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1. INTRODUCTION

The oblique problem for the Monge-Ampere Equation

{det D*u = f(z) inQ,

(11) Dgu = ¢(x) on 05

was studied by Lions, Trudinger and Urbas[I2]. Assuming (2 is a bounded uniformly
convex domain in R™ and $ = v, the unit inward normal on 0f2, they obtained
the global C%° estimates in the case when f, ¢ and 99 are sufficiently smooth, and
proved the existence and uniqueness of convex solutions to (ILT)) in the space C3%(Q)
(0 < o < 1). Their results were to extended to the oblique derivative boundary value
problem by Urbas[I7]and by Wang|21], to the Hessian equations by Ma and Qiu[14],
and to the augmented Monge-Ampere Equation by Jiang and Trudinger[10].

In two-dimensional case(n = 2), Urbas[16] improved the smooth assumptions on
f,¢ and 99Q. He proved that the solution belongs to C%%(Q) if Q is C*! uniformly
convex, f € CHH(Q), ¢ € CL1(9Q) and B € C*1(9Q; R") is a C* perturbation of inner
vector field.

When the f in (LT is less regular, i.e. f € C%(), the interior C%< regularity for
(Aleksandrov) generalized solution (which is equivalent to convex-viscosity solution)
was obtained by Caffarelli]2], which was extended to the case o € [0, 1] by Jian and
Wang[11]. The boundary Schauder estimate for the Dirichlet problem was proved
by Trudinger and Wang in [19] and by Savin in [I8]. The global regularity for the
natural boundary value problem was proved recently by Chen, Liu and Wang in [5].

In this paper, we study the global regularity for generalized solution to the problem
(LI). We assume that (3 is oblique (point inward), which means

(12) {ZL’() + tﬁ(l’o” t> 0} N Q 7& @, \V/ZL'Q € of.

By a compactness argument, this is equivalent to saying that if 3 € C° and  is
convex, there exist universal constants a,n > 0 ( depend on 3, ) such that

(1.3) a < ||8|] <a ' and {zg + t(B(x0) + B,(0))|t € (0,a)} C Q, Vay € 0N

and the second relation of (L3 can be replaced by 3-v >n > 0if Q is C', where a
depends on |[B||co, ||09|c1.

Throughout this paper, we always assume that the known data satisfy

(A1): The constant o € (0,1),  is a bounded convex domain in R", u € L*>(€)
is a convex solution to problem (L)) (see Definition 1.1 below), 0 < A < f(x) < A in
Q) for some positive constants A\, A, and 5 € Lip(0€); R™) is a vector field and satisfies

(L3)) for some positive constants a,n.
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When n > 3, global Schauder estimate for problem (I.I]) does not hold, as pointed
out in [2I] (also see Example 10.1 below). Hence, to obtain the global Schauder
estimate, we need to assume u is quadratic growth on boundary. This is to say that
there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for every zy € 0L, there exists a sub-differential
Do € Ou(xg) (see () below for its definition) such that

(1.4) u(z) — u(z0) — pay - (x — 70) < Colw — 20>,  Va € .
And it can be replaced by (see Lemma 3.6)
(1.5) u(z) — u(zo) — V(o) - (z — x0) < Colw — 20|, Vo € 0.

If the known data satisfy the assumption (A,4) below, we make a weaker assumption
for given point xy € 0

(1.6) uw(w) — u(x0) — Pay - (x — 10) < Colz — 20> + 6, Vo €IQ

for some sufficiently small universal constant ¢ > 0.

An evident example satisfying the quadratic growth conditions is that 9Q is C1*
and v admits a linear function as its upper barrier at every boundary point. And we
can verify ([L4]) at the maximum point of w.

We use the standard concept for generalized solutions and viscosity solutions to the
first equation of (ILI)). See the book [§] for example. But boundary value condition
in (1.1) will be understood in the following viscous sense.

Use USC(FE) (or LSC(E))to denote the family of all upper (or lower) semi-continuous

functions on F and assume u € USC(S2) (LSC(S2)). Whenever we write that
Dﬁu 2 (§)¢ on aQa

we mean that u Is a viscosity subsolution (or supersolution) on boundary. This is
to say that for any convex ¢ € C%(Q) such that u — ¢ has a local maximum (or
minimum) at xy € 052, then

Dgp(x0) > (or <)¢(0).

If w € C(Q2) is both viscosity subsolution and viscosity supersolution on boundary,
we call it a viscosity solution to Dgu = ¢.

Definition 1.1. Through the whole article, the solution to the first equation of (L))
is understood as the generalized solution(or the Aleksandrov solution), the solution to

the second equation of (L)) is understood as the viscosity solution.
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Caffarelli[I] indicated that the generalized solution to the first equation of (ILTJ) is
a viscosity subsolution (or supersolution) to the following equation
(1.7) det D*u(xo) > lim f(x)(< lim f(x)),
T—T0 T—T0
and the generalized solution and viscosity solution to the first equation of (ILI]) are
equivalent if f € C(€2), which is proved in detail in [§]. This fact will be used.

The main results of this paper are the following Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4. In addi-
tion to (A1), we will need extra assumptions (As), (As) and (A4) for our regularity
theory.

(Az): ¢ € Lip(0R2), and u satisties ([IL4]) if n > 3.

(Az): 00 € CY, ¢ € Lip(99), Oscqf + Oscq(DB) + Oscg(D¢) < 6, and u
satisfies ([L4]) if n > 3.

(Ay): 0Q € CY, f e CQ), ¢ € CY(Q), B € CH(0Q;R"). Furthermore,
when n > 3, u is required to satisfy (LG for some xy € 0f).

Here, we have used the oscillation notation Oscpf := sup, ,cp |f(2) — f(y)]-

Theorem 1.2. Under the assumption (As), there exists a universal constant € =
e(Cos Ay A0y, |0 Lips 118 Lips ) > 0 such that u € CY<(Q) N WAH<(Q), and the
solution to (1.1) is unique up to constant.

Theorem 1.3. Under the assumption (As), then u € CH1=¢(Q) N W?2P(Q) for € €
(0,1) and p > 0, both of which depend on 6. Moreover, € can be arbitrarily small and
p can be arbitrarily large if 6 in (As) is sufficiently small.

More importantly, we have the following Schauder regularity.

Theorem 1.4. Under the assumption (Ay), there exist positive constants €y and
p = pleo) such that if e < &g, then u € C**(B,(xy) N Q).

Besides, by constructing lower barriers, we are able to prove several theorems on
existence and compactness (see Section 3.3 for the details). In particular, using the
Perron’s method, we will prove an existence theorem for the oblique Robin’s problem:

(1.8) det D*u = f(z) in Q, Dgu = ¢(x) + v(x)u on .

Theorem 1.5. Assume that v > vy > 0 and ¢ € C(). If n = 2 or Q is a strict

conver domain, then there exists a solution u to problem (L) and u € Lip(€2).

Obviously, our estimates are sharp in two-dimensional case, which can be viewed
as the extension of the Schauder (W?2? and W2!*¢) regularity for Neumann problem

of Possion equations. However, when n > 3, we require that (L4) holds at every
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boundary point. This is because there is no strict convexity of the boundary and the
lack of smoothness of the boundary data, and the n — 1 directions on the tangent
plane cannot be effectively distinguished. The quadratic growth condition is crucial
to ensure that u is strict convex in tangent direction, see Section 3.1. In Section 10,
we will show

Remark 1.6. The pointwise assumption (L) is optimal in the following sense: for

any small 0 > 0, there exists solution u € C’l"g(B:(&

det D*u =1 in BS(0), Dyu =0 in B,(0)NR"".

1(0)) to the following problem

Moreover, u is strict convex in interior and satisfies
u(w) — u(zg) — Vu(zo) - (v — m9) < Colw — 3o, Va, x € B,(0) NR™.
But u ¢ CY* for any € > 0.

Define the section S}'(xg) of u with height h and based point xy by
S (o) = {x € Qu(r) < u(xg) + Vu(xg) - (v — x0) + h}.
We will study the geometry of the height section S}*(z() and the Neumann boundary
G, (xo) == Sy () N OS2

for xy € 092. We will show that for A > 0 is small, S}(x¢) shrinks to xy uniformly as
h — 0 and has good shape characteristics in the following sense.

Definition 1.7. (Good Shape). Denote by P* = P*F the projection mapping along
the direction B(xq) to the tangent plane H, at o € 0. We say a section Sy (xg) is
of good shape if S}'(xo) satisfies the following two property: Si(xy) has finite density
at xg, 1.€,
e Vol(S}i(xo)) <,
S—r S
for some positive universal constant (see Section 2), and

P Si(xg) C PG () N (g — P (G (x0) — x0)).

In Section 4, we will show that this definition is invariant under convergence as h —
0 and a linear diagonal transform D which keeps § and the tangent plane invariant.
This property enable us to study the normalization (i, Qh) of u at boundary points.
In Section 5, We will use the good shape to construct a universal strictly convexity
module of u to obtain the uniform O estimate at boundary.

In Section 6, by studying the maximum height section for interior point near bound-
ary, we will extend the classical engulfing properties to the boundary, and prove

Theorems and 1.3.
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In Section 7, we will introduce a degenerate model to study the pointwise strict
convexity for the solution to problem (1.1) under the weaker hypothesis (1.6).

In section 8, we discuss the blow-up limit, prove that the normalized Neumann
boundary G, tends to be flat and the blow-up limit is a solution to the Neumann
problem of the Monge-Ampere equation in half space. Due to the Liouville Theorem
1.8 below obtained by us in [9], the limit solution is a quadratic polynomial. Re-scaling
back, we will obtain a quadratic function perturbation estimate for the normalized
solutions (see Theorem 8.1).

Theorem 1.8. ([9]). Let u € C(R%) be a viscosity conver solution to problem

1.9
(1.9) v — qpy on OR.

{det Du=1 inR",
Ozn

If n =2, or when n > 3 either a =0 or u satisfies

lim u(0, 2,0)

<
2€R™ ™2 z—00 ‘Z|2 %0

then u must be a quadratic polynomial.

In Section 9, we will introduce the energy &:(u), which describe the difference
between the normalization function and the quadratic polynomial. We will prove
Stationary Theorem 0.2 which describes the decay rate of this energy. Then, the C*
estimate automatically follows from the stationary theorem.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In addition to those mentioned in Section 1, we need the following notations and
related conventions.

For positive constants depending only on Cy, A\, A, a, 0, a, n, ||6||Lip. ||5]|Lip,
diam(Q), |0|c1.e, we write them as ¢ and C for simplicity.

We always abbreviate the nonnegative non-decreasing (or strictly increasing) func-
tions on t € [0,00] as o;(t)(or o;7(t)) : [0,00] — [0,00]. When they are continuous
functions depending only on the constants ¢, C' above and ;(0)(or o;7(0)) = 0 holds,

we will omit the subscript and write them as o(or o).

A point in R” is written as

Tr = (xly T 7xn—17xn) == (I/7xn)7
7



and if n > 3, it will also be written as x = (x1, 2", x,). Define Pz = z’, the projection
mapping along the x,-axis to the hyperplane x,, = 0, and set

RT—:— = {LL’ = (xlv T 7xn—17xn> S Rn‘l’n > O}

Denote by Z [or Z, Z"] the identity matrix of size n [or n — 1, n — 2| and B,(x) [or
B (z'), B”(2")] the ball of radius r centered at z in R” [or R*~1 R"2].

The set addition is in the Minkowski sense, thisis £+ F = {z +y|x € E,y € F'}.

The det D?u can be understood as the general Monge-Ampere measure of convex
functions, which yields the generalized solution to the equation det D?u = f. It is
well known that the generalized solution is equivalent to the viscosity solution in the
domain where f is continuous. And unless we talk about the comparison principle
and convergence, the property (7)) is sufficient for our proof. Note that if n = 2, or
if n > 3 and u satisfies (L), the finite positive Monge-Ampére measure implies u is
strictly convex in Q and u € C%(2). See [I, B] or the books [7, 8, 20]).

loc

The sub-differential of u at point xg is defined as follows
(2.1)  Ou(xg) :={p € R"| 1 :=u(xo) +p- (x — x) is a support plane of u at x¢}.
And we use Vu(y) to represent any element of du(y) for y € Q.

Given point z € Q and oblique vector (), define

(2.2) Dtu(z) := lim sup  p-y € [—00,+00].
=07 pedu(atty(a))

For z € Q, we have

Diu(z) = sup p-vy= lim Diu(x + ty(z)),

pEu(x) t—0+
and simplify it as D,u(x). Obviously, D,u is upper semi-continuous function in
when v is continuous. Letting u be a convex viscosity solution of the second equation
of problem (IT]), we will verify in Section 3.2 that the second equation of problem
(LI) means that

Diu(r) = sup p,- 0= ¢(x) for z € OQ.

pz€OU(T)

And then, for the points x € 02, we will define Vu(z) as a fixed element p, € du(z)
which attains the above supreme (see (3.11)). This definition is not unique and
depends on the oblique vector field .

Locally, we consider the boundary point zq = 0 € 0f,

(2.3) QN B0) :={x = (x’,xn8)| z, > g(2'),2" € B.(0)},



and the part of boundary 9 near zo = 0 is described by a local Lipschitz (or Cllo’f if
00 € C1%) function as

(2.4) G :={z= (2, z,)|x, = g(2'), 2" € BL(0)}.
Here, g is a convex function satisfying
(2.5) 0 <g(z') < Cl2|, V2’ € B(0).
We will use the following notation,
(2.6) Gu — {(m’,xn) %f x, > g(2'),
(@', g(z")) if z, < g(a').

For simplicity, the point (2/, g(z')) is written as Ga' = G(2/,0) = (2/, g(2)). We will
need to study the following local problem.

Definition 2.1 (Local Problem). The convexr domain Q is given by 23)- (Z3), and
u 1S a non-negative viscosity convex solution to the following problem:

det D?u=f inQ,
(2.7) D,u = ¢ on G(0),
u=1 on S}(0) \ G(0),
where A < f < A, u(0) = ¢(0) =0, |[ul|Lipso)ne) + [|9]|LipB.0)ne) < C and
B1(0) N C S(0) € CBy(0).
Definition 2.2 (Standard Problem). The local problem of u is called a standard

problem if f is a constant and ¢ is a linear function.

In Section 3.2, we will study a perturbation Neumann problem of the local problem
with the second equation replaced by D,u = ¢°, where ¢°(z') := Dfu(Gz') satisfying
|¢°| < C|a’| around 0.

We will also need the following definition and preliminary lemmas.

Definition 2.3. We say that a closed set EE C R™ is quasi-symmetric about the point
x up to the constant k, if

(2.8) t(x —FE)CE—x, Vtel0,ck|.

When k 1s universal, we say that E € R"™ is quasi-symmetric about x.

This definition was known to be balanced with respect to point z in [4].
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Lemma 2.4. Given convex set E C R"™ and point x € R™. Suppose that the line
[(t) := x + te, intersects E at the points p,q. Then

(2.9) |pn. — qnl| - Vol,—1 PE < C' Vol E.

In addition, if PE is quasi-symmetric about Pq up to the constant k, then we have
an inverse inequality

(2.10) |pn — qnl| - Vol,—1 PE > ck Vol E.
Proof. This is Lemma 2.4 in [9], where the proof was given. O

Lemma 2.5. If X(2) : B{(0) — R""! is a Lipschitz map and t € |0, i||f||z%0], then
the mapping
¥ — Fy(2) =2 +tX ()

is bi-Lipschitz and surjective in B%(O). Moreover,

4
“1
maX{HEtHLip(m)a ||Fy ||Lip(Bi/2)} < 3

Proof. Since ||F; — 2'|| < t]|X||ip < 1, we find that F} is injective. For any ¢’ € B
¢ ¢ Uy FU(0B1(0)),

thus the brouwer degree deg(Fy, B1(0),q') = deg(«’, B1(0),¢') = 1, which implies that
Fy is surjective onto By (0). This completes our proof. O

Lemma 2.6. Given a convex domain Q satisfyin 23)-@H). Let u € C(Q N BF(0))
be a convex function, satisfying

(2.11) [u(@) = w(0)] < o1(|z]) and Dyu(Ga’) = —oo(|2']).
Then
(2.12) [Vu(y)l = C (yﬁgic 201i0t) N JO(\y'\)) in QN B 0).

Proof. Suppose that y € 2N BF(0) and p € du(y). The convexity implies that for
P = —0oo(ly']).

Assuming that |p’| > 0. The assumption (1) indicates that g is locally uniformly
Lipschitz. Then, (23)) means that for a > 0, the point z := y + a|y|(%, 1) € Q. We
have

aly|(pn + clp'l) = p- (z —y) < u(z) —u(y) < 20:((1+ Ca)lyl).
These two inequalities mean
201((1 + ca)|z|)
||

V(o) so( +ao<|x'|>) in Q1 BH(0),
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which implies (2.12) if we let ¢t = (1 4+ Ca)|y| and recall that o, is non-decreasing.
Here, we may ignore the estimation for y € 90, because Vu(y) in this paper will be
selected by taking the limit Vu(y + te,,) from inner direction (See Lemma 3.6). [

Similar to Lemma 2.0] we can prove

Lemma 2.7. Write v+ € R" as v = (z},---,2%), 27 € RY, Zle a; = n. Let
u € C(B-(0)) be a convexr function, satisfying

k
u(z) < u(0)+ ZU’(WD

Then 50 (C
IVu(0)| < C inf 2001 9

o<t<er t
In particular, locally bounded convex functions are locally Lipschitz.

The following John’s Lemma is well-known.

Lemma 2.8 (John's Lemma). If Q is a bounded convex set with non-empty interior
i R™ and E s the ellipsoid of the smallest volume containing €2, then after an affine
transformation T,

Bc(n) C T(Q) C BC(n) = T(E)

We will use the following two comparison principles.

Lemma 2.9. If Q) is a bounded convex set, u € USC(Q) and v € LSC(Q) are convex
functions in on ) satisfying

det D?u > det D?v in .
Then,

sup{u — v} = sup{u — v}.
Q G)

Proof. See Theorem 2.10 in [7]. O

Lemma 2.10. Supposed that ) is a bounded convex domain and u is a convex func-
tion, satisfying
det D*u > X in Q.

