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IMPROVED C!! REGULARITY FOR MULTIPLE MEMBRANES PROBLEM
ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We prove the C*!-regularity for stationary C** (a € (0, 1)) solutions to the mul-
tiple membrane problem. This regularity estimate was essentially used in our recent work on
Yau’s four minimal spheres conjecture [16].

1. INTRODUCTION

The multiple membranes problem, firstly studied by Vergara-Caffarelli [14], is to describe the
equilibrium position of multiple membranes subject to forces and fixed boundary conditions,
and constrained by the condition that they are not allowed to cross each other.

In [15], Vergara-Caffareli proved Cl®-regularity for the two membranes that minimize the
constant mean curvature functional. The regularity for minimizers of two-membranes problem
was improved to be C™! by Silvestre [I2] in a more general case; in particular, the optimal
Cll-regularity holds true for prescribing mean curvature functional if the prescribing function
does not change sign. The observation was that the height difference of the two membranes is
a solution to the obstacle problem and then the classical work due to L. Caffarelli [2] can be
applied. We also refer to [3[4] for the two membranes problem for operators of different forms
or fully nonlinear operators.

The problem with more than two membranes is more challenging. For the linear case, Chipot-
Vergara-Caffarelli [5] proved the existence of the C%® solution. Particularly, for the Laplacian
operator, the regularity can be improved to be C'! by Savin-Yu [I1]. For quasi-linear case, we
refer to [I] for the p-Laplacian operators. In a recent work [10] §11], Sarnataro-Stryker outlined
a proof for C11-regularity for minimizers of multiple membranes problem for prescribing mean
curvature functionals using [I1,[12]; see Remark [[3|([) for more discussions.

In this paper, we prove the optimal C'*!-regularity for all stationary C'® solutions to the mul-
tiple membranes problem, satisfying a natural bounded first variation assumption; see Remark
[Tl The proof relies only on classical elliptic estimates.

1.1. Notations and main results. We consider a general second order elliptic operator of
divergence form. For simplicity, we write

U, := B,(0) x R x By(0).

Let A € (0,1),A > 1,a € (0,1) be constants and <7 (z, z,p) € C3(R" x R x R*, R"), B(z, z,p) €
C?(R™ x R x R") satisfying

(1.1) AEP = (0p)|u, (€, 6) = A€, V€ € R

(1.2) | || csr) + |8l c2 ) < A

(1.3) o (2,0,0) =0, B(z,0,0) = 0.
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Define an operator Q by
Qu := —div.e (z,u, Du) + B(z,u, Du).
Let f',---,f" and g be measurable functions. Denote by f = (f!,--- f*). We say that
Qu = —divf + g in the weak sense in U C R™ if for all ¢ € C}(U),
/ o (x,u, Du)D¢ + B(x,u, Du)p —f - D¢ — gpdx = 0.
U

We call a collection of C! functions {u; };”:1 over a smooth domain U C R"™ ordered graphs if
up Sup <o S Uy

Let {g;}jL; be a family of measurable function. We say a collection of ordered graphs {u;}}7,
is a weak solution to the equation

m
(1.4) > (Quj+g;) =0

7j=1
in U, if for all ¢ € CL(U),

Z/U,Q{(a:,uj,Duj)D(b + B(x,uj, Duj)p + gjpdx = 0.
7=1

We assume that {u;} satisfy two additional natural conditions:

e subsystem condition: for any open se CU and 1 <mj <mg <m so tha
I) th bsyst diti f t U/ CU and 1 < < < that

Umy—1 < Umy < < Uy < Umpa1, (U i= —00, Upy1 i= +00), Vo e U,
we have
m2
> (Quj+g;)=0
Jj=m

in U’ in the weak sense;
(IT) the k-condition: for each j =1,--- ,m,

—k < Quj < K

in U in the weak sense; that is, for all ¢ € C}(U) with ¢ > 0,
—/1/ ¢dr < / o (x,uj, Duj) D¢ + B(x,uj, Duj)pdr < H/ ¢dx.
U U U

Remark 1.1. In Section below, we will introduce the connection between this PDE problem
and a geometric isotopy energy minimizing problem. The subsystem condition (I is a direct
consequence when the system is only a stationary point for the prescribing mean curvature en-
ergy, while the k-condition (I} is implied by assuming that each graph of {u;} has bounded
k-first variation. Both conditions are satisfied by energy minimizers, but weak solutions sat-
isfying () and ([I) form a much more general class than just minimizers. For instance, both
conditions are preserved by C1'® convergence, but the C“-limits are not necessarily isotopy
energy minimizers. In particular, the C'!-regularity of these C'*-limits play a crucial role in
our recent work on Yau’s four minimal spheres conjecture [16].

We now state our main C''!-regularity result.
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Theorem 1.2. Let Q be an operator satisfying (L)), (L2) and ([L3). Let {g;}]L, be a collection
of C1 functions over By(0). Let {u; 7L, be ordered Ch (o € (0,1)) gmphs over B1(0) C R"
which form a weak solution to (L) in B1(0) and satisfy the subsystem condition (I) and k-
condition (I) (k >0). Then uj € C2Y(B1(0)). Moreover, if

loc
(1.5) k<1 gllevao) <1 lujlleres o) < 1
then
(1.6) Z lujlloras, 4 (0) Z <||uj||cl»a(31(o)) + lgiller B0y + fi),
Jj=1 Jj=1

where C' = C(n,m, A, \, «).

Remark 1.3. (i) If each term in (L3]) is bounded by A’, then (L)) still holds and the constant
C will also depend on A’.
(ii) Our regularity improves Silvestre [12] even for

m=2, o (x,z,p)=p/\/1+|p]*>, B=0,

since we don’t require that go > g1.

(iii) Sarnataro-Stryker [I0, Corollary 11.2] outlined a similar estimate for minimizers by virtue
of free boundary problems [2] and methods in [II,12]. Their result applied to arbitrary
prescription functions, even though their proof relied on [12] which only holds for prescrip-
tion functions which do not change sign. In this paper, we give a proof which holds for
stationary solutions with arbitrary {g;} while only using standard elliptic estimates in [6].

1.2. Background from isotopy minimizing problem. Fix a smooth open domain U C R",
a smooth curvature prescription function 2 € C'*° (U x [—1, 1]), and a smooth Riemannian metric
g in U x [-1,1]. We also assume that U x {0} is a minimal hypersurface in (U x [-1,1],9),
so that the second condition of (3] is satisfied. Note that all discussion in the paper will be
restricted to U x (—1,1). Let ((x, z) denote the (n + 1)-dimensional volume element of g(z, z).
Then the area element w.r.t. g is a smooth function:

F:Ux(-1,1) x R" — [0, 00),

defined as follows: for any (z,z,p) € U x (—1,1) xR", we use P, , p to denote the n-dimensional
parallelogram in R"*! generated by

{e1,--- ,e,}, where e; = 0, + p'0..

Then,
F(x,z,p) = n-volume of P, , , under g(z, z).

Given a C'-function u : U — R, we define the generalized area as the following elliptic
functional,

Area(Graph,,) / F(z,u,Du)d

The first variation formula of Area(Graph,) w.r.t. variations ¢ ~ Graph, ., for a fixed ¢ €
C(Q) is given by

(1.7) dArea, (o) = /UapF(m, u(z), Du(z)) - D¢ + 0.F (z,u(z), Du(z)) - ¢ dH"(x).
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Let {u;}72; be a collection of ordered C1%-graph functions over U C R™. Let ¥ be the
varifold induced by the graphs of {u;} and Q € C(U x (—1,1)) be a Caccioppoli set so that
0N = Z;”:l(—l)j _lﬂGraphuj]] in the sense of currents; see [I3]. The A"-functional for the pair
(2,Q), A", Q) = Area(X) — [, fidVoly, defined in [16] (1.1)] (see also [10,[18]), can be written

as
A"(2,Q) = Area(Graph,,) —/ (Z(_l)j—l/
U j=1 -1
For simplicity, we will abuse the notation by writing

h(z,z) == h(z,2) - {(z,2) € C(U x [-1,1]).

The first variation of A"(X, Q) w.r.t. variations ¢ — Graph,, 4t 18

uj(x)
hx,z) - ((z,2) dz> dz.

5./4%79((;5) = Z /U OpF (z,uj, Duj) - D$ + 0,F (x,uj, Duj) - ¢ + (—1) h(z,u;)¢ dz,

for any ¢ € CL(U).

We say that (2,9Q) is A"-stationary if for any one parameter family of diffeomorphisms
{pt}—1<t<1 of U x (—1,1) satisfying that ¢, = id in a neighborhood of U x [—1,1], and
o = id, then

%‘t:o h((pt(z)79@t(9)) =0.

Clearly, this implies that for any ¢ € CH(U),
(1.8) / OpF (z,uj, Duj) - Dé + 0. F (z,uj, Duj) - ¢ + (—=1)  h(z,u;)¢ dz = 0.
Moreover if a subcollection of graphs {u]} do not touch other graphs, we may choose

the variation {¢;} to be supported away from other graphs, and then {u;}722 ~will satisfy (L),
which is exactly the subsystem condition ().

