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ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the nodal set of weak solutions
to a broken quasilinear partial differential equation,

div(ay Vu™ —a_Vu™) = div f,

where a4+ and a—_ are uniformly elliptic, Dini continuous coefficient ma-
trices, subject to a strong correlation that a4+ and a— are a multiple of
some scalar function to each other. Under such a structural condition,
we develop an iteration argument to achieve higher-order approximation
of solutions at a singular point, which is also new for standard elliptic
PDEs below Holder regime, and as a result, we establish a structure
theorem for singular sets. We also estimate the Hausdorff measure of
nodal sets, provided that the vanishing order of given solution is bounded
throughout its nodal set, via an approach that extends the classical argu-
ment to certain solutions with discontinuous gradient. Besides, we also
prove Lipschitz regularity of solutions and continuous differentiability of
their nodal set around regular points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This article is concerned with nodal set of weak solutions to a brokenEl
quasilinear partial differential equation (PDE in the sequel),

(1.1) div(ayVu® —a_Vu~) = div f,

where a4 and a_ are uniformly elliptic matrices that are scalar multiple
to each other, i.e., a_ = ka, for some real-valued function x; here u™ =
max{u,0} and u~ = —min{u,0}. By nodal set, we shall indicate the zero-

level set, {u = 0}, of given solution.

The strong correlation between a; and a_ is assumed to obtain Lipschitz
regularity of weak solutions to (ILT]). In fact, the solutions are not Lipschitz
regular in general, without the correlation between the coefficients, even
when both a4 and a_ are constant matrices. Here we assume this relation
in order to study finer properties of the nodal set of the solutions.

Nevertheless, it is challenging to analyse the structure of singular setf or
estimate the (lower dimensional) measure of the nodal set, when the solu-
tions are only Lipschitz continuous. Many problems ranging from general
elliptic/parabolic PDEs to certain free boundary problems are studied with
Ch@-solutions, accompanied with some strong tools, such as Almgren’s or
Weiss’ type monotonicity formulae. Unfortunately, neither of them are avail-
able for weak solutions to (I.1]), even under the assumption that a; and a_
are scalar multiple to each other.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the classical geometric measure
estimate of the nodal set, derived by Hardt and Simon [HS89] (which was
later refined by Han and Lin [HL94]), and the classical structure theorem for
its singular part, as in [Han94|, when given solutions do not have continuous
gradient across the nodal set. Our approach will be based on an observation
of a particular structure in the break of the gradient, induced by the strong
correlation between coefficients a4 and a_.

Concerning the geometric measure of the nodal set of weak solutions to
(L1, a key observation we make here is that although Vu is only bounded
and not continuous across the nodal set, mapping Vu®™ — kVu~ (with &
being the scalar function for which a_ = ka4 ) admits a uniformly contin-
uous version, Vu (see Theorem B.I)), such that if ut — ku~ approximates
a harmonic function, then Vu approximates the gradient of the harmonic
function (Lemma [Z.3]) in the sup-norm, from which a nodal set compari-
son lemma (Lemma [T.4]) for solutions to broken quasilinear PDEs follows.
For this reason, we are able to follow the main idea of [HS89] and [HL94],
and establish the desired measure estimate of the nodal set. Let us remark

'The term “broken” was first introduced in an earlier collaboration [KLSI9] by Lee,
Shahgholian and the author, to highlight the fact that u can be viewed as a regular
solution with a break across its nodal set {u = 0}; for instance, in the simplest setting
where a4+ = [ and a_— = kol for some real constant ko, ut — kou~ becomes a harmonic
function.

2The set where solutions vanish faster than any linear function.
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that our result (Theorem [T.]) is also new in the context of standard elliptic
PDEs without jump discontinuity, as we are concerned with divergence-type
PDEs with Dini coefficients. Nevertheless, it does not require serious mod-
ification to extend the argument in [HS89] and to Dini regime, if
there is no break in the coefficient. Instead, we claim the novelty of our
measure estimate in the aspect that it considers discontinuous coefficients,
and overcomes the difficulties arising from the break in the gradient.

Our analysis on the singular set resembles an earlier collaboration [KLS19]
between Lee, Shahgholian and the author, in the sense that here we also
establish uniform point-wise approximation (Lemma 34 and Lemma[5.9]) for
the corrected version, u™ — k(z)u~, for each point z. However, we develop
a new iteration argument (Proposition and Proposition [5.7]) to perform
the uniform approximation, since our coefficients a4 and a_ are assumed to
be Dini continuous, while the argument involved in [KLS19] is only available
for Holder coefficients.

Let us stress that our iteration scheme for higher-order approximation
(Proposition [5.7]) is also new in the context of standard (i.e., ay = a_)
elliptic PDEs, since the existing results, e.g., [Ber55], [Han94], [Che97] and
many others, are concerned with Holder coefficients. As a result, we establish
a structure theorem (Theorem [B.1]) for the singular set, and to the best of the
author’s knowledge, it is the first result available below the Holder regime,
even when there is no jump discontinuity of the coefficients.

Another interesting observation regarding our structure theorem is that
it also improves the classical result by Han, when we recover it to
Holder coefficients. This is because Theorem [B.1] asserts that not only the
singular set of dimension n — 2 (with n the space dimension) but also those
with lower dimensions are equally contained in a countable union of C1:°-
manifolds. Such an improvement has interests on its own as it implies that
what is known to be the “bad” part of the singular set, i.e., the part with
dimension strictly less than n — 2, actually turns out to be a “good” part as
well.

For the rest of this section, let us illustrate the background of broken
quasilinear PDEs (I.1]), and present some recent development around this
problem.

One can understand ([II]) as an elliptic free boundary problem arising
from jump of conductivity, which models a composite material that under-
goes discontinuous conductivity change subject to transition of one phase to
another; for more concrete examples as well as the existence of weak solu-
tions, we refer to [KLS17]. Here the free boundary is the nodal set {u = 0}.
As in [AM13], one can also derive (II)) from a solution to a simple Bellman
equation subject to two strategies, i.e., min{tr(ay D?w),tr(a_D?*w)} = 0.
In this case, u = tr(a; D*w) becomes a weak solution to (II]) (obviously
with div f = 0), and the free boundary, {u = 0}, becomes the threshold of
switching strategies governed by a, and respectively a_. Another variant
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closely related to (ILI)) is the free transmission problem, considered by Ama-
ral and Teixeira [AT15], in which case w is given, instead, as a minimiser of
functional [(at|Vu™|? + a—|Vu~|?) dz; heuristically, a first variation leads
us to (L)) with div f replaced by a measure supported on the free boundary
{u = 0}.

Let us overview some recent progress of (ILI]) from the standpoint of free
boundary problems. Without the key assumption that a, and a_ are scalar
multiple to each other, there has been only a few literature concerning the
free boundary stemming from (I.I]), even in the simplest scenario that a,
a— and f are all constant (so that divf = 0). As mentioned briefly in
the beginning, one of the main reasons is that the solutions are not Lip-
schitz regular in general, since there are homogeneous solutions that are
only Holder continuous, for every dimension larger than or equal to 3. Only
recently, Caffarelli, De Silva and Savin [CDSI§| proved that the Lipschitz
regularity is true in space dimension 2, without such an additional condition.
Another reason is that the monotonicity formulae, such as the Alt-Caffarelli-
Friedman functional, or balanced-energy functionals of Weiss’ type, tend to
fail as well, making it difficult to analyse the local properties of the free
boundary via global solutions. As a matter of fact, global solutions to (L)
are also interesting objects that deserve attention, although not much has
been developed yet.

It is worthwhile to address that Andersson and Mikayelyan [AMI3] es-
tablished some meaningful results with a4, a_ and f constant, but without
the assumption that ay and a_ are correlated by scalar multiplication. Ow-
ing to the lack of Lipschitz regularity of solutions, a novel approach was
taken to ensure the flatness of the free boundary, {u = 0}, that involved the
measure-theoretic property of div(a, Vu'). With the flatness at hand, the
Ch@-regularity of the free boundary around a regular point was achieved
with a slight modification of the classical bootstrap argument [CS05] for
Bernoulli-type free boundary problems.

Later in [KLS17], Lee, Shahgholian and the author considered (II]) with
variable coefficients a4 and a_, and constant f (so that div f = 0) and
proved Lipschitz regularity of weak solutions to (ILI]) under the aforemen-
tioned structural condition on a; and a_, as well as Dini continuity of
the coefficients. The key ingredient there was the monotonicity of the Alt-
Caffarelli-Friedman functional, which was available particularly due to the
additional correlation between a, and a_. Then the authors proved C1“-
regularity of the free boundary around regularity points, partly following
the argument of Andersson and Mikayelyan [AMI3], provided that the coef-
ficients are Holder continuous. Although the right hand side was considered
to be identically zero in [KLS17], the method can be easily extended to the
case when div f € L™, i.e., f € COL.

In a more recent collaboration [KLS19], the authors observed that after
a change of coordinates, function v, = u™ — k(2z)u~, for each interior point
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z, satisfies
Av, = div F,,

where || .|| 125, (2)) = O(rz+2=¢), for any small ¢, provided that a, a_ and

f are all Holder continuous with exponent . Hence, one can approximate
v, with a harmonic polynomial by a classical iteration argument. By this
approach, the Lipschitz regularity of solution u as well as the C1*-regularity
of its free boundary {u = 0} were revisited, and were also proven in a wider
class than the one considered in [KLS17], since the monotonicity of the Alt-
Caffarelli-Friedman functional fails when the right hand side, div f, of (1)
is given with f € C%*\ C%!. Moreover, a structure theorem was established
for the singular part of the free boundary, i.e., where the solution vanishes
faster than any linear function, which asserts that vanishing order of the
solution has to be an integer, and the set where the solution vanishes with
the same (finite) order is contained in a countable union of C'-manifolds.

In this paper, we extend from Holder to Dini regime the main assertions
in [KLS19], which are the Lipschitz regularity (Theorem B.]) of solutions,
continuous differentiability (Theorem E.T]) of the nodal set around regular
points, and the structure theorem (Theorem [ of the singular set; in
addition to that, we also establish uniform doubling property (Theorem
[6.1) and a geometric measure estimate (Theorem [T1]) of the nodal set.

One can also study (L.I)) from the viewpoint of the nodal set theory. Due
to the rich amount of literature in the area, we shall only discuss some
important results closely related to our work. We refer to [Ber55], [Che97]
and [Han94], for some development in early stages regarding (higher-order)
approximation of solutions by (homogeneous) harmonic polynomials around
their vanishing points. As mentioned above, most of the literature in this
direction is concerned with Holder coefficients, and we believe that this paper
is the first to bring the theory down to the regime of Dini coefficients.

Concerning the measure estimate of the nodal set, we would like to men-
tion classical results [HS89] and [HL94], which study the nodal set of solu-
tions to uniformly elliptic PDEs in non-divergence form with merely contin-
uous coefficients (so the argument can be easily modified for Holder contin-
uous PDEs in divergence form). Most of the literature, however, considers
coefficients with Lipschitz regularity, since then Almgren’s frequency for-
mula becomes monotone [GL8T], from which one can deduce fine properties
of the nodal set.

Recently, there has been some outstanding improvement in and
regarding the measure estimate of singular/critical sets, where prop-
erties of harmonic functions and solutions to elliptic PDEs with Lipschitz
coefficients are thoroughly investigated via the monotonicity of Almgren’s
frequency. The latter result, in particular, significantly improves the clas-
sical estimate, e.g., [HHL98|, which was only available for smooth PDEs.
Moreover, as a byproduct, it also provides some valuable estimates for the
size of (so-called effective) nodal sets.
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In connection to our structure theorem (Theorem [5.]), we would also like
to address a recent article that studies the structure of a set that
can be approximated by the nodal sets of harmonic polynomials. We believe
that our nodal/singular set can also be analysed by their approach, as our
solution after adjusting the break (i.e., u™ —k(z)u™) can be approximated by
homogeneous harmonic polynomials (Lemma B.4] and Lemma [5.9)) at each
vanishing point. However, our result is (strictly) finer, since it gives the
regularity of the manifolds that cover the lower dimensional singular sets as
well.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2l we introduce some nota-
tion, terminologies and standing assumptions that will be used throughout
the paper. In Section Bl we prove Lipschitz regularity of solutions (Theorem
BI). In Section E we establish continuous differentiability of the regular
part of nodal sets (Theorem [1]). In Section [}l we present a structure theo-
rem for singular sets (Theorem [5.1]). In Section[@] we study uniform doubling
property of solutions vanishing with finite orders (Theorem [6.1]), and finally
in Section [1 we estimate measure of the nodal sets.