Then

(2.13) Vol(Q) < C(N)|Jul| 2.
In particular,

(2.14) Vol(S,) < Ch%.
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Proof. (2.14) was proved in Corollary 3.2.5 in [§], and (2.13) can be proved as its
proof. O

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that 2 is a convex domain such that B.(0) C Q C Bc(0) and

u € C(2) is a convez function in . If
AN<detD?*u<AinQ, u=0 on o,
then
u(z) > —C dist(z, 09) 7.

Proof. This is the Aleksandrove’s maximum principal. See Theorem 1.4.2 in [§]. O

The following Lemmas 212 are the famous interior C1®, C*% and W?? estimates
by Caffarelli[Il, 2, 3] and. Also see related chapters in [7, [§].

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that S is a convexr domain such that B.(0) C Q C B¢(0) and
u is a conver function in ), satisfying

det D*u = f in Q, igfu =u(0) = —1.
(i) If A\ < f <A, then there is a positive constant v = v(\,n, A) such that

y < C.

l[ullcras

VT

(i) For any p > 1, there is 01(p) > 0 such that if |f — 1| < 61(p) in Sy, then
||u||W27P(S%) <C.
(i1i) For any € > 0, there is d3(€) > 0 such that if | f — 1| < da(€) in Sy, then
|ullcra-cs, () < C-
(w) Suppose that X < f < A, if || f||cos)y < C, then
|ullc2.ags, 500 < C.
The following three lemmas can be found also in [1I [3].

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that Q € R? is a convex domain and u € C(Q) is a convex
function, satisfying

A\ < det D*u < A in Q.

Then u is strict convex and C inside ).
12



Lemma 2.14. Suppose that n > 3, 0 € R" is a convex domain and v € C(Q) is a
conver function, satisfying

A <detD*u<A inQ, u= ¢ on 0.
If ¢ € CH(0Q) for some o >1— 2. Then u is strict convez and C" inside Q.
Lemma 2.15. Let u € C(2) be a convex solution to
0 < X\ <det D?u <A,

For x € Q and p € du(x), define X := {y|u(y) = u(z) + p- (y — x)}. Then, either
Y ={z} or ¥ has no extremal point inside S).

3. RESULTS FOR VISCOSITY SOLUTION

3.1. Qualitative Strict Convexity Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Given positive constants v, k, K, M, convex domain
Q= {z = (z,2,)| 2, > g(2’),2" € B1(0)} N B.(0),
and part of its boundary G := {z = (2/,x,)| x, = g(2'), 2" € B.(0)}. Suppose g is a
convex function satisfying
0 <g(2") < M|2'|, Va' € B.(0),
and u € C(Q), u >0 and u is a convex-viscosity solution to
0<\<detD?>u<A inQ.
Then we have a 6 = a(r, k, K, M,\,A,n) > 0 such that if u(0) < & and
(3.1) Volu-1 (P5(0) mhg)gh(o)) N5O) sk fornz o,
then sup g+ u > K. Here, Si(0) == {x € Qu(z) < h}.

Proof. For simplicity, we only need to consider the case r = 1. Assume by way of
contradiction that sup B U < K. We now assume h > 25 (to be determined) and set
a, = sup{t|te, € S(0)}. By the assumption for u, we see that u > 0 in Q and
u(te,) < tu(e,) + (1 —t)u(0) < Ct + 4.
Thus, a;, > ch.
By Lemma 2.4 and (2.13)

Vol,—1 (PSk(0) N (=PSk(0))an) < Vol,—1(PSh(0))an < cVol(Sx(0)) < Chz2,
13



which together with (B]) implies a;, < Ch. Therefore,

ch <a, < Ch.
Hence, setting b(t) = “(tf”), by the convexity we obtain
(3.2) c<b(t) < C, ¥t > (b,

and b is a monotonically decreasing function. We claim that there exists 6 € (0,1)
depending on k, K, A\, A, n such that

(3.3) b(t/2) < (1 —08)b(t), YVt > C6'5.

On the contrary to ([3.3) suppose that there are positive constants ¢, > C'6~15 such
that b(to/2) > (1 — 9)b(tg). For simplicity, assume that
(3.4) b(tp) =1 and b(ty/2) > 1— 6.
Denote

E:={x+a 2,) € Ss,(0): 2" inPSs,(0) N (=PSs,(0))}.
We conclude that
t

(3.5) 0 <sup{z,|z = (z,2,) € £} < ZO.
Otherwise, we would have ¢* = (¢, ¢;) € E such that ¢/ > & > Mdt, for some large
M. Choose point ¢~ = (—¢',q;,) € E such the line passing ¢+ and ¢~ will intersect
the x,-axis at point r = (0,r,). We have

T +q, _ Mt
m B M

However, by convexity,

u(q®) +ulqg™) 2r,
—= 2 N < —
2 ==

which contradicts ([B.2]) because M is large. In this way, we have proved (B.3]).
Now, we consider v(z) = u(x) — z,,. Denote

p=e, IT ={p+s(z—p)|se€(0,1),z € PE},

u(rpen) <

toe B 1
0= T = (g s - gl e
and ' =T7 NT;. Then

2),z € PE},

—d0ty < v(p),v(q) <0, and v < u < oty in E.
By (8.3]), we can rewrite point z € F' as

r=p+s,(a—p)=q—s(b—q),
14



for points a,b € PE, s, € (0,1) and s, € (3,1). By convexity
v(z) < sv(a) + (1 — sq)v(p) < oty
and
0(@) > (14 s)o(a) — spp(b) > —(1+ )6t — sydty > —4to

Thus,

||U||Loo(F) S 05t0
Recall Lemma 2.10, we obtain
(3.6) Vol(F) < C(dtg)?.

n—2

However, PE is a symmetric set and Vol,,_1(PFE) > k(dty) = by BI). Since F
contains the cone

FIC = {x = toer + s (2 — toer) |s € (0, i) = PE} ,
we have
Vol(F) > cty Vol,_1(PE) > cké~(0to) %,
which contradicts (3.0)) if 0 is small enough. In this way, we have proved (3.3).
By iteration, (B3] implies
b(t) < Ctlloe1=9l for ¢ > O 17,
which contradict with ([B:2) when & is small. This proves the lemma. U

Lemma 3.2. Given positive constants r, K, M, M, and the convexr domain €2, part
of its boundary G, convexr functions g and u are the same as in Lemmal3 1. If

lullz~ < K,
and
(3.7) u(G(0,2")) = u(0,2", g(0,2")) < e + My|z"|* on G,
then we have & > 0, depending on r, K, My, My, X and A, n, such that
u(x) > o(|xi] + |za|) — € in B (0) N

Proof. We only consider a local problem near origin. Given point p = (p1,p”,p,) €
B (0) M€ such that u(p) is small, and assume that p; > 0. Let p = p; + p, The half

ball B = BjM,lp(g) is in €2. Consider the slide transform
T1+ Ty "
Ar =x — 0,p",0

and the function

v(r) = u(A 'z).
15



Let 7o = cM; 'pr, and §(z') = g((A~'z)"). Then

Gi={x: x,=g(a), ;a’ € B/ (0)},

a part of AG near 0, is locally bounded and therefore locally Lipschitz, where
13| Lin(s, 0y < Crg'. And B) means

|22 on G.

(3.8) v(G(0,2")) < e+ CM,

Also,
0<v <K and ) <det D*>v < Ain Q = AQ.

Let p = Ap = (p1,0,pn), €0 = € + v(p). Consider the convex set E := Bpm( ) N
{z| x1pn < zp1} in Q, the boundary H = {z| x,p1 = x1py}, its normal v = (pn | ‘_pl),

and the projection mapping P” along —v to H.

Note that H NR"2 is below G. Given point z € H N B (g’), we can find
q¢=(0,¢",¢n) € G and constants ¢, s > 0 such that z 4+ sv = tj + (1 —t)q. Since p is
small, we have ¢ < 2, then |¢"| < C|2"], |¢| < Cry'lq"| < p*ro << pro and t > L. By
convexity and the quadratic growth condition (B8] at origin, we obtain

o(2) < max{u(p), v(a)} < e+ ]

Since

s < dist(z + sy, H) < Cdist(q, H) << pro,

we have z + sv € By,(2). Let S, = {z[v(z) < h} N B,y,(5). In summary, we have
proved that

Vol,_1 (P"S N (—P*Sy) N E)

= > c(My, My, p,r) for h > 2¢q,

2

If g small, this and the fact that 0 < v < K will contradict with Lemma [3.Jl Thus
€p has a universal lower barrier, which proves the Lemma. O

3.2. Global Lipschitz Regularity for Viscosity solution.

Recall the definition of viscosity solution to Dgu = ¢ on 0€2. Note that a bounded
convex function must be continuous.

Lemma 3.3 (Comparison principle for mixed problem). Suppose € is a bounded

convex set, Gy, Gy are closed sets without interior intersection such that 00 = G1UG»,
16



B is an oblique vector field on 90\ G. Let u € L>®(Q) NUSC(Q),v € LSC(Q) be
two convex function satisfying

det D?v < det D*u  in Q,
(3.9) u<wv on Gy,

Dgv < Dgu on G.

If either u or v is in C%(Q), then u < v in Q.

Proof. On the contrary to the conclusion, assume that w = u — v takes nonnegative
maximum value m. According to Lemma 2.9 and the assumption, we have w(xg) = m
for some point o € 02\ G;. This contradicts the definition of viscosity solution. [J

Taking any zo € 0f), we may assume o = 0 by a translation. Suppose that
B(0) = p' + Bre, is oblique at origin, where 5/ = P and 3, > 0. We make a sliding
transformation B at the boundary point xq = 0 along z,, = 0:

n—1
Bx = B,z + Z Bixne;.
i=1

Let
v(y) = u(By), fOy) = (B.)""f(By), °(y) = 6(By), 2 = B'Q,
we see that the problem (L) is transformed into
det D?v = f5 in Qg,
DBflﬁ(B(m))U = ¢B on 893
The corresponding ¢ in (23] still belongs to Lipschitz (See Lemma 27) (or Ch if
9Q € C1*) around zy = 0, and the oblique condition in (L3) is invariant under any
linear transformation (possibly differing by a constant). Furthermore, this discussion

can be used to show that the oblique at a boundary point p implies the oblique in a
small neighborhood of p. Using finite cover lemma we can derive (L3) from (L2).

In summary, we can always transform our problem into a local problem around 0
(see Definition 2.1), and assume that

zo =0, @3) -@0) holds ,u(0) =0, 5(0) = ey;
(3.10) P =P, g=g(), flz) = p(z') and ¢(z) = ¢(z');
The regularity of g, 5 and ¢ is the same as the original.

Here, by virtue of (23]), locally we always regard ¢ and § as functions depending
only on variable z’, and we can always consider function u — u(z) instead of u(z).

Next, we need to show that Vu is bounded on the boundary. For this purpose, we

will need the following covering lemma.
17



Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the oblique vector field 3 € Lip(0)), then the set
Qp :={y +16(y)|ly € 9t > 0}

covers the set {x € Q| dist(z,0Q) < ty} for some small universal t, > 0.

Proof. We assume that 5(0) = e, and consider the point ¢ € € satisfies |q| < to.
Write the points in the neighborhood of 0 as Gy’ + te,,, t > 0.

Let X = B/(0) x (0, 1), consider the mapping ¢ : X x [0,1] — Q
o s;t) = Ga' + (te, + (1 —)B(2))) s.
Obviously, g ¢ ¢(0X x [0,1]) if ¢y is enough small. Since
deg(6(1), X, q) = deg(#(0), X, q) = 1,

we see that ¢ is in 23. The proof is then completed by a piecewise cover. O

Next, we give an alternative expression for the viscosity solution through the Dini
differential. Please note that the viscosity boundary value is not necessarily unique.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose u € C(S2) is convex function defined on conver domain 2.
For every boundary point xq, and oblique vector v, the following equations holds in
viscosity sense pointwise

D.u(xo) = DS u(x),

where Dfu is defined by (2.2).

Proof. Observing that u € C'(2) is convex and z is a boundary point, we have

lim u(zo + ty(xo)) — ulxo)

t—0t t

= tl_')l—r(gr Doyu(xo + ty(x0)) = DI u(o).

Suppose that v € C?(Q) touches u from above ( below ) at boundary point g, then
D-Y’U(:L'Q) ~ lim v(xo + ty(zo)) — v(z0) > (<) lim u(xg + ty(xo)) — u(xg)

= D,JYr Uu.
t—0t t t—0t t

O

Recall the assumption (A;) and the constants a and n in (1.3).

Lemma 3.6. Given point zo € 09, and convex function u € C(Q). Denote x, :=
o + tB and assume that

DEU(ZL’Q) Z —Cl.
Then

Ips| < Cl(a,n)(Oscqu + Cy) fort € (0,cal, Vp; € du(xy).
18



Moreover, we can find a p(xo) € Ju(xy), which will be denoted by Vu(xg) (depends
on [3), such that

(3.11) p(x0) - B(wo) = DEU(IO)-
Proof. As we have said before (3.10), we may assume that xo = 0 and (BI0) holds.
Thus, u(0) = 0 and §(0) = e,. By the convexity we have

+ o T . - 1 .

Dyu(0) = tl—l>r(§l+ e Cn tl—l>r(§l+ I
Take 0¢(0) = C,0¢(t) = +oo for t > 0, and 01 = Oscqu. Lemma 2.6 implies that p;
is universal bounded and
Ipe] < Cla,n)(Oscqu+ Cy), Vp; € Qu(wy).

Denote the support function of u at point x; by l;. Then {l; : ¢ — 07} is precompact
and contains a subsequence that converges to the support function ly = pg - = of u at
0, thus py € Ju(0). And pq - e, = limy_o+ p; - €, = D5u(0). O

The next Lemma shows that the bounded convex subsolution is actually Lipschitz.

Lemma 3.7. Let u € L®(Q) N USC(Q) be a convex, subsolution to problem (LI)).
Assume that ¢ € USC(0RQ). Then Dfu > ¢ on 99Q, u € Lip(2) and

(3.12) lullLipy < Cla,n)(Oscou + [[9]] L= o0))-
Proof. Take zy € 09, assume xy = 0 and (310) holds. Thus, u(0) = 0 and 5(0) = e,,.
Denote x; := te,, and p; € du(z,t). By convexity, ps - €, < p; - e, < C and
u(zs) < u(0) —ps- (0—x5) < sp; - e, for s € [0,1].
Note that Dju(0) > ¢(0) is equivalent to
(3.13) lim D,u(x;) > ¢(0).

t—0t+
Let A = ¢(0), on the contrary to (3.I3]) we assume that there would be small positive
constants 7 (7 < a) and € such that Dju(z,) < A — €, then we have
(3.14) u(zy) < u(0) + (A —e)t fort € [0, 7].
Take the positive constants ¢ = 5 L ) and r = r(e,7,u) < min{e, an, %07]367'}

1+8ll Lip
small enough so that

1 1
A— %(b(a:) <A+ 36 u(z) < §C7]3€T in By,-1,(0) N Q

and .
u(r) < wu(x,) + gcngef in By, (z,) N Q.
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Consider the tubular domain
I'=(B.(0)x[0,7])NQ

and the convex function

v(z) = %WP + (A =€)z,

Denote Gy := 0I' \ 992, G5 := JI' N 9N2. Obviously, Gy C (B.(0) x [0,t0]) N O and
0G; € By,-1,(0) \ B,(0). By calculation,

v >wuon G U Bl (z,).

Note that v is linear along the e, direction and u is a convex function, therefore v > u
on GG;. We have

det D?v =0 < det D?>u in €,

u<v on Gy,

Dgv < Dgu on G.
Here, for point z € G,

2cne
Dgyv(2) < ¢(0) — e + (T +1)[8(2) — B8(0)]
1 2cne
< 6() — e+ CXE L D)IIBllziyr < 6(2) = Dycoyu(z).

However, v(0) = 0 = u(0), which contradicts Lemma 3.3l This is to say that (3.13)
holds.

Using the same argument as the proof of Lemma 3.0, we have
|Vu(xo + t5(20))| < Cla,n)(Oscqu + ||@]| o)), Yo € 02 and t € (0, cal.

Recalling Lemma B.4] and the fact that 0 can be replaced by arbitrary boundary
points,

we conclude that u is uniformly Lipschitz in the neighborhood of boundary 0.

Now, define
u*(z) = lim u(y).

Qoy—zx

Then u* € USC(Q). Since u € USC(Q) is convex, u* < u on Q and v = u* in Q.
If u* < u at some boundary point xq, say xo = 0, then ([BI4) still holds, which is a

contradiction. Therefore, u = u* € Lip(2), (B.12) holds. O

Theorem 3.8. Let u € C(Q) be a convex solution to problem (LI)). Suppose that
¢ € C(09). Then
sup u — i:%fu < C(a,n)diam(82)||¢]|L=(00),

Q
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and
ullLipy < Cla,n)(1 + diam(Q))[|d|] =00

Proof. Given point zy € 0f, the equation Dgu(zy) < ¢(xg) corresponding to the
supersolution implies

sup {p- B} < ¢(wo).

pEIu(xo)
Assume that u takes its maximum value at the boundary point xy = 0 and (B10)
holds. According to the above equation and Lemma 3.6, we write

Vu(0) = ¢(0)e, + be
for e € S*~' b > 0. Then
bt + ¢(0)g(ten) < u(G(te)) — u(0) < 0.
This gives
b < Cla,n)l|¢l]L=(o0)-
Hence, by the convexity and the maximum u(0), we see that

igfu > u(0) + Vu(0) - & > supu — C(a, n)diam(Q)||p|| L,
0

which is the first inequality of Lemma 3.8. Its second inequality follows from Lemma

B.7 O

We can now improve the comparison principle, although it will not be used in this
paper.

Corollary 3.9 (Comparison principle for mixed problem). Suppose €2, G, Gs, 092 =
G1 UGy and 8 are as the same as in Lemma 3.3. Let u € L®(Q) NUSC(Q),v €
LSC() be two convex function satisfying (3.9). If either u € C1(Q) or Dgu > —C,

but 8 € Lipio. (00 \ G1), then u < v on €.