The r-condition ([I)) is natural in the sense that, if Graphuj has k-bounded first variation in
U, then by the first variation formula of the area functional, we have

—r < —divapF(:E,uj,Duj) + azF(x’uijuj) <K

in the weak sense in U.
Applying Theorem to {u;}, we obtain the C™! regularity as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Fiz a constant a € (0,1). Assume that
(1.9) B1(0) x {0} is a minimal hypersurface in (B1(0) x (=1,1),9).
Let {u;} be ordered Al -stationary graphs over B1(0). Suppose that for allj =1,--- ,m, Graph,,

has k-bounded first variation. Then u; € Cloc( 1(0)), j=1,--- ,m. Moreover, if
k<1, ulleresoy <1, IRllers ox-11) <1,
then .
Z lujllcra(s, q0) <O (lusllcre o) + hllor s @o)x -1 + ),
7j=1

where C depends only on n, m, a and the metric g.
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Remark 1.5. Consider ¥ induced by ordered C1®-graphs over U C R™ such that each sheet has
bounded first variation. Then by choosing a small enough neighborhood centered at any p € X,
and up to a change of coordinates therein, we can always assume (9] is satisfied. Indeed,
assuming without loss of generality p € U, by taking sufficiently small e, B"(p) x [—¢, €] admits
a minimal foliation {I';} with OI'; given by 0B (p) x {t}; see [I7, Appendix|. In particular,
there exists a minimal slice I' containing p. By taking sufficiently small €, I" is sufficiently close
to B’(p) C R™. Thus ¥ can be written as ordered graphs over I' with uniformly bounded
CY®norm. Then the above theorem can be applied by rescaling ¢ to 1.

1.3. Idea of the proof. Observe that by the k-condition, for each j = 1,---,m, Qu; €
L°°. Then one can consider the equation of u; — u; and apply the weak Harnack inequality in
[6l, Theorem 8.17 and Theorem 8.18] to give the bound of w; — u; around the touching set. As a
result, the difference of u; and u; is bounded by Crr?, where r is the distance to the touching
set. Such a result together with the subsystem condition will imply the upper bound of the first
derivative of u; — u;. These two inequalities will be crucial in the remaining of this paper.

The next step is to prove that u; is W22, To do this, we will use an inductive method to
prove that the L?-integrals of the corresponding difference quotients are uniformly bounded.
Suppose that there are m sheets. Then for any points with density less than m, one can find
a ball so that {u;} is not connected. Then by the inductive process, one can bound the local
L?-integral of the difference quotients; see (3.28)). On the other hand, for the points with density
m, the first derivative upper bound in the previous paragraph will also give such a small ball
with desired bound for the local L2-integral of the difference quotients; see (3.:29). Then by a
covering argument, we will finish the induction and obtain the desired uniform L? bound.

After that, we will consider the equation of Dy, where ¢ is the average of u;. Thanks to
the C! estimates of u; — uj, we can adapt the Holder estimates in [7, Theorem 3.8] to prove
that the L%-integral of Dyy over B,.(y) has an order n — € for any € € (0, 1); see Lemma 2] and
Proposition 44l Then the argument of Holder estimates for gradients (see [7, Theorem 3.13])
will be adapted to improve the order estimates of

/ D%p — (D), 1 dor.
Br(y)

Note that the above two estimates are only valid for the radius r so that {u;} is connected in
B,(y) since we have to use the C'! estimates of u; — u;j. Nevertheless, such an order estimate
will be applied to give two delicate estimates (see Lemma and Lemma (A7), which yield a

uniform upper bound for
m

Z = |D?u;|? d.

= 1B /B, )

This together with the Poincaré inequalities implies the growth estimates of u; over a tilt-plane.
Such a bound enables us to apply the C1® estimates [6, Theorem 8.32] to bound the derivative
of u; over the tilt-plane, i.e. we obtain the bound of |Du; — (Duy)p, (| for all € B,.(y). This
gives the desired upper bound of |Duj(x) — Duj(y)| by taking » = |z — y|. Then the main
theorem is proved.

1.4. Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2], we introduce some notions and
basic inequalities for the coefficients of the equations. Then we will list some variants of elliptic
PDEs that will be used in this paper. In Section B we give the C! norm of the difference of any
two sheets. As a consequence, the W22 norm of each u; is also proved. Section @l is devoted to
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prove the order estimates of the hessians of u;, which imply that D2uj is bounded in the sense
of average. Finally, we prove the desired Lipschitz upper bound for Du; in Section [5l

Acknowledgement. Z. W. would like to thank Professor Jingyi Chen and Professor Ailana
Fraser for their support and encouragement. X. Z. is supported by NSF grant DMS-1945178, an
Alfred P. Sloan Research Fellowship, and a grant from the Simons Foundation (1026523, XZ).

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we will derive a number of differential equations to be used later and provide
some basic estimates for the coefficients.

2.1. Some estimates of the coefficients. We always assume that there exist a € (0,1) and
do, ko, k1 € (0,1], so that for all 4,5 =1,--- ,m, the ordered graphs {u;} satisfy:

| Duj(x) — Du;(y)|

(2.1) sup |Duj;(x)| + sup < 6o;
zelU / z,yelU |l‘ - y|a
(2.2) |9;] < ko, |Dgj| < k1.

For simplicity, we denote
K* = Kk® + K + K3 + &5

Definition 2.1. Let &/ (z,2,p) € C3(R" x R x R*",R"), B(x,z,p) € C*>(R" x R x R") and
Qu = —div &/ (x,u, Du) + %B(z,u, Du). For a family of C! functions {g; 71, we say that che
ordered graphs {u;}7; over U C R" form a solution to (Q,{g;}) if {u;} satisfy (L4) in U in
the weak sense, the subsystem condition (), and the x-condition (II).

The following will be used in various blow-up arguments.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that the ordered collection {u;} is a solution to (Q,{g;}) in U. Let
y € R", r € (0,1] and define {v;} by
vi(x) =" sy + ra).
Define a new operator ) by
Qv = —div&ffv(:n,v,Dv) + é(x,v, Dv),

where

A (x,z,p) = A (y+rx,rz,p), Blx,z,p):=rB(y+rz,rz,p).
Define the new functions {g;} by
gj(z) =rg;(y +rz).
Then {v;} is a solution to (Q, {g;}) in U:={rYz—y);zecU.
Remark 2.3. We now describe the changes of dg, kg, k1 and « in the blow-up process. Suppose
that in Lemma 22] if (Z1)) and ([2.2]) hold for dy, ko, k1. Then we have that
|Dvj(z) — Dvj(a’)]

|z — /| =

sup |Dvj(x)| < dp,  sup
xelU :c,:c’eﬁ

95| < rro, | Dgj| < rka.

Moreover, if {u;} satisfy s-condition, then {v;} satisfy rx-condition. Without loss of generality,
we always assume that 0 < x < 1.



IMPROVED C'! REGULARITY FOR MULTIPLE MEMBRANES PROBLEM 7

We now introduce the concept of connected components. Note that each connected component
is a solution to (Q, {g}) for the associated {g;} C {g;} by the subsystem condition.

Definition 2.4 (Connected component for ordered graphs). Let {u; };nzl be ordered graphs over

U. We say they are connected in U if and only if for each i =1,--- ;m — 1, there exists x; € U
such that w;(z;) = wjp1(z;).

Any ordered graphs {u;} over U can divided into subcollections {uy, - - - w;, }, {wi, 41, , wi, },
-+, {ui,, -, um} so that each collection is connected and the collections are pairwise disjoint;

each collection is called a connected component.

Lemma 2.5. Let {u;}7", be ordered graphs over B1(0). Given t € (0,1), then there exists
r € [t™, 1] so that {u;} has the same number of connected components in B,(0) and By.(0).

Proof. Note that the number of connected components of the system {u;} in B,(0) is decreasing
when 7 increases. Let N(k) be the number of connected components of {u;} in B, (0) for
r = t*. Then the desired result follows from the fact that

1< N(1)<N@2) < < N(k) < m.
O

Let u,v be two C'-functions on U. When taking the difference of derivatives of .7 and %,
we will estimate the remainder in terms of the following notations.

1
A(u,v) = / Op (x,tu+ (1 —t)v,tDu+ (1 — t)Dv) dt;
0
1
b(u,v) = / 0. (z,tu+ (1 — t)v,tDu + (1 — t)Dv) dt;
0
1
c(u,v) = / OpB(x,tu+ (1 —t)v,tDu+ (1 — t)Dv)dt;
0

1
d(u,v) = / 0. B(x,tu+ (1 —t)v,tDu+ (1 — t)Dv) dt.
0

Note that by definition, we have
A(u,u) = 0pd (z,u, Du), b(u,u) = 0,4 (z,u, Du);
c(u,u) = OpAB(x,u, Du), d(u,u)=0,%(x,u, Du).
Lemma 2.6. The following formulas follow from a direct computation.
o (z,u, Du) — o (x,v, Dv) = A(u,v) - D(u — v) + b(u,v)(u — v);
PB(x,u, Du) — B(x,v, Dv) = c(u,v) - D(u—v) + d(u,v)(u — v).
The following estimates will be used later.

Lemma 2.7. Let ui,us,v1,v2 be C functions defined on U. Then

|A(u1,u2) — A(vi,v2)| + |[b(ur, u2) — b(v1,v2)| < || ||c2([Jur — viller + [Jug — val[e1);
le(ur, uz) — e(vr, v2)| + |d(ur, uz) — d(vi, v2)| < [[Bllc2(lur — viller + [Jug — v2(len).

(2.3)
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2.2. The variants of differential equations. Since a solution to (Q,{g;}) is in the form of
{u;}, we can not apply the theory for elliptic PDEs. In this section, we will derive some PDEs
satisfied by a single function which can be the average, the derivative, or the difference quotient,
etc.