2. NOTATION AND STANDING ASSUMPTION

By n we denote the space dimension, and we shall always assume n > 2.
By € we denote a domain, i.e., open, connected set, in R"”. By N we denote
the set of natural numbers, {1,2,3---}. Given z € R" and r > 0, by B,(2)
we denote the ball in R” of radius r centred at z. Given a set E, by E we
denote the closure of E, and by OF its topological boundary, £\ E. By
H"~! we denote the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

We shall say that w is a modulus of continuity, if w : (0,1] — (0, 0)
satisfies lim, ,ow(r) = 0, w(1) < oo, w(r) is nondecreasing while r~tw(r)
is non-increasing in r. We shall call w a Dini modulus of continuity, or say
that w satlsﬁes the Dini condition, if w is a modulus of continuity satisfying

fo r)dr < oo. Also given a Dini modulus of contlnulty w we shall
denote by w1 the modulus of continuity defined by wy (r fo s)ds +
r f s7*w(s) ds, unless stated otherwise.

As usual, space C*(Q) consists of all k-times continuously differentiable
functions on Q. Given a modulus of continuity w, C**(Q) consists of all
functions f € C*(Q), for which the norm

07 f(z) =0 f(y)]
Fll w0y = maxsup |8° f(z)] + max  sup
1 fllene Iﬁ\smeg| ()] e sup, oz =)
0<|z—y|<1

is finite. Space ClIZ;J(Q) consists of all functions f € CF¥(K) for every

compact subset K C Q. By C* O‘(Q) (and similarly C’l]f)f(Q)) we denote the

space C*¥(Q) (and respectively C’loC (Q)) with w(r) = er® for some ¢ > 0
and a € (0,1].
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Class W*P(0Q) is the usual Sobolev space consisting of all k-times weakly
differentiable functions on 2 whose derivatives of any order less than or equal
to k belong to LP(€2). The local version VV/Zf(Q) is defined accordingly. By

W=12(Q) we denote the dual space of Wol’Z(Q).

Given a (Sobolev) function u, by the nodal set of f we indicate its zero-
level set, {u = 0}. The notion of regular and singular part of the nodal set
is given in Section M (see (41])) and respectively Section [l (see (5.2])).

Some of the basic elliptic regularity theory will be used without reference,
e.g., local energy estimate (or Cacciopoli’s inequality), local L*>-estimate,
local W1 P-estimate for PDEs with continuous coefficients, etc., and we refer
to [GT83] for details.

We shall intentionally distinguish the term “function” from “mapping”,
where the former will always be real-valued, while the latter can have values
in different spaces, such as vectors, matrices or tensors. We shall also follow
the summation convention for repeating indices, and the derivatives with
multi-indices.

Given two square matrices A, B € R”z, by saying A < B we shall indicate
that eigenvalues of A — B are all nonnegative. By I we shall denote the
identity matrix in ]R"z, unless stated otherwise. By e;, with i € {1,--- ;n},
we denote the standard i-th basis vector in R™. Given a square matrix A,
we call A elliptic, if A > AI for some positive constant A. Given a function
v and a square matrix A, we call v A-harmonic, if div(AVv) = 0.

Let us list up the standing assumptions on coefficient matrices a4 ,a_ :
Q— R"2, which will always be real-symmetric (n x n)-dimensional matrix-
valued mappings, as follows:

(i) (Ellipticity) There is a constant A € (0,1) such that
1
(2.1) M <infay <supag < —1.
Q Q A

(ii) (Regularity) There is a Dini modulus of continuity w such that a4, a_ €
(CO(Q))"*, and

<1.

(22) sup |CL:|:($) - a:l:(y)|

2,yeQ w(lz —yl)
0<]z—y|<1

(iii) (Structure) There is a real-valued function  : © — (0,00) such that
(2.3) a_ = kagy on .

Note that () implies in [23) that A> < x < A~2 on . Parameters n, A
and w will be fixed throughout the paper, and will often be called universal.

Given f € (L%(Q))", we shall say that u € W12(Q) is a weak solution (or
simply a solution) to (L), if

/(a+Vu+ —a_Vu~)-Vodr = / f-Vodr,
Q Q
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1,2
for any ¢ € Wy *(Q).

3. INTERIOR REGULARITY OF SOLUTION

This section is devoted to interior regularity of weak solutions to (LI,
provided that a4, a— and f are Dini continuous. Our main objective is to
prove the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let ay,a_ € (CO¥(B))" satisfy &I), @2) and 23),
and let f € (CY(By))" be given. Suppose that u € W12(Q) is a weak
solution to (ILIl). Then u € Wl’oo(Bl/g), and there is a unique mapping
Vu: By — R", defined as in [3.20), such that for any (finite) p > n,

P
sup  sup %/ |Vut — k(2)Vu~ — Vu(2)|P dx
(31) zemre(oé) r OJl(r)p By (z)

< Gy (Ilullz2ay + 1 leowia)

with a positive constant C), determined by n, X\, w and p only, as well as a
modulus of continuity wi determined solely by w. In particular, one has

3:2)  Mullwrc(s, o) + Vulgow s, ,,) <C (HUHL2(B1) + ”fHCO»W(Bl)) ;
where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, A and w.

This theorem will follow from a point-wise C'-approximation of v, =
ut — k(z)u, that is uniform for each interior point z € Q, where r(z) is the
real number for which we have a_(z) = k(z)ay(z). As in the collaboration
[KLS19] with Lee, Shahgholian and the author, here we shall also transform
our PDE (1), into

Av, = div F,

for some F), satisfying

1F (s, ) = O (r) (Nl 2, 0y +7%) -

However, the argument presented in [KLS19] is restricted to the case of
Holder modulus of continuity w, since it estimates ||Vul| 2p (,)) prior to

the C''-approximation, and as a result it obtains IVull 125, () = O(rz=—°),
for all small € > 0, only. Such an estimate is sufficient to work with a
Holder modulus of continuity, say C', because it still gives us || F,|| L2(Bo () =

O(r272=¢). Now if we choose ¢ sufficiently small such that ¢ < «, then
an iteration argument will lead us to [[vs — L[| 12(p,(»)) = O(r2t1e7¢) a5
desired.

Nevertheless, this argument would fail if w is only Dini continuous, yet
not Hoélder, since Dini modulus of continuity allows ¢ = o(w(r)), for any
€ > 0. Here we fill this gap, by employing a new approximation lemma
adopted to our problem (LI]).
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Proposition 3.2. Given a Dini modulus of continuity w, there exist con-
stants p € (O,i) and C > 0, depending only on n and w, such that if
v € WH2(By) satisfies

[Av[|ly-12p,)
(3.3) maX{H’UleﬂB » Sup st
B o) w(pr)([[Vvll 2,y +772)

then there is an affine function | such that

v ="1Ulr2ep,) +7IV(0=DllL28,)

r2 1w (r)

(3.4) [1(0)| + |Vl + sup
re(0,1)

<,

where wy 18 a modulus of continuity determined by w alone.

Remark 3.3. By a more thorough analysis, one can prove that wq is given

by
wl(r):/(]rﬁds+r/T1$dS.

s
Hence, the Dini condition on w is essential to have w; well-defined and
lim, o wi(r) = 0.

Proof of Proposition[Z.2. Let ¢ > 1 be a constant to be determined later,
by n and w. Choose u € (0, %) by a sufficiently small real satisfying

(3.5) daw(D)p < wlp),

and accordingly select a small real p € (0, 3) for which

o0

(3.6) dew(D)ip(p) < p2lw(p) with (o) = > w(pu®).
k=0

The inequality ([B.6]) is valid for any small p, once p is fixed, due to the Dini
condition on w. In what follows, let us denote by f,, the volume of the unit
ball.

We are going to construct a sequence {l}72, of affine functions that for
each k € NU {0},

2 w(pp®)
. S S — <
16(0) — 1;—1(0 K
I w(p)

with [_1 = 0, where ¢y > 0 depends only on n.

Set lp = 0. Then B8] is trivial for £ = 0, and B7) for & = 0 also follows
immediately from the assumption [|v[ly12(p,) < 1.

Let us fix m € NU {0}, and suppose that induction hypotheses ([B.7) and
([B8]) are satisfied with certain affine function lj for each 0 < k < m.
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Define v, : B1 — R by

w(p) m
3.9 Um(x) = v =l ("),
(39 (8) = sl = ) ")
so that v,,, € W12(By) and lvmlly12(p,) <1, due to the induction hypoth-

esis 1) for K = m. Moreover, since Vi, is a constant vector, we deduce
from (B3] that

(3.10)

w(p
i o L

2w (pum
IVl L2 )
<w(p) (/LT/; +1

< (o™ Vvl 2y + () (IV0mll 25,y + 1)

< (co/Bu+2) ()

where in the derivation of the last inequality we used [[Vum|[p25,) < 1,
lo =0 and (B.8) for all k& < m, which yields

S 0 < k ¥(p)
311) Vil < Vil + Y |V — Vij_y| < > w <ec ,

as well as w(p) < ¥(p).
Now let h € W12(B;) be the harmonic function on B subject to bound-

ary condition h — v, € Wol’z(Bl). Then it follows from fB1 Vh -V (v, —
h)dz =0 and [BI0) that

(312)  V0m — Wlliasy) < 180l < (0v/Ba +2) 900),

Thus, the Poincaré inequality implies

(3.13) lom = Bl 2s) < €1 (c0v/Ba+2) $(0),

where ¢; > 0 depends only on n.
On the other hand, as h being a harmonic function on B, we deduce

from B.13) and B1) (which yields [[vmll;2(p,) < 1) that
(3.14) 1Pllw2oe (s, ,5) < c2llPll 2,y < 22,

where we used the smallness condition (B.0]) for p that gives ¢q(cof, +
2)1(p) < 1 (as we will choose ¢ later to be larger than ci(cov/Bn + 2)).
Here co > 0 is also a constant depending only on n. Thus, denoting by ¢,
the affine part of h, i.e.,

dm(x) = h(0) + Vh(0) - z,
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we can deduce from (34 and the Taylor expansion that with p € (0, 1),

(B15) b= gl ez + £V — )l s,y < st
for certain constant c¢s > 0 depending only on n. Thus, by [B.1), (B.6]) with

¢ = max{ci(cov/Pn + 2),c3v/Pn}, BI3) and ([BI5), we observe that
n %+1w
(316)  low — dullpags,y < ¢ () + pF72) < L)

2w(l)
and similarly, by [BI2]) instead of (I3,

(3.17) 19 (0m = gl 125,) <
To this end, let us define

(318) lm—l—l =lm+ MQm <_> .

w(p) p
Since w is a Dini modulus of continuity, w(1)w(pr) > w(p)w(r) for any
r € (0,1). Thus, we can verify from (B.I4]) the last induction hypothesis
BY) for k = m + 1, with ¢y = 2co, and the first hypothesis ([BI0]) for
k=m+1 from BI6) and BI7). This finishes the proof. O

As a corollary, we obtain a uniform point-wise C''-approximation for ut —
k(z)u~ at each interior point z, when u is a weak solution to (I.I]). Here we
obtain an estimate in a stronger space, i.e., L for the function and L? for
the gradient, due to the Dini continuity of our source term, f.

pew(p)
2w(1)

Lemma 3.4. Under the setting of Theorem 31} for every z € By, there
exists a (unique) affine function I, such that for any (finite) p > n,

Vz — lz oo o
IL.(2)| + |VL.| + sup | oo (B, ()

re(0,1) rwi(r)
Vv, — 1, .
(3.19) = s IV ( ) N e (B, 2))
re(0,1) rPw(r)

< Cp (Ilull 2y + 1o sy))

where v, = ut — k(2)u™, Cp is a positive constant depending only on n, X,
w and p, and w1 is a modulus of continuity determined by w only.