Proof. On the contrary to the conclusion, we can assume that w = u — v takes the
maximum value m > 0 at point zg € 9\ ;. Recalling the Lemma 3.6, in each case
we can find a support plane of u at xg. Then v — [u(zg) + Vu(zg) - (x — x9) —m] takes
the minimum at z(, which contradicts the definition of supersolution. U

At this moment, by subtracting a linear function with universally bounded gradi-
ents o = Vu(0) such that a- 5 = ¢(0), we can replace ¢ by ¢—Vu(0). For simplicity,
we will always write Sy (0) and G}(0) as S, and G}, respectively, and assume that
(3.15) u(0) =0, Vu(0) =0,u > 0in Q, ¢(0) =0.

The regularity of ¢ now actually depends on n, 3, ).
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Suppose that (3.10) and (B.13) holds. In Lemma B.10, we will prove that, locally,
the second equation of (1) yields (BI7) . And for x € G, we rewrite the elements
in Ou(z) that satisfy (3.11) as Vu(z). In Sections 4 and 5, unless otherwise stated,
we always consider the following local problem:

2 . .
(3.16) {detD u=f in €,

D,u = ¢" on G := 90N B.(0),
where ¢%(2) := D;fu(Ga') satisfying |¢°| < Cl2’| around 0.
For this purpose, we need to estimate the following quantity.

#(2') = Dfu(Ga') = tliron+ D,u(Gx' + tey,).

Lemma 3.10. Suppose u is a solution to problem (L)), xo = 0 € 909, BIH) holds,
and ¢ > 0 is small. Then the following inequality hold in viscosity sense

(3.17) [Dnu(z) — ¢(2')|| < CllullLiplB — €] < Cla’| on 02N Be(0).
Proof. Given a point ¢ = (¢, g(¢')) € 9Q N B.(0), recalling the Lemma B3], we only
need to estimate lim; .o, D,u(q + te,). On one hand, by Lemma 3.6 we have
. - _
tl—lg}i- Dyu(q +te,) > Vu(q) - e,
> Vu(q) - B(¢') — C|8(q) — enl[Vu(z)]
> ¢(q") — Cld|[|ullLip,
where we have used Lemma 3.8 and assumption (Aq).

On the other hand, recalling lemma [B.4] we can write

q+te, = qs + sB(q))

for point g5 € 92 and constant s := s(t) > 0. Hence,

Dnu(q + ten) < Dagyu(gs + 55(¢5)) + C1B(g5) — enl[Vulgs + s5(0))|.

Consider the family of functions generated by

Py, t) := Dgyu(y +t3(y")), y € 0.

For each fixed ¢, we have ¢(y,t) € USC(992). According to Lemmas B. 7 and B.8] as
t — 0, ¢(y,t) converges decreasingly to the continuous function ¢ := Dgu(y). Thus,
this convergence is uniformly, and there exists a module o4 (¢) (with o1(0) = 0) such
that

(3.18) o(y,t) < ¢2(2y) + o1 (t).



Observing that ||5(2') — e,|| < Cl2'|, we can further assume that

1
s < Ct, |[sB(q)]| < §|q;|, g, —q] < Ct|d].

Therefore, we conclude that

(3.19)
Jim Du(g +ten) < Tim (Dpgyulgs +58(¢2)) + C18(d)) — enl - [Vulas + sB(d))])
< lim (o(q)) + o1(s) + C|B(d.) = enl - [Vulgs + sB()].)

t—0+

= ¢(d) + C|B(d) — enl - [[ullLip
< ¢(q) + Cld,
and ([BI7) follows. O

It is easy from (3.17) to obtain
Corollary 3.11. Under the same assumptions of Lemmal3 10, we have
(3.20) uw(x +te,) > u(x) — Ctl2'|, if € 9Q N B.(0).
Lemma 3.12. We can modify (LG) to
w(z) — u(me) — Vu(mo) - (x — 1) < [Co + (Coe)2]|x — o|? + € + (Coe)2,  Va € 9.

In particular, ([L4) implies that (LH) holds.

Proof. Suppose xy = 0 and (B.I3) holds. Take a p,, € du(zg) such that (1.4) is
satisfied. Write p,, = be + de,, for some e € R" and b > 0. Obviously, d < 0 due to
Lemma 3.6, and by (1.6) we have

0 < u(G(—te)) < —bt + Cyt? + ¢ for any small ¢.

This gives b < (Cye)2, and

N

w(x) < Colz|? 4+ blz| + & < [Co + (Coe)2]|z — zo|> + € + (Coe)?.

3.3. Existence and Compactness.

In this subsection, we construct lower barrier to prove several theorems on com-
pactness and existence. First, we use Perron’s method to prove Theorem 1.5, the

existence for Robin’s problem (1.8).
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Proof of Theorem [I.5l Recalling (A;) and the assumption of Theorem 1.5, we
have v > =y > 0. Choose the appropriate positive constants K; and Ky such that
ut(x) = K, is a natural supersolution and
u (z) = =Ky + Az — y?
is a subsolution to problem (.§)). Consider the non-empty set
V :={v € USC(Q)| v is a subsolution to problem (L8], v~ <v < u'}.

Each function ug in V' is uniformly bounded, then Dguy, > —C, and hence uy is
uniformly Lipschitz according to Lemma B.7] Let

Then u is still bounded and Lipschitz on Q. The classical interior discussion shows
that det D*u = f in Q. See, for example, Section 9 in [6].

Given a boundary point zy € 0€), the support plane of v, € V' at xy will converge
to a support plane of u, then Lemma 3.6 ensures that u is a subsolution of the second
equation of problem ([L.TJ).

Next, we show that u is a supersolution at zy. Suppose zo = 0, (BI0) holds,
u > 0 and D,u(0) = limy o+ Dyu(xg + te,) = 0 (see (3.15)). We want to prove
D,u(0) < ¢(0). On the contrary, suppose that ¢(0) < —3e for a small € > 0. Then
ut(0) > u(0). Otherwise the support function [ = 0 will touch u™ at 0 from below,

which contradicts the fact that D,u*(0) < ¢(0) < 0. Note that u™ —u € LSC(Q),
we can take 7,7 > 0 such that » << e such that

v —u>7>01in B,(0)NQ,

and
o) +yu < ¢(0) + € < —2¢ in B,.(0) N O
Choose a small constant h > 0 (to be fixed later). According to Lemma 210

Vol S,(0) < Ch?2.

Note that "
tn = sup{t|te, € Sp(0)} = =
h
for some €, — 0 as h — 0. Lemma 2.4 means that
Vol S, (0 ne
Vol s PS,(0) < YoLnO) . jagz

th
By John’s Lemma 2.8 there exist point x;, € PSy,(0) and affine transformation 7 on
R"! such that

PSL(0) —ap, C {2/ € R": |T2|* < ¢} and det T < C(Vol,_; PS,(0))7".
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Note that u € Lip(2) and u(0) = 0 ensures c¢Bj,(0) C PS,(0) and
(3.21) ¢Bj (0) € PSR(0) and h||T]| <c,
and the point 0 € PS;,(0) gives

PSL(0) C {z/ e R" 1 |TZ)? <1}

Let v = u+ €z, a,(h) = e th, and Ej, = ({2’ e R*™1: |T2/|> <1} x [0, a,(h)]) N Q.
Then

(3.22) Sp(0) € {u < h}n{z, <a,(h)} C Ej.
If n =2, Lemma B.2] (or Lemma [A.1]) implies that
Sp(0) C SK(0) — {0} as h — 0.
If € is strict convex, we still have
SP(0) € {x, <e'h} — {0} as h — 0.

Therefore, under the assumption of Theorem 1.5, we can choose 0 < h << 7T such
that

Sp(0) C B,(0).

T2 2 + (a:&))zl — ex,.

Consider function

h h
Ph(llf):z‘l'%

Then
det D?°P" > 2A  in E),
5.23) DsP" > ¢ on OE, N G,
P'(z) <u on 0F;, \ G,

P"(0) > u(0).
In fact, by a direct calculation, we have

P"(z) < h—er, <v—ex, =uondE,\G,
2
det D?*P" > Cla, (k)] % det D'T|*h" > i_; >>2A in B,
h
and s
h
DgP" > ' D’% —ClB,—1]—€ on 0E,NG.

Writing 72" = diag{a; 'z;} in a suitable orthogonal coordinate and using (3.21) we
obtain

DgP" > —C||B — en|| — € > —2¢ > ¢.
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In conclusion, the function w = max{P", u}xg, +ux g satisfies w < u* andw € V.
However, w(0) > u(0), which contradicts the definition of w. O

The following compactness theorem follows directly from the construction of the
lower barrier.

Theorem 3.13. Let uy, : €, — R be convex solution to
det Dzuk = fk m Qk, nguk = Cbk on an
where By satisfying oblique assumption ([L3) on 0 uniformly and ||Bk||Ly, < C.

Assume that convex domains €2 converges to a bounded domain §) in the sense of
Hausdorff distance, Py, ¢ € C(R™) locally uniformly converges to 3,¢ € C(R"™) re-
spectively, and A\ < fr < A locally uniformly converges to f. If n =2 or ) is a strict
convex domain, then up to constant, {uy} contains a subsequence which uniformly

converges to a solution u to

det D*u = f in Q, Dgu = ¢ on OS).

Proof. Since uy, is uniformly Lipschitz up to a constant by Theorem 3.8, it is easy to
verify that u; converges uniformly to a solution u of the problem

detDzu:f, A< f<AinQ, and Dgu > ¢ on 0.

We claim that Dgu(p) < ¢(p) ofr any p € 0. Otherwise, in a suitable coordinate, we
assume p = 0 and can construct an open set Fj, and a function @, satisfying (3.23)),
then Qj + ¢ will touch u, from below at a point x, € Fj, when k is large enough,
which will contradicts the fact that u, is viscosity supersolution and ¢ converge to

¢. O

Next, we study the local problem (B.I6). The mixed problem does not have a
general existence result, because it is difficult to find barriers for points near the
Dirichlet boundary in this case. We need to make some additional assumptions, one
of which is the following strict convexity assumption:

(3.24) clz|TE — 6 < u(x) < Cla)+* +6

for some small universal constant § > 0.

Lemma 3.14. Suppose that u= € USC(QQ) is a subsolution to problem (B.16), and

ut € LSC(Q) is a supersolution to problem [BIG). Assume that u= < u™ and both

satisfy B24). If ¢ € C(BL(0)) is concave, then there exists a solution u € Lip(f)
which solves the first equation of problem (B.I6l), and u is a solution to the second

equation of BIG) in B,(0) NIQ for some small universal constant p > 0.
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Proof. We follows the proof of Theorem [LLAl Consider the non-empty set
V= {v e USC(Q)|v is a subsolution to problem (3.16) and u~ < v < u™}.

The function
u(x) = supv(x) € Lip(B.(0)NQ),

veV
is a convex viscosity solution to the first equation of problem ([B.I6), and wu is a
subsolution to the second equation of problem (B.I6).

Next, we show that u is a supersolution at boundary point zy € B,(0) N G, where
G = {(5,9(")) : ' € B(O)}.

Denote E := {u(z) = u(zo) + Vu(zo) - (x — 20)} N Q. B24) means that £ CC B.(0).
Note that E can not have extremal point in interior, thus

PE=P(ENG), and 0EN (O(PE) xR) =0ENG.

Recalling that D,u € USC(Q)), D,u > ¢ on G and ¢ is concave, we can choose
p € ENG such that p’ is the extremal point of PE and satisfies

Dyu(p) > ¢(p) + 3e.

By considering the transformation Ar = (x — p) — D'g(p’) - 2’e,, without loss of
generality, we assume that p = 0, (8.10) holds, and

PE C {SL’l < 0}
Similarly, u(0) < u™(0). We have
h—0

in Hausdorff sense.

Let a;(h) := sup{t|G(te;) € Si(0)}. Recalling the set FEj and the function P"
defined in the proof of Theorem [LA] we consider the set

Fh = Eh N {—16a1(h) S €T S al(h)}

and the function

We have F;, — {0} as h — 0,
Q"(z) < P"(z) + g <wuon (0B, \ G)N{x1 > —8ay(h)}

and

Q"(z) < P"(z) —2h < —h <won (0F, \ G) N {x; = —8a,(h)}.
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Similarly to ([B.23), by choosing a sufficiently small h, we have

det D2Q" > 2\ in F},,

D,Q">¢+5 ondF,NG,

Q"(z) <u—2% ondF,\G,

Q"(0) > u(0).

Hence, the function w = max{Q", u}xr, + uxre will satisfy w < u®, so w € V.
However w(0) > «(0), which contradicts the definition of w. O

(3.25)

Similar to Theorem [B.13] we have the following compactness theorem for mixed
problem.

Lemma 3.15. Let ui(k =1,2,---) be convex viscosity solution to the local problems
(21,

det D*uy, = f1, in 0, N B.(0), Dg,up = ¢p, on 98, N B(0)
where Q = {z, > gr(2")}, A < fr < A and ¢, € L*(B.(0)) uniform converges to
a concave function ¢ € C(B.(0)). If all the uy satisfy the strict convex assumption

B24) for C,c and & (independing of k), then there exists subsequence wy, that locally
uniformly converges to a solution to

A <det D*u < A in QN B,(0), Dyu=¢ on 92N B,(0).

where p > 0 1s a small universal constant.

Remark 3.16. In the case n = 2, due to the naturalness of the strict convexity
Lemma [ 1], we can remove the strict convezity assumption ([3.24) and the concave
assumption on ¢ in the statement of Lemmas and 314

4. GOOD SHAPE LEMMA AND NORMALIZATION FAMILY

From now on, we assume (Az) and focus on the local problem (BI0) with the local
condition (3.15). In addition, by Lemma 3.12 we see that (L8] becomes

(4.1) u(z) < Cl2')> + Ce?, V€ o9,

Note that Lemma 3.2 is trival when n = 2 and (3.7) follows from (1.6) when n > 3.
Then Lemma B2 implies the following

Lemma 4.1 (Contraction Lemma). Under the assumption n = 2 or (L6]) if n > 3,

there exists a uniform module o : RY — R with o(h) — 0 when h — 0 such that

(4.2) diam Sy (zo) < o(h + ¢).
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The purpose of this section is to introduce the Normalization Family as in Definition
L7 For this purpose, we need to state the Good Shape Lemma, whose proof will be
given in Section 4.2.

Theorem 4.2 (Good Shape Lemma). There exists a small universal constant hy > 0
such that the following holds for h < hy:

(4.3) cPSu(0) € PG (0) C PSH(0),
(4.4) ch"/? < Vol(5,(0)) < Ch™/2,
(4.5) PGH(0) € —CPG(0).

By virtue of (3.10) and (3.15), this theorem shows that for every constant h < hy
and boundary point p € 0f), the boundary section Sj,(p) at point p is determined
by the intersection Sy(p) N {p + tB(p)|t > 0} and the projection PPG(p) along the
direction (p), and that the projection PPG),(p) is quasi-symmetric about p.

The right side of ([A4]) is the results of Lemma .10l The remaining will be proved
by Lemmas (1.8 and 10

4.1. Normalization Family.

In this subsection, we suppose that ([£3]) holds. It follows that

Corollary 4.3. Given a point p € Q near 0, and constant k € [0,1]. Assuming
u(p) = a, by the convexity we have
u(kp) < ku(p) + (1 — k)u(0) = ka.
Moreover, y ([A3]) we can find a ¢ > 0 such that
q = qs = G(cPkp) € 9, Pq=cPrp and u(q) < ka.

The following discussions will be used frequently, for example, in Sections 4.2 and
5.1.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose S C 2 is a convez set, 0 € S, and PS C CP(SNG).
Let k € [0,1], p be the centroid of S, and a = u(p). Applying Corollary[{.3, we can
find the point q, € SN G such that u(q,) < ka. Note that 0 € PS and PS is quasi-
symmetric about Pp. Thus, PS is quasi-symmetric about Pq,. up to the constant k.
Letting

dp = sup{t| g + te, € S},
then

dn > [Jullzi, (JullL(s) — ulge) > ellullzes),
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and Lemma implies that
ck Vol S < d,, Vol,,_1 PS < CVolS.

According to John’s Lemma(2.8, we can assume that under some suitable coordinates,
there exists a diagonal transformation D' = diag{dy,--- ,d,_1} suvh that

(4.6) D'B(0) C P(S — i) C CD'BL(0).

Suppose now k € (0,1). Denote the support function of g at q. by [, i.e. I(z') =
Vg(qs) (@' —q.)+g(q.). Let Lv = x, —I(z'), then L(q) =0 and Lx > 0. We obtain

(4.7) 0< Lz <Ck7'd, forxz €S.

In fact, for each point Q1 = q+ (s', s,) € S, the quasi-symmetric property means that

Q2 = q — (crs',t,) will belong to S for some s’ and t,. Thus, Q3 = 76“%;?2 s in S,
i (Q2) + L(Q))
ckL(Q2) + L(Q CK
> = >
o2 1(Qy) = TIN5 s (10, @)

and (1) is proved.

Now given a small h > 0, denote S = S, (0) and take x = 1. There exists point q : ¢,
(one can choose G¢', where ¢’ is the centroid of PG1(0)) and a diagonal transformation
D = diag{D’,d, } such that (€8] holds and

(4.8) d, det D" ~ Vol S.

Then, we can make a preliminary definition of the Normalization Family, which de-
pends only on the matrix D and the point ¢. We mention here that the properties
(3)-([@5) are invariant under our normalization. A more precise definition will be
given in the Definition 7] below.

Definition 4.5. The normalization (@, <)) of (u, Q) is given by

(4.9) i(z) = “(Z‘C), zeQ=DQ

We will use 8, ¢, §, G, S;, Gy for (a, Q) as the corresponding quantities we have
defined for (u,$). Then, @ is the solution to the following normalized local problem

det D?u = f in S,

(4.10) D,yii = ¢ on G,
u=1 on 95, \ Gy,
where
@) fw) = P ppn), oty = BEPED g oy < CRIPY]

h h - h ’
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and the oblique assumption e, -v > 0 remains unchanged. Furthermore ([A.Q) implies
(4.12) D'Pq + B.(0) € PS,(0) C D'Pq + BL(0) C 2BL(0).

Next, we are going to estimate the normalized quantities (LT implies that B’ 3 (0) C
PGL(0), and we can assume that

di=dy>dy>-->d, 1> ch"? when n > 3.

Then (A.8) is

w3

dJI= d; ~ d,, det D' ~ Vol S,(0) < Ch,

which means

2
i< | Vol S5, (0)| e
hn
d, < Ch2 < COd,_; when n >3

and

dd, < Ch < C ifn =2,
(4.13) Vol S, ( Vol Sy, (0) h% .

dd, <C’Hn’§d <C h2h 5 S <Ch<(C ifn>3.