The equation of the average. Suppose that {u;} is a solution to (Q,{g;}); see Definition

211 Let
-1y
S ;.
m =
By Lemma [2.6]

Quj — Qp = —diV<A(ug', ©)D(uj = @) + bluj, ) (u; — 90))+
+ e(uj, ) D(uj — ) + d(uj, p)(u; — ¢).
Observe that

mQp = i(QSO — Quj — gj).
Then ¢ satisfies the following equation: "~
(2.4) mQyp = divf({u;}) — g({u;},{g;})-
Here
25 f{u)) = 3 [(Alus9) — Al o) (D — D) + (bluz o) — b)) (15 — )]
(2.6) "~
9({us},{9;}) Emjl [ c(uj, @) = e(p,¢)) (Du; — Do) + (d(uj, ) — d(p, ) (uj — @) — gj)]-
=

Note that in (2.35]) and (2.6), the additional terms containing A(p, ), blp, ), c(p, ) and
d(¢p, ) sum to be zero, since > 1, (¢ — u;) = 0.

Lemma 2.8. Let {u;} and ¢ be as above. Let 7 > 0 be a constant so that ||u; —ujllc1(p, o) < 7-
Then

Fw)] < Clm, A2, sup f{uih) (@) = FHu @ Cm, A)r:

#,y€B1(0) [z —yl*
l9({u;}, {95 1) < Clm, A) (72 + ko).
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 27 equation (2.]) and (2.2)). 0

The equation of differences of two solutions. Let {u;}7; and {v;}}X " be two ordered

collections of graphs over U. Suppose that {u;}7"; and {v;}1, are solutions to (Q,{g;}) and
(9Q,{4g.}), respectively. Denote by

/

1 — 1 —
:E E Uyj, ¢:WZUZ

j=1 i=1
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Then both ¢ and 1) satisfy the equation (2.4]). We can write them as
mQp = divf({u;}) — g({u;}, {g;});
' Qp = divf({u,}) - g({oi} o)),
Taking the difference and using Lemma 2.6, we obtain the equation for ¥ := ¢ — 9 as follows:

— div(A(p, ) DY + b(p, )T ) + e, ¥) DV + d(p, 1) ¥
= div( - f(fu)) — - F({D) — (o) 1a;)) — a(fud, (o).

The equation of difference quotients. Given a function f and a real number 7 # 0, let

fT(a:) — f($—|—7’6) — f($)7

-
where e can be any unit vector in R™. For simplicity, denote by

(2.7)

A, (u) = /O  Opi (1 + tre, ulw) + tr w7 (z), Dulz) + tr - Du”(x)) dt;
b-(u) = /01 0.4 (x + tre,u(z) + t7 - u” (), Du(z) + t7 - Du”(z)) dt;
c (u) = /01 OpB(z + tre,u(x) + tT - u” (z), Du(z) + t7 - Du"(z)) dt;
d, (u) = /O 0.8 + tre, u(e) + tr - 7 (2), Du(x) + tr - D7 (z))
A (u) = /0 Oyt (2 + tresu(e) + 7 - uT(), Dule) + tr - Du (x) d:

1
B, (u) = /0 Op, B (v + tre,u(z) + t1 - u” (x), Du(x) + t7 - Du’ (x)) dt.

where we assume that e is the direction of the k-th coordinate. Then we have that

[.Q{(x, u, Du)]T = A, (u)Du” + by (u)u” + A (u),

[%(:ﬂ,u, Du)r = c,(u)Du” + d.(u)u” + B, (u).
The following estimates will be used later.
Lemma 2.9. Let u,v be two C' functions. Then we have that for x € U with B,(z) C U,
|Ar(u) — Ar ()] < [|Op [|cr - lu = vllcr;  |br(u) — br(v)] < 024 [|cr - [lu— vl
ler(u) = ex (0)] < [|0pZBlcn - lu —vllcrs  dr(u) — dr(v)| < [[0:B]lcn - [Ju = vllon;
27 (u) = 2Ar (V)] < [0e |1 - [lu—vlcr; [Br(u) = Br(v)] < [[02B]lcr - [|u—vllca
Here we omit the domain U x R x B1(0) of the C' norms for simplification.

Let {u;} be ordered graphs over U C R™ and a solution to (Q,{g;}). Then for all ¢ €
C1(B1(0)), we have

Em:/ [W(x,uijUj)]T-DQSJr [%("Ev“j’Duj)r'¢+g;¢d:17:0.
=17V
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This can be rewritten as

Z ( — diV(AT(uj)Du;» + bT(uj)u;» + QlT(uj)) + e (uj) Duj + dr(uj)u;- + B, (uy) + g}) =0,
J

Then we obtain the equation of ¢ as

(2.8) Z [ — div(AT(uj)DgoT + bT(uj)ng> +c-(uj) D" +d-(uj)¢" | = —divf: + g-,

—_

<

(29)  fr=) [(Af(uj) — A (9))(D¢" — Duj) + (br(u;) — br(9)) (" — uj) — %T(uj)];

(210) g0 = [(er(ws) = ex(9) (DT = D) + (de () — s (9) (67 — u]) = B () — |

Recall that by (L.3)),
1
/ O, (x +tTe,0,0)dt = 0.
0

By the mean value theorem,

(2.11)
|27 (uy)]

1
</
0

< 0:0057 | oy o)) (113 (@)] + g (@ + )] ) + 10902 oy 0y (1D ()] + | Dy (& + 7e)] )

Oy (x + tre, uj(x) 4+ t1 - uj (x), Duj(z) + t7 - Duf(x)) — Oy, o (2 + tTe, 0, 0)‘ dt

Since A(x,0,0) = 0, we have B,(0) = 0. Then Lemma 2.9 gives that
(2.12) B (u)] < [|0xB]|cr [lujllcr-

Moreover, we obtain the bound of f; and g, by Lemma 2.9
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Lemma 2.10. With the notions as above, there exists C = C(n,m,A) so that for all z €
Bl—T(O)}

f<C>
j=
23

j=

N

10p |l lluj = ¢ller - [De™ = Duj| + 04| - [luj — pller - [0 — uj| + |Ql7(uj)|>

—_

IN

luj = ¢ller - [De"™ = Duj| + |uj — gller - |07 = uj| + 10:0247 [| o, (o)) [l o+

/N

—_

+ 1002 o5, 01 - [ Dtsleo )

m
lg-| < CY <||3p<%’llc1||ug' = @ller - [De™ = Duj| + 0Bl cr - luj — eller - |7 — ujl+
j=1

B (u;)] +195])
m
<Y (Il = elier - 1D = D + llu = ellen - 67 = u3 | + 0Bl el o+
j=1

+Dgjlcn)-

The equation of the first derivatives. Let {u;} be ordered graphs over U C R" and a
solution to (Q, {g;}). If {u;} € W22(U), by letting 7 — 0 in ([2.8]) we have,

(2.13) —div (A*DDkgp + b*Dk(p) + ¢*DDyy + d*Dyp = —div (f — mOy, A (x, ¢, D(p)) +9,

where
A*(z) =Y Op (x,u;(x), Duj(x) Za o (z,u;(x), Du;(x));
j=1
c(x) = Zap%(x,u]( ), Duj(x) Z(‘) B(x,uj(x), Duj(z));
j=1
and

f =3 (Al 0)) ~ Alp.0))(DDyp — DDgetj) +
+ (b(uj’uj) - b((,D, 90)) (Dk(’p - Dkuj) - (amkd(x7ujv Duj) - 8ﬂckd($v SD’DQD)):| ;
9= 3" |(e(uj uy) — elp.9)) (DDip — DDguuj)+

+ (d(uj, uj) — d(e, cp)) (Dy — Dyuj) — O, B(x, uj, Duj) — Dkg]}.
Since #(x,0,0) =0, then 0,, #(z,0,0) = 0. By the mean value theorem,

(2.16) 02 B, 45, Duy)| < 00, Bl (I (@)| + | Dus (@) )
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Lemma 2.11. Suppose that U = Bg(0), R € (0,1] and {u;} C W*2(Bg(0)). Then there exists
C = C(n,m,A) such that

/BR(O)‘ | ; Br(0) s HCl(BR(O))(‘ il" | il )

/ 9| dx < CZ/ (”Uj — ¢ller(Br)) (IDDre — DDyuj| + |De — Dug|)+
Br(0) = J5r0)

+H02 Bl (|uj(@)] + | Duj()]) + |D9j|CO(B1(0))> da;

/ o) 2 @0 DRD3de <O [ (10502 s el + 1D2l6] + 1D~ Do) 1Dl
R

Br(0)
+(R+ | —¢(0)] + [De — Dp(0)]) \D2so\!¢\) dz,
for all ¢ € C.(BRr(0)).

Proof. The first one follows from Lemma 271 The same argument together with (2.16]) gives
the second inequality.

We now prove the third inequality. By a direct computation,
div 8y, .o (z, 0, Dp) = Za 00, A (2,0, D) + 8,85, . (2,0, Dp) D+
+ " 0yi O, (x,0, D) DDip.

i=1

Then we have that

/ O, (z,,D¢) - Dopdx = —/ div 0y, (x, ¢, Dyp) - pdz
Br(0) Br(0)

(2.17) <C o) 1020247 || ug) (] + [ D) @] + 110202 || co () | Dl 6] dr+
R

+Z(/R(O Opi O A (z %DQD)DDM'qbdx‘.

Observe that
Opi O, (2, 0, D) DDip = 8,105, (0, p(0), Dp(0)) D (Dip — Dicp(O))—i-
+ (apiaxkd(x, 0, D) — By D 7 (0, 0 )
= div (310, (0, £(0), Do (0)) (Dyp — Dzso<o>>)+

+ (apiaxkd(x, 0, D) — 10, 57 (0, 0(0), Dip(0) )
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This implies that

‘ /B ©) Opi O, A (x, 0, D) DDjp - (ﬁdx‘
< ‘/B " (8piaxk«®7(0, ©(0), Dp(0)) (D — Di@(o)))Dqﬁdx‘—F
+ ‘/B o (apiaxkd(a:,cp,Dgo) - apiaxkﬂ(o,(p(o)jD(p(o))) DDy - ¢dx‘

= (0) D = Do(0)] - |Dg] + (R + 1 = (0)] + D = Dp(0)])| D¢l d
R

This together with (ZI7) gives the desired inequality.