Remark 3.5. Unlike in [KLS19], we obtain this estimate for every z € B s,
regardless of whether z € {u = 0} or not. This observation will be used
significantly later in Section [ and Section [7l

Proof. Given an arbitrary point z € m, function v, = ut—k(z)u~ satisfies
(3.20) div(a4(2)Vu,) = div Fy,

in the weak sense, with F), : By — R" defined by

(3.21) F, = (ay(2) —ay)Vu" — (a_(2) —a_)Vu™ + (f — f(2)).
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Thus, denoting by M the C%“-norm of f, we can deduce from (2.2)) that

1 2z, oy < (1+ M) (Il 2, ) + 72 )

< A2+ M) (V0 g, 0 + 72 )
for any r € (0, %), where in the derivation of the second inequality we used
IVull 25,2 < max{1,x(z)"1} IVl 125, () and A2 < k(z) < A72, which
can be deduced from (2. and ([2.3)). Hence, a change of coordinate system
(so that ay(z) is transformed to I) followed by a suitable scaling argument

allows us to apply Proposition and deduce that there exists a unique
affine function, /., for which

|1.(z)| + |VI.|+ sup v — ZZHLQ(BT'(Z)) +r V(v — ZZ)HLZ(BT(z))

(322) TE(O,%) 'I"%'l'l(,dl (7‘)
< Co (o) + 1Flcos o)

where Cy > 0 depends only on n, A and w. We remark that hypothesis
[vlly12(p,) < 1 in the proposition can be verified from the local energy
estimate of u, hence of v,, due to the uniform ellipticity of the operator,
a4+ X{u>0} T @—X{u<o}, of (LI

Note that the above estimate is in L?-norm. In order to improve this
norm, we need a bootstrap argument, and for this purpose let us prove
that w € W>°(B3/,) (hence, the first part of Theorem Bl is established).
Combining [322]) with inequality A2 < k(z) < A™2, we observe that

1
1/ 9 ) 2
sup | — u”+ |Vu|*)de | <Cp(||u 11 £l 0w :
%m®<w Gy ) 1 (lllasy + 1 llcows,) )

where C7 > 0 depends on n, A and w only. Taking r — 0 yields, and
assuming that z is a Lebesgue point of both u and Vu, we obtain

(3.23) lu(2)| + |Vu(z)] < Ci(1+ M).

Since u € W12(By), we conclude that (3:23)) holds a.e. in By
Now we can go back to the PDE ([B8.20) for v, and observe that

div(ay(2)V (v, — 1)) = div Fy,

with F. being the same as in (B2I)). Now that u € W (Bjy4), we have
F, € (L*(Bs/4))". Therefore, for every z € B /5, we can adopt the interior
L>-estimate and W P-estimate, for any p > n, from the classical regularity
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theory and deduce that for any r € (0, %),

vz — lz||L°°(Br(z)) +ri T |V (v, — lZ)||L”(Br-(Z))
< Cp (7‘_% Hvz - lZHLz(BZT(z)) +r ||FZ||L°°(BZT(Z))>

< Cyran(r) (Iullzaay + 1 lcowa,))

where C), and C'p depend at most on n, A\, w and p. This finishes the proof

of (B.19). O

Note that the affine mapping, [,, above is uniquely determined for every
z, and hence z — VI, becomes a well-defined vector-valued mapping. The
next lemma asserts that this mapping is uniformly continuous.

Lemma 3.6. Under the setting of Lemma[3.4, mapping z — V1, belongs to
class (CO«1 (B12))", and for any pair (z,2") of distinct points in By s,

Vi, — Vi,

(3.24) oz =2

< C (Il 2oy + 1l ois) ) -

Proof. Denote by w; and ¢; function v,, = ut — k(z;)u~ and respectively
vector VI,,. It follows immediately from (Z1]), (22) and Z3) that |k(z1) —
k(z2)| < Ciw(|z1 — 22]), where C7 depends only on n, A and w. Therefore,
noting that Vw, — Vwy = (k(2z1) — k(22))Vu™ a.e., we can deduce from the
local L*-estimate ([3.23]) of |Vu| that

(3.25) ”le - vw?HLOO(B3/4) < Cgo.)(’Zl - 22’),

for another constant Cs > 0 depending only on n, A and w.
Now it suffices to consider the case where |21 — 23| < %, as the general

case will follow from a covering argument. Choose ry € (0, %) such that
ro < |21 — 22| < 2r. Then from [B22)) and [B25]), we obtain

_1 _n 2
g1 — q2| < Bn 1y (Z IVwi = Gill 2 (5, (1)) + IV (w1 = w2)||L2(BT-O(z1))>
i=1

1l _n 2
< Bn’ry? Z IVwi = Gill 2By, (zr)) + Caw(lz1 — 22])
i=1
< C3(w1(2r0) + w(|z1 — 221))
< Cywi (|21 — 22]),
where (3, is the volume of the n-dimensional unit ball, while C3 and Cjy

are positive constants depending at most on n, A and w. This finishes the
proof. O

Theorem [3:1] is now a simple byproduct of Lemma [3.4] and Lemma
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Proof of Theorem [31]. Recall from the proof of Lemma 3.4 that (3:23]) holds
a.e. in €, hence the local Wh>-estimate ([B.2)) of u is established. Next, we
set Vu: Byjp — R" by

(3.26) Vu(z) = Vi,

where [, is the unique affine function satisfying (3.19). Then (3.1]) and (B.2)
are simply an alternative expression of ([3.19) and respectively (3:24). O

4. REGULAR PART OF NODAL SET

This section is concerned with the regularity of the nodal set, i.e., the zero-
level set, of a weak solution to (LI]). We are going to study the regularity
of {u = 0} around regular (or non-degenerate) points, which are the points
where its “gradient” does not vanish, while the solutions itself vanishes.
However, as the gradient of v cannot be defined on the nodal set, we shall
define these points by its growth order. More precisely, we shall define the
class of regular points by

n
r—0 T§+1

u
(4.1) N(u):{u:O}ﬂ{zeBl:limsupnumw>0}

= {u =0} N {|Vu| > 0},

where the second identity is due to Theorem [B.I], with Vu as in the state-
ment; note that one can actually define Vu on the whole By via a simple
scaling argument.

With the uniform point-wise C1*1-approximation derived in Lemma [3.4]
the regularity of our nodal set around a regular point follows easily from
two fundamental tools from multivariable calculus, which are Whitney’s
extension theorem and the inverse function theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Under the same setting as in Theorem [31], and with N (u)
defined as in (1)), {u = 0} is closed in By, and N (u) is relatively open in
{u=0}. Moreover, for each z € N(u), there is a constant r € (0, dist(z, 99)),
determined by n, A\, w and the value of limsup,_,, p 2zt Hu||Lz(Bp(z)) only,

such that {u = 0} N B,(2) is locally a CY*'-graph.

Remark 4.2. This result generalises both of the previous works [KLSIT,
[KLS19], as it now applies to any Dini modulus of continuity; moreover, it
is optimal in the sense that it produces the same Holder seminorm as in
[KLS17, IKLS19] when our modulus of continuity is Holder continuous, since
w1 in the statement is given as in Remark [3.31

Proof. For simplicity, let us consider the case [|ul| ;25 < 1, || fllcowp) <1

and z € N(u) N m The general case follows from an obvious scaling
argument.

Due to Theorem B, Vu € C%1(By /4). In view of the second line in
(1), the continuity of |Vu| implies that A/(u) is a relatively open set in

{u=0}.
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On the other hand, it is clear from the (Lipschitz) continuity of u (Theo-
rem 3.7)) that {u = 0} is a closed set. Hence, {u = 0} N B ) is also compact.
Now due to the uniform C!-approximation (3.I9), we have

[Vu(z) - (z = 2)| < Colz — 2w |z — z),

for any x, z € {u = 0}0?/2, where Cj is a positive constant depending only
on n, A and w. This together with the uniform continuity ([32)) of Vu on
T/g allows us to use Whitney’s extension theorem [Whi34] (see also [Gla58]
and [Fef09] that gives an explicit dependence on the modulus of continuity
w1) to assure the existence of a function g € C1*1(R™) such that

g=0, Vg=Vu on{u=0}nNDB;,and

19llrer mmy < o HVUHCOM({u:o}nm) < ¢oCo,

with ¢y depending only on n and w;.

Now if z € N'(u) N By /9, then |g(2)| = [Vu(z)] > 0, so it follows from the
implicit function theorem that {g = 0} N B,(2) is a C'*'-graph, for some
r > 0 depending only on [[g[|c1.4, (gn) and value [g(z)|, hence on n, A, w and

|Vu(z)| only. Since {u = 0} N By, C {g = 0}, this theorem is proved by
taking r smaller if necessary. U
5. STRUCTURE OF SINGULAR SET

In this section, we are going to study the singular set of weak solutions
to

(5.1) div(a; Vut —a_Vu™) =0,

which is the set where the solutions vanish faster than any linear function,
ie.,
r—0 7’%4'1

(5.2) S(u) = {ze {u=0}: tig 12230 :o}.

We shall call z € S(u) a singular point of w. Our main result of this section
can now be stated as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that ai,a_ € (C*(By))" satisfy @), @2) and
@3), and let u € WH2(By) be a weak solution to (51). Then

(5.3) &w=<U&w0u&mx
d=2

where Sg(u) and Sso(u) are defined by (B5) and respectively (B7). More-
over, we have

n—2
(5.4) Sw)\ Sso(u) = | S7(w),
j=0
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where ST (u) is on a countable union of j-dimensional C*'-manifolds, with
w1 being a modulus of continuity determined solely by w, for each j =
0,1,-- ,n— 2.

Some remarks are in order.

Remark 5.2. Singular set is studied extensively for elliptic PDEs whose lead-
ing coefficients are Holder continuous, e.g., [Berbl, and [Che97],
where it is shown that a weak solution to such an elliptic PDE must vanish
with an integer order, unless the vanishing order is infinite. Moreover, if
the vanishing order is an integer, it can be approximated by a homogeneous
harmonic polynomial, up to a change of coordinates, with an algebraic error
estimate.

Nevertheless, there has not yet been any analogous result when the leading
coefficients are only Dini continuous, to the best of the author’s knowledge.
The reason that the classical argument by iteration fails with Dini contin-
uous, yet not Holder coefficients in a nutshell is that given a modulus of
continuity w, one may have w(r)¥ > r for any sufficiently large k, unless
w(r) = O(r®) for some « € (0,1) from the beginning.

Remark 5.3. Recall from Remark B3] that if w is a Holder modulus of conti-
nuity, then so is w; with the same Hélder exponent, say «. Thus, our result
in Theorem [E.Jlimproves the classical one [Han94] in the sense that not only
the singular set with the top dimension, n— 2, is covered by C'*-manifolds,
but also are the set with all lower dimensions.

To begin with, let us introduce some terminologies regarding vanishing
order. Given any positive real d > 1, define

n
r—0 r5+d

u
(5.5) Sa(u) = {ze{a=0}:0<limsupm <oo},

u
(5.6) Ly(u) = {z € {u=0}: lim ””Liﬂ = 0} , and
S 5+d

r—0

(5.7) Soo(u) = () Ta(w).

d>0
We shall say that if z € Sg(u), I'y(u) or Seo(u), then u vanishes at z with
order exactly, at least, or respectively for any d.

It is clear that S(u) = I'1(u), N (u) = Si(u), and |Jysq Sa(w) U Seo(u) C
S(u). However, the converse fails to hold in general, since Sg(u) does not
include the points where the vanishing order is not algebraic; for instance,
if u(z) = |x|*log |71|, then 0 € S(u) but 0 & Sy(u) for any d € (1,2].