On the other hand, it follows from Proposition 4.4 that
dn > cl||ul|ze(s,) = ch.
Given a point x € S, then
|z;| < Cd;for 1 <i<n-—1

and
|Dyul = |¢°(")] < Cl/| on G,
Therefore, (EIT) and (@EI3) mean that on G,

VOlS;L /
_ d,|\D'a'| . dd,|2'| | 1on=2
(414) |¢0(gj/)| < C < C A < CVOIS;;LL | |/ n> 3.
. >
In particular,
- Vol S5, (0
) < YO ) < o)

We should point out that at this moment, the normalized Neumann boundary G,
is not necessarily locally bounded as t — 0. We need to choose a suitable based point

for the sections and study the behavior of the following (4.15)-(4.17).
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Proposition 4.6. Suppose that x € (0,1), E C S1(0) is a convex set, 0 € E, z € E,
PE is quasi-symmetric about Pz for some z € E, and PE C CP(ENGy). Applying
the discussion in Proposition 4.4 for o, E, G and z instead of u, S, G and p, we can
find q := qp € EN Gy such that the projection PE is quasi-symmetric about Pq up
to the constant k and u(q) < §. Let [ be the support function of § at q. Consider the
linear transformation

Az = (x —q) — Z(x/)en = (' -, L(l"n))

and the function

(4.15) w(y) = a(A™'y).
According to (A1), we have
(4.16) AE C P(E —q) x [0,Cr™Y.

By (4.10), w is a solution to following problem

det D?w ~ W()liiﬁ(ow in AE,
(4.17) Dow = ¢°(y' + ¢') on A(ENG,),
w <1 m AFE.

Next, we suppose that Good Shape Lemma[Z2 holds at 0 and introduce the Normal-
ization Family. Lemma[£.2]implies that PS},(0) is quasi-symmetric about 0 when h <
ho. Repeat the arguments from proposition (4.4]) to Definition 4.5. Hence, for each
h < hg, we can find diagonal transformations D), := D} = diag{di(h), -+ ,dn(h)}
that satisfy

det Dy, = h% and D, (B,(0) N Q C S,(0)) € CDL(Be(0) N Q).

Definition 4.7 (Normalization Family). Choose ¢ =0 and D = Dy,. The normaliza-
tion (a0, Q) := Tp(u, Q) of (u,Q) is given by @A) (see Definition[4.5) and satisfies

B.(0)NQ C 51(0) € Be(0)NQ

and (4.10)-(4.12) with f(z) = f(Dz). The boundary function § will be uniform
bounded and then uniformly Lipschitz near 0, and Q will satisfy (23)-2.35). Lemmas
and[3.7] show that U is also locally uniformly Lipschitz around 0.

Although the selection of T}, is not uniquely determined, and the coordinates ap-
pearing in the definition of the transformation 7}, depend on h and u, the following
universal relation holds for s <1

(418) CDSh S Dh S CS_lpsh.
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Considering D = DShD,jl, (TUsh, Qsh) will be regarded as the normalization T (iy,, Qh)
of (ty, Qh) at height s. We are only interested in the relationship between sections,
but need not to care the choices of Dy, since they can be different only up to a
universal factor.

4.2. Proof of Good Shape Lemma.

Lemma 4.8. There exists hg > 0 such that if h < hg, then
(4.19) PSh(O) C CPGh(O)

Proof. Suppose that h < hy < o(c) is small, where o is the same as in Lemma 4.1.
In contrast to (£I9), there would exist unit vector e, eLe,, such that

supq{s| se € PS,(0)} B
sup{s|te € PG,(0), Vt € (0,s)}

holds for some sufficiently large K >> (cco)™' > 1.

For simplicity, assume that e = e; and that the two maximums in the above

equality are achieved by points y = (y1,0,v,) € Si(0) and z = (21,0, 2z,) € G,(0).
Thus, y; = sup{s|se; € PSL(0)} and z; = sup{s|se; € PGL(0), Vt € (0,s)}. It is
clear that u(z) = u(y) = h, y1 = Kz, and 0 < y,, < ¢ is small according to Lemma

T

In addition, z is below the line connecting y and 0, defining

H::%—zn,

then H < CK~'. Recall that S;,(0) is a convex set, and Lemma ZTI0 gives
H - Vol,_1(PSy(0)) < C' Vol S,(0) < Ch=.

By the quadratic growth condition (LH), the n — 1 dimension volume of P.S;(0) is at
least cy; - =t Thus,
Hyl S Cha
which is
KHz < Ch.
The sets I, := {sy, s € (0,1)} and I, := {z + te,, t € [0,00)]} intersect at point
p=z+He,=K'y.

By convexity

u(p) < K 'u(y) + (1 — K Hu(0) = K 'h.
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However, Corollary 3.11 implies that
u(p) >u(z) —CHz =h—CHz > (1—CK 1)h.

This two inequalities imply that K < C' + 1 is bounded, which contradicts the fact
that K is large. 0

Lemma 4.9. There exists hg > 0 such that if h < hg, then

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we may choose hy > such that diamS,, < o(hg). Suppose
h < hg and let € = %él(o)). On the contrary to the result of Lemma 4.9, the €
would be small enough. Repeat the previous discussion of the normalization family.
In Proposition @6, we take x = 1, E = $;(0) and z to be the centroid of E. Then,
@R) (or (4.13))implies dd, < Ceh and d,, < Cehz. And [@I4) means |¢°| < Ce. By
(A1H), we now have the following equation for w

det D*w ~ € in AS;(0),
|Dow| < Ce  on AGy,
w=1 on A(agl \ él),

and w(0) < 1, AS;(0) C BE(0).

Consider the convex function
n

2
Yi . +&.
— nC' 4C

vly) = wl(0) +

We claim that for a large C, v is a subsolution to w in the following sense
det D*w < det D*v  in AS,(0),
(4.20) D,w < D,v on AG,
v<w=1 on A0S \ G1).
In fact, by calculation we have:
in AS,(0), det D2v > ¢ > Ce? > det D?w;
on AGy, D,v > ¢ > Ce > D,w:
on A(95;\ G1), v < w(0) + 1<1l=w.
Therefore, according to Lemma 3.3, v < w, which contradicts the fact that v(0) =
w(0). Hence, we conclude that Vol(S,(0)) > chz. O

Lemma 4.10. There exists hg > 0 such that if h < hg, then
(4.21) PGL(0) C —CPGL(0),

which means that PGp(0) is quasi-symmetric about 0.
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Proof. Let K be a large universal constant, § = % and k = K7, Suppose h < hyg,
where hy is so small that diamSy,,(0) < 6.

Repeat the previous discussion for the normalization family. By way of contradic-
tion, assume that (&2I]) does not hold when C' = C6~'. By (43) (Lemma 4.8) we
have

dist (0, 9P S;) ~ dist(0,0PG;) < 6.

This implies that d > ¢d~*hz. On Gy, by (4.13) and Lemma 4.9 we can change (ZI4)
to

d1|LL’1‘ -+ Q)dg

|¢°(2')| < C=— < Cd,

d ‘D/ l‘
h

(4.22) < Ozl +

Next, we describe the Neumann boundary values more precisely. Take the point
r = Gr' satisfies dist(0,r") = dist(0, 9PG1), assuming r; > 0. There are two cases:
dy < Khz or dy > Khz.
Case 1: dy < Kh?. Then,
Ve-1(0) € PS1(0) C BL(0).
By convexity,
~ C
sup{tlte; € PG} < CKo < ek

Hence ([£22) is turned to

~ C 1
0 < = if 7 > ——.
P <& L
Case 2: dy > Kh2. [22) is converted to
C
P < <.

In this case, we consider a new orthogonal coordinate with zero as the origin and
er = r'/|r’| as the axis, so that the normal and tangent planes remain unchanged.
This coordinate is still labeled (eq, ey, - - - en).

In both cases, let F = {—— <x < K2 and z be the centroid of E. Repeating

Proposition L6 we obtain the transformation A and the function w defined in (15,
satisfying

w(0) < k, and AE C [-CK™',CK™'] x B/(0) x [0,Cx™"].
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Letting a = & — p - e1, we have A{z; > —K~'} = {1 > —a}. Note that |p, - e;] <
CrkK~1, so that
a€lcKCK™.
Let F' = AF and OF = F, U F, U F3, where
Fy = 0F N AG1(0) N {yy > —al,

(4.23) Fy =0F n{y, = —a},
F3 - 8F \ (Fl U Fg)

Now, w is a solution to the following problem

det D?>w ~ ¢ in F,
Dyw| < CK-! P,
(4.24) [Dnw] < onn
D_jw <k on Fy,
w=1 on Fj.

Here, since —y-p < w(0) —w(y) < w(0) < x holds for any p € Jw(y) and y on F;, the
third equation of (£24]) holds in viscosity sense. Moreover, e, and —y still generate
an oblique fields even in the corner £} N F5. Let

2
Q(z) = %(% +22), € R

and consider the convex function

Q)+ x (@(%) +§@<%>)] .

v(y) = w(0) +

We claim that
det D?>w < det D*>v  in F,

D, D, I,
(425) w < v on
D_yw < D_yv on Fy,
v < w on Fj.

Then by Lemma B3] we have v < w, which contradicts v(0) = w(0). This completes
our proof.

Finally, we need to verify ([d.25]). In fact, by a direct calculation we have:

in F, det D?v > cK?k" > cK > det D*w;

on F5, v <v(0)+ 2 =w(0)+3<r+3<1=uw;

on Fy, D_yv>D_, Q%) - Ck > c—Ck >k > D_yw(0);

on Fy, Dyv > ck? > $ > Dyw. O
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5. UNIVERSAL STRICT CONVEXITY UNDER THE GLOBAL ASSUMPTION

As in Section 4, in addition to (A1) we assume that (As) holds throughout this
section. We will prove that the normalization family (y, Qh) is uniformly strictly
convex. This property will imply that the Neumann problem for the normalization
family (i, S1(0)) is precompact.

Our main theorem is the following universal strict convexity theorem.

Theorem 5.1 (Universal Strict Convexity). Suppose (L) holds, there exists small
positive constants hg, 6g > 0 and 0y such that if h < hg, then the following holds:

(5.1) (14 80)00Sr(0) N Q C Sp,n(0),
(52) (1 + 50)Sgoh(0) NQ C Sh(O),
(53) S@Oh(l’) C CSh(O) ifx - S@Oh(O).

We call (&) the upper strict convexity lemma, ([B.2]) the lower strict convexity
lemma. Note that (B3] is a directly corollary of (B.I) and (5.2). Here is a simple
proof when n = 2

Proof of Theorem [5.7] in the case of n = 2. Since problem (4.10) may be viewed
as a local problem (3.16), applying Lemma 1] to the normalization problem (@, ST),
we obtain that diam S"(x) < o(t), which is exactly (5.2). Then, (5] follows from

(E2) and the good shape lemma O

Before proving the case n > 3 of Theorem 5.1, we give its equivalent statement and
related inferences.

Proposition 5.2. Both (5.1) and (B5.2) are scale-invariant properties. By iteration,
(0D is equivalent to

(5.4) i(x) < Clzf™,
while (B.2)) is equivalent to
(5.5) i(x) > x| =,

where & = min{—log, (1 + &), cv} > 0, and v = vy(n, X\, A) is given in the Lemma
212 Recalling Lemma[2.8, the estimates (5.4) and (&) will imply that

(5.6) \Vi(x)| < C|z|* in S1(0).

Proposition 5.3. Assume that (1) and ([G2) hold. Note that S1(0) C Be(0), and

that (B.2)) implies SZ;kR(O) C B (0), so that (53]) holds for small universal constant

0y > 0.
37



We remark that when © is a local estimate or property that is invariant under the
normalization transformation and the linear transformation that preserves the tangent
plan, then ([53) implies that if © holds locally (in the neighborhood of 0) for (i, Q),
it will hold globally for (@i, Sy).

In particular, we have got that @ and § are uniformly Lipschitz in B¢ (0) and B (0),
respectively, and (5.6) imply that @ is locally uniformly C*® on G(0). Thus, (1, ()
solves the local problem as (2.7).

To go on, we need to study the stability of the quasi-symmetric property in Lemma
4.10 under small perturbations of the projection mapping.

Given a point p near 0, and any vector [3(p) satisfying |3(p) —e,| is small. Consider
the projection of G along 3 to R"~!, given by

_ Bp)
Bn(p)

Since ¢ is Lipschitz and |f'| is small, according to Lemma 2.5, the map P?®) is
a locally bi-Lipschitz surjective. Note that the projection along 3 to R*~! and the
projection along (3 to the tangent plane at p are different up to one universal invertible

PRIGy = o g(x).

linear transformation, so the quasi-symmetric property is invariant. Exchange p and
0 in Lemma 4.10, we obtain

Lemma 5.4. There exists hg > 0 such that if h < hg, then for any point p € G, (0),
PAE) (G (p)) is quasi-symmetric about p'.

The universal strict convexity theorem is a coordinate free property. According to
good shape Theorem [4.2], the boundary section is determined by its intersection with
the oblique direction and the projection of the Neumann boundary along the oblique
direction. Since the oblique direction has been transformed into the normal direction,
we have

¢ (Pélm) +(5.(0) N {tey s t> 0}>) c S, (0)cC (Pél(o) 4 (5.(0) N {ten s t> 0})) .
Using an iterative method we have

Proposition 5.5. The proof of Theorem [5.1 is equivalent to the proof along the
normal direction S1(0) N {te, : t > 0} and tangent direction PG1(0) respectively.

Now we are in the position to complete the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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Proof of Theorem 5.1 in the case of n > 3. As we have said, it is enough to
prove (5.1) and (5.2) restricted to the tangent plan PG1(0) and the normal direction
S1(0) N {te, : t > 0}.

(i) The Upper Strict Convexity Lemma (5.0))

Let ¢ € (0, %) be a small constant. Assume that hy > 0 is so small that

diam S, (0) < 62
Let g = § and 0y = 62, and we will prove ([51]) for h < hy.
(17) Tangent plane

The projection PG, is quasi-symmetric about 0, similar to the convex set Pgt(O).
The desired result follows if we have

aPGL(0) N {te:t >0} C (1 —8)PG,(0)N{te:t >0}

for a = 62. Otherwise, we can find an e € R""! such that the above relations fails.
We may assume sup{t : te € PG1(0)} = 1. Hence

w(ee) > (1—0) > (1—0)e
for some €; € (0,0%) and w(z') = @(Gx'). Then, by the convexity we can find the
constant ez € (0, ¢;) and the point ¢ = G(eze) so that
w((eg —t)e) —w(ee)  w(0) — w(ere) 1

5.7 li < <Hd—-1<— .
(5-1) t—1>_I(?+ t a €1 - 1429

Recall that g is locally Lipschitz, we can assume that g is differentiable at this point
along the direction e. For any point y = (v/,g(y’)) € G, the convexity yields

(v' —d,9(/) — 3(d)) - Vilg) < aly) — alq) = w(y/) —w(d).
Hence (B.7) implies

1
U alad U > .
Veilq) + D-cg(q)| Dnti(a)] 2 Y
By @Id), |Dyu(q)| < Clg'| < C?, s0
1 1
, J(q) > — 06> ——
(5.8) Veila) 2 755 =113

if 9 is small enough.

Choose t such that S;(¢q) be the minimum height section containing the point
p = Ge. Then p € 957 (¢) N G, and

Vi(q) - (p—q) = u(p) —u(q) —t <1t
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As (5.7)-(B.8), we have
1

Vi(qg) - (p—q) > (1 —&)Veu(q) — C|Vyu(q)| > T

(1 — 62) — CEQ,

so that
t < Clea+9) <C6.

Taking constant s = 4C/(e; 4 ¢) and point 7 = G(—se), and using (5.8) and the fact
|Dyi(q)] < Clgl, we have

a(r) —a(q) — Vu(—(s+ ¢ -e)e, (1, — qn)en) — —C|q| =t > 0.

s
>
1420
This implies that r ¢ S(q) and therefore the projection of Gy(q) N Q on the tangent
plane of ¢ is not quasi-symmetrical about ¢ in direction e. This contradicts the

Corollary (.41
(i3) Normal direction
Let k = % It is enough to prove
2k651(0) N {te, : t >0} C Sis(0) N {te, : t <6}
Otherwise, we have
u(te,) > kt for t > 0.
According to Lemma 24 and Good Shape Lemma [£.2]
Vol, 1 (P5,(0) N P(~$,(0)) N BL(0))

n—2

t 2
However, ||@||z~ < 1. Lemma BJlimplies 6 > o(k), which is a contradiction.

> ck for t > co.

(ii) The Proof of Lower Strict Convexity Lemma (5.2)
Let k > 0 be a small constant. Denote by
(5.9) K=r"1 §=K """ 5, =62, 0, = 20+,
Assume that hg is small such that
diam S}, (0) < 62,
and we will prove (5.2)) for h < hy.
Proposition (.3 implies that v € C1¥(9Q). The second equation of ([3.I6) becomes
Dyu = ¢ € Lip(B,(0)),
while the second equation of ([AI0) is
(5.10) Dy = ¢ and |D;¢| < OM on G N Be(0).
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Then we have

(5:11) aly) —a(Gy) = (ya — 3(¥))Da(Gy') = ~Clo(y)] in 51(0),
and (L3) at the origin implies

(5.12) i(x) < C

(17;) Tangent plane Denote
G (0) = {(a', (=) : ta’ € PGy(0), t € (0,1)}.
By iteration method and good shape lemma, it is sufficient to prove
PGy (0) C (1 — do)PG(0).
Otherwise, there were a point ¢ C 73@;0(0) \ (1 = 80)OPG*(0) such that
(5.13) a(q) < 0.
We will derive a contradiction by three cases.

Case 1. dy(h) > Kh=.
In this case, by (5.10) and (4.13) we have

1

n—1
. d,(h)d;(h) dd, h2 . .
. < < <(C— < .
(5.14) |D,u| < C ;_1 h <C S Cd2 < CK™" on G1(0)

If y € 5,(0), it follows from (5.IT) and (5.14) that

i (é(w’)) < dty) + CK~ < taly) + CK~' <t + CK™', Vit € (0,1).
Therefore, we can improve (£19]) in Lemma [£.§] to
(5.15) PS1(0) C (14 CK~YPGI(0).

