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OPTIMAL GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR THE INSULATED

CONDUCTIVITY PROBLEM WITH GENERAL CONVEX

INCLUSIONS CASE

HAIGANG LI AND YAN ZHAO

Abstract. In this paper we study the insulated conductivity problem involving
two adjacent convex insulators embedded in a bounded domain. It is known that
the gradient of solutions may blow up as the distance between two inclusions tends
to zero. For general convex insulators, we establish a pointwise upper bound and a
lower bound of the gradient with optimal blow up rates, which are associated with
the first nonzero eigenvalue of an elliptic operator determined by the geometry of
insulators. This extends the previous result for ball insulators in [12].

1. introduction and main theorem

In this paper we establish the optimal gradient estimates for the insulated con-
ductivity problem involving two adjacent general convex inclusions. The study of
this area originated from [4], where the problem with inclusions closely located in a
linear elastic background medium was studied numerically. We consider a bounded
domain D ⊂ R

n (n ≥ 2) with a C2 boundary that contains two C2,γ convex open
sets D1 and D2. We assume that they are located far away from the boundary
∂D, with dist(D1 ∪ D2, ∂D) > c > 0, and that the distance between two inclusions
ε = dist(D1, D2) is small. Let u be the solution to the insulated conductivity problem:






∆u = 0 in Ω̃ := D\(D1 ∪D2),

∂νu = 0 on ∂D1 ∪ ∂D2,

u = ϕ on ∂D,

(1.1)

for a given function ϕ ∈ C1,α(∂D). Here ∂νu denotes the normal derivative on
boundary ∂D1∪∂D2. It is well-known that there is a unique solution u which is C1,α

on
¯̃
Ω. The solution u represents the electric potential. There is interest from the

perspective of engineering in estimating the magnitude of the electric field ∇u in the
narrow region between D1 and D2. An open problem is to find the optimal upper
bound on |∇u| in terms of ε. We refer the reader to [1, 6–8, 10, 11, 14, 16, 18–21] and
the references therein for background and related work on this problem.

In the case of n = 2, Ammari, Kang, and Lim [3] demonstrated an upper bound
for |∇u| of order ε−1/2 for circular inclusions by using the layer potential method.
Ammari et al [2] further showed that this blow up rate, ε−1/2, is sharp in dimension
n = 2. For insulated conductivity problem (1.1), Bao, Li and Yin [5] also obtained
an upper bound of |∇u| of order ε−1/2 for all dimensions n ≥ 2 for convex insulators

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.17201v1


2 H.G. LI AND Y. ZHAO

of arbitrary shape. However, the question of whether this upper bound is optimal in
dimensions n ≥ 3 remained open for about one decade. It was not until recently that
Li and Yang [24] took advantage of a Harnack inequality to improve the upper bound
in dimensions n ≥ 3 to be on the order of ε−1/2+β for some β > 0. Subsequently,
Weinkove [26] employed a direct maximum principle argument and established an
upper bound of order ε−1/2+β(n) with a specific constant β(n) > 0 for n ≥ 4 in the
case where D1 and D2 are two balls. Later, Dong, Li, and Yang gave the optimal
β(n) for a certain class of inclusions, including two balls in all dimension n ≥ 3,

particularly with an explicit formula β(n) = [−(n − 1) +
√

(n− 1)2 + 4(n− 2)]/4
when the insulators are balls in [12]. Dong, Yang and Zhu [15] further investigated
the insulated conductivity problem with p-Laplacian, where the current-electric field
relation follows the power law J = |E|p−2E.

We use the notation x = (x′, xn) to represent a point in R
n, where x′ ∈ R

n−1. After
a possible translation and rotation of the coordinate if necessary, we assume that the
origin 0 ∈ ∂D2 is one endpoint of the shortest line between ∂D1 and ∂D2, and there
exists a universal constant 0 < R0 < 1, such that near the origin, the parts of ∂D1

and ∂D2, denoted by Γ+ and Γ−, can be represented by graphs of two functions in
terms of x′. That is,

Γ+ = {xn = ε+ f(x′), |x′| < 2R0} and Γ− = {xn = g(x′), |x′| < 2R0} ,

where f and g are two C2,γ functions, 0 < γ < 1, satisfying

f(x′) > g(x′) for 0 < |x′| < 2R0, (1.2)

f(0′) = g(0′) = 0, ∇x′f(0′) = ∇x′g(0′) = 0, D2(f − g)(0′) > 0. (1.3)

For 0 < r ≤ 2R0, we denote

Ωr :=
{
(x′, xn) ∈ Ω

∣∣ g(x′) < xn < ε+ f(x′), |x′| < r
}
.

Throughout this paper, we denote

aij =
1

2
∂ij(f − g)(0′), and a(ξ) =

n−1∑

i=1

n−1∑

j=1

aij
xi
|x′|

xj
|x′| , for ξ ∈ S

n−2. (1.4)

It is apparent that a(ξ) > 0 a.e. and ln a(ξ) ∈ L∞(Sn−2). Because f and g are in the
class C2,γ and satisfy (1.2) and (1.3), we denote, for |x′| < 2R0,

f(x′)− g(x′) =

n−1∑

i,j=1

aijxixj +O(|x′|2+γ) = a(ξ)|x′|2 +O(|x′|2+γ). (1.5)

It was proved in [13] that the optimal blow-up rate of the gradient for the insulated
conductivity problem (1.1) is closely related to the first nonzero eigenvalue of of the
following eigenvalue problem on S

n−2:

− divSn−2

(
a(ξ)∇Sn−2u(ξ)

)
= λa(ξ)u(ξ), ξ ∈ S

n−2, (1.6)
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where a(ξ) is defined by (1.4), determined by the Hessian ∂ij(f − g)(0′). We define
the inner product

〈u, v〉Sn−2 =

 

Sn−2

a(ξ)uv dσ. (1.7)

From the classical theory, all eigenvalues of (1.6) are real, and the corresponding
eigenfunctions can be normalized to form an orthonormal basis of L2(Sn−2) under the
inner-product defined by (1.7). The first nonzero eigenvalue λ1 of problem (1.6) is
given by the Rayleigh quotient:

λ1 := inf
u 6≡0,〈u,1〉

Sn−2=0

ffl

Sn−2 a(ξ)|∇Sn−2u|2 dσ
ffl

Sn−2 a(ξ)|u|2 dσ
. (1.8)

Let α(λ1) be the positive root of the quadratic polynomial α2 + (n − 1)α − λ1, that
is,

α(λ1) =
−(n− 1) +

√
(n− 1)2 + 4λ1
2

. (1.9)

According to Lemma 5.1 in [13], we conclude that λ1 ≤ n−2 and hence α(λ1) ∈ (0, 1).
In the case of circular inclusions, where a(ξ) ≡ a is a positive constant and λ1 = n−2,
Dong, Li, and Yang in [12] proved that the optimal blow-up rate of the gradient is

ε
α(λ1)−1

2 . In [13], they extended to study general convex inclusions case and proved
that

|∇u(x)| ≤ C‖u‖L∞(Ω2R0
)(ε+ |x′|2)α−1

2 , for x ∈ ΩR0 , 0 ≤ α < α(λ1), (1.10)

where C is a constant depending on a lower bound of α(λ1) − α. However, it is not

clear whether ε
α(λ1)−1

2 is an optimal upper bound for general convex inclusions. In

this paper, we show that ε
α(λ1)−1

2 indeed is an upper bound for ∇u, with its sharpness
proved in dimension n = 3 and for a certain class of inclusions in dimensions n ≥ 4.

