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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the pointwise boundary Lipschitz regularity of solutions for
the semilinear elliptic equations in divergence form mainly under some weaker assumptions on non-
homogeneous term and the boundary. If the domain satisfies C1:Piri condition at a boundary point,
and the nonhomogeneous term satisfies Dini continuous condition and Lipschitz Newtonian potential
condition, then the solution is Lipschitz continuous at this point. Furthermore, we generalize this
result to Reifenberg C1:Pini domains.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we will investigate the boundary Lipschitz regularity of solutions for the following
semilinear elliptic equation in divergence form:

{Au = div?(m,u) in Q,

1
u = g on aQ, ( )

where 2 is a bounded domain in R™.
There is a complete regularity theory for the classical Poisson equation

Au = f. (2)

For the interior regularity of solutions, as we all know, u is C% for some 0 < o < 1 when f is C“, and
u is C? when f is Dini continuous, see [6,8]. Moreover, if f € L°°, then any weak solution u satisfies
u € VVlQOf for any 1 < p < +00, and consequently u € C*® for 0 < a < 1 but not for a = 1. So it is
clear that f € L™ or even f continuous is not strong enough to assure the C''-regularity. Recently
research activity has thus focused on identifying conditions on f which ensure Wlicoo or C’llo’c1 regularity
of u. In [II], Andersson, Lindgren and Shahgholian showed that the sharp condition to get the C'1:1
regularity of u is that f * N is C"! which is slightly weaker than the Dini condition, where N is the
Newtonian potential and * denotes the convolution.
For the C1! regularity of solutions for the semilinear Poisson equation

Au= f(x,u) in By,
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which are derived from the obstacle problem. Shahgholian in [7] proved u is C1! if f(x,u) is Lipschitz
continuous in z, uniformly in u, and 9, f > —C'". Recently Indrei, Minne and Nurbekyan in [I] obtained
the same result under weaker assumptions that f(z,w) is Dini continuous in u, uniformly in z, and it
has a C'! Newtonian potential in z, uniformly in w.

With respect to the boundary regularity of solutions, there has been extensive study in the past two
decades which is closely related to the regularity of the boundary, such as sphere condition and C1-P
condition. It is well-known that the solution of (@) is C* up to the boundary when 9 is Lipschitz.
Trudinger in [13,[14] proved the boundary Lipschitz regularity when the boundary satisfies uniform
exterior sphere condition. Li and Wang in [TI5,[16] studied the following Dirichlet problem,

—a(n) gl = S i@ )
u = g on 0f.

They proved that the solution is differentiable at any point on the boundary if the domain is convex.
Li and Zhang in [I7] got the boundary differentiablity of (@) when g = 0 under the y-convexity domain
condition which is strictly weaker than the convexity condition. On the other hand, the Dini continuity
was a current topic for the regularity theory. In 2011, Ma and Wang [3] considered the following

equation,
F(D*u(x),z) = f(z) in Q, 4
{ u = g on 0. (4)

They showed the pointwise C'! estimates up to the boundary under the Dini conditions including that
0 is C1:Pint (see Definition [[LT)) and the boundary value g is C1:Pii. In [4] Huang, Li and Wang proved
that the solution of (@) is Lipschitz if the boundary satisfies exterior C1:P" condition and the solution is
differentiable if the boundary is exterior C! Dini and punctually C'. Furthermore, in [5] they extended
their results to Reifenberg C1P™™ domain which is more general than the classical CP™ domain.

However, there are few results on the boundary behavior of solutions for semilinear elliptic equations
in the divergence form. In this paper, we study the pointwise boundary Lipschitz regularity of solutions
for the semilinear elliptic equation in divergence form under some weaker assumptions on F (z,u) and
the boundary. For convenience we give some notations and definitions of Dini condition.

Notations:
n
|z] := /Y x2: the Euclidean norm of z = (z1,x2,...,7,) € R™.
i=1
’ n-1 ’
|z'| := ¢/ 3. x2: the Euclidean norm of ' = (z1,22,...,2,-1) € R* L.
=

Bi(zo) :={z € R : |z — x| < 1}

B, :={z e R": |z| <r}.

Q,:= B, N

T, :=B,N{z, =0} = {(z',o) eR": 2| < r}.