3. THE HEIGHT DIFFERENCE ESTIMATES

In this section, we consider the height difference of two sheets. By the k-condition, the
height difference is a subsolution and a supsolution. Then the weak Harnack inequality gives
the growth order around touching points. Then using the inductive methods, we can bound
the first derivative of the difference by the distance to the touching sets. Such an estimate is
the main result in Section [B.1] and will be crucial whenever we consider a differential equation
because all of the remainder terms contain the height differences.

Then in Section [3.2], we first consider the difference quotient of the height difference and then
give the W22 estimates. Finally, we obtain the uniform W22 estimates for each sheet.

3.1. The first derivatives of the height difference. Recall that for any A C R™ and xz € R",
dist(x, A) := inf dist .
ist(z, A) inf, dis (z,y)

We define dist(z, ) = +oo.

Lemma 3.1. Let {uj}?’:l be C1 ordered graphs over By(0) C R"™ which is a solution to
(Q,{95}). Suppose that (LI)), (L2), @I) and @22) are satisfied. Then for each xo € B1(0) and

r > 0 with uiz1(xo) = ui(xo) for somei € {1,--- ,m — 1} and Bar(z9) C B1(0), we have that
luir1(x) —ui(z)| < C - w2, for each x € By (xo),
where C' depends on n, AJ\.
Proof. Recall by the x-condition in Definition 2Ilfor j =1, -- ,m,
—k < —div(.xz{(m,uj,Duj)> + B(x,uj, Duj) < k.
Let w = u;+1 — u;. Then by Lemma [2.6]
—2k < —div <A(ui+1, w;)Dw + b(uitq, uz)w) + c(uit1,u) Dw + d(uigr, uj)w < 2k

in the weak sense. Applying weak Harnack inequality [0, Theorem 8.17 and Theorem 8.18] with
q =n+ 1, then we have

. 9_2n 9
sup w < C( inf w4+7r" |2kl . < Crr?,
z€B,(z0) (xEBT(xO) [ 2(Bar (wo)))

where C'= C'(n,A/)). Hence Lemma Bl is proved. O
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Now consider a point = such that w;(x) # w;+1(x). Then one can consider the distance d
from x to the touching set of u; and u;+1. By the choice, in the ball By(x), {u;} has at least
two connected components. Then by the subsystem condition (), the average of each connected
components will satisfy a PDE (2.4]). Moreover, the difference of the averages will also satisfy a
PDE (21). Applying the C* interior estimates (Theorem [A.1]), Lemmal[3.I] one can inductively
obtain the following estimates of gradients of u; — u;. We remark that such a method for two
sheets graphs has been used to study the obstacle problems; see [9, Theorem 3.2].

Lemma 3.2. Let {u;}]L, be ordered CY% graphs over B1(0) C R™ which is a solution to

(Q,{9j}). Suppose that (LI)), (L2), @I) and @22)) are satisfied. Let xy € B1(0) and r > 0
with u;(xg) = wi+1(xg) for some i € {1,--- ,m — 1} and Br7,.(xg) C B1(0). Then we have that
for each x € By(xg),

|Dui(x) — Duia ()| < C(n,m, A, A) - (K + ko)r

Proof. We prove the lemma inductively. So long as m = 1, then there is nothing to be proved.
Suppose that the statements in the lemma hold true for the number of the sheets less than or
equal to m — 1. Now let {u;}7, be ordered graphs which is a solution to (Q,{g;}). Without
loss of generality, we assume that {u; };”:1 is connected in By (0).
Now fix y € B(zo) and let 7 := dist(y, {u; = u;41}). Clearly, there exists
x; € {u; = uit1} N Bap(z9) with 7= |y — x|

So long as ¥ = 0, then Du;(y) = Du;+1(y). We now consider the case of ¥ > 0. Since
xo € {u; = ujt1}, then it follows that ¥ < r and Bsz(x}) C By, (z9) C B1(0). By the choice of 7,
we know that u; < u;41 in By(y). By applying Lemma Bl in Bsz(x}) for u; and w41, we have
that

(3.1) lui(x) — uii1(z)| < Cri?, V€ B%?($:) D B%?(y),
where C'= C'(n,A/)\). Now we define new functions vy, -+, v, : B1(0) = R by
vi(z) =7 tui(Fr + y).
Since u;+1 > u; in y € Bi(y), then v;11 > v; in By(0). Define o by
Qv = —div&?(:n,v,Dv) + é(w,v, Dv),

where

A (v,2,p) = (y+rz,rz,p), HB(z,2,p) =rBy+rr,rz,p).
Define the new functions {g;} by
gj(x) =rg;(y +rz).
By Lemma [2.2] {v;} is a solution to (Q, {g;}). Moreover, by the subsystem condition, {v;}7%,,,
and {Uj}z-:l are solutions to (O, {9;}Li41) and (Q, {ﬁj};'»:l), respectively.
By Lemma 25, there exists r; € (97™71,971) such that {v;} has the same number of con-

nected components in By,, (0) and B;, (0). For simplicity, we assume that {v; }§'=1 and {v;}7L, 4
are connected components in B, (0). Observe that for j =1,--- ,m,

—kr < @vj < KT.
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That is, {v;} satisfies kr-condition. Since {vj}§:1 and {v;}7L,; , are connected in By, (0), then
for any j =1,---,i—1ori+1,---m —1, there exists 2} € B;,(0) so that v;(z}) = vj11(z}).
Applying LemmaB.dlin Bs,, (z}) C By, (0) C B1(0), we have that for all z € By, (2}) D By ( ),
(32) ’U](x)—vj+1($)’SC(T’L,A/)\)HF, j=1-yi-Li+1--- m-1L

On the other hand, by (B1I),
lvi(z) — vig1(z)| < CkT, Vo€ B% (0) D By, (0).
Together with ([3.2]), we conclude that for all x € B,,(0) and j =1,--- ,m,

(33) 105(2) — 0321 ()] < Clm, AN, m)T-
By induction, there exists a constant C' = C'(n,m, A, A) so that for all x € B,, (0),
(3.4) |Dvj(z) — Dvjii(x)] < C - (k+ Ko)T

forj:ly--- ,i—1,14+1,--- ,m. Let

1 1
=72 s
i “ m
j=1
Then by 2.7), ¥ satisfies the equation
(35  —div(A(e,¥)DV + b, ¥)¥ ) + clp, ¥) DY + d(e, )V = divf* — g,

where A,b, c and d are defined with respect to é; and by Lemma 28 Lemma 22 Equation

(BE) and (BE),

* R Sy OW,
|f*| < C(”? m, A7 )‘)(K’ + K/O)?v sSup ‘f (x) J:.a(x )’ < C(TL, m, A7 )‘)(’{ + /{0)?;
x,2'€Br, (0) "T - ’

lg*| < C(n,m, A, \)(k + Ko)T.
Then the C1®estimates Theorem [A] give that for z € B,, /2(0),
DY (z)| < C(n,a)(|¥][cos,, ) + 19" lco., o) + 1F ca s, 0)
< C(n,m, A, N) (K + Ko)T-
Together with ([B.4]), we then conclude that
|Duit1(y) — Dui(y)| = [Dvit1(0) — Dvi(0)] < C(n,m, A, A) (K + ko)
This completes the induction. By the arbitrariness of y, we have proved Lemma O

U=y —1.
j=i+1

3.2. Integral estimates of the second derivatives. Recall that for any function f and a

constant 7 # 0,
fT($) — f($ —|—T6) - f($)’

T

where e can be any unit vector in R™.

Lemma 3.3. Let {u;}"; be C1% ordered, connected graphs over By(0) C R™ which is a solution

to (Q,{g;}). Suppose that D), @2), [@3), @I) and 22) are satisfied. Denote by

ni= (110:0: llcown) + 10: Bl cr ) ) Llullcowyon,
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Suppose that there exists a constant K > 0 such that for all1 <i<m and 7 € (0,1/4),

/ |Du] — Duj|*dz < K.
B1_+(0)
Then the average p = % Zj u; satisfies
/ IDe" > < C(n,m, A, \) <5§(K +1) 4+ + 5150).
B12(0)
Proof. By (Z8), in Bj/4(0),

(3.6) Z { - div(AT(uj)DcpT + bT(uj)ng> + ¢ (uj) D™ + dT(uj)ng} = —divf; + g,
j=1

where f; and g, are given by (2.9) and (2.1I0). By (L) and (22]), we have

(3.7) NS A <A, (bl + s + Jdo] < 3A.

Moreover, by (21]),

(3.8) [u7| < sup|Duj| < do.

Since {u;} is connected, then for all j = 1,---,m — 1, there exists x; € B;(0) such that
uj(xj) = ujy1(x;), which yields that for all z € B1(0),

luj(z) — wjp1(2)] < |uj(w) — uj(z;)| + |lujra(z)) — uja ()]
< 2(50’% — xj\ < 450.

By @),

|Duj(z) = Dujya(z)| < 26.
By the arbitrariness of j, we conclude that

lu; = eller (s 0)) < C(m)do.