By applying standard elliptic estimates, the solution u ∈ H1(Ω̃) of (1.1) satisfies
‖u‖C1(Ω̃\ΩR0/2

) ≤ C. We only need to focus on the following problem near the origin:

{−∆u = 0 in Ω2R0 ,

∂νu = 0 on Γ+ ∪ Γ−.
(1.11)

Our main results of this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For n ≥ 3, 0 < ε ≪ 1, let u ∈ H1(Ω2R0) be a solution of (1.11) with
f and g satisfying (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5). We have

|∇u(x′)| ≤ C‖u‖L∞(Ω2R0
)(ε+ |x′|2)

α(λ1)−1
2 ∀x ∈ ΩR0 , (1.12)

where λ1 and α(λ1) are given by (1.8) and (1.9), and C is a positive constant depend-
ing only on n, R0, γ, ‖f‖C2,γ(Γ+) , ‖g‖C2,γ(Γ−) and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).

Remark 1.2. Estimate (1.12) improve the exponent from α−1
2

in (1.10) to α(λ1)−1
2

,
which archives the optimality shown by Theorem 1.4 below.

Applying the maximum principle and Theorem 1.1, we have
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Corollary 1.3. For n ≥ 3, 0 < ε≪ 1, let f and g satisfy (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5). For

any solution u ∈ H1(Ω̃) of (1.1), we have

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖ϕ‖C2(∂D)ε
α(λ1)−1

2 , (1.13)

where λ1 and α(λ1) are given by (1.8) and (1.9), and C is a positive constant depend-
ing only on n, R0, γ, ‖∂D1‖C2,γ , ‖∂D2‖C2,γ , ‖∂Ω‖C2 and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).

The estimate (1.12) is shown to be optimal by the following lower bound estimates.

Theorem 1.4. For n ≥ 3, let D1 and D2 be two strictly convex smooth domains in
B5, which are symmetric in xj for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, with λ1 and α(λ1) given by
(1.8) and (1.9). Assume that the eigenspace corresponding to λ1 contains a function

which is odd in xj for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. Let ϕ = xj and u ∈ H1(Ω̃) be the solution
of (1.1). Then we have

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω̃) ≥
1

C
ε

α(λ1)−1
2 , (1.14)

where C depends only on ‖∂D1‖C4, ‖∂D2‖C4, ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), α(λ1) and n.

By employing the property of the eigenspace associated with the first nonzero
eigenvalue λ1 of (1.6), as proved in [13](Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.7 in [13]), it can
be inferred that the conditions outlined in Theorem 1.5 and 1.6 imply the conditions
in Theorem 1.4. Consequently, the subsequent theorems follow directly.

Theorem 1.5. For n = 3 and for any positive definite matrix M , there exist two
smooth strictly convex inclusions D1, D2 inside D = B5 with D2(f − g)(0′) =M , and

a boundary data ϕ ∈ C∞(∂D) with ‖ϕ‖L∞(∂D) = 1, such that the solution u ∈ H1(Ω̃)
of (1.1) satisfies

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω̃) >
1

C
ε

α(λ1)−1

2 ,

where λ1 and α(λ1) are given by (1.8) and (1.9) with a(ξ) = ξtMξ, and C depends
only on ‖∂D1‖C4, ‖∂D2‖C4, ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), α(λ1) and n.

Theorem 1.6. For n ≥ 4, there exists an ε0 = ε0(n) ∈ (0, 1/2) such that for any
positive definite matrix M satisfying

(1− ε0)
I

‖I‖ ≤ M

‖M‖ ≤ (1 + ε0)
I

‖I‖ ,

there exist two smooth strictly convex inclusions D1, D2 inside D = B5 with D2(f −
g)(0′) = M , and a boundary data ϕ ∈ C∞(∂D) with ‖ϕ‖L∞(∂D) = 1, such that the

solution u ∈ H1(Ω̃) of (1.1) satisfies

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω̃) >
1

C
ε

α(λ1)−1
2 ,

where λ1 and α(λ1) are given by (1.8) and (1.9) with a(ξ) = ξtMξ, and C is a positive
constant depending only on ‖∂D1‖C4, ‖∂D2‖C4, ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), α(λ1) and n.
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In the above, ‖M‖ and ‖I‖ denote the standard norm of the matrices.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish some

estimates for the degenerate elliptic operator associated with the problem, which are
crucial in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 are showed in
Sections 3 and 4, respectively.

2. Estimates on degenerate elliptic operators

In this section, we establish some estimates for elliptic equations with degenerate
coefficients, which are necessary for proving Theorem 1.1 and 1.4. Throughout this
section, we work in the domain BR ⊂ R

n−1 for some R > 0 and n ≥ 3.
Let a(ξ) be defined by (1.4). We introduce the following norms:

‖F‖ε,σ,s,BR
:= sup

x′∈BR

|F (x′)|

|x′|σ
(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)1−s , for σ, s ∈ R,

and

‖u‖′C1(D) := ‖u‖L∞(D) + d‖∇u‖L∞(D), ‖u‖′C1,µ(D) := ‖u‖′C1(D) + d1+µ[∇u]Cµ(D),

where d = sup
x,y∈D

|x− y|, D ⊂ R
n−1 or Rn. For any bounded set Ω ⊂ R

n−1, we denote

H1(Ω, |x′|2dx′) as the weighted H1 norms given by:

‖f‖H1(Ω,|x′|2dx′) :=
(ˆ

Ω

|f |2|x′|2dx′
) 1

2

+
(ˆ

Ω

|∇f |2|x′|2dx′
) 1

2

.

For ρ > 0, define the average

(u)a∂Bρ
:=

(ˆ

∂Bρ

a(ξ)dσ
)−1

ˆ

∂Bρ

a(ξ)u(x′)dσ.

By using harmonic decomposition and the maximum principle, we can get following
lemma from [13].

Lemma 2.1 ([13],Lemma 2.2). For n ≥ 3, let a(ξ) satisfy (1.4), λ1 and α(λ1) be
given by (1.8) and (1.9), and v1 ∈ H1(BR0 , |x′|2dx′) satisfy

div
(
a(ξ)|x′|2∇v1

)
= 0 in BR0 ⊂ R

n−1.

Then v1 ∈ Cβ(BR0), for some β > 0 depending only on n and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).
Moreover, for any 0 < ρ < R ≤ R0, we have v1(0

′) = (v1)
a
∂Bρ

, and
( 

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|2 dσ

)1/2

≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)( 

∂BR

a(ξ)|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|2 dσ

)1/2

.

