA M) Gs(rf)
(6.47)  log - <e”" AR AG ) (_sEA) 108 + CioV Mr.
G1(r7) log E1+4K1Agr3351+8k1\57ﬂ33 Ga(r/2 + ka/3)

In order to complete the proof of the lemma we need to replace the quantities Gy (rY), Ga(r/2+
ka/3) and Gs(r4) in ([G.47) respectively with G(r/4), G(r/2) and G(r). With this objective in
mind we observe that (6.16]) and (6.17) give with ||B|| < Kja,

Ty — P'|* = |z + Bx|* = |2|* + |Bz|* + 2 < Br,z > .
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We now claim if 0 < r < Ry and the conditions ([6.20)) and (6.19]) are in place, then the following
implications hold

(6.48) 2 €QN By = ((r")* = Tyoz = p'|1)* < ((r/4 - ka/6)* — [z*)*,
(6.49) z € QN Brjaypasy = ((15)° — [Tyoz — ') 2 ((r/2 + ka/3)* — |z*)*,
and

(6.50) r€QNBy = (2 — | Tyor — p'12)* < ((r — ka/6)* — |z|*)™.

The justification of (6.48)), (6.49]) and (6.50]) follows similarly to that of (6.31]), (€32]) and (6.33])

above. For instance, for the implied inequality in (6.48]) to hold true it suffices that

ka (r ka
3

Z—F>+]Bx\2+2<3x,x>2 0.

Since |z| < r/4 — ka/2, for the latter inequality to be valid it suffices that
42 A(r) + 24K2A(r)(r — 2ka)? < k.

Using ([6.20) we can bound from above the left-hand side of this inequality by k/16 + 2K; which
is of course < k if, e.g., k > 3K;. Since this is trivially guaranteed by (6.I9) above, we conclude

that the implication (6.48]) is true. In a similar way, we see that for the implied inequality in
(EZ9) to hold it suffices that

f+@2 f+@2 AN K20%|z)? — 202K qalz]? — K22 f+@2>0
2 2 2 3 1 1@1‘ 1 lal' 1(1/ 2 3 e .

Since |z| < r/2 — ka/3, A1 < 1, for the latter inequality to be true it suffices to have

1 4kA(r) >k

2
K K - < .
(2 1+2 la) <2+ 3 > 6

48
It is now obvious that this quantity is < k/6 under the hypothesis (6.19]). Therefore, (6.49) is

true. Finally, we leave it to the reader to verify that (6.50) does hold under the hypothesis (6.20)
and (6.19).

At this point, by taking into account the definition of G, from (6.47), (6.48)), (6.49) and (6.50)
we conclude that the following holds

. . . 2
From (6.20) we immediately see that the left-hand side is bounded from above by (2K 1+ %) (%—}— l) .

(144K 1A () (2416kA (1))
log CO/2Hka/3) _ ), 18 tmamam oAy | GO —ka/6)
— - 1-4K1A(r))(2—8kA(r ’
G(r/4 — ka/6) log El+4KiAEr§§E1+8kAEr§% G(r/2 4+ ka/3)
which in turn implies
(144K, A(r))(2+16kA(r))
log G2 108 TR -T6RAD) log 2\ 0o/
G(»,«/4) - log (1-4K1A(r))(2—8kA(r)) G(T‘/Q) 10 .
(TR A (1) (1T 8kA(r))

This is the desired conclusion (6.12]).
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7. PrRoOF OoF THEOREM [1.1]

Having established the two main growth Lemmas and [6.2] in this section we are finally in
a position to provide the

Proof of Theorem [ 1. With xg as in the statement of Theorem [T, by means of the transfor-
mation (2.2)) we can assume that xop = 0 and A(0) = I,,. This would only change the ellipticity
bound from A to A2. Also, the Lipchitz norm of the resulting matrix A, and of the trans-
formed potential V;,, would differ from that of A,V by some universal factor as in (2.5])-(2.10]).
Therefore, we can reduce the proof to the setting of Lemma In this respect we stress that,
henceforth, k£ and Ry will be fixed as in (6.19]) and (6.20) above.