Note that §, < K~ and PS; is a convex set, so there exists point p € PS; such
that

dist(¢/,p) = dist(¢, PS;) < CK~L.
Consider the convex set
E={y| —CK'<(y—q)-¢<CK'}nS,
where é := (p/ — ¢')/|p' — ¢|. Let z be the centroid of E. Even though u(q) is
not the origin, we can still consider the point ¢, = G((1 — k)¢’ + kZ'), then E is
quasi-symmetric about g, up to constant x. We have

(1 —k)g+kKZ) < (14: r)u(q) + ku(z) < 2k,



thus, by Corollary 3.11 we have
a(qr) < a((1 — k)q+ Kk2) + C|Dyt(qr)| < Ck.

Consider a new orthogonal coordinate with ¢, as the origin and (é,e,) as the axis,
keeping the normal and tangent planes unchanged. This coordinate is still labeled
as (e1, €9, -+, e,). Repeating the discussion in Propositions [£.4] and the proof of
Lemma .10 we see that the convex set

F:= AE C [~a,a] x B(0) x [0,Cx™Y, OF = Fy U F, U Fy

satisfying (A.23), and the convex function w defined in (AI5]) now satisfies the same
equation as in ([A.24]) and w(0) < 2x. Using the same supersolution v as in the proof
of Lemma (I0) we obtain a contradiction.

Case 2. di(h) < 6 2h2.
In this case, (5.12]) becomes

a(z) < C6 22| on G.
Thus,
(5.16) PS,(0) D B’ (0).

However, (5.1)) implies (5.4)), so sup{s| se, € PS,(0)} > ct™a. Then

1

Vol,_y PS,(0) < Ctz~ s,
This and (5.16) imply that
PSi(0) c B (0),

c5-nt2THE
ie.
i) > 0" 2|
which contradicts (B.I3).
Case 3. di(h) > 672hz > Khz > dy(h).

In this case, it follows from (G.12)) that
(0, 2", x,) < CK~2"|? on G.
Similar to the discussion in Case 2, we obtain

n—2 1+a

'&(ZIZ’) > CK™ 2 |ZL’1|T

Taking p; € Sy(0) to be the point satisfying

pr-e1 > csup{a - ez € Sp(0)}
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and recalling (5.4)), we have
(5.17) t<p-er <OK T )3,V € (0,1).

Write p = K% and e = K~!. To proceed the proof we consider two sub-cases.
Case 3.1. PS,(0)NR"2 ¢ B"(0).

Then there exists a point ¢ := G(te) € G for some unit vector e € R"2 such that
t > e and

u(q) = p

By (5.13) and good shape Lemma 2] the intersection set of P.S ,.(0) and the subplane
H =: {x = ae; + be| a,b € R} contains the convex set

E = {x = ae; + be| |a| < cep, |b] < ce}.

Re-scaling back, this means that the intersection of PS,,(0) and the subplane H
contains a ball centered at 0 with radius

r > cmin{eud; (h), ch? }.

The condition of Case 3 gives

r - > cmin{eu%5_2,eu_%} > cK?*>> K,
(nh)2

and then Case 1 applies to the transformation D,,. Note that the proof in Case 1
also holds for 6; = 6", and thus we have

PG, (0) C PGy, 1 (0) C (1 —=60)PG,(0) C (1 = d0)PG3(0),
which contradicts (B.13).
Case 3.2. PS,(0)NR"2 C B”(0).
Recalling the definition of p;, the quasi-symmetric property implies that
PS,.(0) C {sp, +2"||s| < C, 2" € BL.(0)}.
Note that p, - e; > cu by (5.17), this gives
(5.18) PSu(0) C {la1| = ep(|a”| = Ce)}.

Furthermore, (B.I7) also means that

(5.19) PS,(0) C {o'| || < C(K*T t)i#a ).
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By(GIR) and (5.19), taking t = 0y < 6 < u, we obtain
PS,(0) C {la| > ep(|a| = Ce)} N {a| 1| < CK ™2 657}
C {lal < Ce+Cp (K" )47}
C{|z] < Ce+Cu K%
C{lz| <CK7},
which contradicts (5.13]) when K is large.
(7i2) Normal direction

We want to prove
Spo(0) N {te, - t >0} C (1 —030)51(0).

Otherwise, we have a ¢ € Sy, (0)\ (1 —8)S1(0) such that G-e, > 1—3, and u(g) < 6.
Letting ¢ = (1 — do)en, by the convexity we have

u(q) < bp.

Assume that @(e,) = 1 without loss of generality. Using the iterative method, the
same argument as in (ii1) gives (5.0) restricted on the tangent plan, which is

a(x) > |2
Recalling that z,, = §(z')| < C|2’| on BL(0) and that S; C Be(0), one has
u(x) > 40(x,, — %) on 9.
Let S = {z € Sji(z) < 30y(v, — 3)} and w(x) = u(x) — 30(z, — 1). Clearly,

(5.20) {tenlt > %} C S {ten} C {tenlt <1},
and we have
w =0 on dS and ilgfw ~w(q) ~ —bp.
Let p be the centroid of S. By John’s Lemma 2.8 we can assume that
DB.(0) C S—p C DB:(0).
Consider the normalization v of w given by
_ w(Dy+p)

oly) = L)
Then (5.20) implies that
dist(Dq, dDS) < Cy.
However, Lemma 2.17] gives us

—1 ~v(Dgq) > —(dist(Dg, 0DS)).
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This is a contradiction when g is small. O

6. ENGULFING LEMMA AND GLOBAL ESTIMATE

In this section, assuming that the universal strict convexity Theorem [B.1] holds at
every boundary point holds, we are going to prove Theorems and 1.3. It should
be pointed out that the discussions and results in this Section apply not only to every
normalization (a, Q) but also to any convex function satisfying certain universal strict
convexity Theorem [5.I] on the whole boundary.

Definition 6.1. Given a point ¢ € B,(0) N, the mazimum height of q is defined by
(6.1) hy = sup{a| Si(q) CC Q, Vt < a},

and x4 € 0Sh,(q) N OKY is defined as the contact point.

We first prove that z, is close to the origin when p is small. By (3.10) and (5.6)
we have

0 =u(0) > u(q) + Vu(q) - (0 — q) + hy > hy — C|q|*™?,

hg < Clg|™*.
Then
Shy(q) = {zlu(z) < ulq) + Vulq) - (x — q) + he}
C {z|u(z) < C(|g|%|=] + |qI"")}
(6.2) C {z|u(z) < Clp|*}
C Scipl=(0)

&2
C Cp+aBy(0) - 0 as p — 0.
Here, we have used (B.H) in the last step.

Thus, for each point ¢ near the boundary, we only need to consider this case where
the contact point z, is 0, and the distance between ¢ and 0 is still small. The boundary
C1@ regularity of u and the convexity of 9Q imply

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that ¢ € Q near 0 and x, = 0. Then Vu(q) is parallel to
v(0) = e, and we will write

(6.3) Vu(q) = azep.
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Proof. Consider the sliding transformation A, along z,, = 0 at the boundary point

xo = 0:
0 .
Aix =+ —¢q

4n

and the function v,(y) := u(A,y). Write
vvq(Qnen) = QgCn + bqeqa
where e, € S and b, > 0. Obviously, v(A;'q) = ayq, > 0, thus a, > 0. Recall
that ¢ is in the interior and the cone {ty|y € B, (¢),t € [0,1]} is in €, where
rq = dist(¢,0Q). This means that d.A;'Q is still a local Lipschitz graph over R™!,
so we can write the boundary points along the direction e, as the Lipschitz functions
pe = c(t)e, +teg, c(t) < C(ry, q)t.
This implies that
byt < age(t) + byd(t) < vy(pe) = u(Agpr) < C[(C(rg, q) + qrjl)t]l—m'
Let t — 0, we conclude that
b, = 0.
Thus,
Vu(q) = A; ' Vug(gnen) = agen = ag(0).

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that ¢ € Q2 near 0 and xz, = 0. Then

(6.4) cu(q) < hg < Culg),

(6.5) 25h,(q) C Scn, (0) € C*Sep, (q),

and

(6.6) u(z) > 2[u(q) + Vu(q) - (x — q)] outside Sc, (0).

Proof. Let K be a universal constant, take h = Ku(q) and consider the normalization
(i, ), and denote p = D, 'q. Similar to (61]) and (6.3)), we define h, and a, for i,
at point p. Then

T = =
Note that p € Si-1(0) C CB, - & (0). If K is large enough, we repeat the discussion
[62) to obtain

- b, do(h)ag

h, < p and gﬁp(p) C B,(0)
for some small universal p. In particular, we have obtained the right hand side of

(6.4).
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It follows from (5.4) and (5.6) that

i) — 20i(p) + Vit(p) - ()] ~ 5 > 5~ Cp" > 0 om 95,(0),
and
inf fi(r) — 20(p) ~ 2Vi(p) - (v~ p) — 3] <0
51(0)
Therefore,

> 0 outside S;(0),

N —

u(x) = 2[a(p) + Va(p) - (x —p)] - (v —p) =
which implies (6.6).
Next, we will prove that
h, > ¢1 = c1(K),
which can yields (6.5) and the left hand side of (6.4).
By definition,
Si, () = {al @(z) < dy,},
and
a(x) > apr, — hy, in Q.
Recalling (5.4]), we have
ta, < d(te,) + h, < Clt|"** + hy, ¥t € (0,1),

which give us

Thus, _
S, (p) C {a(x) < Chy™x,} N 51(0) C {a(x) < Chy™™}.
In particular
hy > cu(p)l%d > K a
Moreover, by Lemma 2.8 and Theorem 4.2 we have
S, (p) D cByy 5 »(0) D ¢B.3 (0) D B, (0).
Re-scaling back, we have completed the proof. 0

Similarly, we have

Corollary 6.4. Suppose that g € 2 near 0 and v, = 0. If h > Kh,, then
(67) Sch(O) C Sh(q) C SCh(O)

Proof. Consider the normalization (tikp,, Q Kh,) at the point 0. (6.4]) implies that the

point ¢ is mapped to the point p € Sk-1. Then, ([67) follows from (54) and (G.5). O
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By John’s Lemma 2.8 and the classical interior estimate, for each point ¢ € 2 and
constant h < h,, there is a linear transformation Dy, , such that

'Dh’ch(O) C Sh(q) —q C 'Dh’ch(O).
And by (63)

Dhqvq ~ DChq@q ~ Dhq790q'

Then, we can replace the sections that touches the boundary by the related boundary
sections as follows.

Definition 6.5 (Modified Sections). If ¢ € Q, we will replace Sy(q) and Dy, with

Sh(zq) and Dy g, if h > Chy,
Sn(q) and Dyq = { Si(q) and Dy, if h < chy,
Scn,(xq) and Dep, e,  otherwise

and call them modified sections and modified matrices, respectively.

Lemma 6.6. The modified matriz still satisfies the John’s Lemmal2.8 in the following
sense

(6.8) (Dh.gB(0) +q) N Q C Si(q) C (DyyBe(0) 4+ q) N Q
Proof. Assume that z, = 0. When ch, < h < Kh,, we have
Seng(q) —q C Sen,(q) —q C CK(Sen,(q) — q)

and
Schq (0) C SChq (0) C CSchq (q)

By (6.5) and the above two relations we see that the families of sections Sy, (¢) and
Sh,(0) for s € (c,C) are essentially the same.

It remains to consider the case h > Kh,. For the right-hand side, (6.7]) means that
Sh(q) C SCh(O) C CSh(O) NQC T)h,qBC(O) N Q.

Then
Sh(q) C (T)thgc(O) + q) N Q

For the left-hand side, (68) and good shape Lemma imply
1 < - § 1
qec §SChq (0) C DhquC(O) N2 and 'Dh7ch(0) N C §Sh(0)
If we take ¢ to be small universal and K to be large universal, then

(DhgBe(0) + ) N Q C (Dh, 4Bc(0) + Dy g B(0)) N Q C Sen(0) € S(q).
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Corollary 6.7. The modified sections are still universal strict convex in the following
sense

(69) ,Dth,q Z Ctﬁ'Dh’q.
If we consider the modified normalization (v, E) of u at q

u?(q + Dyqy)
vy) = ————

where u?(z) := u(x) — u(q) — Vu(q)(z — q). then v € Lip(B.(0) N E) and

, E=D,{(Q—q),

(6.10) clyl =" < v(y) — v(0) — Vo(0) -y < Cly|"* in B.(0) N E.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ € Q2 near 0 and z, = 0. When h < ch,, the classical interior
C7 strict convexity result (see (i) in Lemma 2.12)) implies that for ¢ € (0,1),

1 1
Dth,q > ctiy Dh,q > ct+a 'Dh7q.

When th > ch,, we have
Ding = Drnax{th.Chy}»
and ([69) follows universal strict convexity Theorem [5.1] (Proposition 5.2).

Note that D&q increases with respect to s except for the jumps on the interval
[chy, Chy], which are universally bounded. Thus, the above two inequalities imply
that (G9), while (G€I0) comes from (G.8) and (6.9).

Similarly, when h < ch,, v € Lip(B.(0) N E) comes from the classical global

Lipschitz regularity; while when h > ch,, it comes from the boundary regularity
result in the Remark [5.3] a

Next, we introduce a variant of the classical engulfing property of the internal
section (see [g]).

Lemma 6.8 (Engulfing property). With the above modified sections, there is a small
universal constant § > 0 such that if hy < 2hy and Ssp, (p) N Ssny (q) # 0, then

(6.11) Ssni () C Shy(q).

Proof. Assume that u(q) = 0, Vu(q) = 0 and consider the normalization v of u at ¢

ul q+7§
v(y) _ ( . h2,qy).

By (610) we have

oyl = < o(y) < Cly|***,y € B.(0).
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Consider the convex set B = q + D, 4S5, (p), then v|p can be approximated by
a linear function with the difference bounded by 20, and there exists a point zy €
ENSE(0) # 0. When 6 — 0, we see that zo tends to 0 by the lower bound for v.

Suppose that on the contrary to (G.II), we have
2 € ENOB,(0) # 0.

The lower bound for v implies that v(z) > ¢. When ¢ is small enough, this together
with the upper bound for v implies that on the line connecting z and zy, v can not
be approximated by any linear function with the difference bounded by 24. This is a
contradiction. O

Lemma implies the following variant of the classical Vitali Covering Lemma.

Lemma 6.9 (Vitali covering). Let E be a measurable set in Q. Suppose that for each
point ¢ € E we associate a corresponding modified section Sh(q). Then we can find
modified sections Sy, (x;),i=1,2---, such that

E C U?ilghi(xi) and S&hi (I’Z) N Sghj (ZL’j),V'é 7& 7.

Proof. The proof follows as in the standard case. We choose Sp,(z;) so that h; as
large as possible. Let us suppose that Shi (x;),i=1,2---k have already been chosen.
We select Shkﬂ(xkﬂ) from the family of modified sections Sy such that Sghk+1(fﬁk+1>
are disjoint with Sgy, (2;),i = 1,2k, and hy1 > ${h| Sp(z) € Sp}. We claim that

We only need to consider the case the sections is infinite and show that for any
given Sy(q) in the covering family, Ss,(¢) C UX,Sh,(z;). This is because as h >
2limy_,o hy — 0, we take the first k such that 2h;,; < h. If Sh(q) is not in the
sequence of modified section, then Ss,(g) intersects Sy, (z;) for some j < k and
h; > 1h. Then (GII) implies that Sy(q) C Sh,(z;), which proves the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem The proof will be completed by two parts.

Part 1: Global C'¢ estimate. Suppose p,q € Q are points near the boundary.
Let € = <2, Assume that p € S;(q) \ S« (q). Since u is global Lipschitz, we have

1+
[[Dhql] < Ch, and t < Clp — q|.

Ql

Consider the normalization of u? at ¢

. uq(q + f)Ct,qy)
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In Corollary [6.7, we have prove that v is locally Lipschitz, and thus
[1Dv(Dg p) = Dv(Dgy 0l < C.
Re-scale back, this is
- 1 c
||Du(p) — Du(q)|| < CH||Dg;, || < ct'"TF < cp—q|°.

Part 2: Global W*!*¢ estimate. ~We follow the standard argument in [I5].
Suppose that ¢ € Q. We say that the modified section Sy,(z¢) has normalized size A,
if A:=||h2D!|? for some matrix D that satisfies properties (6.8) .

For s >> 1, denote the measurable sets
D, :={z € Q|||D*u(x)|| > s}.

This is well-defined since u € VVli’cHe, and the set D, is measurable for almost every

s > 0. Consider the characteristic function x = xp, of Ds, and the set

B :={z € Q| Im |h2D; Y% > s}

Given point p € Q\ Ej, then for small r > 0

0)+pCSi(p) CB,,,10)+p,

Bc(sflr)% ( (sr)% (

and S,.(p) will eventually become an interior section. Consider the normalization @
for S.(p). Lemma [ZT2 implies that @ € W'licl(%Bc(O)) and

{y € B.)|[|D%a]| < C} > c.
Re-scaling back, we obtain

{x € S.(p)|||D?u|]| < Cs} > cre.

Thus, .
Vol(B,s(p) N {x € Q: HD2U(SL’)|| < Cs}) > os=3
(rs)m - ’
then N )
N < n
i VOUB () 0z € 03 D@ <Csh) s

r—0 rn
However, according to the fundamental theorem of Lebesgue,

. 1
lim / XD¢s (y)dy = XD¢s
By (x)

r—=0 Wy, _1T™
holds for almost every x, where w,_; is the volume of unit ball S»~!. Therefore,

|ES\ DS| =0, hence |D; \ E.5| = 0.

Let Fy, = E_ psx+1, where M >> Cj is large. For each ¢ € Fjy; we consider a modified

section such that Sy(q) of normalized size A with A € [CoM*, < CCyM*]. This is
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possible because the normalized size of ﬁh,q can be chosen to be continuous, except
for jumps on the interval [ch,, C'h,| that are universally bounded. And those sizes

start between universal constants and have a subsequence converging to a constant
smaller than c2M*+1.