Lemma 2.2. For n ≥ 3, let a(ξ) satisfy (1.4), λ1 and α(λ1) be given by (1.8) and
(1.9), and v1 ∈ H1(BR, |x′|2dx′) satisfy

{
div

(
a(ξ)|x′|2∇v1

)
= 0 in BR ⊂ R

n−1,

v1 = V1 on ∂BR,
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where V1 ∈ C1,µ(B̄R\B 3
4
R) for some µ ∈ (0, 1). Then for any x′ ∈ B̄R\{0′},

|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|+ |x′||∇v1(x′)| ≤ C

( |x′|
R

)α(λ1)

‖V1 − (V1)
a
∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

),

where C depends only on n, ‖ ln a‖L∞ and µ.

Proof. For |x′0| ∈ (0, 7
8
R], we take a change of variables by defining y′ = x′

|x′
0|
to map

the region B|x′
0|+ 1

8
|x′

0|\B|x′
0|− 1

8
|x′

0| to B1+ 1
8
\B1− 1

8
. Let ṽ1(y

′) = v1(|x′0|y′) = v1(x
′). Then

ṽ1(y
′) satisfies the equation

div(a(ξ)|y′|2∇ṽ1) = 0, y′ ∈ B1+ 1
8
\B1− 1

8
.

By applying the standard elliptic theory and Lemma 2.1, we obtain

‖ṽ1 − ṽ1(0
′)‖C1(B

1+ 1
16

\B
1− 1

16
) ≤ C‖ṽ1 − ṽ1(0

′)‖L2(B
1+ 1

8
\B

1− 1
8
)

≤C
( 

B|x′0|+
1
8 |x′0|

\B|x′0|−
1
8 |x′0|

|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|2dx′

)1/2

≤C
( |x′0|
R

)α(λ1)( 

∂BR

|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|2dx′

)1/2

≤C
( |x′0|
R

)α(λ1)

‖V1 − (V1)
a
∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

).

By rescaling, we have, for |x′0| ∈ (0, 7
8
R],

|v1(x′0)− v1(0
′)|+ |x′0||∇v1(x′0)| ≤ C

( |x′0|
R

)α(λ1)

‖V1 − (V1)
a
∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

). (2.1)

For |x′0| ∈ (7
8
R,R], we choose a change of variables y′ = x′

R
to map the domain

BR\B 3
4
R to B1\B 3

4
. Set ṽ1(y

′) = v1(Ry
′) = v1(x

′) and Ṽ1(y
′) = V1(Ry

′) = V1(x
′).

Then ṽ1(y
′) satisfies

{
div(a(ξ)|y′|2∇ṽ1) = 0 y′ ∈ B1\B 3

4
,

ṽ1(y
′) = Ṽ1(y

′) y′ ∈ ∂B1.

By the boundary estimates and Lemma 2.1,

‖ṽ1 − ṽ1(0
′)‖C1(B1\B 7

8
) ≤C

(
‖ṽ1 − ṽ1(0

′)‖L2(B1\B3/4) + ‖Ṽ1 − (Ṽ1)
a
∂B1

‖C1,µ(B1\B3/4)

)

≤C‖V1 − (V1)
a
∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

).

By rescaling, we obtain, for |x′0| ∈ (7
8
R,R],

|v1(x′0)− v1(0
′)|+R|∇v1(x′0)| ≤ C‖V1 − (V1)

a
∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

). (2.2)

Combining (2.1) and (2.2), the proof is finished. �
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Lemma 2.3. For n ≥ 3, let a(ξ) satisfy (1.4), λ1 and α(λ1) be given by (1.8) and
(1.9), and v2 ∈ H1(BR) satisfy

{
div

[(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∇v2

]
= G(x′) in BR ⊂ R

n−1,

v2 = V2 on ∂BR.

Then

‖v2‖L∞(BR) ≤ Cε
α(λ1)

2
−1‖G‖

ε,0,2−α(λ1)
2

,R
+ ‖V2‖L∞(∂BR),

where C depends only on n, ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2) and α(λ1), independent of ε and R.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ‖G‖
ε,0,2−α(λ1)

2
,R

≤ 1. By the defi-

nition, this implies that |G(x′)| ≤
(
ε + a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)
2

−1

. For a fixed α̃ ∈ (α(λ1), 1)

satisfying
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)∑n−1
i=1 (a

ijxj)
2

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 ≤ 1

2

n−1∑

i=1

aii, for |x′| ≤ R,

we consider an auxiliary function ψ(x′) = −
(
ε+a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

. A direct calculation

yields

Lεψ(x
′) := div

[(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∇ψ(x′)

]

=
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

(
n−1∑

i=1

aii)

−
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)2(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

−1
n−1∑

i=1

(aijxj)
2

=
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

(
(
n−1∑

i=1

aii)−
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)∑n−1
i=1 (a

ijxj)
2

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2
)

≥ 1

2
(
n−1∑

i=1

aii)
(
α̃− α(λ1)

)(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

:=
1

C0

(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

,

where C0 =
2∑

aii(α̃−α(λ1))
. Since α̃

2
− 1 < 0, it follows that

|G(x′)| ≤
(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)
2

−1

=
(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2

+ α̃
2
−1

≤ ε
α̃
2
−1
(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)α(λ1)−α̃
2 ≤ C0ε

α̃
2
−1Lεψ(x

′).

Thus, {
|Lεv2(x

′)| = |G(x′)| ≤ Lε

(
C0ε

α̃
2
−1ψ(x′)

)
in BR ⊂ R

n−1,

v2 = V2 on ∂BR.
(2.3)
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By using the maximum principle, see e.g. Theorem 8.1 in [17], and together with

‖ψ‖L∞(BR) ≤ ε
α(λ1)−α̃

2 , we complete the proof. �

Lemma 2.4. For n ≥ 3, let a(ξ) satisfy (1.4), λ1 and α(λ1) be given by (1.8) and
(1.9), σ > 1 and v3 ∈ H1(BR) satisfy

{
div

[(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∇v3

]
= ∂iF

i(x′) in BR ⊂ R
n−1,

v3 = 0 on ∂BR.
(2.4)

Then
(i) if ‖F‖ε,σ,1,R <∞, we have

‖v3‖L∞(BR) ≤ C ‖F‖ε,σ,1,RRσ−1,

where C depends only on n, σ and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), independent of ε and R;

(ii) if
∥∥F√

ε

∥∥
ε,1,1,R

<∞, we have

‖v3‖L∞(BR) ≤ C
∥∥F√

ε

∥∥
ε,1,1,R

R,

where F√
ε(x

′) = F (x′)√
ε
, and C depends only on n and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), independent

of ε and R.
(iii) if ‖Fε‖ε,1,1,R <∞, we have

‖v3‖L∞(BR) ≤ C ‖Fε‖ε,1,1,RR2,

where Fε(x
′) = F (x′)

ε
, and C depends only on n and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), independent of

ε and R.

Proof. (i) First, we prove the case where R = 1. Then, through a change of vari-
ables, we can complete the proof of (i). Without loss of generality, we assume that
‖F‖ε,σ,1,1 ≤ 1, which implies that |F i

1(x
′)| ≤ |x′|σ.

For p ≥ 2, multiplying |v3|p−2v3 in equation (2.4) and using the integration by
parts, we obtain

(p− 1)

ˆ

B1(0′)

(
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ = (p− 1)

ˆ

B1(0′)
F i
1∂iv3|v3|p−2dx′.