We shall establish, for each d € N, a point-wise C%-approximation of
ut — k(2)u” by a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree d, after a
change of coordinate, if necessary, at any z € I'y_1(u), hence proving that
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Fy_1(u) = S4(u) UT'g(u). Then the first decomposition (53] of the singular
set, S(u), follows by an induction on d € N. The second decomposition
(B4)), or more accurately the structure theorem for Sy(u), will follow from
a uniformity of the point-wise C%-approximation of ut — k(z)u™ along the
vanishing points z € Sg(u).

The point-wise C%-approximation will be carried out by an iteration ar-
gument, which resembles the proof of Proposition However, since only
the Dini continuity is allowed, we will require several intermediate steps.

First, let us recall some classical approximation result for almost harmonic
functions.

Lemma 5.4. Let d € N be arbitrary, and suppose thatv € W12(By) satisfies
1AV y—12(5,)
max ¢ [vllz2p,), SUp —wg—— ¢ < 1
{ PO Con 3 lu(r)

for some Dini modulus of continuity w. Then there exists a harmonic poly-
nomial P of degree d for which

[v="Pll2g,y +7 IV =P,
+d

< Cy

sup

re(0,1) rs wi(r),

where Cg > 0 depends only onn, w and d, and wy is determined by w alone.

We remark that this approximation holds without any assumption on the
vanishing order of v (at the origin), since the difference between v and an
approximating harmonic polynomial, say P, is again almost harmonic, with
the same smallness condition of Av, i.e., A(v — P) = Awv. Let us omit the
proof for Lemma [5.4], as it is by now considered to be standard.

However, the situation becomes different, once we have variable coeffi-
cients, since div(aV (v—P)) = div((a—1I)V P) only, provided that div(aVv) =
0, and the smallness condition of |a — I| is not sufficient to make div((a —
I)VP) small as well, unless we can deduce that |V P| is also small. This is
precisely the place where the vanishing order of v comes into play, and it
becomes essential to find a homogeneous harmonic polynomial whose degree
coincides with the vanishing order of v. However, we need certain unifor-
mity for the vanishing behaviour of v, in order to find such a homogeneous
harmonic polynomial. This is the main assertion of the next lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let d € N be arbitrary, and let 6 be a modulus of continuity.
Then for any € > 0, there exists a constant § € (0,1) depending only on n,
0, d and €, such that if v € W12(By) satisfies

[ollwrzp) <1, [[Av|y-12¢5,) <0, and

vl 25,
sup % <1
re(o,) T2 (r)
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Then there is a harmonic function h on By such that

p _
HU - hHW1'2(Bl) S E"
where c is a positive constant depending only on n and d.

Remark 5.6. Let us remark that the dependence of § on # cannot be dropped,
as the following example shows. Consider, in the two-dimensional space,
vj(z) = z1m2(—log(j]x|)) 7!, for each j € N. Then Av; = o(1) as j — oo,
and v; vanishes at the origin with order at least 2 for all j = 1,2,---, but
vj — h uniformly in By, with h(z) = z125 having |[D?h| > 0.

Proof of Lemma 5. Fix a constant ¢ and a modulus of continuity ¢, where
¢ will be chosen later. Suppose towards a contradiction that there exists
some constant g9 > 0, for which we can find a sequence {v;}22, C Wh2(By)
of functions satisfying

1
(5.8) ”Uj”wm(Bl) <1, HAUj”Wflz(Bl) < 37 and
HUJ'HL2(B )
(59) sup Lir S 1,
re0,2) 2 T0(r)
but for any harmonic function h on By verifying
(5.10) max [0°h(0)] =0, and |hllyrep, <6

|B|<d—1

we must have
(511) ||Uj — h”Wl’z(Bl) 2 0.

Due to the boundedness of {v;}32; in Wh2(By), we can assume without
loss of generality that v; — vy weakly in WH2(By) for some vy € W12(By).
Then vj; — vg strongly in L*(Bj), and Vv; — Vg weakly in (L*(By))".
Hence, passing to the limit in (58) and (59) (with r € (0, 3) fixed) we
obtain
lvollwrzpy <1 [Avolly-12(5,) =0, and
lvoll 25,
sup — o7~ < 1.
re(0,l) 72 T0(r)
In particular, vy is a harmonic function in By, and in particular, due to the
last observation, we must have
5.12 max |0%vy(0)] = 0.
(512) e [9%(0)]
On the other hand, let h; be a harmonic function on B; such that h;—v; €

VVO1 2(B;). Then one can deduce from (5.8) and the Poincaré inequality that

1
(5.13) [[h; — Uj”wla(Bl) < a|[V(h; — ”j)”m(gl) < ”Uj”w—l,z(gl) < R
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for some constant ¢; > 1 depending only on n. Therefore,

C1
(5.14) Iy < Iosllnae,y + 2 < 2,
and the interior gradient estimate for harmonic functions implies that
(5.15) max sup |[0°h;(x)] < g,

where ¢ > 0 depends only on n and d. Hence, defining ¢; as the difference
between h; and its (d — 1)-th order Taylor polynomial at 0, i.e.,

9°h; (0
(5.16) pila) =ity - 30 S

|B1<d—1

we can verify that ¢; is also a harmonic function on By, and (G.I0) holds
with h = ¢;, and ¢ = 2¢1 + c3c2, where c3 is a constant depending only on
n and d. In addition, owing to the initial hypothesis, (G.11]) must hold with
h = ¢; as well.

Note that (5.14]) and (5.15]) yield compactness of sequence {h;}32;, as well
as {p;j}52, in Wh2(By) N Cd(Bl/2). Hence, after extracting a subsequence
if necessary, we can assume without losing any generality that h; — hg
weakly in W'2(By), and aﬁhj — 9%hg uniformly on By s, for any 8| < d,
for certain harmonic function hg € W12(By).

In particular, recalling that h; — v; € VVO1 ’2(31) and v; — vy weakly in
Wh2(By), we deduce hg = vy on By. This along with (5.12)) implies that
|0°h;(0)] — 0 for any |3| < d — 1. Therefore, one can deduce from (GI3])
and (B.I10) that for any sufficiently large j,

i — Uj”wlz(Bl) < ||y — Uj”wlz(Bl) + [les — thWLZ(Bl)
<% 4 ¢y max [8°h(0)]
J |Bl<d—1
< €0,

with a constant ¢4 depending at most on n and d. Hence, we arrive at
a contradiction to (L.II) with A = ¢;. Thus, there must exist some ,
depending only on n, d, # and ¢; recalling that ¢ = 2¢1 + c3c9, and tracking
down the dependence of ¢, co and c3, we conclude that the dependence of
¢ is restricted to n, d and 0, as desired. O

Now we are ready to present the point-wise C%approximation for a weak
solution to (B.I)) around a vanishing point with order at least d — 1. As in
the previous section, we shall prove it in a slightly more general context.

Proposition 5.7. Given a Dini modulus of continuity w, and an integer
d € N, there exist constants p € (0, %) and C > 0, depending only on n, w
and d, such that if v € W12(By) satisfies

v
(5.17) ti 02280)

=0, and
r—0 ¢ % +d—1 ’
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1Ay 125,
(5.18) max < ||v|lyi2¢p,) s SUp T <1,
B Com w(or) (I V0]l p2gs,) + 720

then there is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial P of degree d such that

[0 = Pz, + IV = Plles,)

(5.19) sup [0°P| + sup 7
r2

|8]=d re(0,1)

S Cd7
w1(r)

where Cy is a positive constant depending only on n, A\, w and d, and wy s
a modulus of continuity determined by w only.

Remark 5.8. Modulus of continuity w; is given as the same as in Remark
0.9

Proof of Proposition [5.7. We are going to prove this lemma by an induction
argument with respect to order d. Note that the initial case d = 1 is already
established in Proposition Henceforth, given any d € N with d > 2, we
shall assume that this lemma is true for order d — 1, for certain constants
o e (0, %) and C’ > 0, depending only on n, w and d — 1, and we will prove
that it continues to hold with order d.

Let p € (0,p'], 1 € (0,3) and & > 1 be some constants to be determined,
by n, w, and d only. We are going to construct a sequence {F}}7°, of
homogeneous harmonic polynomials of degree d such that for each kK € NU
{0}, we have

k(Z4d), (0 m
k p2 TP w(pp™)
(5.20) HU_PkHL?(Buk) T H HV(U_PK)HLQ(B#k) = w(p , and
k(Z+d) (0 m
(5.21) sup (08P, — 99 Py_y| < SO Wl
181=d w(p)

with P_; = 0, where ¢y > 0 depends only on n and d.
Set po = 0, so that (L.2I)) is trivial for £ = 0, and (5.20) holds for k =
0 from the assumption |]U|]W1,2(Bl) < 1. Now let us assume that these

hypotheses are verified, with for all & < m, for some m € NU{0} given, and
let us attempt to prove them for k = m + 1.
Define v, € W12(By) by

__w ",
(5.22) om(®) = oy T P ),

Due to induction hypothesis ([5.20) for & = m, we have ||UmHW172(B1) < 1.
Moreover, since P, is harmonic, following the computation in (BI0]), we can
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also deduce from (5.I8]) that

w(p)
Avp ||l yyr-1, = — Avllyw-128 m
” H 12(BT) M(§+d—l)mw(pum) H ” 12(BM T')

- w(p)w(pu™r) (”V’UHH(BMW.) 7‘%+d_1>

wlom)  \ plrrEnm
< w(pn™) IVomll 25, +w(p) (IVPrllz(s,) + 73797

Since (E.21)) holds for all 0 < k < m, we have |DPy,| < cow(p) ™ (p), with
P(p) = Y pZow(ppF), and since w(p) < 1(p), we have

|Avmly-s20,) < @(or) Vomll2(s,) + (cov/Ba +1) w(p)rE+i=?
< cxw(pr) (I Vvmll g, +r57472),

for any r € (0, 1), for certain ¢; > 1 satisfying (cov/Bn + 1) (p)r < crw(pr)
for any r € (0, 1); note that ¢; depends only on n, ¢y, w and p, hence on n,
w and d only, as we are going to choose p to be determined by n, w and d
only.

Recall that we set our initial induction hypothesis as that this proposition
holds for order d — 1, with constants p’ and C’ depending only on n, w
and d — 1. Hence, let us choose p € (0,p] sufficiently small such that
aw(pr) <w(p'r), with ¢; as above.

Now in view of the second inequality in (.23) and [|vpm|lyr2(p,) < 1, we
deduce from the initial induction hypothesis that there is a homogeneous
harmonic polynomial P’ of degree d — 1 for which

(5:24)  NJom = P'[| oy +7 (V00 = P o5, < Ot e (r),

(5.23)

for any r € (0,1). However, due to (5.I7), we have ||Um||L2(BT.) = o(rztd-1)

as r — 0 as well, which along with (5.24]) implies that P’ = 0, as P’ being
a homogeneous polynomial of degree d — 1. Thus, we have

(5.25) vl z2s,) + 711 Voml 2,y < C'r2t e lan(r),

for any r € (0,1).

With (525 and (523]) at hand, we can employ Lemma 5.5 with v = vy,
and § = C'wy. Hence, given € € (0,1) to be determined later by n, w and d,
we can find a harmonic function h € W2(By) such that

&) _
\6%?&1 |07R(0)] = 0, HhHWm(Bl) < (C7 and

(5.26) [om = hllwr2,) <&

with C depending only on n and d, provided that we choose p sufficiently
small so as to satisfy ciw(p) < d, with ¢ being the small constant chosen as
in Lemma [5.5] depending only on n, w, d, # and €, so on n, w and d only.
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The rest of the proof follows the standard argument. Since h is a harmonic
function on Bj, we have HhHWde(Bl/Q) < Co|lhll g2,y < C2C1, where
Cy > 0 depends only on n and d. As h vanishing with order at least d — 1
at the origin, the d-th order Taylor polynomial, @,,, of h, should satisfy
10°Q.n(0)] = 0 for any |B] < d — 1, and 9°Q,, = 3°h(0) for any |3 = d.
Then le is a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree d, and with
w € (0,3),

1h = Qmll Lo,y + 1 IV (R = Qu)ll Lo,

Iu%+d+1

(527) HQmHLoo(BI) + S Cg,

where C3 > 0 depends only on n and d. Hence, it follows from (5.20) and
[E27) that

£+d
LNy A | Q2 w(:u')
(5.28) [om = Qmll2s,) < &+ Co/Bupz ™ < =523,
and similarly,

2w ()

(5.29) IV(om = @m)ll2(s,) < o)

by first selecting p and e sufficiently small such that

AC3/ Brw(Dp < w(p),
and selecting € small accordingly so as to satisfy
dw(l)e < prHw(p).