This together with Lemma [2.10] implies

(3.9) £ < Clnm, )Y (G0l D™ = Dl + 1+ 80
j=1
(3.10) g-l <C> (50|D¢T—DU§| +5o+77+m);

j=1
Now let ¢ = ¢7 - (%, where ¢ € C}(Bs/4(0)) is a cut-off function so that

(3.11) ID{<C; 0<(¢<1; (¢=1on By;0).
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Then by taking ¢ as a test function in ([3.0) and using ([B.7]), we have
[ pePearsc [ (IDgT e IDR] + I IDGT ) + DI + e
Bs/4(0) Bs/4(0)
+ £ 1(De7IC + [711DC) + gr leTI?) da
1
<o [ pepiasie [ (0PIDER + R + AR
B3/4(0) B3/4(0

+ lgl171¢?) de.

where C' = C(m, A, \). Plugging (3.8)), (3:9), (3.10) and (3:I1]) into the last inequality, we obtain

/ DT dar < C(Z/ 52+ 03| D" — Dl 2 da + n® + /—@150)
B3,4(0) j—=1"Bs/a(0)

< 0(53<K + 1) +7° + 5150),
where C' = C'(n,m, A, A). This finishes the proof of Lemma 33 O

Now we are ready to prove the hessian estimates for height differences. We will use the
inductive method on the number of sheets m. For the point z which has density less than m, we
will take 1 to be the largest radius so that {u;} is not connected in B, (z). Then by induction,
we can prove the integral estimates over By, (), where ¢(m) € (0,1) is a constant depending
only on m; Lemma B3] will be used in this part. Moreover, for the touching points, we will use
Lemma to find such a small radius with desired integral bound. Finally, we will finish the
induction by taking a covering argument.

Lemma 3.4. Let {u;}7"; be CH® ordered graphs over B1(0) C R™ which is a solution to

(Q,{g;}). Suppose that (1), (L2)), (L3), @I) and 22) are satisfied. Denote by
ni= (1000 oy + 108l crwny ) - D lugllen o
j=1
If in addition that {u;} is connected in By16(0), then for all T € (0,1/32) andj =1,--- ,m—1,
/ \Du]T-—Du]TH\de <C- ((1+7]2)(/€+/€0)2+/€%),
B /32(0)
where C = C(n,m, A, ). This gives that u; —u; € W2%(B1(0)) and
[ D )P do < 0 ()t o) ).
B1/32(0)
As a corollary, if {u;} is connected in Bs(0) and s < 1/32, then
/ |D?(u; —uj)[*de < C- ((1+7]2)(/€+/€0)2+/€%>8n.
5(0)

Proof. We are going to prove the lemma by induction. So long as m = 1, then there is nothing
to be proved. Suppose that the lemma is true when the number of the sheets is less than or
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equal to m — 1. Now let {u;}72, be ordered graphs which is a solution to (Q, {g;}). We further
assume that {u;} is connected in Bl/lﬁ(o). For any = € B1(0), let
ri(x) :=sup {r’ <1 —|z|;{u;} is not connected in B, (z)} .
Then 71 (xg) > 0 if uy () # um(xg) for zo € B1(0).
Step 1: Decomposing {u;} into connected components in small balls.

Note that by Lemmal[2.5] there exists 7(x) € (16~ (z),r1(x)) so that {u;} has same number
of connected components in B,(,)(z) and B,(;)/16(7). Since {u;} is connected in Bj,14(0),
then for each i = 1,--- ,m — 1, there exists z; € By/16(0) with u;(x;) = uip1(z;). Clearly,
By/3(0) C Bsji6(wi) and Bsjy(w;) C B1(0). In particular, for all x € By /14(0),

dist(x, {u; = uip1}) < % <1-—|x|.
Then by Lemma[3.Tland Lemmal[3.2] there exists C' = C(n,m, A, \) such that for all z € B /15(0),
jui(2) = uit (z)] < C - kldist(z, {u; = uit1})]* < Cr(r(2))?;
|Du;(z) — Dujyi(x)| < C - (k4 ko) dist(y, {u; = ui+1}) < C(k + ko)r(zx).
By the arbitrariness of i, we conclude that for all € By,16(0) and 4, j € {1,--- ,m},
(3.12) lui(x) — uj(z)] < Cﬂ(r(az))2; |Du;(z) — Duj(x)| < C(k + Ko)r(x).

Now we fix y € B;,16(0) and use r to denote r(y) when there is no ambiguity. For any z € B1(0),

define

vj(x) == r_luj(m: +y), gj(x) =rgj(re+y).

Then by the choice of 71 and r, {v;} is not connected in B1(0). By relabeling, we have connected
components

{U1,17”’ 71)171.1}7 {1)271,--- 71)271.2}7 e {Um,la"' 7Um,im}7
and the associated functions

{1,010t {921, 5024 0 {gmis  Gmin )
We assume that the order is preserved, i.e.

V11 S Sy <21 S < Ut S S U
Then by (B12), for all j, k€ {1,--- ,m}and 1 < £ <i;, 1 < <,
(3.13) [vje(z) = v (@) < Crr(y),  [Dvje(x) — Duge(x)| < C - (K + Ko)r(y).
Define

1
Pj == ZUM-

4]

/=1

By the subsystem condition in Definition 21 and Lemma 22| for each j =1,--- ,m, {v; s}, is a
solution to (Q,{g;¢}¢), where

Ov = —div &?Z:E,U,DU) + é(x,v, Dv),

and

A (x,2,p) = (y +rx,rz,p), B(x,z,p):=rB(y+rr,rzp).
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Clearly, by (1),

(3.14) N Opd <A, ||z + (| D|ce < A
Moreover, by the definition of o and %7,

.15) |95l + 10:7 cr + | Bz < O, ) -1
10,004 ||co + [10:B || c1 + |08 cn < C(n, A) - 12

Then for any 7 € (0,1/4), ¢ satisfies the equation in (2.8) (w.r.t. (Q, {gj}e)) in B1—(0) in
the weak sense,
—div(AZDgo} + bltp}) + cZD@} + digp} = —divf + ¢/,

where

=3 ((Ar(wie) = Ar(@))(D] = Dol + (br(vie) = br () (9] = 0].) = Ae(v30) )

g']r' = Z ((CT(Uj,Z) - CT(QD]'))(DQD; - DU;,Z) + (dr(vj,é) - d‘r(@j))(@} - U;,Z) - %T(Uj,é) - %T,z) .
/=1

Lemma 210 gives the bound of fZ and ¢?:

ij
£+ 5 %00 <Y (e = @iller - 1D9] = Djol + llvge = psllon - 6] = w71 );
(=1 1

i
g+ > B (00| < CY (Ilge = wsllor - 1D@] = Doyl + v = @illen - 16 — vjal+
(=1 1

+!D§j,é\00);
This together with (313 and (BI5]) gives that

i i
(3.16) £+ % w0| < (5 + mo)r 1D = Dujl + (s + )%
=1 =1
g i
(3.17) g+ Z %T(UM)‘ < C’((/{ + Ko)r Z |Dy’ — Dvi | + (K + Ko )2r? + /{17"2).

/=1 /=1

Step 2: Estimating the height of two connected components.

For j,k € {1,--- ,m}, letting ¥ := ¢; — ¢}, we obtain the equation for ¥" in B;_(0) as
follows:

(3.18) —div(ADY” +bU7) +€DU” + dV7 = —divf +7,
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where
A=lai; 5= loi o= Lo = ld
g g g 4
1 . 1 1 . 1 1 1
:——A]——AkDT_ _b]__bk % _]__k
e s s (L)
1 1 1, 1 1
g= _<._C]r — —cf)Dtpz <.—d]T - '_d]ﬁ> o+ 9t — _glﬁ)
i k 1 1k j ?
By Lemma 2.9 and (313), (3.14)), (B.13)
1 1
(319) | =AL - —AY < Csup|Ar(v) — Ar(vge)| < Clnm, AN (k4 o).
5 k 00

A similar argument gives that

1. 1 , 1. 1
(3.20) | =6 — bk | el = —ek| + | = = —d¥| < Cnm, A N + mo)r®
2 7 2 1k 2] 3
1 i 1 i .
(3.21) =Y Ar(vj) == %(vk,e)( <10z [l vj.0 = vierller < Ok + ro)r?;
Y= Ly
1 vj 1 i _
(3:22) ‘; > B (vj0) — o > ’37(%@)‘ <028l |vje = vk erllcr < Cls+ ro)r®.
J =1 =1

Obviously, (8:2I) combining with (3.16]) gives that

1, 1
—fl——f7
15 1k

< miont+ -1t ot S
(323) =7 FL4Y A (v)| + i > A (vj0) i > Ar(vre)| + itk + ) Ar(oge)
=1 =1 =1 =1
i in
<C(k+ Ho)Tz |Dpj — Dvl |+ C(k + ko) + C(k + /i())TZ | Dy, — Dy .
=1 =1
Similarly, (8:22]) and BI7) imply
1L
Z] T Zk; T
<ij+i%(-)(+(l§:%(')—iik%( )(+l ’f+§:%( )(
(3.24) =75 |97 (U5, i m(Vje i (Vi e T 9r (Ve
7 =1 T p=1 =1 =1
i i

<C(k+ Ho)TZ |Dp} — Dvly| + C(k + ko + k1)1 + Ok + mo)rz | Dy, — Dy 4.
=1 =1
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By B19), B20), 323) and ([B.24]), we conclude that
i
[FI+ 191 < C - (5 + ro)r(|ID@f| + [@F]) + Clk + wo)r Y | D] — Duj |+
(3.25) , =t
i
+C(k + Ko)r Z |Def, — Dup | + C(k + ko + k1)1,
=1
where C' = C'(n,m, A, \).
Now let ¢ € O} (B1/64(0)) be a cut-off function so that
0<(¢<1; [D¢<C; ¢=1forall z € Byjag(0)
By taking ¢ = U7(? as a test function in (B.I8]) and using the ellipticity of A and the bound of
b, ¢, d, we obtain that
[ pwpac<e [ (WD v+ U
B3/4(0) B3,4(0)