Since |F (x′)| ≤ |x′|σ, it follows from the Hölder inequality that
ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ ≤ C

ˆ

B1

|x′|σ|v3|p−2|∇v3|dx′

≤ 1

2

ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ + C

ˆ

B1

|x′|2σ−2|v3|p−2dx′,

which implies that
ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ ≤ C

ˆ

B1

|x′|2σ−2|v3|p−2dx′. (2.5)
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By virtue of the following version of the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality (see
[9]) in R

n−1:

‖v‖
L

2(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤ C‖∇v‖L2(B1,|x′|2dx′) ∀v ∈ H1
0 (B1(0

′)),

we can deduce

‖v3‖p
L

p(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

=
∥∥∥|v3|

p
2

∥∥∥
2

L
2(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤C
∥∥∥∇|v3|

p
2

∥∥∥
L2(B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤ C

ˆ

B1

|x′|2|∇|v3|
p
2 |2dx′

≤Cp2
ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′.

(2.6)

On the other hand, for the right hand side of (2.5), we choose µ > 0 sufficiently small
so that

´

B1
|x′|(σ−1)(n+1+2µ)−(n−1+2µ)dx′ <∞. Consequently, we obtain

ˆ

B1

|x′|2σ−2|v3|p−2 ≤
(ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|(p−2)n+1+2µ
n−1+2µdx′

)n−1+2µ
n+1+2µ

·
(ˆ

B1

|x′|(σ−1)(n+1+2µ)−(n−1+2µ)dx′
)n−1+2µ

n+1+2µ

≤C
(ˆ

B1

|x′|2|v3|(p−2)n+1+2µ
n−1+2µdx′

)n−1+2µ
n+1+2µ

.

This, combining (2.5) and (2.6), leads to

‖v3‖p
L

p(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤ Cp2‖v3‖p−2

L
(p−2)(n+1+2µ)

n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)
. (2.7)

For p = 2, it follows from (2.7) that

‖v3‖
L

2(n+1+2µ)
n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤ C. (2.8)

For p > 2, by virtue of the Hölder inequality, (2.7) implies that

‖v3‖p
L

p(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤Cp2‖v3‖p−2

L
(p−2)(n+1+2µ)

n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤
(
Cp4‖v3‖p−2

L
p(n+1+2µ)
n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)

) p
p−2

+
( 1

p2

)p/2

≤ pC‖v3‖p
L

p(n+1+2µ)
n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)

+
C

pp
.

Therefore

‖v3‖
L

p(n+1)
n−1 (B1,|x′|2dx′)

≤ p
C
p ‖v3‖

L
p(n+1+2µ)
n−1+2µ (B1,|x′|2dx′)

+
C

p
. (2.9)
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We take t0 = 2(n+1+2µ)
n−1+2µ

, χ = n+1
n−1

n−1+2µ
n+1+2µ

> 1, ti+1 = tiχ = t0χ
i+1, and p =

t0
n−1+2µ
n+1+2µ

χi = 2χi, and use (2.8)-(2.9) to obtain

‖v3‖Lti+1(B1,|x′|2dx′) ≤ (2χi)
C
2χi ‖v3‖Lti(B1,|x′|2dx′) +

C

χi

≤ (2χ)
Ci

χi ‖v3‖Lti(B1,|x′|2dx′) +
C

χi

≤ (2χ)

i∑
k=0

Ck

χk ‖v3‖Lt0(B1,|x′|2dx′) +

i∑

k=0

C

χk
≤ C.

Letting i → ∞, the case where R = 1 is finished. For R > 0, we set y′ = x′

R
. Let

ṽ3(y
′) = v3(x

′) and F̃ (y′) = F (x′)
R

. Then ṽ3 satisfies

{
div

[(
ε̃+ a(ξ)|y′|2

)
∇ṽ3

]
= ∂iF̃ i(y′) in B1 ⊂ R

n−1,

ṽ3 = 0 on ∂B1,

where ε̃ = ε
R2 . Therefore, we have

‖ṽ3‖L∞(B1) ≤ C‖F̃‖ε̃,σ,1,1. (2.10)

Then, considering that ‖ṽ3‖L∞(B1) = ‖v3‖L∞(BR) and ‖F̃‖ε̃,σ,1,1 ≤ C‖F‖ε,σ,1,RRσ−1,
we can complete the proof of (i).

(ii) We only prove the case that R = 1 and ‖F√
ε‖ε,1,1,1 ≤ 1, which means that

|F (x′)| ≤ √
ε|x′|. By utilizing the inequalities

√
ε|x′| ≤ C

(
ε+a(ξ)|x′|2

)
and |F (x′)| ≤

√
ε|x′|, we can derive

ˆ

B1

|x′||v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ ≤ C

ˆ

B1

|x′||v3|p−2|∇v3|dx′. (2.11)

By means of the Hölder inequality and the following version of the Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg inequality (see [9]) in R

n−1:

‖v‖
L

2n
n−2 (B1,|x′|dx′)

≤ C‖∇v‖L2(B1,|x′|dx′) ∀v ∈ H1
0 (B1(0

′)),

similarly to the proof of (i), we can deduce from (2.11) that

‖v3‖p
L

np
n−2 (B1,|x′|dx′)

≤ Cp2‖v3‖p−2
Lp(B1,|x′|dx′).

By employing an iteration argument again, we can obtain ‖v3‖L∞(B1) ≤ C. The proof
of (ii) is finished.

(iii) We only prove the case that R = 1 and ‖Fε‖ε,1,1,1 ≤ 1, indicating that |F (x′)| ≤
ε|x′|. By using ε ≤ ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 and |F (x′)| ≤ ε|x′|, we have

ˆ

B1

|v3|p−2|∇v3|2dx′ ≤ C

ˆ

B1

|v3|p−2|∇v3|dx′. (2.12)
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We apply the following Sobolev-Poincaré inequality in R
n−1:

‖v‖
L

2n
n−2 (B1)

≤ C‖∇v‖L2(B1) ∀v ∈ H1
0 (B1(0

′)),

where δ > 0. Similar to the proof of (i), it follows from (2.12) that

‖v3‖p
L

np
n−2 (B1)

≤ Cp2‖v3‖p−2
Lp(B1)

.

By employing the iteration argument again, we conclude that ‖v3‖L∞(B1) ≤ C. The
proof of (iii) is finished. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we are dedicated to proving Theorem 1.1. Following a similar
argument as in Section 4 of [22], we define

ū(x′) :=

 ε+f(x′)

g(x′)
u(x′, xn) dxn,

then
∂i(δ(x

′)∂iū) + ∂iF̃
i = 0, where δ(x′) = ε+ f(x′)− g(x′), (3.1)

and

F̃ i(x′) =

ˆ ε+f(x′)

g(x′)

(xn − ε− f(x′)

δ(x′)
∂ig(x

′)− xn − g(x′)

δ(x′)
∂if(x

′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn.

Because δ(x′) = ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 +O(|x′|2+γ), we can rewrite (3.1) as

∂i

((
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∂iū

)
= −∂iF i, F i(x′) = F̃ i(x′) +O(|x′|2+γ)∂iū, (3.2)

and then divide F i = F i
1 + F i

2, where

F i
1(x

′) :=

ˆ ε+f(x′)

f(x′)

(xn − ε− f(x′)

δ(x′)
∂ig(x

′)− xn − g(x′)

δ(x′)
∂if(x

′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn, (3.3)

and

F i
2(x

′) :=

ˆ f(x′)

g(x′)

(xn − ε− f(x′)

δ(x′)
∂ig(x

′)−xn − g(x′)

δ(x′)
∂if(x

′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn+O(|x′|2+γ)∂iū(x

′).