Clearly, p and ¢ are determined by n, w and d only, so is p as chosen above.
Finally, we set

dm m
w .
Py = P, + MO <_> 7

w(p) "
so that (5.20) and (5.21I) continue to hold for & = m + 1, due to (528,
(G29) and (B27) with ¢y = (d!)~1C3. This finishes the proof. O

As in the previous section, we deduce a uniform C%approximation of
ut — k(2)u” at any interior point z, for a weak solution u to (BI)), as a
corollary to Proposition .7l Again the key is the uniformly continuous
dependence of the approximating homogeneous harmonic polynomials on
the singular points.

Lemma 5.9. Under the setting of Theorem[51), for each d € N with d > 2,
and every z € I'q_1(u), there exists a (unique) homogeneous a (z)-harmonic
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polynomial P,, of degree d, such that

lve = Pl Lo, (2)

sup [0°P.| + s ooy ()
5.30) 181=d re(0.) 1
| +osup Pl gy
n -~ , 2 9
re(,3) r5+dw1(r) p I L2(By)

where v, = ut —k(z)u™, C, is a positive constant depending only onn, A, w,
d and p, and wy is a modulus of continuity determined by w only. Moreover,
for any pair (z,2") of distinct points in T'q_1(u) N By o,

|08 P, — 9% P,|

5.31 sup 1= P o |
| ) |B|=d wi(|z = 2']) [ ”L2(B1)

where Cy is a positive constant depending only on n, A, w and d.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma [3.4] and Lemma [3.6] so we
omit the details. (]

Due to this lemma, we have that I'y_; (u) is closed, and contains S;(u) as
a relatively open set. For the future reference, let us record it as a lemma,
and also give a proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 5.10. Under the setting of Theorem[51], T'y_1(u) is a closed set in
B, and S4(u) is a relatively open set in T'y_q(u).

Proof. Recall from Theorem [L.] that {u = 0} is closed in €2, and N (u), the
regular part of {u = 0} defined as in (41), is relatively open in {u = 0}.
Hence, S(u) = {u = 0} \ N(u) is a closed in B;. Since I'1(u) = S(u), we
have proved that I'y_1(u) is a closed set in By for d = 2.

Now let d € N be arbitrary number with d > 2, and assume that I';_1 (u)
is a closed set in Q. Given z € I'y_1(u), let P, be as in Lemma [5.0} note
that after a standard scaling argument, one can obtain P, for any z €
T'4_1(u) N By. Suppose that z € Sy(u). Then according to (.30), |DIP,| >
0, and there exists a small neighbourhood B, (z) such that [D?P(z")| > 0
for any 2’ € Ty_1(u) N B,(z). Hence, again by B30), 2/ € Sy(u) for all
2 € Ty—1(u) N B, (z), proving that Sy(u) is relatively open in I'y_q(u).

Consequently, as I'g(u) = Ty_1(u)\Sq(u), T'y(u) also becomes a closed set
in . By the induction principle, the conclusion of the lemma follows. [J

Now we are in a position to analyse the structure of the set, Sy(u), of
vanishing points of u with order d. Note that Sy(u) is a subset of T'y_1(u)
that consists precisely of the points z satisfying |DP,| > 0.

As P, being a (nontrivial) homogeneous a4 (z)-harmonic polynomial of
degree d, S4(P.) is a linear subspace of R™ with dimension at most n — 2,
and P, is invariant under translation in S;(P,) (c.f. see page 992 in [Han94]);
it is the homogeneity of P, that makes S;(P,) a linear subspace, and then
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the fact that P, is a4 (z)-harmonic yields dim(Sg(P,)) < n — 2. Following
classical literature (c.f. [Han94]), we shall also decompose S;(P.) into

(5.32) Sg(u) ={z € Sy(u) : dim(S4(P,)) = j}, for j=0,1,--- ,n—2.

Lemma 5.11. Let P be a nontrivial homogeneous polynomial of degree d > 2
on R™, with dim(S4(P)) = j. Then there exists a set {5 : 1 =1,2,--- ,n —
j} C (NU{0})? of multi-indices with |3)| = d — 1 such that matriz (0,0°% P)
of dimension n(n — j) has full rank.

Proof. Since dim(Sy(P)) = j and P is invariant under translation in Sy(P),
we can assume without loss of generality that Sy(P) = {0}"7/ x R"™/ and
P is a function of (x1,---,x,—;) only. Let I be the set of all multi-indices
B with |5l =d—1and f-e;, =0foralln—j+1<i<n, and write N
by the cardinality of I. Rewriting I by {fi,---,8n}, we can consider a
((n—7) x N)-dimensional matrix A whose (k,[)-th entry is given by 9;0° P,
for any k € {1,---,n —j} and [ € {1,---,N}. Note that 90” P is a
constant for any (k,l), as P being a polynomial of degree d.

This lemma will follow straightforwardly if matrix A has full rank, as
N > n — j. For this reason, let us assume towards a contradiction that the
rank of A is at most n — j — 1. Then there must exist a nonzero vector
(v1,+++ ,Un—j) € R"77 such that

110107 P + -+ + vy 0, ;0" P =0,

for any I = 1,--- , N. However, since 9°P is a linear function for any multi-
index 8 € I (as P being a polynomial of degree d), the above identity implies
that with v = (vq,--+ ,vp—;,0,---,0) € R",

P P(tv) =td* P(v) =0,

foranyl =1,--- , N and any ¢ € R. From the definition of I = {31,--- , Bn },
we have proved that |[D?"'P| = 0 on line L(v) = {tv : t € R}.

However, if |[D'P| =0 on L(v), for some i € {1,--- ,d — 1}, then for any
multi-index v with [y =i —1and v-e; =0 for n —j + 1 < i < n, we have

1
(5.33) 9 P(t) = 1t / VD P(tsv) ds = 0,
0

where we used 07 P(0) = 0, which follows from the homogeneity of P. That
is, [D1P| = 0 on L(v) as well.

Iterating this observation, we obtain that |[D'P| = 0 on L(v) for any
i=0,1,--- ,d—1, proving that L(rv) C S4(P), a contradiction to the earlier
assumption that Sy(P) = {0}"77/ x R/. Hence, the lemma is proved. O

To this end, we are ready to prove the second part Theorem [E.1], concern-
ing the structure of the singular set of weak solutions to (5.1). Let us remark
that with the aid of Lemma [5.11] the proof only involves two fundamental
tools from multivariable calculus and real analysis, which are Whitney’s ex-
tension theorem and the implicit function theorem. Nevertheless, we obtain
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a more refined structure for the lower dimensional singular set, i.e., Sg(u)
with 0 < j < n — 3, compared to the classical results, such as [Han94].

Proof of Theorem [51l. The first part (5.3]) of this theorem concerning the
integral vanishing order of singular points follows straightforwardly from
Lemma [5.9 since the lemma yields I'y—1(u) = Sg(u) NTy(u), for any d € N
with d > 2, where I'g(u) and S;(u) are defined as in (5.6]) and (B.5). .

In order to prove the second part (5.4), let us first fix d € N with d > 2.
Let K be a compact set contained in By. By LemmaB.10, 'y (u)N K is also
compact. Due to Lemma [5.9] one can construct a function g € C%*1 (R™),
via Whitney’s extension theorem [Whi34] [Gla58], as in the proof of Theorem
41l such that

d—1
(5.34) Tai(w)NK C () (){10%]=0}, and
=0 |pl=i
(5.35) ‘1%1|a>é 19%g(2) —9°P,| =0 for any z € Ty_q(u) N K,

where P, is the (unique) homogeneous a (z)-harmonic polynomial of degree
d approximating v, = u' — k(2)u” in the sense of (E30). Let us also
address a more recent work [Fef09] by C. Fefferman concerning a general
extension from C%%(E) to C%¢(R™), for any compact set £ and any modulus
of continuity 6. '

Now let z € Sj(u) N K, for some j € {0,1,--- ,n — 2}, where S}(u)
is given as (B.32)). Then P, is a non-trivial homogeneous polynomial with
dim(S;4(P;)) = j. Hence, Lemma [5.11] along with (G.35]) gives us a set {f; :
1=1,2,--- ,n—j} C (NU{0})? of multi-indices with |3| = d — 1 such that
the Jacobian of the vector-valued mapping (9°1g,--- ,0%-ig) : R* — R"~J
has full rank at z. On the other hand, from (5.34]), we have

(5.36) Dy1(u)NK C ﬁ{@ﬁlg =0}.
=1

Since 9%tg € CY1(R") for any [ = 1,--- ,n — 2, it follows from the im-
plicit function theorem that ﬂ;:lj {0%g = 0} can be represented by a j-
dimensional C1*1-graph in a small neighbourhood of z.

Since the above argument works for any z € Sg(u) N K, and since K is
compact and Sg(u) is relatively open in I'y_1(u), one can use a standard
covering argument to conclude that Sg (u) N K is contained on a countable

union of j—dimensional_Cl’“’l—manifolds. Finally, the proof is finished by
setting 87 (u) = g2y S (u). O
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6. DOUBLING PROPERTY

In this section, we shall study the doubling property of a weak solution to
(5I0). The main purpose of this section is to obtain a uniform doubling prop-
erty depending on the maximal vanishing order among all singular points,
provided that the solution does not vanish at any point with infinite order.
More precisely, we assert the following.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that ay,a_ € (CO(B)))" satisfy @), @Z) and
@3). Let u € WY2(By) be a nontrivial weak solution to (51) and suppose,
for some d € N, that u vanishes on {u = 0} with order d at most. Then
there exists rq,, € (0, %), depending only onn, A\, w, d and certain character
of u, such that

ull L2(5,, .
(6.1) sup  sup _ LB (z) < gadteaty

2€Ba,y 7€(0,7q,4) HUHLZ(BT(Z))

where ¢1 > 1 is an absolute constant, co > 0 is a constant depending only
onn and A, and By, = Uxe{u:O}ﬁm B, (7).

The following lemma is concerned with a doubling condition for harmonic
functions, which is proved in Theorem A.3 in [HS89]. Here we shall present
the statement and refer to [HS89] for the proof.

Lemma 6.2 (Theorem A.3 in [HS89]). Let h be a harmonic function in
Bgr. Then for any o, B with « > B > 1, and any q > %, with ¢ ¢ N,
there exists € > 0, depending only on «, B, and dist(q,N), such that for any

r,s,t € (0, R) withr < s <t and f,é [, B, if
a+n
+\ 2
P C I
then
qg—e+n

S
Ilzsy < (3) 7 Illias,) -

Now we assert that if a weak solution to a broken quasilinear PDE (5.1])
enjoys doubling property at certain scale, then the property is satisfied for
any small scale, provided that the coefficients from each side are almost
constant.

Lemma 6.3. Given any integer d € N and any real vy € (0, %), there exists
a constant § > 0, depending only on n, A\, d and ~, such that if a;,a_ €

(L=(B))™ satisfy @) and max{||as — || g, ; lla— = £1]|po(p,)} < 6
for some real constant k € [N2,\72], and if u € W12(By) is a weak solution
to (B.1)) such that

d i
(6.2) 1ol z2gmy) < 27772 ol s, )
with v = u™ — ku™, then

(6.3) 10l 228, ,4) < 2t [0l L2, ) -
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Proof. Let T € (0, %) be a sufficiently small real to be determined later, and
let h be the harmonic function on By_, such that h —v € Wol’2(B1_T). In
view of (B.II), we realise that h — v € VVO1 2(By_) is a weak solution to
A(h —v) =div((ay — )Vut — (a_ — kI)Vu~).
Hence, it follows from the closeness condition on ay and a_ that
005
(6.4) IV (h— ’U)HL2(31,,) <0 HVU”L2(31,T) < T ”U”L2(Bl) )

where the last inequality is deduced from the local energy estimate, as u
being a weak solution to a uniformly elliptic PDE; here ¢y is a constant
depending only on n and A.