We now fix ro = Ry/4 and iterate (612)) with r = ro,ro/2,70/4,.... After the ¢—th iteration
we obtain

14+4K1A(ro/2)) (2+16kA (rg /21

G(rg/2111) < OITIL R ﬁ log ((14K1A((m//2f)))))((1 16kA((r0//2')))) o ‘/_Z ©log G(ro)

q-+2 (1—4K1A(ro/27))(2—8KkA(ro /21)
Glro/247%) i—o 1 (1+4K11A(r00/2i))(1+8kA(ro/22) G(ro/2)

log

In the latter inequality we can estimate

q
eV Y 2—0 < 9CRyWM < 20V M,
=0

where we have used [B8). We let C' = min(ﬁ, =17), and consider the function f : [0,C] — R
defined by

loo UH4K1y)(2+16ky)
(1-4K,1y)(1—16ky)

fly) = :
(1_4K1y)(2—8ky)
l0g {177y (1T 8ky)
Then, f >0, f(0) =1 and |f’| < ¢ on [0,C], for some universal ;. Therefore,
(7.1) 0<fly) < e

Since A is non-decreasing, (3.4]) above implies that
e}
ZA(TO/QZ) < 0.
i=0

At this point we note that, thanks to (6.20]), the number r( satisfies A(rg) < C. Combining
this observation with (Z.II), we conclude that

== log (e ) > def
1-4K1A(ro/2%))(1—16kA(ro /2" i te

] mse e smage oy < ©P <C2ZA(T°/ ’ )> = fosee

i=0 108 "T14K1 A(ro/20))(1+8kA(ro/27) =

Using these bounds we obtain for some different universal C,

G(ro/2911) G(ro)
7.2 log—"——- < CVM + Kyl
(72 % Clro/20%2) TR0 G2y
We now want to bound from above the quotient GG(X(/’;) in the right-hand side of (7.2). This

will be ultimately accomplished by means of Lemma With Coy = [[ul[ze() > 0 as in the
statement of Theorem [I.I] we have the trivial bound

(7.3) G(ro) < w, CEriotm,
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where w,, indicates the measure of the unit ball in R™. With h(r) the function defined in (5.9])
above, we recall that we have h(r) < (s> —r?)7@H(s) for 0 < r < s. Taking r = 3r/8 and
s =10/2, we obtain

(r.0) wianfs) < (5) v Hr0/2) < X 1T 0 G ),

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant. Combining (7.3)) with (Z.4]), we find for a universal C' > 0
which also depends on Cj
G(ro) < ccry
G(ro/2) ~— h(3ro/8)
We are thus left with estimating h(3r¢/8) from below. With this objective in mind we recall the

boundary estimates (5.11]) and (5.12]) that give for a certain universal constant C' > 0, depending
also on the Lipschitz character of 052,

(7.5) HUH%OO(QOBTOM) < CA+|V|pee()?rg "h(3ro/8).

At this point we invoke (6.I]) in Lemma above that reads
lull 0n,, 1) = Lrexp(—La(VM +1)).

Combining this estimate with (ZH), and observing that ||V|[ ) < [[Vlwie@) < M, we
obtain
G(ro)
G(ro/2)
where C, L3 are universal constants. Keeping in mind that we are assuming M > 1, it should

be clear to the reader that there exists another universal constant C, depending on n, A, K, Cy
such that

<O+ M)ZeLg(\/M-‘rl)’

G(ro)
log Glro/2) <CVM.

Using this estimate in (7.2]), we finally obtain for every ¢ € N

ra /2041y
(7.6) log % < CVM,

for a new constant C' > 0 that, depends on n, A\, K, Cy, but not on ¢. By a standard argument
one easily recognizes that (.6l implies for every 0 < r < rg,

(7.7) G(r) < exp(CVM)G(r/2).

Again, iterating (T7) with r = rg,ro/2,...,70/29, ..., we find after the ¢-th iteration

(7.8) G(ro/27) > Aexp(—¢BVM),

for suitable constants A, B independent of ¢ € N. By a standard argument again, the estimate
([7.8)) easily gives for 0 < r < 7,

(7.9) G(r) > KyroVM.

Since as before we have G(r) < CO|[ul]? (B> the desired conclusion (1) in Theorem [T

follows from (7.9)).
U
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