(3.4)
By employing the “flipping argument” used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [5] or

Theorem 1.1 in [12], we derive the following two lemmas. Since their proofs are quite
similar, we will only present the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.1. For n ≥ 3, ε ∈ (0, 1/4), let u ∈ H1(Ω2R0) be a solution of (1.11) with
f and g satisfying (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5). We have

‖∇u‖L∞(Ω√
ε) ≤ Cε−1/2‖u− ū(0′)‖L∞(Ω2

√
ε),

where C depends only on n, γ, R0, ‖f‖C2,γ(Γ+), ‖g‖C2,γ(Γ−) and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).

Denote

Qt,s(z) := {y = (y′, yn) ∈ R
n| |y′ − z′| < s, |yn| < t}, Qt,s = Qt,s(0). (3.5)
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Lemma 3.2. For n ≥ 3, 0 < ε ≪ 1, let f and g satisfy (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5). For
any solution u ∈ H1(Ω2R0) of (1.11) and

√
ε ≤ ρ ≤ R0 , we have

‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ωρ\Ω 3
4 ρ

) + ‖ū− ū(0′)‖′C1,µ(Bρ(0′)\B 3
4 ρ

(0′)) ≤ C
( 

Ω2ρ\Ωρ/2

|u− ū(0′)|2
)1/2

,

where C depends only on n, γ, R0, ‖f‖C2,γ(Γ+), ‖g‖C2,γ(Γ−) and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).

Proof. For ρ ≥ √
ε, we make use of the following change of variables





y′ = x′,

yn = 2ρ2
( xn − g(x′)

f(x′)− g(x′) + ε
− 1

2

)
,

∀(x′, xn) ∈ Ω2ρ \ Ωρ/2,

to map the domain Ω2ρ \ Ωρ/2 to Qρ2,2ρ \ Qρ2,ρ/2, where Qt,s is defined by (3.5). Let
v(y) = u(x). Then v(y) satisfies

{
−∂i(bij(y)∂jv(y)) = 0 in Qρ2,2ρ \Qρ2,ρ/2,

bnj(y)∂jv(y) = 0 on |yn| = ρ2,

where (bij(y)) = (∂xy)(∂xy)t

det(∂xy)
. Then v̄(y′) =

ffl ρ2

−ρ2
v(y′, yn)dyn = ū(x′), and satisfies

∂i(b
ii∂iv̄) = ∂iF

i, where F i = −
 ρ2

−ρ2
bin∂nvdyn. (3.6)

It is straightforward to verify that

1

C
≤ ‖bii‖L∞(Qρ2,2ρ\Qρ2,ρ/2)

≤ C, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

‖bin‖L∞(Qρ2,2ρ\Qρ2,ρ/2)
≤ Cρ, [bin]Cµ(Qρ2,2ρ\Qρ2,ρ/2)

≤ Cρ1−2µ, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

‖∇bij‖L∞(Qρ2,2ρ\Qρ2,ρ/2)
≤ Cρ−1, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1.

(3.7)

Let b̃ij(z) = bij(ρz) and ṽ(z) = v(ρz). Then ṽ(z) satisfies
{
−∂i(b̃ij(z)∂j ṽ(z)) = 0 in Qρ,2 \Qρ,1/2,

b̃nj(z)∂j ṽ(z) = 0 on |zn| = ρ,

with I
C
≤ b̃ ≤ CI and ‖b̃‖Cµ(Qρ,2\Qρ,1/2) ≤ C. We define

Sl :=
{
z ∈ R

n
∣∣ 1/2 < |z′| < 2, (2l − 1)ρ < zn < (2l + 1)ρ

}
,

for any integer l, and Sm
s,t :=

{
z ∈ R

n
∣∣ s < |z′| < t, |zn| < m

}
. Note that Qρ,2 \

Qρ,1/2 = S0. We take the even extension of ṽ with respect to yn = ρ and then take
the periodic extension (so that the period is equal to 2ρ). More precisely, we define,
for any l ∈ Z, a new function v̂ by setting

v̂(z) := ṽ
(
z′, (−1)l

(
zn − 2lρ

))
, ∀z ∈ Sl.

We also define the corresponding coefficients, for k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1,

b̂nk(z) = b̂kn(z) := (−1)lb̃nk
(
z′, (−1)l

(
zn − 2lρ

))
, ∀z ∈ Sl,
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and for other indices,

b̂ij(z) := b̃ij
(
z′, (−1)l

(
zn − 2lρ

))
, ∀z ∈ Sl.

Then v̂ and b̂ij are defined in the infinite ring Q2,∞ \Q1/2,∞. In particular, v̂ satisfies
the equation

∂i(b̂
ij∂j v̂) = 0 in S2

1/2,2.

By [23, Proposition 4.1] and [24, Lemma 2.1], we have

‖v̂ − v̄(0′)‖C1(S1
5/8,7/4

) ≤ C‖v̂ − v̄(0′)‖L2(S2
1/2,2

),

Rescaling back to u, we have

‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ω 7
4 ρ

\Ω 5
8 ρ

) ≤ C
( 

Ω2ρ\Ωρ/2

|u− ū(0′)|2
)1/2

. (3.8)

For 11
16
ρ ≤ |y′| ≤ 3

2
ρ, let b̃ij(z) = bij(y′ + ρ2z′, ρ2zn) and ṽ(z) = v(y′ + ρ2z′, ρ2zn).

Then ṽ satisfies {
−∂i(b̃ij(z)∂j ṽ(z)) = 0 in Q1,1,

b̃nj(z)∂j ṽ(z) = 0 on |zn| = 1.

By the W 2,p estimates, for p > n,

‖∇ṽ‖Cµ(Q 1
2 ,1

) ≤C‖ṽ − (ṽ)Q1,1‖W 2,p(Q1,1) ≤ C‖ṽ − (ṽ)Q1,1‖L∞(Q1,1)

≤C‖∇ṽ‖L∞(Q1,1) ≤ Cρ2‖∇v‖L∞(Qρ2,ρ2 (y))

≤Cρ2‖∇v‖L∞(Q
ρ2,74 ρ

\Q
ρ2, 58 ρ

) ≤ Cρ‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ω 7
4 ρ

\Ω 5
8 ρ

).

By rescaling, we obtain

ρ‖∇v‖L∞(Q
ρ2, 32 ρ

\Q
ρ2, 1116 ρ

)+ρ
1+2µ[∇v]Cµ(Q

ρ2, 32 ρ
\Q

ρ2,1116 ρ
) ≤ C‖u−ū(0′)‖′C1(Ω 7

4 ρ
\Ω 5

8 ρ
). (3.9)

Noting that v̄ satisfies (3.6), and using the scaling technique, (3.7), (3.9) and (3.8),
we have

‖v̄ − v̄(0′)‖′C1,µ(Bρ(0′)\B 3
4 ρ

(0′)) ≤C‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ω 7
4 ρ

\Ω 5
8 ρ

)

≤C
( 

Ω2ρ\Ωρ/2

|u− ū(0′)|2dx
)1/2

.