Since  is a real constant satisfying A2 < k < A72, we have lull L2, <

A2 || L2(py)- Inserting this inequality into (Z.9), and utilising the doubling
condition (6.2]), we obtain

01(5 n
(6.5) IV =) 2, ) < 2772 [0l 2p, )

where ¢; = A2¢y. Recalling that h — v € W01’2(B1_T), we can deduce from
the Poincaré inequality that

0201(5 n
(6.6) Ih=vll2m,_,) < ng+v+z HUHL?(Bl/z) ;

where ¢y is a constant depending only on n.
We can deduce from (ZI0) and the doubling condition (G.2]) that

c2C10 r
L 2010 paiypn
-

1Pllz2(B, o0y < [0l 2(my) [0ll 225, ,,)

€2€10 \ dqqyqn
< (14 228) 204l -

However, since we also have from (Z.I0) that

1Pl 2B, 0) = W0l 2B, ) = 0 = Pllz2(s, )
62015 n
> <1 — 72d+7+2> HU”L2(BI/2) s

combining the last two estimates, we arrive at

14 c2a0 P
T T3
(6.7) HhHLZ(Blfzr) = 1 — cecidod+y+3 2 ’ Hh||L2(Bl/2)'

Given any n € (0, %), one can find a sufficiently small 6 > 0, depending
only on ¢1, ¢o, d, n, 7, 7 and 7, hence on n, A\, d, v and 7, such that

1 cac10 )
+ == <9

S

(6.8)

1— 026152d+’\/+%
T
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On the other hand, we can also choose a small 7 € (0, %), depending only
on d, v, n and 7, such that

(6.9) 207+ i+E < (2 — 47)dtrints

To select n, let us find the constant € from Lemma corresponding
to a = %, B = 2 and any ¢ satisfying dist(¢,N) > 2v. Clearly, such a
constant € depends only on « and, in particular, it is independent of the
choice of ¢, as long as it satisfies dist(q,N) > 2v. Thus, we can choose
n € (0, min{1—4v, £}), depending only on v, such that with ¢ = 2(d+~y+n)
(so that dist(q,N) > 2v), we have

(6.10) g—e=2d+v+n)+2n—e<2(d+vy)—n.

This shows that 7 determined as in (6.9]) now depends on n, d and ~ only,
so 0 as in (6.8]) depends on n, A, d and « only. Collecting ([6.8)) and (6.9,
we deduce from ([G.7) that

(6.11) 1Pl z2m, 5 < (2— Ar)dtrtnty HhHLZ(Bl/Q) )

Recalling the choice of 1 (and ¢) above, we can apply Lemma to h,
withR=1—-7,t=1-27, 8= %,r: i, o= %, B=2and g =2(d+v+n),
and obtain from (6.I0]) that

dtmn—pt T
(6.12) 1Bl 2B, 5y < 277772 (IRl 25, ) -
Finally, we can repeat as in the derivation of (6.1]), and compute that
[0l L2(B, ,5) < 1llL2B, ) + 10 = Pllz2s, ,)

Y
< 2 Bl o+ 220

B T 10l L2, )

62615

dty—n+2 d
< 24ty HU||L2(Bl/4) + 722 e ||U||L2(Bl/2) )

hence, arriving at
2d+’y—77+%

”U”Lz(Bl/Q) < | ccifodisnin ”U”L2(Bl/4).
T

With 7 being fixed as in (6.9]), we can adjust § to be slightly smaller, if nec-
essary and without affecting its dependence on n, A, d and 7 (as n depending
on 7y only), such that

d n
loll 2z, 0 < 25745 [0l 2s, 0y -

This finishes the proof. O

Now if our coefficient matrices, a. and a_, are Dini continuous, and
v =u" — k(0)u~ satisfies a doubling property at a sufficiently small scale,
then one can iterate Lemma [6.3] to justify that v satisfies the same doubling
property at any smaller scale. This also yields a uniform neighbourhood in
which u enjoys slightly weaker doubling property.
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Lemma 6.4. Given any d € N and v € (0,%), there exists a constant
po € (0,3%), depending only on n, \, w, d and =y, such that if ay,a_ €
(CO« (B satisfy @), @2) and @3), and if u € WH(By) is a weak
solution to (B1) such that

d n
(6.13) ol 2(img,y < 2748 0l 2,

for some p € (0, pol, then

u n
(6.14) sup sup HHLQ(M §261d+02+§7
2€Bp re(0,4p)] HUHL2(BT(,2))

where ¢1 1s an absolute constant, while co depends only on n and A.

Proof. For the matter of simplicity, let us assume that a(0) = I, which
along with ([23]) implies a_(0) = k(0)] as well. Let us also denote vy =
ut — k(0)u~ simply by v. Due to (1) and (Z3)), we have x(0) € [A\%,\72],
we obtain from (6I3]) that

2d+7+3 d+mo+y+2
m n
(6.15) ||U||L2(B16p) < YR ||U||L2(BT1) < 207TOTIT ||U||L2(ng)’
where mg = min{l e N: [ > —41:)0;;}'

Now fix pg as a small constant satisfying w(16p1) < 6, where 9§ is selected
as in Lemma with d replaced by d + my and with the given ~. Clearly,
po depends on n, A, w, d and 7 only. Henceforth, we assume that p € (0, p1].

Given any integer k € NU {0}, let ug, vx, : By — R be defined by uy(x) =
u(2'7*pz) and v (z) = v(2"Fpz) = uf (z) — K(0)y, (z). In view of (B,
up € WH(By) is a weak solution to div(ag4+Vu; — ap,_Vu; ) = 0, with
ag+ : B — R" defined by ak+(r) = ax(2*%px). Tt is evident that
g+, Ok, — € (CO«(By))"* satisfy ([ZI). Moreover, it follows immediately
from (Z2)), 23] and the choice of py that ||ay 4+ — [”LOO(BI) < w(2Fp) <
w(16pg) < 6, and similarly |lax,— _“(0)I||Lw(31) < 4. Thus, Lemma [63]
implies that if

(6.16) okl s,y < 2752 (loell 2, ) »
then
(6.17) lorsill o,y < 20Fm0+7+2 [ort1llze(m, ) -

However, since ([6.15]) verifies ([6.16]) for £ = 0, we can iterate the implication
from (6I6]) to (GIT) for any integer k > 0, and arrive at

(6.18) u M < 92d+motrty).
r€(0,80] HUHLQ(BT)

Now let z € B, be arbitrary, and denote by v, the function u™ — k(z)u".

Note that Bg,(z) C Bisp and By, C By,(z). Since [21), (Z2) and (Z3)
together imply |k(z) — k(0)] < cow(p) < ¢pd, for some ¢y depending only on
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A, we have |v,| < (1 + cgd)|vg| and |vg| < (1 4 ¢pd)|v,| a.e. in By, for any
z € B,. This together with (G.I8]) and the above set inclusions, we deduce
that

H'UzHLZ(ng(z)) < HUzHLZ(Bw,,)
(6.19) < (14 c08)?25 ™) o || 2,

< 26d+m1+’¥+§ HUZHL2(B4,)(Z)) s

where m; = min{l € N : [ > 6m+%+57”} > 6m + 5y + 1+ 22 in the
derivation of the second inequality, we took ¢ slightly smaller, if necessary,
so that (1 + ¢pd)? < 2.

To this end, we choose ¢ even smaller so that Lemma holds with d
replaced by 6d + m; and v = %. Since w(ry) < 4, we can repeat the above
proof that (615 implies (G.I8)). Rephrasing it in terms of u instead of v,
by utilising the ellipticity bound x(z) € [A%, A\72] again, we arrive at (G.14))
with ¢ = 12 and ¢ = m1 +mg + % + 5, where myq is the positive integer
chosen as in ([G.I5]); tracking down the dependence of my and m;, we see
that co depends only on n and A.

For the general case where a4 (0) is no longer an identity matrix, one
can change the coordinate system, follow the above argument for the scaled
solution, and scale it back. Due to the ellipticity of a, constant ¢; remains
to be an absolute constant, and co is again determined by n and A\ only,
under such a transformation. O

Next, we shall observe what determines scale p such that u satisfies the
doubling property (G.13)).

Lemma 6.5. Given anye > 0, v € (0, i), R € (0,1] and d € N, there exists
a constant r € (0, %), depending only on n, A\, w, d, € and R, such that if

ay,a_ € (CO(B)" satisfy @), @) and E3), and if u € WI2(By) is

a nontrivial weak solution to ([B.1)) satisfying

ull 25,

(6.20) lim sup T > ellull2(p,)

p—0

then one has
(6.21) lull L2,y < 277772 JJull 25, -

Proof. To simplify our exposition, let us consider the case R = 1 only.
Suppose towards a contradiction that there is some g9 > 0, and for each
j = 1,2,---, one can find a pair (a;,a;_) of matrix-valued mappings
in (CO%(By))" satisfying ZI), 2) and Z3) (where A and w are fixed
uniformly but x; may vary), and a weak solution u; € W1?(B;) to (B1)
with a; 1 and a;j _ being the coefficient matrices such that

6.22 j =1, = > €y,
( ) HUJHL2(31) 11;1_%11) 5+ €0

but
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[Jujll 0
(6.23) inf - L) o odinty
TG[%&) ||uj||L2(BT.)

Let v; denote the function u;r — £;(0)u; . Since 0 € Sq(u;) C Ta—1(u; ),
Lemmal[59] (along with the assumption ||u;l| 2(By) = 1) ensures the existence
of a homogeneous a; 4 (0)-harmonic polynomial P; with degree d such that

< 007

(6 24) |DdP»| 1+ sup H?Jj - PjHLQ(BT) +r HV(’Uj — Pj)HL2(BT)
’ J

n
re(0,1) r +dw1(7”)

where Cjy depends only on n, A\, w and d. In particular, (6.22]) implies in
(©24)), along with inequality |v;| > A?|u;| a.e. on By, that

(6.25) |DP;| > coeo,

where ¢y € (0,1) depends at most on n, A and d.

As {P]};";l being a sequence of homogeneous polynomials with the same
degree and uniformly bounded on By, we can find a homogeneous polynomial
Py of degree d such that P; — Fy in C?(B,) along a subsequence, which
we shall continue to denote by {P;}32,. Passing to the limit in (6.25), we
observe that Py is nontrivial, and

(626) |DdP0| > CpEQ-

On the other hand, we can deduce from (6.24) and the boundedness
of {P;}52, in C%(By) that {v;}52, is bounded in W12(By j9), hence after
extracting a further subsequence if necessary, one may also assume that
vj — wvp strongly in L2(Bl/2), for some vy € W1’2(Bl/2). In particular,
noting that ;(0) € [A%,A72] from (I) and ([23), there exists a constant
Ko € [A?, A7) such that ;(0) — ko, along another subsequence, so u; — ug
strongly in L?(B, /2) with ug = var —Kq lug , or equivalently, vg = uar — Koy -

To this end, take j — oo in ([6.24]), with each r € (0, %) fixed. Then we
can deduce from the strong convergence of v; — vg in L*(B, /s2) and the
uniform convergence of P; — Py on B; to deduce that

lvo = Poll p2(p,)

ratdy, (r)

< Cy.

sup
TE(O,%)

This together with (B.26) and inequality |ug| > A*[vg| a.e. on By yields
that

luoll 25, lvoll L2(s,
(6.27) lim sup % > \? [ limsup % > c1g0 > 0.
r—0 T2 r—0 T2

for some ¢; € (0,1) depending at most on n, A and d.
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However, passing to the limit in (623), with each r € (0, 1) fixed, and
utilising the strong convergence of u; — ug in L?*(By /2), we deduce that

i .
. luoll 22,

2 2d+7+%’
re0,4) lluollr2(g,)

so after an iteration argument, we arrive at

l[uoll 25,

lim sup
rstdty

< o |Juoll 2
r—0

Biys) < 0,
for some ¢y > 1 depending only on n and d, a contradiction to (6.27). This
finishes the proof. O

Now we are in a position to prove our main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem [61]. After normalisation, we can assume without loss of
any generality that ||ul] L2(By) = 1. As d being the maximal vanishing order

of u, it follows from Theorem Bl that {u = 0} = ngl Sq(u), where we
wrote by Si(u) the regular part, N(u) (see (EI)) for its definition), of the
nodal set. Moreover, I'y_1(u) = Sg(u) (with Ig(u) = {u = 0}), so there
should exist a small constant e; > 0 such that for any z € Sg(u) N B 9,

lull 25, (2))

(6.28) lim sup Ird 2

r—0

£1.