+ [FIIDWT(C? + [DC|W7)) + [g]¢207]) da
1 _
<1 / DU da + C (4 o) + [FI2C + (9122 da,
2 B3/4(0) B3/4(0)

where we used |[¥7| < C - (k + kg)r following from ([B.I3]) and the mean value theorem. After
simplification, it becomes

(3.26) / DU dz < C (5 + K0)2r? + [F2C + [312C2 da.
B3 4(0) B3/4(0)

Now we estimate the right hand side of this equation. Observe that

i
(HazamﬂfHCO(Bl(o)) + ||3x=%’\|01(31(o))) D lvjellcos o)
/=1

m

< (7‘2|’3z3x~<2f\\00(31(0)) + 7‘2|’3x=%’|101(31(0))) Y luellcos oy -t <
(=1
Thus by induction,
(3.27) / |Dvj, — Dg0;|2 dr < C’((l + 02 -2 (kr + ko) + /{%rz) < C(1+n*)r2.
By/32(0)

This together with Lemma B.3] (by taking K, dg, 0, 1 to be C(1 4+ n?)r?, &, nr, k1r? therein)
gives that

/ |D<,0]T-|2d:17 < C’<5(2](1 + n?r?) 4+ n?r? —|—/{150r2)
By 64(0)

< C(1+77),
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where C' = C(n,m, A, \) and we used the fact that dg, k, k1,7 < 1. Plugging this into ([3:25)) and
noting that |} | < sup |Dyy| < dg < 1, we have

i
(5 + r0)r?(IDGF P + 3 D] — D7 )+
B1/64(0) =1

/ TR + g dz < C
B3/4(0)

i

+ (K + Ko )*r? Z | Dy, — Dvg,g|2 + (K + Ko + /{1)27‘2) dx
=1

< C’((l + 17?)(k + Kko)?r® + /4%7“2)

Plugging this into (3:26]), we then have that
/ |IDUT|* dx < C<(1+772)(/£+/{0) r —|—/~£2r2)
By /128(0)
which combining with ([3:27)) yields that
[ iDe - Dl < 0 )k R0 ).
B1/128(0)
Note that v; is from scaling u;. Hence we conclude that

(3.28) / Du] — Du P dw < O(L+ 1) (s mo)? + #3)i™, #(y) = r(y)/128.
r(y)(y)

Step 3: Completing the proof by a covering arqument.

So far, we have defined 7(y) for all y € By/16(0) \ {u1 = uy,} so that (3.28) is satisfied. Now
we define 7(y) = 7 for y € By16(0) N {u1 = up}. In this case, Du;(y) = Du;(y). Then by
BI12), for 7 € (0,1/32) and = € B-(0),

|Du (z) — Du;(x)\ < |Dui(x + 7€) — Du;(x + Te)| N |Du;(z) — Duj(z)|
< - -

< C-(k+ko)T/T=C(n,m, A, N\) - (k + Ko).

This implies
(3.29) / Duf(z) — Dul(2)dz < C - (s + o).
7 (Y)

Now that { B, (y); ¥ € Bi/32(0)} forms a covering of By /35(0). Hence one can find a finite cover
{Biy)(Ur);k = 1,--- | N} so that By, )/2(yx) does not intersect Bi(y,/2(yi) for k # i. Then

by (B.28) and (E23),

N
|Du] — Du?|*dx < / |Dul — Duf > dx
/31/32(0) ' ! Z:: Br(y,) W) ' ’
N

<O (1472 + o) + 83 [ ()"
k=1

IN
Q

: <(1 + 1) (5 + ko) + m%).
This completes the proof Lemma [3.4] O
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So far, we have proved the hessian estimates of the height difference. This combining with
Lemma [3.3] will give the hessian estimates for the average, which yields the integral bound of
D2Uj.

Recall that

K* = K? + K+ KT+ O,

and

n = <||3z8x£/\|00(vl) + Haw%’ﬂcl(vl)) 2:1 lwjll o, (0))-
]:

Proposition 3.5. Let {u;}7", be CH® ordered graphs over B1(0) C R™ which is a solution to

(Q,{gj})- Suppose that (1)), (L2)), (L3), @) and R22)) are satisfied. Then
S [ Dt Clm AN )
j=1"Bs/a

Proof. For every y € Bs/4(0), it follows that By (y) C Bi(0). By Lemma 235 there exists
r € [167™,1] so that {u;} has the same number of connected components in B, ,(y) and
B, 64(y). Denote by {Uj};?‘zl be one of the connected components. Note that &, kg, x1 < 1.
Then by Lemma [3.4lin B, 4(y) for {v;}, we have that for i,j =1,--- ,m,

(3.30) [ iD= Do ds <O )k ol 4 ) < OO ),
B, j128(y)
Then applying Lemma [B.3]in B, /125(y), we obtain
/ |D?p|? dz < 0(53 O+ + 1) +n0° + /1150) < C(k* + 7).
Br/256(y)
where C' = C(n,m,A,\) and ¢ = %2;;1 vj. This together with ([B.30) gives that for j =
17 cee,m,
/ D22 dz < C(i" + 1),
B, 256 (y)
In particular, letting r,, := 162, by the arbitrariness of v;, we conclude that for j = 1,--- ,m,
/ |D*u;|? dz < C(Kk* +1?).
BT’m y)

By taking a finite cover of Bs /4(0) with small balls with radius r,,, then Proposition [B.5] is
proved. O

4. ORDER ESTIMATES OF THE HESSIAN

This section is devoted to prove a monotonicity formula for the average of |D?u;|? over small
balls, which implies that |’ Br(y) |D?u;|? dz has order n. Since we have proved that each u; is

W22 then we are able to consider the divergence form equation for Duj, j=1,--- ,m. We will
follow the strategy in proving Holder regularity for gradients of solutions of divergence form,
where one should approximate the Dyu (kK = 1,--- ,n) by a harmonic function; see [7, §3.4].
The main difficulty here is that the connectedness of {u;} may be not preserved and then there
are no height difference estimates in Section [3



24 ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

To overcome it, we will use an inductive method. Note that at the radius where {u;} is
not connected, the height difference estimates are still valid. By the subsystem condition, each
connected components will satisfy a partial differential equation. Furthermore, the difference
of the average of connected component will satisfy a weak solution. This together with the
inequality from the induction will give the desired inequality.

In Section A1l We will first prove the order n— e for any € > 0. The idea is to approximate the
average by a harmonic function which will help us to give the order of the average. Combining
with the height difference estimates, we will obtain the order for each u;.

In Section 4.2}, we will prove the improved order estimates for the graph of u; over a tilt-plane.
Note that the inductive method can not be proceed since the optimal order is n instead of n+ «
in the minimal surface equation. Here we will consider the order of the average and then use
the inductive method to estimate

o*(r) = ;/

Finally, in Section [£3] we will give a monotonicity formula of r~"e*(r).

" |D?u; — (D*uy) g, (o) da.

In this section, we will use the following classical results. Note that here we only require the
inequalities for r > rg.

Lemma 4.1 ([7, Lemma 3.4; [§, Lemma 14.4.16]). Let v > 1, Ry > 0, 8 € (0,1/2), p > 20,
k>0 and o(r) be a nonnegative, monotonically increasing function on [0, Ry] satisfying

o(r) < ’y((%)u + 5>0(R) + KR

for all0 <rg <r <R < Ry with § < 61(7y, i, 5) = (27) 5. We then have

-B
oy <)ot e
with v1,y2 depending on vy, i, 3.
Proof. Let
T = (27)_%.

Then § < §; = 7#. By assumption,
o(TR) < 2y7"0(R) 4+ kR* 2 = #7845 (R) + kR* 25,
Since r < R, then there exists an integer £ > 0 so that
IR <r<7*R.

Without loss of generality, we assume that £ > 1. Then we have that

k—1
o(r) < o(t"R) < 7Pk (R) + 3 k(7F 1T RyH28 7 (=00
7=0
8
< B (Z)F (k=1)(u—28) pu—281 _ _By—1
< (2) o)+ wr RE-29(1— 15

(L) o 0
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Then the lemma follows by taking

p=_ 1 2(n—2p)
=N =- @) e

U
4.1. A primary order estimate. Let {u;} be C1 ordered graphs on By (0) which is a solution
to (Q,{g;}). Suppose that {u;} is connected in B;(0) for some s € (0,1/16]. Then by Lemma
BT and Lemma 3.2} there exists C' = C(n,m, A, \) for x € By /15(0) \ Bs(0),
(4.1) lui(z) —uj(x)| < C-rlz|?,  |Dui(z) — Duj(z)| < C - (k + ko).

We now derive a local integral estimate for the average of {u;}. This process is similar to the
Holder estimates [7, Theorem 3.8] by approximating with a harmonic function. However, we
have more error terms on the right hand side. To overcome it, we will write the equation of Dy
as a form of (£I7)) and use (41]) to control all of the error terms.
Recall that
K* = K2+ K+ KT+ 2,
and

ni= (10:005 llcows) + 10:Bllcran) ) - Z o, 0y

= min{ o, (1 - a)
€:=minq§ oo, 5 Q).

Lemma 4.2. Let {u;} be C1 ordered graphs on B1(0) which is a solution to (Q,{g;}). Suppose
that (LI), (L2), @L3), @I) and @2) are satisfied. If {u;}72, is connected in Bs(0), with

s <r < R, then we have that
/ D% da < c(ﬁ)’”/ ID%p2 dz + C (k" +n*)r",
B, (0) R Br(0)

where p = % Z;n:l uj and C' = C(n,m, A\, \ ).