Now we use Lemma 6.9 to choose the vitali covering for Fj,; with these modified
sections Sy, (x;),i=1,2---. We claim that

(6.12) /j 1D%l|dz < CO2MM|{M* < ||D?u|| < CC2M*} A Sy ()]
Sh, (%)

In fact, denote h = h; and consider the normalization (i, 2). Whether z; is in interior
or on boundary, by convexity and Lipschitz of @ (see Corollary [6.7]), we have

/ ||D*a|dz < C Atdr < C D, < C.
Sl(O) 31(0) 651(0)

This implies that the set {||D%|| < ¢ 162 C1} N S5(0) has at least measure
Thus, taking a Cy > 0 such that

{Ca! < |ID%all < Co} N S5(0)] > Gy,

e(n)

we have

| Dl < Gol{cy® < 10%] < Gol 1 Es(0).
51(0)

Re-scaling back, we get (6.12).
Then if M > CC2,

/ | D?ulldz < / | D?ul|dx
DMkJrl Frq

< Y CCMM{M* < ||D?ul| < CCFM*} N S, ()]

i=1

SC/ 1Dl |dz.
D,y \D ket
This is,
/ 1Dl < (1 —7) / 1Dl da,
D, k1 Dy,

where 7= 1/(1 + C). It follows that

/D2 s || D?u||dx < Ct~*
u(x)||=>t

for e = —1log,,(1 — 7). This implies u € W*(Q).
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Now we are turning to the proof of Theorem 1.3, which is exactly the following
Lemma 6.10. First, Note that under the assumption of Theorem [[.3] one can improve

[AI8) to
(6.13) Cs™2 <D =D,D;' <Cs 2
See Remark 8.2 for the details. O

Lemma 6.10 (Proof of Theorem [L3). Let u be a convex function satisfying the
universal strict convexity Theorem 5.1 and (613) for each boundary point. Assume
that € € (0,1),p > 1 and det D*u = f in Q. If |f — 1| < § = 6(p) (or 6(¢)), then
u € OL17100Q) N W2P(Q)).

We will prove the lemma by two parts.

Part 1: Global O'11710¢¢ estimate. Let ¢ and € be small constants. By Proposi-
tion 5.3, we only need to prove that @ € CH1=100¢( G ).

Given a point ¢ € S,p> N Q near 0. As in (GI) and [B3), we assume that
Vi(q) = agen, hg = aggn — ulq), S(q) := S, (q) = {z|i(z) < agzn}.

Checking the proof of Lemma 6.3 and replacing & by 1 —C'e, we have the the following
(6.14)-(6.16):

_a —2Ce
(6.14) 4, < ChI'® < Chy *
1+2Ce
(6.15) Gn > hgay' > chy |
a? 1-3Ce
(6.16) S(q) C{lz] < Chg™} C {lz| < Chg * },

where we have used (5.5) for (6.16).

We claim that g, — g(¢’) = 4. Otherwise B.I)(in Section 8), (G.15) and (6.16)
imply
(L4e)(1-8C¢c)
G <25(q) < g/t < Chy T < Cglite-6C9,

If € << «, this implies |g,| > ¢, which contradicts our assumption that ¢ is near 0.

In summary, for any p € S; we can find a height section Sy, (p) satisfying

(6.17) ¢B_ 10:(p) C S, (p) € CB_10c(p)
and
(6.18) cdist(p, Q)3 < 1,7 < O dist(p, D) 20,
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We now estimate |Vii(p) — Vi(q)| in Se2(0). Suppose dist(q, G) < dist(p, G), there
are two cases. When dist(p, ¢) > %rszCé, it follows that

1—

‘Vﬂ(p) - Vil(q)| <2C diSt(p, é)l_CE < CTp 5o < Cdist(p, q)l—SCe.

1+C

And when dist(p, q) < %rpTe, we have g € %Sr,, (p). Recalling that Oscqf is small,
the interior C1~¢ estimate (Lemma 2.12) gives

dist(p, q)

1+Ce
2

r
iz (
2

Vi(p) — Vi(g)| < C )Imc < C dist(p, q)' 0%,

Tp Tp

U

Part 2: Global W?? estimate. For any p > 1 choose a small ¢ > 0 such that
8(p + 8)ne < 1. Recall (7.26) and (E.I8)). Re-scaling back, the interior W2? estimate
in Lemma 2.12 gives

1—Ce T’p

||D?ull? < Cry 2"
/S'f2p(y) p Tpl—i—C'E

Letting Ej, = {z|27% < dist(x,00) < 2751}, we can use balls of radius ¢27F(1+10¢)
centered at Fj to cover Ej. Using a basic covering lemma, the number of covering
balls can be controlled to be less than N, = C20+109nk—k Hapce

]2p < Cd(y’gg)n—206.

/ ||D2u||p < CNk2—(n—2Ce)k < C2—k(1—Ce)‘
Ey

Therefore, when € = €(p) is small, we obtain
||U||W2,p(Q) S C

This proves the theorem. 0

7. UNIVERSAL STRICT CONVEXITY UNDER THE POINTWISE ASSUMPTION

In this section, assuming that (A;) and (Ay4) holds, when n > 3 we show that
Theorem [5.1]is still valid for section with base point z and height h > [¢*(¢)], where
e and zo are the same as in (A4) and o* is a universal continuous module to be
determined.

7.1. Degenerate Model.

In order to study the high-dimensional case, we need to understand the fact D, u =
0 first. This leads us to study the following degenerate problem. The notations used

in this subsection are independent.
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Theorem 7.1. Assume that E is a convexr domain that is symmetric about the plane
R 0< A< f<Aand f(2',2,) = f(2/,—x,) in E, g is a nonnegative function
such that S :={x € E: x, > g(x'),x € PE} is a closed convexr subset, satisfying

(7.1) PE =PS.
Suppose that u is a convex solution to the following problem
(7.2) det D*u = fxig in E, u=20 on OF,

where x 1is the characteristic function and £S5 = SU{(x,—z,) : = € S}. Then,
Dyu=0 on G:=0S\ JF, u satisfies the universal strict convex Theorem[51l on G,
and u € CLV(E) for small constant v = ~v(n, A, A).

loc

Proof. According to John’s Lemma 2.8, we can always assume that B, (0) C £ C
Bemy(0). Let up be a solution to problem

det D*ug = A in E, uy =0 on JE.
By comparison principle and Lemma 2.11,
(7.3) u(z) > uo(z) > —C(n, A) dist(z, OE) .

Consider the map
Go — (x,|zn]) @€ xS,
(', g9(z") xe€ E\+£S.
With the notation Ru(z) = u(a’ — x,), we find that Ru is still a solution to the
problem (7.2), so u(x) = u(2’, —x,), and u(x) < u(Gzx) by convexity. For any points
p,q € E, the point g(%) is contained in the simplex generated by the vertices
+0p, £Gq. This is
—Gp —9q
2

p+aq, ,Gp+Gq
gLt - o2
for some ¢ € [0, 1]. Thus,

)+ (1= o) )

P+, _ ul@p)+u(Gq)
so the function

u(x) == u(Gx) > u(x)
is still convex. Furthermore,

det D% > fxis =det D?u in F,
ut=0=u on OF.

By comparison principle @& < u. Therefore, u(z) = u(Gz), i.e. D,u = 0on E\ S,

which means that all information of u is contained in S.
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For any boundary point p = (p/, g(p')) € G, by convexity we may take a Vu(p) €
Ju(p) such that Vu(p) - e, > 0. Define

Su(p) ={r € E: u(z) <ulp) + Vu(p) - (v —p) + h}.

We claim that Sy (p) is of good shape at p if S,(p)N.S is strictly contained in E. More
precisely, we have constants ¢, C' which depend only on n, A\, A, such that

(7.4) P(Sh(p) NG) = P(Sk(p) NS) = PSu(p),
(7.5) ch? < Vol(Sy(p) N S) < Ch%,
and

(7.6) PGy(p) C —CPGy(p),

where G, (p) := Si(p) N G.

(7.4) follows from the fact u = @, while the right hand side of (7.5) comes from
Lemma Next, we are going to the left hand side of (7.5).

The section Sy (p) is strictly contained in E for some h > 0. Let 2’ be the centroid
of PSy(p), we can consider the point z = G(z/,0), the linear function [,(z) = x,, —
g(z')—=V'g(Z")- (2’ —2'). Under the sliding transformation A,z = (2/,[,(z)), a further
reflection transformation about R"~! is done to obtain a new function
(7.7) u:(y) = WA (Y, yal)), v € B. = £A({]L(x) > 0}).

Thus, without loss of generality, we can always assume that 0 is the centroid of Sy, (q)
with ¢ = A.(p), g(0) and g > 0. By the first part and Lemma 24 we have

Vol S,(¢q) < C(n) Vol(Sy(q) N A.(S)) < Ch=.
Hence, John’s Lemma gives a diagonal transform D = diag(D’, d,) such that
DBen)(0) C Su(q) € DBen)(0).

Assume Vu(p) = 0 for simplicity and consider the normalization function
~ uw(Dx) —u(q) —h

v(x) : , ¥ € DS,(q).
Then, —1 < v <0 and
det D|?
det D*v = af o D, where a = | ehn | <C.

The classical A-B-P estimate[8] gives

1:-mmgcdﬁm0mﬁgo%
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which proves the left-hand side of (7.5). Note that v(D~'¢) = —1, and (Z.3)) for v
implies
dist(D'q,0D7'S,(q)) > ¢,

Re-scaling back, we obtain the desired (7.6).

It remains to prove u € Cllog(E) Take any p € G we may assume p = 0 without of
loss of generality. So it is sufficient to prove these conclusions near 0.

Consider the function w(z’) = u(2’,0),2’ € PE. If y € Ow(a’), then y := (/,0) €
Ou(z) for the point z = G(2/,0) € G, and if in addition S}*(2’) CC PE, then

Sp(a') = PSH(a)

is quasi-symmetric about 2’. Thus, w is strictly convex away from the boundary OPE.

More precisely, denoting by hY, the supreme of all the h satisfying S}’(z') CC PE,
by the compactness arguments as Theorem 1 in [?] we have

(7.8) he > ||w||peo™ (dist(z’, OPE)).

If Vol S = 0 we conclude that u = 0, which completes the proof. If Vol .S # 0,
by Lemma B3] and the A-B-P estimate, we have

(@3] then shows that for z € G,
hY > ot (dist(Px, OPE)),

and the good shape lemma (7.4)-(7.6) shows that the shape of S} (0) is controllable.
Hence for h < hg, (5.2) (the upper strict lemma) holds for every S,(x). Note that
each normalization of (u, S,(0)) still satisfies a problem similar to ([L2]), which gives
(5.1) (the lower strict lemma), while (5.3) is a direct consequence of (5.1) and (5.2),
as pointed in Proposition 5.3. Hence, on the boundary G, u satisfies the universal
strict lemma and therefore pointwise C'*Y on G. Repeating the related discussions
in the proof of Lemma 6.10, we conclude that u € C.7(F) for some v = 7(n, \, A).
Hence D,u =0 on G since we have proved D,u =0 in E \ S. ]

Remark 7.2. In addition to the assumption of Theorem[7.]], suppose D, f =0, then
Dy € L (E).

loc

Proof. For any given interior point x, if there exists h > 0 such that the interior section
Sp(x) CcC S and its corresponding normalized transformation D = diag{D’,d,}
(DBe(n)(0) C Sp(x) C DBeny(0)) satisfies the following conditions

(7.9) d, > ah?

for some a > 0, then the classical Pogorelov computation gives D, u(z) < a%
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Recall that our discussion in Section 6 implies that for every point p near GNB,(0),
the normalized transformation of the section Sy, (p) is compared to the normalized
transformation of some boundary section S, (x,). By Lemma 8.3 below, we find that
Sh, (xp) satisfies (Z.9), which completes the proof. O

7.2. The Pointwise Strict Convexity. Now we return to problem (3.16). Assum-
ing that (Ay4) holds, where n > 3, 2 in (1.6) is the origin, and

V'¢(0') = aey, where a € [-C,C].

Fixed h € [0*(¢), hol, to prove (5.1) (the upper strict convexity lemma) in the tangent
direction, the almost C' smoothness of 3 and ¢ is necessary. Locally, (LG) and the
Neumann boundary value imply

IVu(z)| < Cmax{|2/|,e2} on G,
and similar to Lemma B.10, we obtain
(7.10)  ¢°(2') = ¢(2') + O(max{|a/|?, 2|2’ |}) = azy + O(max{|2'|"+*, e2|2/|}).

Since our discussion in Sections 4 is quantitative, there exists a universal module
0*(e) >> ¢ such that if (I.4) is replaced by hypothesis (L.0)((41])), the good shape
Lemma [L.2] still holds for the boundary section S,(0) with h € [0*(¢), ho.

Next, take a point y, € PS5, (0) satisfying
[yn - e1] = sup{z - e1| x € PS,(0)},

and consider slide transformation

n—1 y e
h " €i
Apr =2+ E r1€;.

e
i—y Jn €1

Applying John’s Lemma 2.8 to A; PS5, (0), we can find a new coordinates {e;} which
keeps the ey, e, direction invariant such that

Dy, Bo(n)(0) C A, 1S4 (0) C Dy Beny(0)

for some diagonal matrix Dy, := diag(di(h),---,d,(h)). Moreover, we can require
that 11" ,d;(h) = det D, = Vol(Sy). The assumption (L6) means that for h > 2¢,
(7.11) d,, diam PS, (0) < h.

Note that the sliding transformation A does not change the tangent plane R"~!, and
assuming dy > dz > -+ > d,_1 > ch%, we have

(7.12) didod,, < he.

We now introduce the slide normalization.
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Definition 7.3. Let T, = Aj, o Dy, = diag{T,,d,(h)}, the slide normalization (a,2)
of (u, ) is defined by

=
=
SN~—

(7.13) ap(x) = ° ,x € Q=T
For simplicity, we omit the index h. Then u is a solution to the local problem

det D*i=f in S,

(7.14) Dyt = ¢° on Gy,
u=1 on 851 \ G~1,
where (det DY? 0,0 (T
- et ~ n "2’
f(z) = 0 f(Tzx), ¢°(2') = —
Then d,|7| < Ch. On G4, by calculation, (ZI0) gives
- 1ot 1t A
(715) 3(a')0 = adlzn:cl _I_O(dnmax{\T:c}\l ez|T'x \}) _ adlznxl + 0o (h)™),

and )
add,xq hz

| | <=
h dsy
The quadratic growth assumption () is turned to

<C.

n—1
2, e

(7.16) i5(G(0,2")) < CO)_ —Laf + —).

s s
=2
Similar to Theorem [B.1], we have

Theorem 7.4. Suppose that (Ay) holds, where n > 3, xo = 0, and u solves problem
(3.16). Then there exists ho such that (5.1)) and [B2) holds for h € [20~1c* (), ho].

Proof. Let k be a small constant. Denote by

2(n+7)(1+a)

K=r"1§=K" a . 0p =01, Oy =0 =56,
Assume that hg is small such that
diam S, (0) < 6.

We want to prove (5.1)-(5.2) for the 6y, do and h € [§~*0*(e), hg|, which is equivalent
to prove them in the tangent and normal directions by the good shape Lemma (7.4)-
(7.6).

For simplicity, in this subsection we consider only the case: point z € S1(0)\ Sas4(0),
constants t,s > 26* (or 26*h), and ignore the small constants related to ¢, since the

¢ in (1.6) can be sufficiently small.
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Using the same arguments as (i3) in Section 5.1, one can easily prove (5.1) in the
normal direction. To prove it in the tangent direction and (5.2), we consider two
cases.

Case 1. Assume that there exists s € [62h, h] such that dy(s) > Ks2.
For simplicity, assuming that s = h and do(h) > KhZ. In this case, (TI5) becomes

1 <155 4 oy < K
2

Similar to Case 1 in Section 5.1, as (5.15) we obtain

(7.17) PS1(0) C (14 CK~YPG,(0).

Let v be the solution to the problem (7.2]) with f = f, S =25, and
E={—g*() <, < g (a2 € PS5},

where ¢ is the same as in (2.3)-(2.4). Note that, (Z3)) and (7.15) imply that on
951\ 0G4
v(z) > —C(n, A) dist(, 8E) > _COK™ = > k.

Then, the functions

1+ v(x)
1Fk

will be supersolution (subsolution) of the problem (Z.14) of @. Therefore,

@ = (v+ D[z~ < Ck.
Note that v satisfies b1l and Theorem 7.1, D,v(0) = 0 and 4(0) = 0, we have
min{@(Ga'), @(G(—2'))} < min{v(Ga'),v(G(—2'))} — v(0) + Ck < Cl/|'*7 + Ck.
and
max{i(Ga'), W(G(—a'))} = max{v(Ga'), v(G(~a'))} — v(0) — Ck > cla'| = — Ch.
Recalling (7.6), this gives

c|93’|1+7V — Ck <a(G2) < |2'|"" + Ok,

w(z) = + 2r(2C — x,,)

which completes the proof.
Case 2. Assume that ds(s) < Ks? for all s € [62h, h].
Note that da(s) > -+ > d,_1(s) > cs?, therefore

(7.18) cs2T < D" < CKs2T for s € [§2h, h).
Moreover, as (5. 12) we have
n—1
(7.19) CZK ri < a(G(0,2") < C’ZK%? for |2”"| > CKo.
i=2
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Since (5.I]) holds in the normal direction, given ¢ > 6% > o*(¢/h) we still have
a(te,) < Ct'Fe,
Le.
dn(th) > ctiad,(h).
(TI])) also shows

2—-n n—2

22 I di(h).

7-0d;(th) > K
Recall that (£.4), so

n— a

2 tT5a d, (h),

di(th) < CK
which implies that

(7.20) PS, C PS, N {|z| < CK™T ti¥a},

dy
d1

Choosing a point p; € PS, such that p; - e1 > ¢ (f:)), then we have

(7.21) ct<p e <CK"2 tTha,

Next, we make the following observations. Given the points P € PS,, Q ¢ PS,.
The quasi-symmetric property of PS; implies £cP € PS, and £CQ ¢ PS;. By
19),

ct2B!(0) ¢ PS,NR"2 C Ct2 BY(0).
Consider the cones
TE(P) :={FcP +s(z+cP)| s >0, x € ct2B/(0)}
and
IEQ) =R\ {+xCQ — s(z F CQ)|s >0, = € Ct2B!(0)}.