Suppose that our claim ([6.28]) does not hold. Then we can find a sequence
{Zj}jo‘i1 C Sg(u) N B1/2 such that
u
Tellzapoen 1

lim sup 7
r2td J

r—0
so it follows from the uniform C?-approximation (Lemma [59) that Pj ..,
the homogeneous a.(z;)-harmonic polynomial of degree d approximating

Uz = ut — /f(zj)u_ at z;, must satisfy

C
d 0
(6.29) |IDP,,| < rE

for some Cp > 0 independent of j. Extracting a subsequence of {z; };";1 along
which z; — 2o for some 2y € T/Q, we know that zp € I'g—1(u) N T/Q, since
I'y_1(u) is a relatively closed set in By, according to Lemmal[5.10l Therefore,
we can apply Lemma again to zp, and obtain another homogeneous
a+ (2p)-harmonic polynomial of degree d, approximating v,, = ut — r(z0)u~
at zg in the sense that

vz — PZOHL2(B,,«(ZO))

(6.30) sup T < (1,
re(0,%) r2 o (r)
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where C7 > 0 depends only on n, A\, w and d. However, due to the uniform
continuity (5:31)) of the mapping z — D?P, on T'y_;(u)NB; /2, We may infer
from ([6.29) as well as the convergence z; — zy that

(6.31) |DP,,| = 0.

However, owing to ([6.30), (6.31]) implies that zp € I'q(u), a contradiction
against our assumption that « vanishes on {u = 0} with order at most d.
This justifies our claim that there must exist some 1 > 0 such that (628
holds for all z € Sq(u) N By s.

With (6.28)) at hand, we can apply Lemma[G.5]to all 2z € Sq(u)N By 2, with

E=¢1,7= % (for the matter of simplicity) and R = 8pp, where py € (0, &)

is chosen as in Lemma [6.4] with the same d, v = % and domain Bj replaced
by By/s. Then it will give us a radius r1 € (0,8pp), determined by n, A, w,

d and &1 only, such that

Il ooy @) _ paviig

(6.32) sup
2€84(w)NBy 5 HUHLZ(B”(Z))

Thus, u satisfies the doubling property ([G.I3) at each z € Sq(u) N By s,
with py = & € (0,p0] and v = %, so Lemma [6.4] ensures that with N7 =
UxESd(u)ﬂm By, (x), we have

u n
(6‘33) sup  sup ”HLQ(M < 201d+62+5’
z€N1 TE(0,4p1} HUHLZ(BT(Z))

where ¢; is an absolute constant and ¢ depends only on n and A.

To summarise, we have obtained a neighbourhood Ny, of S;(u) ﬂm with
size p1, where u satisfies a uniform doubling property with order ¢1d + co.

To this end, we can repeat the above argument to obtain a uniform dou-
bling property for the rest of the nodal set, {u = 0} N m \ N1. One can
proceed as follows.

First, assume that we have found some py_x € (0, 6%1) for which (6.33))
holds with Ny replaced by Ny_ = UxEFk(u)ﬁm By, ,.(x), and p; replaced
by pq—k. Then by the definition of Ny_x, we have dist(Sg(u) N T/Q\
Ng_p, Ti(u) N m) > pd—k- Therefore, we can argue as in the proof for
our earlier claim ([G.28) and obtain some 411 > 0, depending only on
n, \, w, k, pg—r and certain character of u, such that (6.28]) holds with
d and €7 replaced by k and e4_j41 respectively. Then we can follow the
argument for (6.33]) and obtain pg_xr1 € (0, pg—k|, depending only on n,
A, w, k, pa—r and €4 k11, such that (G.33) holds with N; replaced by
Njppr = Uxesk(u)ﬂm\Nd,k By, .. (z), and p; replaced by pg_j1. This
combined with the initial hypothesis on the existence of py_j, as well as the
observation that I'y_1(u) = Sg(u) UTk(u) and pg—g+1 < pa—k, implies that
([633) holds with Ny replaced by Ny_j11 = Uxel"k(u)ﬂm By, .. (x) and py
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replaced by pg_r+1. Note that constants ¢; and ¢ in (6.33]) do not change
during this step.

Iterating this argument for k£ running from d — 1 to 1, which only consists
of a finite number of steps, we arrive at the desired conclusion, with g in
(610) given by pg € (0, pg—1] C -+ C (0, pp]. Tracking down the dependence
on each pg, we conclude that rg is determined solely by n, A, w, d and certain
character of u. This finishes the proof. O

7. MEASURE ESTIMATE OF NODAL SET

In this section, we shall estimate the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff mea-
sure of the nodal set of weak solutions to a broken quasilinear PDE. Our
analysis will follow closely the classical works [HS89], by Hardt and Simon,
and [HL94], by Han and Lin, and it can be considered as an extension of
these works to the setting of broken quasilinear PDEs.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that ay,a_ € (CO(B))" satisfy &), @2) and
@3), and let w € WH2(By) be a weak solution to (5I). Given any N > 1,
there exists a constant On > 0, depending only on n, A\, w and N, such that
if w(l) < oy, and

r fBr(z) |Vul|? dx

(7.1) sup  sup
z€B1 r€(0,1—|2|) faBr(Z) u? dog

— )

then one has
(7.2) H" '({u=0}NBy) <CN,
where C' > 0 depends only on n, A and w.

Due to the uniform doubling property (Theorem [6.1]) for solutions featur-
ing finite vanishing order, we obtain a global measure estimate as a corollary
to the above theorem.

Corollary 7.2. Under the setting of Theorem [G. 1], there exists a positive
constant Cq ,,, depending only onn, A\, w, d and certain character of u, such
that

H" ' ({u=0}NByjs) < Cau-
Proof. The uniform doubling property (6.II) combined with a trace inequal-
ity [ w?de < L(r+1) [ w?de+ er? [, IVw|? dz, which holds for any
w € WH2(B,) and any ¢ > 0, implies that

r fBT-(z) |Vul|? do

(7.3) sup  sup < c1d + co,

2€B4,u 7€(0,74,4] faBT(z) u? do,
for some absolute constant ¢; > 1 and a positive constant cs depending only
on n and A, where 4, and By, are as in Theorem [EIl Take N = ¢1d + c2,
and choose a small 7y < 74, such that w(ry) < dn, where 0n is given as
in Theorem [[Il Clearly, ry is determined by n, A\, w, N and 74,. Due to
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([Z3), one can apply Theorem [Tl for any z € {u = 0} N By, after some
scaling argument, and deduce that

-t ({u —0}n BTTN(z)) < N/t
Hence, a standard covering argument yields the conclusion. U

As mentioned briefly in the beginning of this section, our argument will
follow the classical works [HS89] and [HL94], which mainly consists of the
following three steps: (i) first, to compare the given solution to a harmonic
function having comparable frequency; (ii) second, to compare the regular
part of the nodal set of the solution and that of the approximating harmonic
function, which is called the nodal set comparison lemma (c.f. Lemma 4.8 in
[HS89)); (iii) third, to cover the singular part by a finitely many balls with
sufficiently small radii.

Throughout all these steps, the C'“-regularity of the given solution and
the closeness (or compactness) in C''-norm play an essential role in the afore-
mentioned articles. Replacing C'®-regularity of solutions to C'-regularity
does not require much work, so it is relatively straightforward to extend
the argument to uniformly elliptic, divergence-type PDEs with Dini coeffi-
cients (without jump discontinuity); still, such an extension has not been
considered yet, to the best of our knowledge.

What seems to be more nontrivial, which is exactly the place that we
would like to claim the novelty of this section for, is to extend the argument
to broken quasilinear PDESs, since then the solutions are Lipschitz regular
at their best, so one cannot hope for closeness in C'-norm. However, due to
Theorem 3.1l Vu' — kVu~ has a uniformly continuous version, Vu, across
the nodal set, and it turns out that if u™ — ku~ approximates a harmonic
function, then Vu approximates its gradient, with respect to the supremum
norm. Hence, we can substitute with the very mapping Vu the role of the
usual gradient in the classical argument. Now with the particular structure
that ut — ku~ has the same nodal set with u, we can proceed with the
comparison of the nodal set as well.

Henceforth, we shall focus on the part where either we need to involve a
new argument adapted to our setting, or the modification is not straightfor-
ward. Let us begin with the compactness lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that ay,a_ € (CO¥(B))" satisfy @1), 2) and
@3), and let u € WH2(By) be a weak solution to (5.1)).
(i) If llax — a+(0)|[ foo(p,) < 0, then with the ay(0)-harmonic function
he(ut—r0)u)+ Wol’2(Bl), one has
(7.4) sup [ut — ku” —h| < C§ lull L2, -

3/4

where C' > 0 depends only on n, A and w.
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(ii) Moreover, if § € (0, 3] in (i), and if there is some N > 1 that

Vul? dx
(7.5) f31|72| < N,
f631 u? doy
then with the same h as in (i), we have
Vh|? dx
(7.6) Jp VI dr

<c
2do.. — )
fé)Blh T

where ¢ > 1 depends only on .

(iii) On the other hand, for any given ¢ > 0, one can find some 6 € (0, %),
depending only on n, \, w and ¢, such that if § € (0,68] in (i), then
with Vu given as in Theorem [31, and with the same h as in (i), we

have
(7.7) sup [Vu — Vh| < e lul| 2, -
B3y
Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that |[ul[;2(5,) = 1, since

the statement becomes trivial for a solution vanishing everywhere.
Let us begin with the proof of the first assertion. Denoting by v function
ut — K(0)u~, we observe that h — v € W01’2(B1) is a weak solution to

(7.8) div(ay(0)Vw) = div((ar — a4 (0))Vut — (a— —a_(0))Vu ).
Hence, we deduce from the closeness condition on ay — a4 (0), as well as the

ellipticity (1)) of a4 and a_, that

)
(7.9) IV(h =)Lz (s, < 5 IVUllp2s,) < C16,

where the last inequality follows from the local energy estimate of u, with
C1 > 0 depending only on n and A. Since h —v € Wol’2(Bl), the Poincaré
inequality yields that

for some ¢; > 0 depending only on n.
However, since Theorem B.1] implies that

(7.11) [ull o (s, ,4) < Co

for some Cy > 0 depending only on n, A and w, we can employ the local L°°-
estimate to (Z.8)) and obtain from (7Z.I0), (ZI1)) and the closeness condition
on at — a4 (0) that

(7.12) 1= 0l ey, < C8.

On the other hand, one can easily deduce from [lat — a+(0)| p0c(p,) < 9,
as well as (1) and Z3), that [k — K(0)[|fec(p,) < 16, for some ¢; > 0



NODAL SETS FOR BROKEN QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS 37

depending at most on n. This combined with (T.12) as well as (ZI]) implies
that
+ C30

o — ™ = ] ey < l* —

B3y v || L>(Bs/4)

(713 < (e [0 | gy + C5)
< (0102 + 03)5-

This proves (T12]) with C = ¢;Co + Cs.
Next, let us prove the second assertion. Due to the standing assumptions
1) and 23] that ensure A2 < £(0) < A2, we have

2 _ 2 20, —\2 4 2
/631h dcrm—/aB1 (u™)? + £(0)*(u™)?) dog > A / u doy.

0B1

On the other hand, in view of (Z.8) and assumption § < %, it follows imme-

diately from (2.1)) and (Z3)) that
1
/ IV (h = (ut = £(0)u )2 dx < 474/ Vul? da.
B1 Bl

Combining the last two estimates, we arrive at (7.0]).