Returning to ū, the proof is completed. �

By Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, the following Corollary is immediate.

Corollary 3.3. For n ≥ 3, ε ∈ (0, 1/4), let f and g satisfy (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5).
For any solution u ∈ H1(Ω2R0) of (1.11) with ‖u‖L∞(Ω2R0

) ≤ 1, if x ∈ ΩR0\Ω√
ε , we

have

‖u− ū(0′)‖′
C1(Ω|x′|\Ω 3

4 |x′|)
≤ C

(
|x′|2 +

( 

B2|x′|(0
′)\B|x′|/2(0

′)
|ū− ū(0′)|2dx′

)1/2)
; (3.10)
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if x ∈ Ω√
ε , we have

‖u− ū(0′)‖′
C1(Ω√

ε)
≤ C

(
ε+

( 

B4
√

ε(0
′)\B√

ε(0
′)
|ū− ū(0′)|2dx′

)1/2)
, (3.11)

where C depends only on n, γ, R0, ‖f‖C2,γ(Γ+), ‖g‖C2,γ(Γ−) and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).

Proof. Because a(ξ)|x′|2 ∈ C∞(Rn−1) and ‖u‖L∞(Ω2R0
) ≤ 1, according to the classical

elliptic theory, we have ‖∇u‖L∞(Ω 3
2R0

\Ω 1
2R0

) ≤ C. By virtue of Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, we

have

|∇u(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−1/2, forx ∈ ΩR0 .

Since ∂νu = 0 on Γ±,

|∂nu(x)| ≤ C|x′||∇x′u(x)| ≤ C|x′|(ε+ |x′|2)−1/2 ≤ C, on Γ±.

It is immediate from the harmonicity of ∂nu that

‖∂nu‖L∞(ΩR0
) ≤ C. (3.12)

Therefore, |u(x′, xn)− ū(x′)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2), for x ∈ ΩR0 . For x ∈ ΩR0\Ω√
ε,

( 

Ω2|x′|\Ω|x′|/2

|u− ū(0′)|2dx
)1/2

≤
( 

Ω2|x′|\Ω|x′|/2

|u− ū|2dx
)1/2

+
( 

Ω2|x′|\Ω|x′|/2

|ū− ū(0′)|2dx
)1/2

≤C|x′|2 +
( 

Ω2|x′|\Ω|x′|/2

|ū− ū(0′)|2dx
)1/2

,

which implies that (3.10) holds. By using the maximum principle, ‖u−ū(0′)‖L∞(Ω2
√

ε)
=

‖u− ū(0′)‖L∞(∂Ω2
√

ε\Γ±). Then (3.11) follows from Lemma 3.1 and (3.10). �

Proposition 3.4. For R0 ≤ 1 and n ≥ 3, suppose v̄ ∈ C1,µ(BR0) is a solution to

div
((
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∇v̄

)
= ∂iF

i
1 + ∂iF

i
2, inBR0 ⊂ R

n−1, (3.13)

where F1 and F2, respectively, satisfy
∥∥∥
F1

ε

∥∥∥
ε,1,1,BR0

< +∞, ‖F2‖ε,γ+t+1,1,BR0
< +∞, 0 < γ + t < 2,

and a(ξ) is defined by (1.4). Then for 0 < ρ < R ≤ R0, we have
( 

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|v̄ − v̄(0′)|2dσ
)1/2

≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)( 

∂BR

a(ξ)|v̄ − v̄(0′)|2dσ
)1/2

+ C(

√
ε

R
)α(λ1)‖v̄ − v̄(0′)‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
) + C

(∥∥∥
F1

ε

∥∥∥
ε,1,1,BR0

+ ‖F2‖ε,γ+t+1,1,BR0

)
Rγ+t,

where α(λ1) is defined by (1.9), and C depends only on n, γ, t, α(λ1) and ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2).
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Proof. Denote Lεv := div[(ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2)∇v]. We divide v̄ := v1 + v2 + v3 + v4 in BR,
where v1 ∈ H1(BR0 , |x′|2dx′) satisfies{

div(a(ξ)|x′|2∇v1) = 0 in BR,

v1 = v̄ on ∂BR,

v2 satisfies {
Lεv2 = −ε∆v1(x′) in BR,

v2 = 0 on ∂BR,
(3.14)

and v3, v4, respectively, satisfy{
Lεv3 = divF1 in BR,

v3 = 0 on ∂BR,

{
Lεv4 = divF2 in BR,

v4 = 0 on ∂BR.

For v1, by using Lemma 2.1,
( 

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|v1(x′)− v1(0)|2 dσ
)1/2

≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)( 

∂BR

a(ξ)|v1(x′)− v1(0)|2 dσ
)1/2

.

(3.15)
Using Lemma 2.2, we have, for |x′| ≤ R

|v1(x′)− v1(0
′)|+ |x′||∇v1(x′)| ≤C

( |x′|
R

)α(λ1)

‖v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR
‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
), (3.16)

which implies v1 ∈ H1(BR, dx
′). Similarly, we have vi ∈ H1(BR), for i = 2, 3, 4.

Let v̂1(x
′) := v1(x

′)− v1(0
′). Note that

ε∆v1 = div(ε∇v̂1) = Lε

( ε

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1(x
′)
)
+ div

[ ε∇a(ξ)|x′|2
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1(x

′)
]
. (3.17)

Combining this with (3.17), we can rewrite (3.14) as





Lε

(
v2 +

ε

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1
)
= − div

[ ε∇a(ξ)|x′|2
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1

]
in BR,

v2 +
ε

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1 =
ε

ε+ a(ξ)R2

(
v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR

)
on ∂BR.

(3.18)

Using (3.16), we obtain
∣∣∣∣div

[ ε∇a(ξ)|x′|2
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2 v̂1

]∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
ε|x′|α(λ1)

ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2R
−α(λ1)‖v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR

‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

)

≤ CεR−α(λ1)‖v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR
‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
)(ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2)

α(λ1)
2

−1.

By utilizing Lemma 2.3, (3.16), and the Hölder inequality, we can derive

‖v2‖L∞(BR) ≤ C
(√ε
R

)α(λ1)

‖v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR
‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
). (3.19)

From Lemma 2.4, it is immediate that

‖v3‖L∞(BR) ≤ C
∥∥∥
F1

ε

∥∥∥
ε,1,1,BR0

R2 ≤ C
∥∥∥
F1

ε

∥∥∥
ε,1,1,BR0

Rγ+t. (3.20)
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and

‖v4‖L∞(BR) ≤ C‖F2‖ε,γ+t+1,1,BR0
Rγ+t. (3.21)

Then, by combining (3.15), (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21), we obtain
( 

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|v̄ − v̄(0′)|2dσ
)1/2

≤
( 

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|v1 − v1(0
′)|2dσ

)1/2

+ C

4∑

i=2

‖vi‖L∞(BR)

≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)( 

∂BR

a(ξ)
∣∣∣v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR

∣∣∣
2

dσ
)1/2

+ C
(√ε
R

)α(λ1)

‖v̄ − (v̄)a∂BR
‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
)

+ C
(∥∥∥
F1

ε

∥∥∥
ε,1,1,BR0

+ ‖F2‖ε,γ+t+1,1,BR0

)
Rγ+t.