For simplicity, let

Proof of Lemma[].23. We first assume that » < R < 1/64. By Remark B0 u; € VVl2oc2(Bl(O))
Then by (2.13),

(4.2) —div(A*Dchp + b*chp) 4 ¢ DDyp + d* Dy = —div< f—mdy, o (z, 0, Dgo)) + 4,
where f and § are defined in (2.14) and Z.I5); an

Za o (z,u;(z), Duj(z) Z(‘) o (z,u;(x), Duj(x));

Za@xu] ), Du; () Z(‘)%’x% ), Duj(z)).

We divide the proof into four steps.
Step I: Estimating the coefficients in (42]).
Observe that by (2.)), for all z,y € Br(0),
(4.3) uj(z) —ui(y)| < 200R,  [Duj(x) — Duj(y)| < 260 R".
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By (L2]) and the definition of A*,b*, c*,d*,
(4.4) |A*| + |b*| + ||+ |d7| < C(m, A).
By the definition of A*, we have that

[A* () — A (y)| < Y (H@xap»@fllcolw =yl + 10:0p || couj (@) — ujy)|+

105097 llco| Dot () = Dy (9)]).
Together with (£3]), we have that

(4.5) sup |A*(z) — A%(y)| < C(m,A)(R+ 6oR + 6oR*) < C(m,A)(R + 6oRY).
z,y€ Br(0)

A similar argument gives that

(46)  sup (|p7(2) = b (y)] + |e*(@) = & ()] + " (2) — " (y)]) < Clm, A)(R+ 0R).

z,y€ Br(0)
On the other hand, plugging (£3]) and (4J]) into Lemma 211 we have that
(4.7) / |f12de < CZ/ (k + Ko) R2(|DDk<p DDyu;|? + 1) da;
Br(0) Br(0)

(4.8) / |g] dz < C’Z/ (k + K0)R(| DDy — DDyuj| + (5 + ko) R) + n + do + k1 da.
Br(0) Br(0)
Recall that by Lemma B4 for 1 <i<j <m,
/ [D*u; = DPu* de < C- ((1 +7°) (K + ko)? + H%)R",
Br(0)
which implies that
/ D% = D*u;*dr < C- <(1+772)(H+/£0)2+H%>R".
Br(0)

Plugging the above two inequalities into (4.7]) and (£38]), we have

(4.9) / P de < OO+ )" B2,
Br(0)

(4.10) / |§| dz < C(VK* + nr*)R",
Br(0)

where C' = C'(n,m, A, \) and we used that s, kg, k1,99 < 1.
By the definition of ¢ and ([@3]), for =,y € Bgr(0),

(4.11) [Drgel < o, |Drp(z) — Drp(y)] < 60(2R).

Plugging it into Lemma 2.T1] we obtain that for all ¢ € C}(Bgr(0)),

@) | [ o, DoDsds| 0 [ e du)lol + 0R7IDo| + B |D%]o] da.
Br(0) Br(0)

O

Step II: Constructing a harmonic function to approximate Dyp.
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Let f be the weak solution of

(4.13) ~div(A*(0)Df) =0, flap,) = Dry — Drp(0).
Let
¢ = Dip — Diep(0) — f.

Obviously, ¢ € VVO1 2(Bg(0)). Then we claim that

(4.14) / |Df|2dx§0(m,)\,A)/ |DDy|* d.
Br(0) Br(0)

Indeed, by taking ¢ as a test function in (£I3]), we have
[ psPas<cemy [ 14Y0)DDulIDS o
Br(0) Br(0)

1
<c [ |AOPIDDwPds g [ DfPds,
Br(0) Br(0)

r(0

which implies

(4.15) / IDf2dz < C(N) / A*(0) 2| DDyl da
Br(0) Br(0)

Plugging (4.4)) into (AI3]), we then obtain (4.I4]). By (4I1)) and the maximum principle for f,
|f(z)] < 80(2R).
It follows that

(4.16) |61 < |Drp — Dip(0)] + |f| < 21746 R

Step III: Bounding L? norm of ¢ by .
Note that
div(b*(0)Dyp(0)) =0, div(c*(0)Dyp(0)) = 0.
This together with the definition of f in (£13) and (£.2) gives that
— div(A*D(Dyp — f) + b (Dip — Dip(0)) = e*(0)(Dyp — Depl0))) + d* Dy

(417) = —div((A*(0) = A)DS + (b°(0) = ) Diip(0) + f — my (2,0, D))
— (¢ = (0))DDyyp + g
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Then by taking ¢ as a test function in ([@I7) and using (@4), (£5), (@6), ({I1), (£I12) and
(£18), we obtain

| ipopds
Br(0)

<cnman [ o, (011 ODIDke — DiglO)1D6] + 411 Diglo+

+14°(0) ~ A|IDFIID| + [b°(0) ~ B Dy O)l|Dg] + [e* — e (0)| DDicellgl+
+1F1D0]+ gllol) do+m| [ 8y, 00(2. . Dp)DG s
Br(0)

<C (5030‘\17@ 480 - 80RY + (R + 00R)|DS||Do| + (R + 6oR®) - 60| Do+
Br(0)

+ (R + 8oR*)60R*[DDyp| + | £1| D¢l + 3|00 R + (S0 +m)So R + RO‘ID%I%RQ) da

1 £ ~ « a
< 1/ IDg2dz + C (B8R + R=(DSP + D%) + |f12 + 380 R® + dgnR" ) da.
Br(0) Br(0)

This together with (4.14]) implies

(4.18) / |Do|? dz < c/ ((53 + 80n)RY + R D20 + | f)? + ygyaoRa) dz.
Br(0) Br(0)

Plugging (4.9) and (4I0) into (£I8]), we conclude that

(4.19) / |DDyo — Df|*da < C/ R**|D?p|? dz + O (k* +n*)R" .
Br(0) Br(0)

By harmoniticity of f [7, Lemma 3.10; 8, Lemma 14.4.5], there exists a constant A(n) such that

r\”m
|IDfI?dz < A(n)( —= / |Df|?da.
/T(o) <R) Br(0)
This together with (419 and (14]) gives

/ DDyo|? < / 2ADfP +2/DDye — DfP da
B;-(0) B,-(0)

= A/<<%>n + Rm) /BR(o) |D>pPda + C(k* + ) R™,

where A’ = A’(n,m, A, \,a) and we now fix such a constant. O
Step IV: Proving the proposition case by case.
By the arbitrariness of k, we conclude that for all » < R < 1/64,

(4.20) / D2 < nA'((i)" + Rh) / D22 dz + C(k* + 112 R™.
B,(0) R Br(0)

Then Lemma 1] applies to give a positive constant Ry = Ry(n, A’, o) < 1/64 with
R < (2nA)"%

and the following possibilities:
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e I[f s <r <R < Ry, then by Lemma [4.T],
/ D% da < c(i)’”/ D% dz + C (k" +n?)r" %,
+(0) R Br(0)

where C' is depending only on n,m, A, A, a.
e Ifr > Ry, then the inequality is trivial because Ry depends only on n,m, A, A\, a and
R/r <1/Ry. Indeed, it follows that

/ ID2p2dz < C- Ry" (ﬁ)"_e/ D22 da.
B, (0) R BR(0)
e If r < Ry < R, then by the first case,

T

[ pepar<o() [ 0P Ol iy
B,(0) Ry Br, (0)

< CRan-l—e(L)n_e/ ‘D2(,0’2 dx+C(/¢* +7]2)7’n_26.
R Br(0)
This finishes the proof of Lemma O

Remark 4.3. To prove Lemma [£.2] one can replace (£I9]) by a weaker inequality, e.g.
/ |DDyp — Df|*dz < C/ R*|D*p|*dx + C(k* 4+ n?*)R™,
Br(0) Br(0)

which can be derived by a much easier way without ([4I7). However, the order on the right
hand side of (4.19) will be essentially used in Lemma

Combining Lemma and Lemma [3:4] we obtain the primary order estimates for all r <
R <t even if {u;} is disconnected in Br(0).

Proposition 4.4. Let t < 1. Let {u;} be C1* ordered graphs on By(0) which is a solution to

(Q,{g5}). Suppose that (L), (L2), (L3), @I) and 2.2) are satisfied. There exists a constant
C =C(n,m,\,\,a) so that for allr < R <'t,

% T\ - * n—2e
Z/ D2 < (%) Z/ D22 da + C(k* + nP)rm.
j=1 By (0) j=1 Br(0)

Proof. So long as r > t/16, then the inequality is trivial. Now we assume that r < ¢/16. We
are going to prove the lemma inductively on m. When m = 1, then the inequality follows from
Lemmald.2l Suppose that the lemma is true for the number of sheets less than or equal to m —1.
Let {u;}2; be a solution to (Q,{g;}) and is connected in B;(0). Now set

s := inf{r > 0; {u;}72, is connected in B,(0)}.

Case 1: 1 < R < s. Then {u;}7"; can be divided into connected components in B,(0). By
induction, each connected component satisfies the inequality in the proposition. Then the desired
result follows by taking the sum.