We are now in a position to verify the last assertion. Suppose towards
a contradiction that for each j = 1,2,---, we can find a pair (a; ., a; ) of
coefficient matrices in (C%(By))" satisfying 1)), (Z2), and ([Z3) as well
as ||aj+ — aj¢(0)||Loo(Bl) < %, and a nontrivial weak solution u; € WhH2(By)
to (BI) with [Ju;]| 12(p) = 1, such that with the a4 (0)-harmonic function

hj € v; + Wol’2(Bl), with v; = u;r — #;(0)u; , one has

(7.14) sup |Vju; — Vh;j| > o,
B34

infinitely often as j — oo, with a fixed constant ¢y > 0, where Vju; is given
as in Theorem B.I} here we specify the subscript j on V; as the coefficient
matrices a; 4, a; — are varying along the sequence.

Following the above argument, we can verify that h; satisfies (Z13]), which
now reads
<G

an R R S

i )

for some C4 > 0 depending only on n, A and w.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that a; 1 (0) — I, and ;_(0) —
Ko, for some constant xg € [A2, %], as j — oo. Then due to the assumption
that [jaj+ — aj¢(0)||Loo(Bl) < %, we have aj 4 — I, a; - — kol and kj — Kg
uniformly on Bj.

Due to (ZI0) (applied to v; and h;) and the local energy estimate on u;,
we know that [|h;]| 125y < Cs for some C5 > 0 depending only on n and
A. Hence, it follows from the interior estimates for harmonic functions that
|]hj|]01,1(m) < Cg, for some Cg > 0 depending only on n and A. Thus,
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there is some hg € 01’1(37/8) such that h; — hg and Vh; — Vhg uniformly
on F/g, along a subsequence that we will continue to denote by {hj}?il-
Since we have a;+(0) — I, the uniform convergence of {h;}32, to ho implies
that hg is a harmonic function on Bj .

Moreover, since u; also verifies (ZIJ), one can find some ug € W>°(By 5)
such that u; — ug uniformly over m and Vu; — Vg strongly in L2(B7/8),
after extracting a subsequence if necessary. Recalling that x; — ko uni-
formly on Bj, for certain constant kg, we can observe, by passing to the

limit in (ZI5]), that
(7.16) ho = ug — kouy  in Bys.

In addition, due to Theorem Bl or (8.2) to be more specific, we also
know that H‘/jujHCOv“’l(m) < (7 for some C7 > 0 depending only on n, A
and w. This yields another mapping pg € (C’O’wl(B3/4)" to which {Vju;}32,
converge uniformly on Bg 4, after extracting a further subsequence if neces-
sary.

On the other hand, applying ([B.I)) (which also holds for p = 2) to u; and
Vju;, we have

H Vu;' — ;(2)Vu; — Viu,(z) ‘

L?(Br(2))

(7.17) sup  sup < Cy,

2€B34 T’E(O,%) T%wl (T‘)
for some constant Cy > 0 that depends only on n, A and w. Since the bound-
edness of {u;}32, in Wh°(B;3) implies the strong convergence Vu; — Vug
in L*(By/g), and since (ZI6) implies Vho = Vug —roVug a.e. in By g, tak-
ing limits in (ZI7) with each r € (0, §) fixed, we deduce that

Vhy —po(z .
wp sup [Vho 2o( N 2B, () < Co.
2€By,5 1€(0,1) rzwy(r)

and in particular,
(718) Vh() = Po in 33/4.

This leads us to a contradiction to (ZI4]), since Vh; — Vhg and Vju; — po
uniformly on Bj4. This finishes the proof. O

Next we shall present a nodal set comparison lemma for weak solutions
to broken quasilinear PDEs (G5.1]).

Lemma 7.4. Let ay,a_ € (CO9(B))" satisfy @1), @2) and @3), and
suppose that u € WH2(By) is a nontrivial weak solution to ([B.1I) such that
ullp2(p,y < 1, with mapping Vu as in Theorem 31l Then given any real
n € (0, %), and modulus of continuity 6, there exists a constant € > 0,
depending only on n, \, w, 6 and n, such that if h € 01’6(37/8) s an
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arbitrary function for which HhHCl»G(Bm) <1, supp, , lut —ku™ —h| <e
and supp, |[Vu— Vh| <e, then

Bz )
T 0 e (Byn{r=0.1vh=3}).

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on n, A\, w and 0.

Proof. The main idea of the proof is the same with Lemma 4.8 in [HS89],
so let us present a sketch of our argument.

Fix a point z € {u = 0,|Vu| > n} N B%—n‘ Due to Theorem [£1] one
can choose a small p € (0, %), depending only on n, A, w and n, such that
{u=0}NB,(z) is a C**1-graph. In particular, denoting by II, the tangent
hyperplane to this graph, we can find some function v, € C11 (By(2)) such
that

Vu(z)
1200 u=0bn B = {y+ g h v e |
8 Vu(z)|
Now taking p smaller if necessary, one can also obtain
(7.21) sup [V, | < wi(n)
Bp(z)

This can be done with Theorem B.Il Since [[ul|;2(p,) < 1, we deduce that
HuHWl,w(B?/s) + ”Vu”co,wl(B7/8) < Cy, for some Cy > 0 depending only on n,
A and w. Since [Vu(z)| > n, we can choose a smaller p, but still depending
on n, A\, w and 7, such that

4n

.22 inf > —
(7.22) Bl,)n(z) |Vu| > 5 and
(7.23) max o0sc ) -e < wi(n).

1<i<nB,(z) |Vu] —

Now since supp, , lut™ — ku™ — h| < e and supp, , |[Vu — Vh| < g, we
can select € > 0, depending only on p, 7 and w, to deduce from z € {u =

0} N B%—n’ ([T22]) and (.23)) that

(7.24) {h=0}N By, o # 0.
. 3n
. > 2
(7.25) Blil(f;) |h| > 1 and
Vu Vh
7.26 Sup |5— — —=—| < pwi(n).
(7:20) o 7 ~ T = 0
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Choosing p even smaller, now depending on # (the C''-character of k) but
no more, {h = 0}NB,(z) becomes a C1Y-graph because of (Z2Z5). Moreover,

due to ([.24)) and (7.26]), we can express

Vu(z)
a2 =008 = {u+ Gl sy e L
’ [Vu(z)]
(even if z # {h = 0} N B,(z), and II, is not a perpendicular to |h(z)|1h(2)),
with some real-valued function ¢, € C1?(B,(2)) satisfying

(7.28) sup [V(.| < 2wi(n),
By(z)
because of (T.23]) and (T26]). Tracking down the dependence of p and e, we
observe that p depends only on n, A, w, € and 7, and so does &.
Finally, we can employ the covering argument as in the proof of Lemma
4.8 in [HS89] to derive (ZI9). This final step only involves some standard
techniques in analysis, so we shall refer to [HS89| for the details. (]

Finally, we are ready to estimate the H" '-measure of the nodal set.
We shall follow the argument of Theorem 3.1 in [HL94], where the main
tools, namely the compactness and the comparison lemma for nodal sets,
are already established in Lemma [[3] and respectively Lemma 4l The rest
of the argument is more or less straightforward, so we shall only sketch the
proof and refer to [HL94] for the details.

Proof of Theorem[7.1l As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [HLI4], we are
going to construct a sequence {By}72, of finite covers of {u = 0} N By,
such that for each k € NU {0}, any ball B € B, has radius not exceeding
27% so that

(7.29) {u=0,Vul|=0}nB;pC | J B,
BeBy
diam B\"' 1
(7.30) > < 5 ) <o and
BeBy

n— cN

(7.31) g ' {u=0}n |J B\ | B < o
BeBy_1 BeBy,

where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on n and A. Our conclusion
will follow immediately from the way these coverings are constructed.

Let By = {Bj)2}, and assume that we have already constructed By, for
k=0,1,---,1 —1, for some [ € N. To construct By, let us fix B = B,(z) €
B,_1. Consider the scaling function v : B; — R defined by

o(x) = 17L7(L2r:17 +2)

. .
2r) 2 lull 2y, )
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Then v € W'2(B;) and it satisfies (5.I)) in the weak sense with coeffi-
cients by,b_ : By — R" given by by(x) = ar(2rz + z). Clearly, by, b_ €
(C%(B)))" and satisfy ), (Z2) and ([Z3); here the ellipticity constant,
A, and the Dini modulus of continuity, w, remain the same, and while (Z3])
is satisfied with p: By — [A2, \72], defined by p(x) = x(2rz + 2).

Due to the uniform frequency condition (Z.I]) on u, we have [ |Vo|?dx <
N and |, 0B, v?dx = 1. In particular, a trace inequality (see Remark ?7?)
yields that

(732) o2z, < eV,

for some positive constant ¢; depending only on n. Therefore, applying
Lemma [7.3] to v for a sufficiently small number € to be determined later,
we obtain a by (0)-harmonic function g € v — p(0)v~ + Wol’z(Bl) and a
small number 6 € (0, %) determined by n, A, w and ¢ only, such that for any
d € (0,4],

(7.33) sup [vt — pv~ — g| < C16N,
B34
(7.34) sup |[Vv — Vg| < cieN, and
B34
Vg|? dx
(7.35) Miﬂ < N,
Jop, 97 dx

provided that [[b+ — b4 (0)[| jec(p,) < 05 here Vv is given as in Theorem [3.1]
C1 > 0 depends only on n, A and w, while ¢co > 1 depends only on A. The
last part yields the smallness condition on w(1) that w(1) < 4, since from
the scaling relation we have [[b+ — b+(0)[[ oo (p,) < w(2r) < w(1).

Since g is a by (0)-harmonic function with frequency bound (7.35]), we can
choose from Lemma 3.3 in a constant v > 0, depending only on n, A
and N, such that there exists a finitely collection {By,(z;)}icr of balls with
r; € (0, 3] for which

(7.36) Bs n{|Vg| <~} | JBr () and
! iel
(7.37) > et <
i€l
Taking ¢ in (Z34]) small enough such that 3c;e N <+, we have
(7.38) By N{v=0,[Ve| =0} C U Bri ().
iel

Let us select ¢ (and 0 accordingly) even smaller so that the nodal set

comparison lemma (Lemma[T4) holds with u = 5, h = %LN and n = %,

where ¢z > 0 is chosen such that [[v[[;2(5,) < ¢sN and ”gHCl'l(B7/8)
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csN; due to ([Z32) and the choice that g is by (0)-harmonic on B; with
g— (vt =0 (0)7) € W01’2(Bl), c3 > ¢1 and ¢3 must depend only on n and
A. Then we have

2
- <Bé N {v =0,|Vo| > % )

< (L+ Cowi () H™! <Bg N {g =0,|Vg| > %}) ,

where Co > 0 depends only on n, A and w. Taking ¢ so as to satisfy
3czeN < v, we can deduce from (T34) and(7.30]) yields that

(7.39) H" ! (Bl n{v=0}\J Bri(xi)) < C3N,

’ el
with C3 depending only on n, A and w, where in the last inequality we used
Theorem 3.1 in [Lin91], which yields H"~'(Bs N {g = 0}) < ¢4 N for some
positive constant c¢; depending only on n and 4)\.

Tracking down the dependence on &, we see that it depends only on n,
A, w and N. Now we choose ¢, involved in the smallness condition of w(1)
above so that (733]), (34)) and (735) hold, so as to satisfy C1d < cse.
Clearly, ¢ is determined by the same set of parameters as €. In particular,
these constants do not vary upon [, the index for the iteration step.

Now let us return to B = B,(z) € Bj_1, define BlB by the finite collection
{B;,r(2rz; + z) }ier and then B; by UBeBl,l BlB. To this end, one can easily
check from (738), (Z37)) and (Z39)) that initial hypotheses (.29]), (Z.30) and
respectively (Z31]) are satisfied with k& = [. Therefore, one can inductively
construct the finite covering of {u = 0}N B, 5, and finally proving the desired

H" 'measure estimate. Let us omit the rest of the argument, which is
identical with that of Theorem 3.1 in , and finish the proof. O
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