By using the fact that
(
ffl

∂BR
a(ξ)

∣∣∣v̄− (v̄)a∂BR

∣∣∣
2

dσ
)1/2

≤
(
ffl

∂BR
a(ξ)|v̄− v̄(0′)|2dσ

)1/2

and ‖v̄− (v̄)a∂BR
‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
) ≤ C‖v̄− v̄(0′)‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
), we complete the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ‖u‖L∞(Ω2R0
) ≤

1. Denote

ω(ρ) =
(  

∂Bρ

a(ξ)|ū− ū(0′)|2dσ
)1/2

.

It has been shown in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [13] that

ω(ρ) ≤ C(α)(ε+ ρ2)α/2, ∀α < α(λ1),

where C(α) is a constant depending on α(λ1)−α. Now we choose a fixed α̃ such that
α̃ < α(λ1) and

γ
2
+ α̃ > α(λ1). By Corollary 3.3, we obtain

‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ω√
ε)
≤ Cεα̃/2, (3.22)

and

‖u− ū(0′)‖′C1(Ωρ\Ω 3
4 ρ

) + ‖ū− ū(0′)‖′C1,µ(Bρ\B 3
4 ρ

) ≤ Cρα̃, for
√
ε ≤ ρ ≤ R0. (3.23)

Recall that ū is the solution to (3.2):

∂i

((
ε+ a(ξ)|x′|2

)
∂iū

)
= −∂iF i = −∂iF i

1 − ∂iF
i
2,

where F i
1 and F i

2 are defined by (3.3) and (3.4). By using (3.22), (3.23) and (3.12),
we have

|F i
1(x

′)| ≤ Cε|x′|, |F i
2(x

′)| ≤ C|x′|γ+α̃+1.

By applying Proposition 3.4, we obtain, for 0 < ρ < R < R0,

ω(ρ) ≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)

ω(R) + C
(√ε
R

)α(λ1)

‖ū− ū(0′)‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3
4R

) + CRγ+α̃. (3.24)
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Thus, for
√
ε

α(λ1)

α(λ1)+
γ
2 ≤ R < R0,

ω(ρ) ≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)

ω(R) + CR
γ
2 ‖ū− ū(0′)‖′C1,µ(BR\B 3

4R
) + CRγ+α̃.

Taking advantage of (3.23), we conclude

ω(ρ) ≤
( ρ
R

)α(λ1)

ω(R) + CR
γ
2
+α̃, for

√
ε

α(λ1)

α(λ1)+
γ
2 ≤ R < R0.

Because γ
2
+ α̃ > α(λ1), through a standard iteration and considering the fact that

ω(R0) ≤ C, we can derive

ω(ρ) ≤ Cρα(λ1), for
√
ε

α(λ1)

α(λ1)+
γ
2 ≤ ρ ≤ R0. (3.25)

According to Corollary 3.3, for Rε := 2
√
ε

α(λ1)

α(λ1)+
γ
2 we have

‖ū− ū(0′)‖′C1,µ(BRε\B 3
4Rε

) ≤ CRα(λ1)
ε . (3.26)

By substituting (3.25) and (3.26) into (3.24) and setting R = Rε, we can derive

ω(ρ) ≤ Cρα(λ1) + Cε
α(λ1)

2 + Cε
α(λ1)

2
γ+α̃

γ
2 +α(λ1) , for 0 < ρ < Rε.

Note that γ + α̃ > γ
2
+ α(λ1), so

ω(ρ) ≤ Cρα(λ1) + Cε
α(λ1)

2 , for 0 < ρ < Rε. (3.27)

From (3.25) and (3.27), we can deduce

ω(ρ) ≤ C(ε+ ρ2)
α(λ1)

2 , for 0 < ρ < R0. (3.28)

By combining this with Corollary 3.3, the proof is completed. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, the constants Ci, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, C and r0 depend only on the norms
‖∂D1‖C4 , ‖∂D2‖C4 , ‖ ln a(ξ)‖L∞(Sn−2), α(λ1) and n, but are independent of ε.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. After a suitable rotation in R
n−1, we can assume without loss

of generality that

(f − g)(x′) =
n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i + E(x′),

where |E(x′)| ≤ C|x′|4. Set

ū(x′) =

 ε+f(x′)

g(x′)
u(x′, xn)dxn.

Then, similar to Section 3, we have

div
[(
ε+

n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i

)
∇ū

]
= ∂iF

i(x′) inB1 ∈ R
n−1,
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where F i(x′) =
´ ε+f(x′)
g(x′)

(
xn−ε−f(x′)

δ(x′) ∂ig(x
′)−xn−g(x′)

δ(x′) ∂if(x
′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn+O(|x′|4)∂iū(x′).

Step 1. We write ū = u1 + u2 in B1, where u1 satisfies



div

[( n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i

)
∇u1

]
= ∂iF

i
1(x

′) in B1 ⊂ Rn−1,

u1 = ū on ∂B1,

where F i
1(x

′) =
´ f(x′)
g(x′)

(
xn−ε−f(x′)

δ(x′) ∂ig(x
′)− xn−g(x′)

δ(x′) ∂if(x
′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn+O(|x′|4)∂iū(x′),

and u2 satisfies



div

[(
ε+

n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i

)
∇u2

]
= ∂iF

i
2(x

′)− ε∆u1(x
′) in B1 ⊂ R

n−1,

u2 = 0 on ∂B1,

where F i
2(x

′) =
´ ε+f(x′)
f(x′)

(xn−ε−f(x′)
δ(x′) ∂ig(x

′)− xn−g(x′)
δ(x′) ∂if(x

′)
)
∂nu(x) dxn.

By a direct calculation, we obtain

|F i
1(x

′)| ≤ C0|x′|α(λ1)+2. (4.1)

Using the standard regularity theory, we have ‖ū‖C2(B1(0′)\B3/4(0′)) ≤ C0. According

to Proposition 2.1 in [13], we know

|u1(x′)− u1(0
′)| ≤ C0|x′|α(λ1).

Then, by a similar argument as in Corollary 2.2, for |x′| 6= 0, we have

|u1(x′)− u1(0
′)|+ |x′||∇u1(x′)| ≤ C0|x′|α(λ1).

It is obvious that |F i
2(x

′)| ≤ C0ε|x′|.We further decompose u2 = u21+u22 in B1(0
′)

such that u21 ∈ H1
0 (B1(0

′)) and satisfies

div
[(
ε+

n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i

)
∇u21

]
= ∂iF

i
2(x

′) inB1 ⊂ R
n−1.

Since |F i
2(x

′)| ≤ C0ε|x′|, which implies ‖ F2√
ε
‖ε,1,1,1 ≤ C0

√
ε, by Lemma 2.4, we have

‖u21‖L∞(B1(0′)) ≤ C0

√
ε.

Then u22 ∈ H1
0 (B1(0

′)) is a solution to

div
[(
ε+

n−1∑

i=1

aix
2
i

)
∇u22

]
= −ε∆u1(x′).

By using a similar argument to derive (3.19), we obtain

‖u22‖L∞(B1(0′)) ≤ C0ε
α(λ1)

2 .