Raying from the points £¢P € PS, through the ball C’t%B{’(O), we find that PS, N
{+x, > 0} is contained in the cone I'7 (P), thus

(7.22) PS, Cc Ty (P) =T} (P)NT;(P).
Similarly, Raying from the points £C'Q ¢ PS, through the ball ct%B{’ (0), we find
(7.23) PS: CT(Q) =T5(Q) NT5(Q).

Step 1. Denote y = ¢7ia. By (7.21) and (7.21) we have

(7.24) PS,(0) € T1(p) © {ln] 2 e/ K2 Ja"] = ChcE ).



Since p > t, (7.24) and (7.20) mean that
PS,(0) € PS,(0) NPS,(0)
C {|z1] > elp/K)3(|2"] — CK3p3)} 0 {2] o] < CK "2 1155}
C{|'| < CK7pz + CK"7 p3t7va}
c {|a/| < CK"7 p7}
C CK*F 3PS, = CK*F it pg,.
Let t > 0*(¢/h) be universally small, which completes the proof of (5.2) in the tangent

direction. Then, the same argument of (i) in Section 5 applies to proving (5.2) in
the normal direction.

Step 2. By iteration, (5.2) means
u(z) > c|:£|1+Ta on S \ Se/h.
Similarly, assuming ¢ > 62 > o*(¢/h), by (7.19) we still have
d,(th) < ctTiady,(h),
and then by (7.18) and (7.19),
dy(th) > CK 2"t dy (h).

In particular,
dy(th

~
o
|
3
‘H

(7.25) pree1>c

Denote
by (t) = sup{p| pe; € PS;(0)}.
Let M := K be a large universal constant, and we claim that

(7.26) bi(t) > Mt, Ve [a(%), 8o)

for some universal module o. This statement implies u(te;) < Kt, which, together
with (7.I9), completes the proof of the upper strict convexity lemma (5.1) in the
tangent direction.

Finally, we need to prove (7.26). Suppose by contradiction (7.26) fails, then b(tg) <

Mt for some ty < dp. Since @ is decreasing by the convexity and has a positive

lower bound by the Lipschitz, we have ct < by(t) < Mt for all t > §y. Then
PS,.(0) C Ty(Mey) C {|zy| < CMK?p3|2"| + CMpu}.
Recalling that (.24]), we obtain
(7.27) PS,u(0) C {c(u/K)?|a"| = Cp < |an| < CMK 22 [2| + CMp}.
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Take constants N = C’MK%, r = ﬁ, t =062 and s = rt > §2. Given the point
y € PSy C PS;, we have

c(t/K)2|y"| — Ct < |y| < CMKzs2]y"| + CMs,

which implies

t 1
‘y//|§CM 1 i 11 :CMK%t%ilv
(t/K)2 —CMKz2s2 1-CMKr?
and 4
ly1| < CMK2s3|y"| + CMs < Nt(r + Nréirl).
1— N2r3
Letting y = p, and recalling that(Z.29]), we get
n 1
CKQT(rt)HLa <ps-eg < Nt(r+ Nr%il).
1— N2r3
Therefore,
. s
55 =t> | NE T (e Ned—— L ) s oK) >,
1— N?rz
which is a contradiction. U

Remark 7.5. Using the above arguments we see that if 9Q € CY* and Oscqf +
Oscq(Do) + Oscq(Dp) is a sufficiently small, the result of Theorem 7.4 still holds.

8. CONVERGENCE

From now on, we will use the normalization family Definition 4.7 when we assume
(A3) for W?P-estimate, and use slide normalization family when we assume (Ay) for
C?“estimate. For simplicity, we will replace the slide normalization family by the the
normalization family, since they are different just up to a bounded transformation.

The main idea in this section is as follows. As h — 0, there always exists a
subsequence of (slide) normalization family (i, Q) that locally uniformly converge
to a solutions (, Q) to some standard problem in Definition2.2l Here, we have to
enlarge the section to ensure the convergence in Bg(0) for arbitrarily large R. For
simplicity, we always omit the subscript when consider the limit problem. Suppose
that @ € C} (QUGy) and is strictly convex in interior, then @ is smooth in interior,

oc
and v = D,u — az; is continuous in €2 U G solving the linearized problem:

UijDZ'jU =0 in 51(0),
(8.1) v<C on 051(0),

v=20 on G1(0),
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Where U¥ is the cofactor of the Hessian D?u. Since for large constants C; and Cs,

wh(z) == Cya — g:annﬂ + Cony,|

is a natural upper barrier to problem (8.1), we have

v(te,) < Ct and 4(te,) < Ct2.
Thus, there exists dy > 0 such that if Oscqf + Osca(D¢) + h < dy, then
(8.2) (te,) < Ot + a(dy) for h < hy.

This will ensures that the Neumann boundary converges locally uniformly to the
plane R"~! and the limit 7 always satisfy the assumptions in Liouville Theorem 8]
so 1 is a quadratic function. Recall that

¢By (0) € $1(0) € CB{(0) and det D, = £(0),
which push us to prove the following

Theorem 8.1. For any small constant € > 0, we can find constant 69 > 0 such that
if Osca f 4+ Oscq(D@) + h < 0y, then there exists a quadratic function Py, satisfying

53) PL(0) = V'P,(0) = 0, det D*P, = f(0).
and
(8.4) HDnPh - DnaHLw(G‘l) + ||1~L - PhHLOO(Sl) <€

where @ is the same as in Definitions 4.7 or 7.3.

Remark 8.2. By iteration, Lemma81 yields (6.13) and hence @i is C'=°¢ on G as
we have shown in Lemma 6.10.

Proof of Theorem [8.1] in the case n = 2. In this case, the graph of @ do not con-
tain lines. On the Neumann boundary, the good shape lemma (Theorem 4.2, or (7.4)-
(7.6)) and universal strict convexity of & (Theorem 5.1 or Theorem 7.4) holds for every
boundary section, & € C**(Q U G) and is universal strictly convex in interior. We
can improve B.17 to

| Dau(z) = ¢(x1)| < Cllul|Lip]B — e2] < Cla1 [ on 92 N Be(0).
Suppose that dp := Oscqf + Oscq(Dd) + h — 0, then we have
det D%t = f = f(0) + (&) in Q, Dyt = ¢° = azy + o(dy) on 9Q N B.(0).

Recall that u € C’l’o‘(fl U G~’) and is universal strict convexity, the compactness of

the Neumann boundary value (Theorem 1.2) keeps and the limit family solves the
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standard problem in Definition 2.2 in the classical sense. Then the above discussion
gives ([82]). Through iteration, this means that

1+

dy(h) > ch =",

and then
dy(h) < Ch'3"
In conclude,
l+a
(85) o) < Skl
This means that the Neumann boundary converges locally uniformly to the line R,
and the proof is complete by the virtue of Theorem 1.8. 0

For higher dimensional case (n > 3), we use the same idea as the case n > 2, which
is similar to dealing with the normalization family under the global assumption (.3]).
However, we need to consider the slide normalization family under the pointwise
assumption ([L6), in this situation there is not necessarily a priori C*(QUG) estimate
or strict convexity for u, so some extra technique is required.

Due to the universal strict convexity Theorem [T.4] where the restriction that h €
[267%0*(£), ho] may be not ignored (since the ¢ in (1.6) may be sufficiently small),
there exists a universal small constant ¢ > 0 such that

(8.6) S
This property is invariant under uniformly convergence.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that u solves the local problem (2.7), where ¢ =1 is a linear
function and D, f = 0. If u satisfies (8] at 0, then near origin we have

u(te,) < Ct2.

Proof. Take a sequence of smooth functions f, satisfying D,, f. = 0 and a sequence of
smooth functions w, on 05;(0) such that

[1fe = Fllpoe(o) + llwe = ul| L= as10) < ce,
where € — 0. Then there are classical solutions to the problem
det D*u. = f. in S1(0), u. = w, on 95;(0).
By comparison principle, ||ue — u||zs, 0)) < €. Let

G = Gy(0) + cren, S = (54(0) + e2en) \ G-
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Given a point ¢ € S, by convexity

Dyu(q) < inf MeldFten) —ula)
AT = pci<e t -

According to (3.18), there exist oy (depending on u) with o4(0) = 0 such that
0 < Dou(Gz' +te,) — Dyu(Ga') < oq(t).

Given p € G¢, it follows that

u(p+ €2e,) — u(p) + 2¢

€

D=

<Up) + 01(2e2) + €2,

D,uc(p) <

[V

and 1
_ete,) — 9
Dnue(p) Z U(p e >l U(p) ‘ Z l(p/) — 0'1(6%) — 6%.
€2
And Lemma 2.6 implies that locally ||Vu || < C.

Denote e (z) = uc(x) — uc(ye) — Vu(ye) - (z — ye). We claim that
. > c>0on 0S5\ G

Denote L := uc(ye) + Vu(ye) - (x — y.) — 0 — 2¢. Since € is small enough, then
L(0) > —o— cie?e and L|s,©) < 0.
Recalling (8.6]), we find that

1
L+Q§Zon85%\G%.

Thisistosayu—L—gzionaS%\G%,and
1
ﬂezue—L—Q—%ZgonaSe\Ge.

According to Lemmas 2.12 and 214 w. is a strict convex, smooth function in
interior. Then v, = D,u. — [(x) is a bounded solution of the problem

UeijDijUE =0 in SE,
(8.7) v < C on 0S¢,
ve < o(27) + € on GF.

Consider the upper barrier
n

wl = Cy[u. — 5(:17” — e%)DnuE +nC(z, — e%)] + 0'(26%) + ez,
where C} is large enough. Note that wl > o(2€2) + €2,
1 C
wl > Cl[g = %(mn —5)] > C on 95\ G°
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and .
U9 Djw}t = UYDyjlu, — §atnDnuE] =nf. —nf. = 0.
Therefore, w is a supersolution of the problem (81), which implies
Dyuc(tey) < w(te,) < Ct+ Clo(2e2) + e2].

Thus,

u(te,) < uc(te,) +2¢ < Ct* + 0[0(26%) + 6%] + 2¢,
which completes our proof by taking ¢ — 0. O
Proof of Theorem [B1] in the case n > 3. Suppose that &y := Oscqf+Oscq(Do)+
h — 0. Recalling Theorem [T.4] the compactness Lemma shows that the limit

functions solve the standard problem in Definition 2.2. Apply Lemma [R.3] there exists
dp > 0 such that if Oscqf + Oscq(D@) + h < dy, then

(te,) < Ct* + a(dy) for h < hy.
Through iteration, this means that

do(h) > ch'z",

thus we obtain
1—

T, <Ch=T.

In conclusion,

1
1g(a")] < "0 T2/ 7 =0, as h — 07,

hence the Neumann boundary locally converges to the plane R"~! uniformly.

By Definition 7.3, we see that on the Neumann boundary G,

D,i = wzl + o(0(60)),
and
n—2 n—2
~ di(h)* , &' di(h)? , 1
(58) () < CQL = et 5) < OO = et + )

because of h > min{c*(g),'/*}. Therefore, letting 8y — 0 (then € — 0 and h — 0),
for any sequence of slide normalization family, we can assume that one of the following
cases holds up to a subsequence:

If dz—(f) — o0, then D,u — 0.
2

If dz—(f) < K for some constant K, then we get
2

ad,(h)d;(h)D;

D,u —
Y h

z1 and lim @(0,2”,0) < CK|2"|%.
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Therefore, the limit function of the normalization solutions always satisfy the assump-
tions in Liouville Theorem [[.§], and the proof is complete. O

9. STATIONARY THEOREM AND (% ESTIMATE

In this section, we show a stationary theorem which states that if u;, is well approx-
imated by some quadratic function )}, in 5”1“‘ " and the known data in its normalized
local problem ([7.14]) are small perturbations of constant and linear function, then 1,
has a better approximation in the smaller Sf “". Applying this theorem and using a
perturbation method, we will prove Theorem 1.4.

9.1. Stationary Theorem.

Assuming only the pointwise assumption (I]EI)~ holds, we notice that in higher di-
mensional case, the Neumann boundary value ¢°(0) in Definition 7.3 may become
larger during the iterations, and the normalized section can lose control without the
CY smooth assumption on coefficients. Therefore, we take a large constant K to be
fixed later, and consider the following modified local problem:

(0.1) | det D*u — 1] < de  in S,(0),
' |Dpu — az| < de on G1(0).
Here, we assume |a| < K, u(0) =0, u > 0, ||u||Ly, < CK,
B} .(0)nQ c S1(0) € Bk(0),
and the defining function of G satisfies ||g||L=~ < de.
Denote
F*9 .= {l 4+ Q|l is a linear function, Q(z) is a quadratic function, D*@Q > 0,
1(0) = D,1(0) = 0, det D*Q = 1 and V'D,,Q(0) = ae, }.
Definition 9.1. Consider the following distance function

u—7v oo (Qu v
dist, (u, v) = I 12 t(St (U (©)

The energy of u at O with height t is defined as
= inf dist;(u, P).
Ei(u) pinf  dis ¢(u, P)

Obviously,
E(y) = &(u) <t ().

Our main theorem is the following stationary theorem.
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Theorem 9.2. Given any small constant ;i > 0, we can find positive constants ey =
eo(p, K) and 6o = 0o(p, K) such that if 6 < oy, u is a conver function of the problem
@), satisfying E1(u) = disty(u, P) for some P =1+ Q € F*°, and £ (u) = € < e,
then |DI| < CKe2, and

(9.2) E,(u) < dist, (u, P°) < Cpuz& (u)
and
(9.3) [D*Q° - D*Q| < Cpés(u)

for some P° =1°+ Q" € Fv°.
Proof. By assumption, ¢Z < D?Q < CZ. Let

(b, ybo1) == (D12Q, -+, D1,_1Q)(D2.Q) "

First by the sliding transformation Bz = x — 22?:_21 bixie;, then by a rotation
transform in z”, we can always find a new coordinate such that () takes the form of

n—1
VO + a?(2? + 22) + 2am173, + Cs Z a:f] )

=2

1
2

For simplicity, we assume that

n—1
1
Q= 3 V1+a2(2} +22) + 2az 2, + fo] :
i=2

Take a point = € Gy satisfying —I(2/) = |DI||2’] and |#'] ~ |z = e2. It follows that
| Dl = —l(2) < u(x) —U(x)
< Q@)+ [u— ([ + Q)|r=(m)
< Olr* + e
Therefore, |DI| < Ce:z.

Step 1. Let 6 = d¢, we show that v can be approximate by solution to the standard
problem in Definition 22l In fact, there exists subsolution u® := (14+C6)(u+C?0x,,)—
2C30 and supersolution u! := (1 — CO)(u — C?0x,) + 2C*0. Apply Lemma B.I4] we
can obtain a convex function w satisfying

det D?*zw =1 in S¥(0),
D,w =ax;  on G%(0),
8
uw <w <wu'  in S¥(0).
In particular,

||lu — ||~ < C0.
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Step 2. Consider functions

wo
wo:=w— Pand v:i=—.
€

and the operator

Lw := V1 + a?(wiy + Wyy) + awy, + A"w.

we will show that if ¢ — 0, the corresponding (v, D,,v) will have a subsequence that
converges uniformly to a solution (w, D,w) of the following problem

(9.4) Lw =0 in B.(0), w(0) =0, D,w =0 on {z, = 0}.
In the following discussion, we can ignore [ by considering w — [.
Step 2.1. We first consider the convergence on compact subsets

E={zeR": z, > Ce2} N SY(0).
2

For point y € E such that dist(y, 0G;) >> Ce2, choose a constant p = cdist(y, 0G1)
such that the ball Be,(y) C E. Then

Bey(y) C S%(y) C Boy(y)-

Note that
(9.5) 0 = det D*w — det D*Q = Tr(AD*(w — Q)) = eT'r(AD?v).
Here .

A = [Aijlaxn = / cof (1 —1)D*Q + tD*w)dt
and cof M is the cofactor matrix of ?\/[ .

Recall [ — Q| <e. As e < c¢p?, Ba,(y) C S5 2(y) C Bep(y). It follows that
@lor(p., @) < Cp* " and ¢ < D*w < CT in Be,(y).

Thus, the operator Laf := A;jf;; is uniform elliptic with smooth coefficients. Ac-
cording to ([@.3]), we get
(9.6) 10llek B wy < CP7,
which implies

|D*w — D*Q| < Cep? and |A — D*Q| < Cep™ 2.
Letting € < € — 0, we see by the last inequality and (9.5)-(9.6) that (v, D,v)
converges (w, D,w) such that Lw = 0 in B.,(y).

Step 2.2. We show that |D,v| < C in GZ(0). As the proof of Lemma B3] using

a family of Dirichlet problem to construct a smooth approximation of w, we may
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assume that w is smooth. Let x, K be positive universal constant with x small but
K large. Consider the functions

V(z) =rk(1+ |2+ Kl|z,]?, W= (V —@)|D,vl|?
and define the operator
Low = wijDijw
where @™ is the cofactor of D?*w. Denote
E) ={w <V}n{z, <k}
Since L'D,v = 0, we have in F,
LW = |DywPL(V — @) + (V — @) L°| Dyl
= |D,w*(L°V —n) + 2(V — @)@ D;(D,v)D;(D,v) > 0.

By maximum principle

sup W = sup W.
B OF,

Recalling ([@.6)), we find that |D,v| < C on E), N{x, =k} if ¢ << k% Thus,
|Dyv| < Cin S.(0).

Step 2.3. Next, we give the uniform control of (v, D,v) near {z,, = 0}. We will
show

(9.7) |Dnv(2)| < Oz, +9) in S¢(0),
and
(9.8) Oscp, @) (v) < C’max{r%, eé,&o} forz € Ge.

For simplicity, we assume that ¢ = 1. It follows from the above discussion that
w = D, v satisfies

@ Djjw =0 in S1(0),
‘(A)| S C on 851(0) \ Gl(O),
w| < ¢zn < ol < 05 on G4(0).

With ', C5 large enough, the function
wh(z) = C|w(x) — g:)snan + Cox,, + C9).

satisfies
@ Djwt =0 in S1(0),
wt>C on 051(0) \ G1(0),
wt > Co on G1(0).
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Thus, +w™ will be the upper (lower) barrier of w at 0, and we get
|Dnu(ten)| < C(t+96).