@-b: the standard inner product of @, beR"
{€}®_,: the standard basis of R™.

Definition 1.1. Let zy € 0. We say that 99 is C1Pinl at g, if there exists a unit vector 7 and a
positive constant rg, a Dini modulus of continuity w(r) satisfying for ¢ #dr < oo such that for any

0<r<r,
B.(zo)N{x e R": (x —x0) -7 > rw(r)} C By(zo) NQ C Byr(xo) N{z € R™: (x — o) -7 > —rw(r)}.

Remark 1.2. Any modulus of continuity w(t) is non-decreasing, subadditive, continuous and satisfies
w(0) =0 (see [2]). Hence any modulus of continuity w(t) satisfies

“(r) _ )

r h '’
2
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Definition 1.3. (Reifenberg C1:P condition). Let zo € 9. We say that Q satisfies the (rg,w)-
Reifenberg C1Pi™ condition at xg if there exists a positive constant 7o and a Dini modulus of continuity
w(r) satisfying [;° = T)dr < oo such that for any 0 < r < rg, there exists a unit vector 7,, € R™ such
that

B (zo) N{z € R™: (x — x¢) - iy > rw(r)} C Br(20) NQ C Br(zo) N{z € R" : (x — x0) - 7B > —1w(r)}.
The following lemma can be found in [5].

Lemma 1.4. IfQ satisfies (ro,w)-Reifenberg CHP™ condition, then there exists a bounded nonnegative
function S(0) > 1 such that |7, — fgr| < S(O)w(r) for each 0 < 0 <1 and 0 < r < ro. Furthermore, for

a fized positive constant 0 < X < 1, {fiyi,, 152, is @ Cauchy sequence. We can set lim fiyi,., = .
1— 00

Definition 1.5. Let 2o € 9Q. The boundary value g is said to be C'Pinl at x, with respect to
a function v, (z), if there exists a constant vector @, a positive constant ro and a Dini modulus of

continuity o(r) satisfying [;° <% 20 gy < o0 such that for any 0 < r < ro and z € 9Q N By.(x0),
9(x) = vao (2) = g(w0) = Vay(20) — @ (x — z0)| < ro(r).
Next we propose the following assumptions on F(m, u).

Assumption 1. ﬁ(:z:, t) € L*°(Bg x R) where d is large enough. Moreover ?(x, t) is Dini continuous
in ¢ with continuity modulus wy(r), uniformly in z, i.e.

[Fe,t2) = Fla.t)| Swnllte — ta]),

and fto 1) 34 < 0, for some to > 0.

Assumption 2. For every boundary point 2y and each ¢ € R, there exists a function vy, (-, ¢) in By (o)
satisfying
Avg, (-, t) = dlvﬁ in Bi(xp).

Furthermore, v, (+,t) is a Lipschitz funct1on which is umform in xg and ¢ with Lipschitz constant T

Remark 1.6. (1) We can always assume that {2 C Bu.
(2) In the sequel, for u(z) € L*°(Q), for every boundary point zg, we let vy, (x) solve

Avg, (x) = div?(x,u(xo)) in Bi(xo).
Our main results are the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.7. Let xy € 0N. ?(x,t) satisfies Assumption D and [ If 0Q is CHP™ at 24 and g is
CHPmi qt x4 with respect to vy, (), then the solution of () is Lipschitz continuous at g, i.e.

|u(z) — u(xo)| < Clz —xo|, VaxeBNQ

where C = C(n, Q, T, [|ul| Loy, |9 L= (50))-

Theorem 1.8. Let xy € 0N2. ?(:v,t) satisfies Assumptiond and @ If O satisfies Reifenberg C1Pm
condition at o and g is CHP™ at xo with respect to vy, (x), then the solution of (d)) is Lipschitz
continuous at xg.