So that

‖u2‖L∞(B1) ≤ ‖u21‖L∞(B1) + ‖u22‖L∞(B1) ≤ C0ε
α(λ1)

2 . (4.2)
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We also have ∣∣∣∣
 

Sn−2

a(ξ)(u2(r, ξ)− u2(0
′))Y1,j(ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0ε
α(λ1)

2 ,

and ( 

∂Br

a(ξ)(u2(r, ξ)− u2(0
′))2 dξ

)1/2

≤ C0ε
α(λ1)

2 ∀ r ∈ (0, 1),

where Yk,i is the normalized eigenfunction corresponding to k-th nonzero eigenvalue
λk of the problem (1.6), and {Yk,i}k,i forms an orthonormal basis of L2(S1) under the
inner product (1.7). By assumption, we can use Y1,j to denote the eigenfunction which
is odd in xj . Therefore, Y1,j is the eigenfunction corresponding to the first nonzero
eigenvalue of λ1 of (1.6) in the half sphere S

n−2 ∩ {xj > 0} with zero Dirichlet
boundary condition. This implies that λ1 is simple and Y1,j does not change its sign
in the half sphere. Without loss of generality, we assume Y1,j > 0 in {xj > 0}.

step 2. For u1, we decompose it as follows:

u1(x
′)− u1(0

′) = U0(r)Y0 +
∞∑

k=1

N(k)∑

i=1

Uk,i(r)Yk,i(ξ) x′ ∈ B1 \ {0},

where Uk,i(r) =
ffl

S1
a(ξ)(u1(r, ξ) − u1(0

′))Yk,i(ξ) dξ and Uk,i ∈ C([0, 1)) ∩ C∞((0, 1)).
Then U1,j satisfies U1,j(0) = 0 and

LU1,j := r2U ′′
1,j(r) + nrU ′

1,j(r)− λ1U1,j(r) = H(r), 0 < r < 1,

where

H(r) =

 

Sn−2

Y1,j(ξ) divF1dξ =

 

Sn−2

(
∂rF1 +

1

r
divξ F1

)
Y1,j(ξ) dξ

= ∂r

( 

Sn−2

F1Y1,1(ξ) dξ
)
− 1

r

 

Sn−2

F1 divξ Y1,j(ξ)dξ

=: A′(r) +B(r), 0 < r < 1,

and A(r), B(r) ∈ C1([0, 1)) satisfy, in view of (4.1), that

|A(r)| ≤ C(n)r2+α(λ1), |B(r)| ≤ C(n)r1+α(λ1), 0 < r < 1. (4.3)

step 3. We will show, for some constant C̃1 ≥ C1 > 0, that

U1,j(r) = C̃1r
α(λ1) + v(r), 0 < r < 1, (4.4)

where |v(r)| ≤ C2r
1+α(λ1). We use the method of reduction of order to find a bounded

solution v satisfying Lv = H in (0, 1), and then show that |v(r)| ≤ C2r
1+α(λ1). Note

that h = rα(λ1) is a solution of Lh = 0. Let v = hw and

w(r) :=

ˆ r

0

1

sn+2α(λ1)

ˆ s

0

τn−2+α(λ1)H(τ) dτds, 0 < r < 1.

By a direct calculation,

Lv = L(hw) = hr2w′′ +
(
2r2h′ + nrh

)
w′ = H.
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By (4.3), we estimate |w(r)| ≤ C2r. Hence, |v(r)| ≤ C2r
1+α(λ1). Since U1,j − v is

bounded and satisfies L(U1,j − v) = 0 in (0, 1), we have U1,j = C̃1h + v and (4.4)
follows.

Next, we prove that C̃1 ≥ C1 > 0, where C1 depends only on n, ‖∂D1‖C4 and
‖∂D2‖C4 , not on ε. Since D1 andD2 are strictly convex and symmetric in x1, . . . , xn−1,
it is easy to show that ∂νxj ≥ 0 in {xj ≥ 0} and ∂νxj ≤ 0 in {xj ≤ 0}. Therefore,
under the assumptions of Theorem 1.4, xj is a subsolution of (1.1) in {xj ≥ 0}, and
is a supersolution of (1.1) in {xj ≤ 0}. Hence, u ≥ xj in {xj ≥ 0} and u ≤ xj in
{xj ≤ 0}. Then, u(0′, xn) = 0 and |u(x′, xn)| ≥ xj for (x′, xn) ∈ Ω. So, |ū(x′)| ≥ |xj|
in B1 ⊂ R

n−1 and ū(0′) = 0. Since Y1,j has the same sign as xj , we have
 

Sn−2

a(ξ)ū(r, ξ)Y1,j(ξ) =

 

Sn−2

a(ξ)(ū(r, ξ)− ū(0′))Y1,j(ξ) ≥ C3r, (4.5)

where C3 ≥ 0. Using (4.2) and (4.5), we have

U1,j(r) =

 

Sn−2

a(ξ)(u1(r, ξ)− u1(0
′))Y1,j(ξ) dξ

=

 

Sn−2

a(ξ)(ū(r, ξ)− ū(0′))Y1,j(ξ) dξ −
 

Sn−2

a(ξ)(u2(r, ξ)− u2(0
′))Y1,j(ξ) dξ

≥ C3r − C0ε
α(λ1)

2 .

By virtue of (4.4) and |v(r)| ≤ C2r
1+α(λ1), we have

C̃1r
α(λ1) ≥ −C0ε

α(λ1)
2 − C2r

1+α(λ1) + C3r. (4.6)

We choose a small r0 satisfying

−C0ε
α(λ1)

2 − C2r
1+α(λ1)
0 + C3r0 ≥

C3

2
r0. (4.7)

By (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain that C̃1 ≥ C3

2
r
1−α(λ1)
0 .

step 4. Firstly, we choose a positive constant C4 such that
C1C

α(λ1)
4

4
> C0. Without

loss of generality, we suppose that

C1(C4

√
ε)α(λ1) − C2(C4

√
ε)1+α(λ1) ≥ C1

2
(C4

√
ε)α(λ1). (4.8)

We set rε = C4

√
ε. (4.8) implies U1,j(rε) ≥ C1

2
r
α(λ1)
ε , so that

( 

∂Brε

a(ξ)|ū− ū(0′)|2dσ
)1/2

≥
( 

∂Brε

a(ξ)(u1(r, ξ)− u1(0
′))2dσ

)1/2

−
( 

∂Brε

a(ξ)(u2(r, ξ)− u2(0
′))2dσ

)1/2

≥ U1,j(rε)− C0ε
α(λ1)

2

≥ C1

2
rα(λ1)
ε − C0ε

α(λ1)
2 =

(C1C
α(λ1)
4

2
− C0

)
ε

α(λ1)
2 ≥ C1C

α(λ1)
4

4
ε

α(λ1)
2 .
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Hence, there exists an ξ0 ∈ S
n−2 such that |ū(rε, ξ0)| ≥ 1

C
ε

α(λ1)
2 . Since ū is the average

of u in the xn direction, there exists an xn such that

|u(x′ε, xn)| ≥
1

C
ε

α(λ1)
2 , x′ε = (rε, ξ0).

This, together with u(0) = 0, implies that (1.14) holds. �
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