By considering the function u,, = [u(x)—w(x¢) —Vw(zo)-(x—20)] and transformation
Az = (x—x9)— D'g(x0) - 2'e,,, the similar discussion applies to other boundary points
on G%. Therefore,

|Dyv(z)| < C(JAz - e, +6) < C(x, +9),

and (@Q.7) is proved.

by (@) we have
(9.9) [v(a’, 9(2)) — v(@, 20)| < C(ay, + 02).
In order to prove (O.8]), we only need to estimate |w(p) — w(q)| for p = (p1,9(p1))
and ¢ = (q1,9(q1)) in G¢(0). Denote

r=1|p —¢|and p = Cmax{rs,ez}
and take points y = (p/, p) and z = (¢/, p). Since p > Cez, (@.8) means
[v(y) —v(2)] < Crp™,
which, together with(@.9]), implies
lu(p) — v(q)] < C(p® +6p+rp~ ') < Cmax{rs, e ez, 5}

This gives ([O.8]).

Combining the above with (9.7) we conclude that as €y, 09 — 0, (v, D,,v) will have
a subsequence converging uniformly to a solution (w, D,w) of problem (Q.4]).

Step 3. It follows from (9.4) and the classical theory that the function w € C} .
Note that w(0) = D'D,w(0) = 0, there exist linear function

n—1
li(x) = Z ;T
i=1

and quadratic function
R(x) = Z AT %5 + %nxia
1<i,j<n—1
satisfying
(9.10) lw(z) — I (z) — R(x)| < Clz* and |D,w(z) — bpx,| < Clzf?.

Here, a;, a;j, b, are bounded by universal constant, and
n—1
V 1 -+ a2(a11 + ann) + Z Qi = 0.

=2
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As ¢g — 0, (@I0) and the result of Step 2 means
lv(z) — 11 (7) — R(z)| < o+ Clz|* and |Dyv(x) — bya,| < o + Ol

1
where 0 = o(eg) — 0. Suppose o5+ €5 + 05 < p, then

(9.11) @ —[Q +e(ly + R)]| < Cep? in 52
and
(9.12) |Dyw — (DnQ + €Dy R)| < Ceprin S2.

Step 4. Observing 1 = det D*w = det(D?Q + eD?v), we see that the function
k(t) := det [D*Q + eD’R + tZ]

satisfies
n—1
|E(0) — 1] < |[V1+a?(a11 + ann) + Zaii\e +O0(?) < Ceé® and c < K'(t) ~ C.
i=2

The equation k(t) = 1 is solvable, the solution ¢, satisfies
(9.13) Ito| < C€*
Take
I — ey, Q°x) = Q(x) + eR(x) + %W, PO— 101 Q.
Then QY satisfies (@.3]) and
det D*P° =1, D, P® = ax, on {z, = 0},

therefore, P° € Fy. Combing (@.11)), (2.12) and (@.I3) we obtain

|w(z) — P°(2)| < Ctop + Cep? < Cep? in Sy,
which, together with the result of Step 1, implies

lu(z) — P°(z)| < Ce,u% + Coe < Ce,u% in S,.

Now noticing that S,/2(0) U 55?2(0) C S, and replacing p with /2, we finish the
proof.

U
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9.2. C* Estimate-Proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof. Recall Theorem Bl Denote 2, := w N B,(zy). By the assumption we have
Oscq, f + Oscq, (D) + Oscq,(D¢) +e <o — 0, as p — 0.

Hence, by iteration we can choose a small hg such that 16C'K hO% < dpé€p, and

(9.14) () < €9, chy? T < Ty < Chy? I,

where € < min{g, c} which is a small universal constant.

Let p < (40)%, K = max{II32(1 + 4C2u%),e4c}. Choose €y(pu, K), do(1, K) as
in Theorem Note that for sufficiently small ¢q > 0,

log O + X% log(1 + 40K 2eou't %) < 20 + ¢oC(u) K* < log K,
we can assume that ¢y > 0 is sufficiently small such that the sequence
Co=0C, Cp = (1+4CK2eopu't 2)Ch_y, k=1,2,-+ -,
is bounded by K.
Step 1. Assuming
fro(0) =1, D¢y, (0) = aey.

and C}, is defined as above. We will prove by induction

ka
1

Let hy, = hop, €, == eop

Claim. There exists a sequence of constants ay, transformations
M, = diag{/\/lg, Mk,nn}> det My, =1,
and linear functions [y = byx; with ag, by, satisfying
1
bp—1| < C(K)eZ_q, lay — ag—1] < CCl_1€,—1 and ‘MkM];_ll — 7| < Crég—1,

such that at height hy, the normalization solution (uy, ) of (u, ) (see Definition
4.7) given by

T .
o) = e 0y = Q). Th= T Mus i) = (),
satisfying
(9.15) C U T < T < Ohy T,
(9.16) CUBL(0) Ny C S2(0) € CuBy(0).
and

ghk (u) S distl(uk, Pk) S €L
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for P, = l;, + Q, € F*“9, where

1

Qk(ZL’) = 5

n—1

\/ 1+ a} (2] + 22) + 2ap217, + Zatf

1=2

_1
The Claim in the case k = 0 is obvious by taking My = h, 2Dy (see (9.14) or
Theorem 8.1). In addition, Lemma Tl and ([4.4]) provide a universal bound for M.
Assuming that the Claim in the case of k holds, we will prove it for the case k + 1
by applying Theorem 9.2 to uy. For this purpose, we want to check for the ¢, whether
uy, satisfies the energy conditions in Theorem [9.2]
At first, we show the following estimation at height Ay
dn ! 1—3e
(9.17) () — DATL)) < oz
k
Note that uy, still satisfies the equation

ngu = ¢k on G“*

on Gy*.

in the viscosity sense, where

_ (i) o(Th, @)
Or = h
k
Note that u; € Lip(Bc(0)), and g € Lip(B(0)) on G* N Bx(0), we have
1-3¢
max{|B(x) — enl, [|BkllL(s0n} < Cdn(hi) by “max{|2’], C} < Chy > max{la’|, C}.
Therefore 3, is still locally uniformly oblique. By (BI7) we have

n du(h T

gy - o)
k
Which is (9.17) exactly.

Note that the fact dpe, > 4CK h:% and the induction hypothesis (9.15) gives
1fi = 1|z < Chys < Goe,
(9.18) D6} — agay| < Chi's < Soer,
lup — Pr| < € in QN Sf’“.
The Neumann boundary G** C 0, N B by (9.16). It follows from (9.15) again that
(9.19) ] < Chy'® < doep.

1-3¢
| < C1Bk — enl - Nkl Lipse ) < Chy? |2'| on Gi*,

and
Applying the Theorem to uy, we obtain a quadratic function Py = lp1 +
Qi1 € F0 satisfies

. _ 3
dist, (ug, Prt1) < Cepp2 < €prpt,
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Iby| < Cez and [D?Qy — D*Qpya| < Cer
Then there exists a1 and positive matrix By, = diag{ B}, By n.} satisfies
Bl D*QiBrs1 = D*Qpia
and we can assume that
lags1 — ag| < CCrer, and |Byy — Z| < CCéy.

In particular, |a11| < Cypy. Take Myqy = My Biy1, Tey1 = N%,ﬁch—H- With
u(Tk412)

h ) SlukJrl (0) = E;llshkﬂ (O>v hii1 = M(k—H)av
k+1

Up1(7) =

we have
(1 — C’Kz,u_lek)Ck_lBl(O) N Qk+1 C S?kJrl (0) C (1 -+ C’Kzu_lek)CkBl(O).
This is
Ck__:lBl(O) N Qk+1 C Sluk+1 (0) C C]H_lBl(O).
The remaining conclusion for the case k 4 1 can be verified by direct calculations.
Step 2. It follows that |ax| < Ck, |[My| < Ck, which implies they converge
geometrically to a, and M, respectively, and
‘CLk - aoo| S CkEk S Khl;% and |MOOM];1 —I‘ S CkEk S Khl;%

Replace each My, by M, and @ by Qs (the coefficient a; of Q) by a, , we see
that the Claim still holds with a large universal constant. This is
1 a
[u(@) = hi (M) = Qu(MI2)| < LRI in B 4(0).
chy,

1
Here, € depends on the initial transformation 7y. Recall that |Dl| < Cel_;, we
obtain

_ 1+< .
[u(2) = Qu(MJ2)| < CLE* Iy in B 4(0),

k

which means
(9.20) u(2) = Quo(M )| < CLE?|x2.

Thus, we have proved the pointwise O regularity of u at 0. Therefore, we can
normalize the section at any height such that the corresponding Neumann boundary
value apx; is bounded and the normalization transformation 7, satisfying

o h3T < T, < Cyh2T.
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Then ([©@I8)-(@I9) can be modified to be

1 fn = 1|z~ < C1h2,
| Do, — apay| < Cih3,

and
dy*(h)

< C,h%.
do(h) =

lgn| < C

ko
Repeat Step 1 with hy, = hou®, €, := eopu ° . Then, [@.20) is converted to
u(2) = Qoo (M )| < CulzPF,

This gives a pointwise C%® module of u at 0.
Note that the above discussion is valid for every point zq € G, (0). Hence we
2
find that u is C** on the boundary G, (0). Therefore, assuming that 6 > 0 is small
2

enough, given the point ¢ € 9 and point p = ¢ + 0v(q) € Q are close to the origin.
The height section 5222 (p) is contained in €2 with

Bep(p) C 5222 (p) C Beex(p)
And in the convex domain, we have

det D2u(z) = 1 in S%% (p),
[ = Qq()] < CIOPF™ on 0S5 (p).

The interior C** theory then gives ||u||c2.a( ) < C and therefore u € C**(Q N

B,(0)) for some small universal p.

BCGZ (p

When n = 2, the % regulatory is valid at every boundary point, then we can
prove that there is a positive lower bound on the maximum height of the point far
away from the boundary, which gives the global C%® estimate. O

10. EXAMPLES

In this Section, we will construct Example 10.3 to show Remark 1.6. We first
introduce the classical counterexample.

Example 10.1 (Pogorelov’s Counterexample). The classical Pogorelov’s example is
the convex function u defined on B,(0),
u(xr) = (1+ xi)|x’\2_%, n>3.
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And det D?u is a smooth and even analytic function. Obviously, u is not C? smooth,
and u € C*(B,(0) \ {|2/| = 0}). Consider the smooth vector fields 3 near point

{£pen}, .
B0, 2a) = (', (1= )1 42).
Extend B to be a smooth point-inner vector fields defined on 0B,(0). Then u is a
solution of the Neumann problem
det D>u=f in B,(0)
Dsu= ¢ on 0B,(0)
where f, B and ¢ are all smooth.

Next, we copy a singular homogeneous function from [9].

Example 10.2 (Singular Homogeneous Function). Suppose n > 3, constants 1 <
a,b < oo and d > 0 is small such that

1 1 1 1
L L N Y
a 2+n—2’ b

Consider domains
Ey={a' e R 2" > "), By o= {d' € R |]” > 2]}
the function
"a ma—321,. |2
L LA A ) G A )
and
(10.2) W(z) = (14 22)W,p(2').

Let p = p(8) > 0 be small. In {|x,| < p}, we will show that W is a convex function
and

(10.3) c(8) < det D*W < C(5), D,W*(2',0) = 0.

Moreover, for any constant R > 0, the symmetric solution W to the Dirichlet prob-

lem
{det D*W+ = c(5) in BL(0) x [—p, pl,

Wt =W on (B(0) x [p, )
satisfies
(10.4) W(2',0) < WHa' t) < (14 p*)W(2',0)
Proof. See Example 4.3 and Remark 4.4 in [9] for the details. O
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At that moment, we can introduce the following example

Example 10.3. Consider the function u defined in By (0) given by
2

W,y yn) = W (Yno v 1)
Then u is a solution to problem

(10.5) det D*u = ¢ in B} (0), D,u=0 on By (0).
2
Moreover, u € CL% (B, (0)).
2

loc

Before verifying Example [[0.3] we introduce some properties of the singular func-
tion W, (') on the plane R™'. Denote

v(a') = Wap(2), 9(z') = (1 + p*)Wap(a').
Given t > 0, consider the sections
F, = 5;(0), Fy = 8{(0)
and the diagonal transformation
D, = diag{t'/*, t'/°1"}.

For simplicity, we only consider the case ¢ = 1 in the following lemmas since v is a
homogeneous function and these lemmas are invariant under the normalization

. v(Dw)
0(x) == = v(x).

Lemma 10.4. Given linear function L(x'), suppose that L(z') < v. Consider the
section

Sy ={2|v < L(2)}.
There exists universal constants ¢, C such that if S N OF; # 0, then
SL C F’C’t \ Fct-

Proof. Suppose that

p € Sp NOFy # 0.
Then |p| < C, the upper barrier relation L(z') < v and L(z’) > 0 implies that
||DL|| = ||DL(p)|| < C(see Lemma [27])). While the function v is super-linearity at
infinite, thus

S, € BL(0) C Fp,
for some universal constant ;. This also implies the opposite relation when ¢;C' is
small enough. Otherwise, if S; N F,, # (), then S, C F0101 C F 1 which contradicts

the assumption S; N OF; # (. O
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Lemma 10.5. Given points p/, denote t = v(p'). There exists universal constants
¢, C such that if s € [0, c] then

cs2 DB} (0) C S%(p)) — p' € Cs2D,B,(0)
and thus
n—1

(10.6) Vol,, 1 S%(p') > ¢cs = te.

[NIB]

Proof. Suppose that ¢t = 1. The strict convexity of v implies that for some small
universal constant c,
S.(p') N B (0) =0,
and
S.(0) C B(0).
Thus,
¢ < D*v < C on S,(0)

O

and the lemma follows.

Lemma 10.6. Suppose that function L(x') is a linear function such that L(z') < 0.

There exists universal constants C such that if the section Sp = {2'|v < L(2')}
satisfies S, N OF, # 0, then |[t7'D; - DL|| < C, and
(10.7) v(z') — L(z') < Clo(z’ —¢') +1), Vg € Fey \ Fa.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ = 1. Then ||DL|| < C and p’ € B,(0). Note that v is a
homogeneous function which is super-linearity at infinite. Thus, for C'; large enough,
Cl'| < Cv(2' — ') + Cy,

and
o(2") < Cro(a' — ¢') + Ch.

These two inequalities imply our lemma. O

Now we are in the position to verify Example 10.3, which will be completed by
three Steps.

Step 1. Denote w(z) = W (x) and E = B(0) X (—p, p), we claim that
w € CH(E) N Co(E N\ {ten}),

and
Diw(0,2" z,) = 0 and D,w(zy,2",0) = 0.

Consider the set I' formed by the intersection of the image of w and the lines [.
Let zy be a endpoint of [. The classical interior strict convex lemma states that the

endpoints of I' is not inside E, therefore x( is on the boundary. Assume by way of
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contradiction that xj # 0, then w is C? at point g for some € < %, the Pogorelov

strict convex lemma implies that xy cannot be the extremal point I'. Therefore, I is

contained in the axis e,. Thus, w € C*(E \ {|2/| = 0}). Note that ([2.7) and (I0.4)
imply w is pointwise C**~! on axis e,, the claim is completed.

Step 2. Given point ¢ = (¢',q,) € EN Bg(()). Suppose that ¢’ # 0. Denote
t=uv(q). Let Sy (q) = {z € Elw(z) <w(q)+Vw(q) - (¥ —gq)+he} be the maximum
section(see ([6.I) at p, and L(z) = w(z) < w(q) + Vw(q) - (x — q¢) + hy. We aim to
prove that h, ~ t, where t = v(¢") ~ w(q).

We claim h, < Ct by proving that
(10.8) PSy (q) C Fer \ Fu.
For each r € [—p, p|, consider the function
v.(2) = w(a',r) and L.(z') = L(z', ),
and the sections
H, = {a'| v.(2') < Ly (2)},
G, = {2'| v(z") < L.(x)}.

By (I0.4)
H.CG,.

Since ¢ is near axis e,, the maximum section touches OF at point p € {|z,| = p}.
For simplicity, we assume that ¢, > 0. By symmetry

D,w(q) > Dyw(q,0) = 0.
Therefore, for any constants ro < r; < p,
Ly, (2') < Ly, (2') < 0(2),
and
G, C G,,.
Thus, we can assume that p, = p. Then
¢ C G, CG,,.
Recall Lemma [10.4] we obtain
G, C EFey \ Fy.
This is (I0.8).
Next, we show that h, > ct. Let s > 0. By (2.14),

Vol Sflzvq+st(q) < C(hg + St)%-
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Recall (I0.9),

u(p) > ct.

Note that L, is the support function of ¢ at point p. Lemma 2.4 and Lemma [0.5]
mean

n—1

Vol S;'Luq—l-st(q) > cp VOln_l{S;’LUq-l-St(q) N{zn=p}} > cps 7 t2.

Thus,
n—1

C(hg+st)2 >cps 2 t2.

[SIE]

ie.
n—1

h _
?q > sup{c(p)s » —s}>c.

Step 3. We prove that w satisfies
(10.9) w(z) —w(q) — Vw(z) - (z —q) < O(|ln|" +[2"]* + 23)
for any ¢ € Bs(0).
The case that ¢ is on axis e, follows from ([[0.4]). We then assume that ¢’ # 0.
If z € S} (q). Note that S}’ () is interior section, the first equation of problem

(I0.H) means that
Vol S (q) ~ hi ~ t5,
and
Vol(Fg2y \ Fizy % [—p, p]) < Ct3.
Note that S}L"q(q) is quasi-symmetric about ¢. Therefore, according to Lemma [2.4],
Sat(@) —a ~ DB (0) x [=p, p].

for sg = % ~ c. Then the classical interior C'! regularity results implies if s € [0, sg],
then

(10.10)  cs2D,B}(0) x [—cs%,cs%] C 5%(q) — q C Cs2D,B;(0) x [—C’s%, C’s%].
And (I0I0) implies that (I0.9).
If x ¢ S} (q). Then
v(z' —¢') > ct outside Sy’ (q).

Recall (I0.8), we have ||D,L|| < Ct. By (I0.7),

w(z) —w(q) — Vw(x) - (x —q) <o(z) — Ly, (') + Ct
<O —q¢)+1)
< Cv(a" —¢)

This is (I0.9).
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In particular, by virtue of Lemma 2.7 and (I0.9), we see that w is C*1~% on the
plane x; = 0, thus we finish the proof.
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