To prove these two theorems, the main method is iterative scheme. In fact we can approximate
u by v defined by Assumption 2] and to show this approximation can be improved from B; to Bj.
The key point of our proof is that the main part of w is a Lipschitz function v and a linear function.
We organize the paper as follows. In section 2 we will give some necessary lemmas. Next we prove
the Lipschitz regularity under C*P™ condition in Section 3. Finally, we extend C'Pinl condition to
Reifenberg C'1'Pini condition and give a proof of Theorem [[[8 in Section 4.
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2. PRELIMINARY TOOLS
In this section we will give a general approximation lemma of the following divergence form elliptic
equation:

Au=divF inQ, (6)
where  is a bounded domain. After proving the approximation lemma, we will give a key lemma
which will be used repeatedly in Section 3 and 4. We mainly assume that the boundary lies between
two parallel hyperplanes with a very small distance.

Lemma 2.1. 0€9Q, BiN{z e R" 1z, > e} C BiNQ C BiN{z € R" : x, > —¢} for some 0 < e < i.
For any ?(m) € L*(B1NQ), g€ L*(B1NON), if u is a weak solution of
Au = div? i By NQ, (7)

g on By NoQ,

then there exists a universal constant Cy and a harmonic function h defined in B 1 which is odd with
respect to x, satisfying

u =

”h”Lm(Bi) < (14 2Co¢)||ull (B, ne)
such that
= Bl 3, a0 < lgllzscpanon + 5Coellull(zco + CI F (a0,
where C' is a constant depending only on n and 2.

In order to prove this lemma, we need the following estimate which can be found in many basic
books of elliptic partial differential equations, such as Chapter 8 in [6].

Theorem 2.2. Let Q) be a bounded domain in R™. We suppose that ? € L1(Q), for some ¢ > n. Then
if u is a WH2(Q) solution of (@), then we have

1l Lo () < [lull e a0) + C||?||Lq(sz)7
where C = C(n,q, |Q).
Now we give the proof of Lemma 211

Proof. Let v solve the following problem

Av = 0 in B1 N,
vo= wu on 0B N1, (8)
v = 0 on B; NofL.

Then by the maximum principle, we have
[v| < [Jullp(B,ne) in BiNQ.
Next we denote ||ul|(B,no) by #. Combining with (@) and (8) we have

Alu—v) = divF in By N,
u—v = 0 on 0B1 NK,
u—v = g on By N oS

By the previous lemma we obtain
= ol 000 < lgllzoe(mrom) + CIF ll=(si00)- ©)
Let T" be defined for z € R™ \ {0} by

%1n|3:|, n=2,

L(x) =T(|z]) = {_ L |z2—n n>3

(n—2)ws,
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where w, is the surface area of the unit sphere in R™. This function I' is usually called the fundamental
solution of the Laplace operator. By a simple calculation, we have AT = 0 in R™ \ {0}. Then for any
y=(y',0) € T, we consider a function

I(z) = I
L) -r@)
Clearly I(z) is harmonic between B (y/, —1—¢)and Bs(y, —1—¢)and
l(x) =0 on 8B%(y’,—%—5),
0< Il(z) <up between B%(y’,—%—a) and B%(y',—%—s), (10)
l(z) =p on 63%(3/,—%—8).
From (8) and ([0) we get v — [ satisfies
Alv—=1) = 0 in Bs(y,—1 —e)nQ,
v=1 < 0 onaB%(y’,—i—E)ﬂQ,
v—I0 < 0 on Bs y,—3 —e)No.
Applying the maximum principle again, it yields that
1
v <l inB%(y’,—Z—E)ﬁQ,

similarly, repeat the above process for v + [, it’s easy to see that v > —[ in B% (v, —% — )N Q, then

1
lv| <1 in B%(y’,—z —e)N.

Furthermore for arbitrary z1 € 9B1(y', —; — ¢), in the radial direction, we have
I(x) -1 1 .
% < CO,U between B% (y/7 _Z _ E) and B% (y/, _Z _ 5)7
then 1
() < C’oudist(x,aBi (v, -1 £)).

In particular along the z,, —direction, we get I(x) < Cou(z,+¢). Since y can be chosen in Ti arbitrarily,
then

lv(z)| < l(z) < Cop(wn +¢€) in ByNQ. (11)
Then ([B) and () imply that v satisfies the following conditions,

Av 0 in Bi N,
|v(2)| Cop(xn +¢€) inB_iﬂQ,
v 0 on Bi1 N o1.

Al

Now it’s time to find the harmonic function. We take h be a harmonic function defined in B 1 which is
odd with respect to x,, and satisfies the following conditions,

Ah = 0 in BY,
4
h =0 on T%,
h = v on 9B N{z € R" : z,, > ¢},
h = 2Cyue onaBirﬂ{xER":0<:vn<£}.
4
Applying the maximum principle to h, we get
|h(z)| < Cop(xn +¢€) +2Coue in BT, (12)
4
[l ooty < (1 4 2C0e) .
1
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Next we consider v — h in BT N to obtain
4

A(v—h) =0 in Bf NQ,
v—h =0 ona%fﬁ{xnzs},
—4Copue < wv—h <0 on 8B§ﬁ{0<xn <e},
—4Chue < v—~h < 4Coue on Bfﬁ o9,
—Coue < v—~h < Cyue on T; N Q.

Using the maximum principle again we obtain
|v —h| <4Coue in B; NQ.
Since h is odd respect to x, and B1NQ C By N{x € R": x,, > —¢} for some 0 < € < i, it’s easy to
get |h| < 4CHpe in B; N Q. Combining with () we get
|v —h| <5Coue in B; NQ.
From above two inequalities we get
[[v— h”LOO(BiﬁQ) < 5Copue. (13)
Then from (@) and (3], we can get the following desired result by the triangle inequality,
= Al 33,y < 5C01 + gl rom) + CUE ey
O

Remark 2.3. z,, can be regarded as x - €,. Therefore in the above lemma, z,, can be replaced by z -7
for arbitrary unit vector 7.

Then we give a more general form of Lemma 2.1

Lemma 2.4. 0€ 9Q, BiN{z eR":x-T >} C B NQAC B N{x eR”:z-7 > —&} for some
0<e<z. Forany F(z) € L*(B1NQ), g € L>®(B1NONY), if u is a weak solution of

Au = divﬁ> i By NQ,

u = g on B1 N BQ,

then there exists a universal constant Cy and a harmonic function h defined in B 1 which is odd with
respect to x - 1l satisfying

Hh”LOO(Bi) < (1 +2Coe)||ul| Loo (B, ne)
such that

flu — h”Lm(BiﬂQ) < ||9||Loo(BmaQ) + 500€||u||Loo(BmQ) + C||?||Loo(BmQ),

where C' is a constant depending only on n and 2.
Lemma 2.5 (Key lemma). Let Q be a bounded domain in R™. Assume that 0 € 0Q and By N {z €
R":z, >etCBINQC B N{zeR”:z, >—c} for some 0 <e< %. Then there exists X\ > 0 and

universal constants C,Cy, Cy > 0 such that for any functions F(m, u) € L*®(B1NNY), g € L*(B1NN),
the solution of

Au = div?(x,u) in B1 N,
u = g on By N oL,
and solution of
Av = div?(m, 0) in By,
6



there exists a constant K such that
lu—v—Kzn|poyne)y < 19— vllesinon) + C1(A* +&)|lu — vl Lo (,na)
+Cal[F (2, 0) — F (2,0)] g 5100,

and B
0< K <Cllu—v|LeBno)-

Proof. By the definition of v and v we get

{ Alw—v) = div(F(z,u) - F(z,0)) in B, NQ,

u—v = g-—vu on By N oS

Then by Lemma 2.1} there exists a universal constant Cy and a harmonic function h defined in B 1
which is odd with respect to x,, satisfying

”h”LOO(Bi) < (1 +2C0¢e)||ul| Lo (B, ne)
such that
Ju=v=hll~(s, ey < lg=0llz=(iro0 +5C0elu=0ll = (5,00) +CI F (@, 0) = F (@, 0) 1~ 5,00)- (14)

Take L be the first order Taylor polynomial of h at 0, i.e. L(z) = Dh(0) -z + h(0). Since h = 0 on
By N{z, =0}, then L(z) = [Dh(0)|z,. Note that % is a harmonic function which is odd with respect

to x, in B 1, according to the property of harmonic function, when |z| < %,
|D*h(@)| + [Dh(x)] < Allh]|Ls,) < A +2C0e) [u = 0]l 1500,
where A is a constant depending only on n. Then there exists £ € B 1 such that for |z| < é,
1
[h(z) = L(@)| < 5|1D*A()]|*. (15)
Finally, combining with ([4) and (@5), if we set K = [Dh(0)| and take 0 < X < %, we have

lu—v—Kzp|peino < |lu—v—="h|r<Bn) + Ih— LlLeBn0)

< g = vllze(Binan) + 5Coellu — vl L (B,n0) + C||?($7U) - ?(% 0)l| Lo (B1ne)
35X AQ + 2008) u — vl 2= (5,00)
< lg = vllzeoBinog) + Cr(A? +)|lu — vl| L (5,00
+Co|| F (2, 0) = F (2,0)] 1~ (5,0)-
where C1 = max{5Cj, $A(1 + 2Cp)}, Co = C. O

Remark 2.6. Let Q be a bounded domain in R™. Assume that 0 € 9Q and By N{zx € R" : z, > e} C
BinQc Bin{z eR": x,, > —¢} for some 0 < ¢ < i. Then there exists A > 0 and universal constants

C,C1,Cy > 0 such that for any functions ?(x) € L*(B1NQ), g € L*(B; N 9N), the solution of
{ Ay = divﬁ(z) in B; N4,
u = g on By NS,
there exists a constant K such that
lu = Kznllie i)y < l9llzeminon) + C1(A +&)lull = (s,n0)
+Cal| F (@)1=

and N
0 < K < Cllullp(B,n0)-
7



Remark 2.7. Similar to Remark 23] z,, can also be regarded as z - &, and can be substituted by x - 7
for arbitrary unit vector 7 in Lemma and Remark

3. BOUNDARY LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY UNDER C1P™ CONDITION

In this section we will give a proof of Theorem [[7l The following four lemmas lead to the desired
result. The first step has been finished in Section 2, i.e. we got the key lemma. Next we aim to
iterate step by step and get the approximations in different scales. Finally we will prove that the sum
of errors from different scales is convergent. In addition, Dini conditions play a great role to obtain
the convergence. For convenience, we can choose an appropriate coordinate system such that 7 in
Definition [T is along the positive z,-axis in the proof. So by definition, if 9 is C*Pi at xq, then for
any 0 <1 <rg, Br(29) NOQ C Byr(xo) N{|zn — x0.n] < rw(r)}. Without loss of generality, we can take
xo = 0, denote vy by v and assume that

u(0) =g¢g(0) =0, ©v(0)=0, 7o=1,
w(l) <A, /;Mdrgl, /Olmdrgl, /Olwl—(r)drgl,

r r T

where \ will be determined in Lemma 2.5 and Besides, We can also assume @ = 0 in definition [L.5],
if not, we can consider u := u — g(0) — @ - x, which satisfies the same equation.
Based on Lemma and Remark [Z.6] the following lemma is an iteration result.

Lemma 3.1. There exist nonnegative sequences {M;}32,, and {N;}52,, with Ny = 0, My = |lu —
V|| poe (), and fori=0,1,2,...,
Miy1 = |lg—v— NizpllL=(B,,n00)
+C1 (N +w(\)lu = v = Nizn| oo (o, )
+ON | F (@,0) = F(2,0) 1 (0,,):
C
[Nivr = Nil < 5llu = v = Nignl = (0,0,
such that
[u—v = Nizp|L~@,,) < M. (16)
Proof. We prove this lemma inductively by using Remark repeatedly.
When i = 0, since Ng = 0 and My = [[u — v|| e (q,), it’s easy to see
||u — U — NQCL‘nHLao(Ql) = Mo.
When i = 1, by Definition [T} we have B; N 9Q C {|z,| < w(1)}. Therefore by lemma [ZF] there
exists 0 < Ny < Cllu — v (B,nq) such that
[u—v—Niznlleney < 19— vllesinon) + C1(A* +w(1))llu — vl Les,n0)
+C2||?(:E7 u) — ?(% 0)| Lo By = M1,
and N
IN1 = No| < Cllu = vl (B,n0)-
Next we assume that the conclusion is true for .. We consider the equation
Alu—v—Niz,) = div(?(m,u) - ?(,T, 0)) in Qyi,
u—v— Nz, = g—v— Nz, on By: N IN.

For z = (21,22, - ,zn) € R™ we set

~ u(N'2) —v(N'2) — NyN\z,
i(s) = MO ) |
8



- Nz) —v(Niz) — NyNz,
3(e) = SN =) |

7(2) = F(\iz,u(\iz)) — F(\z,0).
Then (z) is a solution of
Au(z) = divf(z) in Bi N (NZ,N
u(z) = g(z) on By N o9,

where Q = {2 : Xz € Q}. Therefore B; N9Q C By N {lzn| < w(X)}. Then by Remark 2.6} there exists
a constant K such that

= Koull e mangy < 1815 mmoity + C1 82 + 0Dl e iy
+O2||f||LOO(Blmﬁ)7
where K < 5||17||Lm(310§) = %Hu — v = Nixpl[L=(q,,)- Let Niy1 = N; + K|, scaling back, then we get
l[u—v—=Niy12allre,) < 19 =0 = NiznllL=(B,:no0)
+C1(N + w(A))[lu = v = Niza |l L= (a, )
+ON T (@,u) = F(2,0)| 1= (0,) 2 Mis,
and _
C
|N1'+1 — N1| =K S FHU — UV — NianLOO(QM-)-
This completes the proof of Lemma 311 O

The following three lemmas are similar to [4] and [5].

oo
Lemma 3.2. ) ];\4; < oo and lim N; exists. We set
i=0 i—00

lim Nl =T.
17— 00

Proof. We assume T is the Lipschitz constant respect to v, then

vl 2= (B,;n00) = [[v = v(0)|| L (B,,no0) < TX.

k
For k > 0, we suppose P, = Y ]\/\4; By Lemma 3.1 noting that No = 0, My = ||u — v|| = (q,), then for
i=0

any k > 0, we have
~ M ~
Nipr < Ni + C/\—kk < CP;, (17)

Myy1 < M a(WF) + Nedw(WF) + CL (N 4+ w(\) My + 02/\%’1(HUHL”"(QW))7
where Definition [[1] and Assumption [I] are used. Then

M 1 C1(N2 +w(\F)) (M, C:
KESPS. QR (T + Sarllulimayy. 03

(0(NF) + Npw (A7) + S
Recalling the property of the modulus of continuity (see ({)) we have

wi(l[ullLe(@,,)) < wi (||u —v = NgnllL=(a,,) + [[VllL=@,,) + ||kan||L°°(Q/\k))
< wi(My + TN + NpAF)

< (=t



By substituting the above inequality and (I7) into (I8]), we obtain

M, 1 C C1 (A2 4+ w(A\F)) [ My 20 M,
/\kJ:_ll = XU()‘k) + XW()\k)Pk—l + l(f()) v + )\2 (Nk + <% Ak T)wl ()‘k)
1 C+C M 2C,C
< Xa(/\’“) + %w()\k)Pk + C1 A <)\—:> + ; wi(A*)(Pe +T).

We take A small enough firstly to make Ch )\ < %, then we take ko large enough (then fixed) such

that
00 ~ ~ ko—1
3 c+clww) _C+a /k ’ wlr) 2L
i=ko A - )\ln% 0 T - 4
i 20,C (V) < 2C,C /A wl(r)dT S
= A ~ Alni X r — 4
For such ko (> 1), we have
= 1t 1
> ot <oy [ Mar<
= ny r In
Therefore for each k > kg, we have
k
M;
Pr1 = Pro = )\1:11
i=kg
K ~
C’—l—C’ M; 2C,C ,
<Z o (A1) +Z 1 (AzP+ZClA</\Z)+ /\2 w NP, +T)
1= ko i=ko i=ko i=ko
& -
1 1 cC+0C 205C .,
Sm‘FPkH(Z‘FZTWO\))‘F(B@H"'T)Z \ wi(\')
X i=ko i=ko
1 3 1
< —— +-P =T.
~ Aln + 1ty

Then for all & > ko,

Therefore { Py}, is bounded. We already proved 3 &% is convergent and {N;};° is bounded.
i=0

Furthermore, by (I7) and the definition of P; it’s easy to see

~Mi ~ ,
Niy1 —N; < CV =CP, —CPy, for i>1,

and
1+1 CP <N CH 1, for 221

So {N- - 6]31-,1} is a bounded and non-increasing sequence and lim (N; — CN’Pl-,l) exists. In

i=1 i——400

conclusion lim N; exists and we set 7:= lim N,. The proof is finished. O
1——+o00 z—>+oo

Lemma 3.3. lim 2 =0.
1—~400

(o]
Proof. The proof is straightforward from Lemma B2 since I‘/\/{ is convergent. O
i=0
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Lemma 3.4. For each i =0,1,2,..., there exists B; such that lim B; = 0 and that

1—> 00

||'LL — U — TInHLoo(QXL) S B'L)\'L
Proof. For any ¢ > 0 we have

lu—v— Txﬂ”Lm(Q”v) <lu—v- Niwn”Lm(QV) + | Nizn — Txn”Lm(Q)\i)'

Using ([I8) we get
[u—v—=T2nlpe(q, ) < Mi+ XN[N; —7].

AT

We set B; = 24 + |N; — 7|, then

lu —v — TI"HL“’(QV) < B\
At the same time, by Lemma snd B3] we have

i—00
The proof is completed. O

Proof of Theorem [I.7] From above four lemmas we already show that u — v is differentiable at 0.
Since v is a Lipschitz function, it’s clear that u is Lipachitz at 0.

4. BOUNDARY LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY UNDER REIFENBERG C1'P™ CONDITION

In this section, we will generalize the results in Section 3 to Reifenberg C''P™ domain. The main
difficulty is the unit normal vectors are changing in different scales. But by Lemma [[.4] we notice that
the difference of the unit vectors are controlled by Dini modulus of continuity and the unit vectors are
convergent. The proof of Theorem [[.§is similar to Theorem [[.7l We also use the following four lemmas
to prove Theorem [[.8l For convenience, we only prove the boundary Lipschitz regularity at 0. Without
loss of generality, we can take z¢p = 0, denote vy by v and assume that

u(0) =g(0) =0, v(0)=0, a@a=0, ro=1,
1 1 1
w(l) <A, / Mdrﬁl, / mdr§1, / oJl—(?ﬂ)drgl,
0 0 0

T T r
where A will be determined in Lemma 2.5 and Lemma In the following, we denote 7iy: by 7i;.
Lemma 4.1. There exist nonnegative sequences {M;}2,, and {N;}2,, with No = 0, My = |ju —
V|| pee (), and fori=10,1,2,...,

Miy1 = |lg—v— Nz ilil| L= (B,;no0)

HNig1z - (g1 — )| L (0,,)

+C1 (N +wN))||lu — v — Ny - ﬁiHLoo(Q)\i)

O N F (2,0) = F (2,0) |1,

C .
[Niv1 = Nil < j7llu =0 = Niz - | = 0,9,
such that
||u—v—leﬁZ||Loo(QM) SMz (19)
Proof. We prove this lemma inductively by using Lemma 2.5 Remark and 27 repeatedly.
When i = 0, since Ng = 0 and My = [[u — v|| 1 (q,), it’s easy to see

||u — U — NO,T . ﬁo”Loo(Ql) = MQ.
11



When ¢ = 1, by Definition [[.3] we have By N 9Q C {|z - 7ip| < w(1)}. Therefore by lemma 2.5] there
exists 0 < Ny < Cllu — v||p~(B,nq) such that
[u—v—=Niz-7o|repne) < 119 = vlze(minon) + Cl()\2 +w(1))[|u = vl L~ (Bin0)
+0o|| F (2,u) = F (2,0) | ~(100)-
Then we have
lu—v—Niz-7i1|oBine) < 19— vllLe(Binoe) + N1z - (111 — 7o) L~ (B,ne)
+C1 (N 4+ w(D))lu = vl| oo (8,00 + Co|| F (2, u) — F(a, 0)|| e (Bine) = M.
and
IN1 = No| < Cllu—=v|[=(B,n0)-
Next we assume that the conclusion is true for i. We consider the equation
Alu—v— Nz -7;) = div(?(x, u) — ﬁ(x, 0)) in Oy,
u—v—Nix-7; = g—v— Nyx-il; on By: NIN.
For z = (21,292, - ,2zn) € R™ we set
i(z) = u(\'z) — v(/\iz) — NiXiz - ﬁi,
)\z
- g(\'2) —v(N\z) — NjAiz -
i(z) = LX) ,
7(2) = F(\z,u(\z)) — F(X2,0).

Then u(z) is a solution of
Au(z) = divf(z) in By N (NZ,N
u(z) = g(2) on By N oL,

where Q = {z : A’z € Q}. Therefore B; N 90 C By N {lz -] <w(X)}. Then by Remark 6] there
exists a constant K such that

- Kz il poopingy < N9l pe(s,nom) T Cr (N + W(Ai))HaHLoo BinQ
( ) ( ) ( )

+C2||f||Loo(Blm§)7

where K < 5”ﬁ||L°°(Bms~z) = AQ uw—1v— Nz - ﬁiHLco(Q)\i). Let N;11 = N; + K, scaling back, then we
get
[u—v—=Nip12-fitillo=@,) < lg—v =Nz -7l L(B,,n00)

HNip1z - (Fipr — i) |L=(a,,)

+C1 (N +w\))|lu —v — Ny - ﬁi”Loo(Q)\i)

+CN | F (2,0) = F(@,0)]| () 2 Mis,
and _

c -
|Ni+1 - N1| =K S FHU — U — Nl.I . ni||Loo(QM.).
This completes the proof of Lemma (.11 a
Lemma 4.2. ];\4 < oo and lim N; exists. We set
l:0 11— 00

lim N; =7.
1— 00
12



Proof. We assume T is the Lipschitz constant respect to v, then

vl 2o (B,:n00) = [[v = v(0)|| L (B,,no0) < TX.

A

k
For k > 0, we suppose P, = > & By LemmaZIl noting that Ny = 0 and My = |ju — V|| Lo (), then
i=0

for any k£ > 0 we have
M ~
Nis1 < Ni + C/\—kk < CPp, (20)
Miy1 < Mo (W) + NeA w(WF) 4+ Nigpa APS(Aw(AF) + Cr (A% + w(AF)) My, + CoXFwr (J|ull L (o, ),
where Definition [[L3] [[L5] Lemma [[.4] and Assumption [ are used. Then

M1 1 01(/\2 + W(/\k)) M;, sy
)\k—:l Y (U(Ak) + Npw(AF) +Nk+15(/\)w(>\k))+f 5 +7W1(||U||L°°(ka))- (21)
Recalling the property of the modulus of continuity (see (B)) we have
wi([[ullLe@,) < wi (||U —v = Nz 7kl L(a,,) + V]2, ,) + [ Nez - ﬁk”Lm(QAk))
< wi(My + TAY + NpAF)
M,
< Q(V + T + Ny )wi (NF).

By substituting the above inequality and (20) into (1), we obtain

M1 1 . C CL(AZ +w(AF)) [ M\ = 2C, M, .
FEE~ XU()\ )+ XW()\ )(Pr—1+ S(\)Py) + — (=)t T(Nk + 55 + T)wi (A7)
1 C+Cy+CS( My\ . 205C
< oM+ 1—()w()\k)Pk FOM 52 )+ w0 (W) (P + T).
A A A A
The remaining proof is the same as Lemma B.2] then we get > Jf\‘[; < oo and lim N; exists.
i=0 i—00
O
Lemma 4.3. lim 2L —o.
11— 400
Lemma 4.4. For each i =0,1,2,..., there exists B; such that lim B; =0 and that
11— 00

lu—v—r7z- n*HL“’(QV < B\,
where Ti, is the limit of {7y:}32, in Lemma L4l
Proof. For any ¢ > 0 we have

u—v— 7z ﬁ*HLw(QV) < Jlu—v—Nz- ﬁi”Loo(Q)\i) + || N;x - 7, — N - ﬁ*HLOO(Q/\i)
+||Nl.’II . ﬁ* —TX - ﬁ*HL“’(QV)
Using ([I9) we get
|lu—v—7x- ﬁ*HL“’(QV) < M + NN ity — it | + NN — 7).

We set B; = 34 + Nj|ii; — .| 4+ |N; — 7|, then

lu—v—71x- n*HLOO(QV) < B\
At the same time, by Lemma snd 3] and Lemma [[.4] we have

11— 00

The proof is completed. O
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Proof of Theorem [1.8§] From above four lemmas we already show that u — v is differentiable at 0.
Since v is a Lipschitz function, it’s clear that u is Lipachitz at 0.
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