Case 2: s <r < R. Then by Lemma [£2]

/ |D?p?dz < C(i)n_e/ |D2p?dz 4+ C(k* + n?)r" %,
B, (0) R Br(0)
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where C' = C'(n,m, A, A\, «). Sincer < t/16, then Lemma[34]applies to give that for 1 < i,j < m,
/ |D?u; — D*uyl? dz < C- ((1 +12) (k5 + Ko)? + H%)T” < O(r* + )"
B, (0)

Combining the above two inequalities, we obtain

Z/ o D%, ? dz gc(%)’”/}g Z]D2u]\2dx+C( gy
r R

which is the desired inequality.
Case 3: 7 < s < R. By Case 1, there exists C = C(n,m, A, \, &) such that

Z/B( u]|2dx<C' / Z|D2uj|2dx+0( + )
j=17Br

Then by Case 2,

Z/ o u]|2dx<C’ / Z|D2u]|2dx—|—0( +n?)s" e

The above two inequalities give that

Z/(O s dr < 0% / Z]Dzu]\2dx+0( 2y

This completes the proof of Proposition (4.4 O
4.2. Improved order estimates. Let u € W12(B1(0)). Then the function defined by

X(e R™) — |Du — X*dx
B1(0)
is convex and has a minimum at X = (D%u)p, (0); that is
(4.21) / |Du — (Du) g, (o) |* dz < / |Du — X|*dz, VX €R™
B1(0) B1(0)

We now adapt the argument of Holder estimates for gradients in [7, Theorem 3.13] to give
the improved order estimates.

Lemma 4.5. Let {u;}]., be Ch® ordered graphs on Bi(0) which is a solution to (Q,{g;}).
Suppose that (L)), (L2), (C3), @I) and (Z2)) are satisfied. Suppose that {u;} is connected in

Bs(0) (s <t) with
(4.22) > / |D%u;|? de < Kt
- B,
for some constant IC. Then for s <r < R <t,
9 r\n+1 9
|DDyp — (DDyp) B, (0" dz < C(§> |DDyp — (DDyp) g0yl da+
BT‘(O) BR(O)

+C(K+ K" +n?)r"te.

where C' is a constant depending only on n,m, A, \, .
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Proof. So long as r > t/16, then R/r < 16 and by (4.21]),

/ 1P (D%, 0 e < / [P = (D)0 b

n+1
<1gnt1 (" 2 (2 2
<16 <R) /BR(O) D% — (D°¢) Br(o)|” dz.

Now we assume that s < t/16 so that Lemma [3.4] applies. By Proposition 4], there exists a
constant B = B(n,m, A, \, ) so that for r < ¢,

Z/ |D2uj|2d$§8<t)n_62/ 1D, 2 dz + B(k* + n?)r=2.
j=1"Br(0) t =1/ B0)

Together with (4.22]) and 2¢ < «, we conclude that
(4.23) 3 / D2, 2 dar < B(K + K* + 12
= 5.0

Recall that by ([£2), ¢ satisfies the equation
(4.24) —div (A*DDkgp + b*Dk<p> + ¢*D Dy + d* Dy = —div (f — M (2, 0, Dgo)) +g.
We now fix 1 < k <n. For any R < t, let f be the weak solution of
diV<A*(0)Df) =0, floBpo) = Drp — Drp(0).
Note that by (@21,

(4.25) / IDf — (Df) g da < / IDf — (DDyg) g
BR(O) BR(O)

By harmoniticity of f [7, Lemma 3.10; 8, Lemma 14.4.5],

9 r n+2 9
(4.26) IDf = (Df)p, 0 dz < A (55) IDf = (D) gy do.
Then we claim that

(4.27) / IDf — (DDy) oy dz < Clm, A, ) / DDy — (DDyp) o
Br(0) Br(0)

Indeed, since divA*(0)(DDrp)p,0) = 0, then by the definition of f,

div(A*(O) (Df - (DDW)BR(O))) = 0.
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By taking ¢ := Dy — Drp(0) — f as a test function, we obtain

/ IDf — (DDy) pp(oy|* da
Br(0)

< C(m, A)/ A*(0) (Df - (DDW)BR(O)> <Df - (DDk‘:D)BR(O)) dz

Br(0)

— C(m,\) /B o A*(0) (D f — (DDyy) BR(O)> <Dchp — (DDyp) BR(0)> de

1
< C(m, A, A)/ |DDyp — (DDyp) pp(oy|* dz + 5/ IDf — (DDy¢) o) da,
Bg(0) Bg(0)

where we used (£.4]) in the last inequality. Then (£27]) is proved. Combining (£.25]) and (427,
we obtain

(4.28) / D — (Df) gy dz < C(m, A, N) / DDy — (DDig) o da.
Br(0) Br(0)
Observe that
(4.29) / (Df) 5,0 — (DDep) s, o dz < / Df — DDyl da
B,-(0) B,-(0)
Then we have

/ |DDyy¢ — (DDy) g, (o) |* d
B;-(0)
< 3/3 o DDy — Df|* + |Df — (Df)BT(0)|2 +1(Df) B, 0) — (DDk‘:D)BT(O)P da

36/ |DDk<p—Df|2dx+3/
B,-(0)

B

Plugging (£19) and (4.20) in it, we obtain

/ |DDyp — (DDyp) p, (o) |* d < C/
B.(0) Br(0)

) IDf — (Df)p,()|* dz.

(R2a|D2<,0|2 + ('{* +772)Ra) dl‘—l—

n+2
#3400 () [ IDF = 0P

where C' = C'(n,m, A, ). This together with ([£.23)) and (4.28]) gives that

r n+2
|DDyp — (DDyp) g, (0)|* dz < 3A(n) (— |DDye — (DDyp) pp(oy|* da
R
BT‘(O) BR(O)

+C(K + k* 4+ n?)R"™,

where we used the fact that dg,« < 1. Then by Lemma (1] there exists C' = C(n, A, «) so that
for any r < R <'t,

r\n+l
|DDyp — (DDyp) (o> dz < C( — |DDyp — (DDyp) p oy |* dz+
R
B (0) Br(0)

+C (K + k* + nz)r"+°‘.
This completes the proof. O
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So far, we have proved the improved order estimates over some tilt-plane for any given r so
that {u;} is connected. The following gives that the tilt-plane will be close to each other in the

order of a.

Lemma 4.6. Let {u;}7,, (Q,{g;}), K, t > 0 be the same as in Lemma[{.3 In particular,

we assume that {u;} is connected in Bs(0). Let Cy be the constant in Lemma[{.5 Then for

s<r<R<HU,

R
(D?*¢) Bri0) — (D*¢) B, 0] < Ca (t"T

where Cy = Co(n, o, C1).

Proof. For r € [s,t], let

| iD= (D) o+ (4 57+ PR,
B¢(0)

o(r) = / D= (D)

Then by Lemma [4.5]

nza ()"

For any s <r < R <t, we then have

2
(D?*¢) Br(0) — (D*¢) B 0)]* <
<
| Br|

4C1 1/ R
< -
<5

In particular, for s < R; = 27'R,

(D%0)5, 0~ (D*0)s, o]
®)Bg, (0) ¥ Bg, ,(0)

It then implies that

o(t) + CL(K + &* +n?)rnte,

Cy = Ci(n,m, A, N\ ).

2
‘(D2(P)BR(O) - (Dzﬁﬁ)Bé (0)’2 < (Z ‘(D%)Béi(()) - (D2<P)BRM(0)‘>

k

(/O &+ vETw el

=0

IN

e (Vi Ve |

(11— 2—%)—2(® "R+ (K+&* +n2)Ra).

t"+1
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Suppose that Rk.ﬁrl <r < Rj. Then
(D*0)Br(0) — (D*@)B,0)* < 2/(D*0) r(0) — (Dz‘:D)B» o+ 2|(D290)Bf{k(o) — (D*9)B,(0)*

R e
]836;,1’ [(@)nﬂg(t) (K + K"+ 772)1%“”1]
< 211\;51\01 (11— 2‘3)—2<;L(+2 R+ (K+k*+1n )R“)
Then the lemma follows by taking
“= QTZ? (1-27%)2

Recall that

Z / (D)) 5,0 d.
»(0)

Lemma [4.5] combining with Lemma [B.4] implies the order estimates of o™ ().

Lemma 4.7. Let {u;}7.,, (Q,{g;}), K, t > 0, k™ be the same as in Lemma[{.5. Then there
exists a constant C depending only on n, m, A, X\, a, so that for all r < t,

n+1
o*(r) < c(%) o (t) + C(K + K* + )"

Proof. So long as r > t/16, then t/r < 16 and by (Z21]),

n+1

) < Z/T(o (D? Uj) B, (0 ]2da: < 16™! (%) o*(t).

This is the desired inequality. We now assume that r < t/16 and then Lemma [B4] can be
applied.

We prove the lemma inductively. When m = 1, then the desired inequality follows from
Lemma by taking R = t.

Now we assume that the lemma is true when the number of the sheets is less than or equal to
m —1. We also assume that {u;} is connected in B;(0); otherwise, the desired inequality follows
from induction. Let

s = inf{r > 0;{u;} is connected in B,(0)}.
By Lemma [4.5] there exists C' = C'(n,m, A, \, &) such that for s <r <t,

/ o |DDyyp — (DDyy) g, (0)|* dz
r\n+1 ) "
<c(h) / DDy — (DDio) o) do + C(K + &* + i)™
¢ B4 (0)

n+1
< C(%) o*(t) + C(K 4+ * 4+ n?)r"te.
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Recall that by Lemma [3.4] for s < r <,
/ o |D*u; — D*uj — (D*u;) g, () + (D*u;)p, () ° d
(4.30) < 2/ o |D?u; — D*u;* Az + 2| By | - |(D*u; — D*uj) g, (o) |

< 4/ |D*u; — D*uj*dz < C- ((1 +17?)(k + Ko)? + m%)r".
r(0)
Thus we obtain that for s < r <,

/B © |D2’LLZ — (D2Ui)BT.(0)|2 dx

</ » Z [D%u; — Dy — (D) ) + (D%, 0)2) + mlD% — (D%0), 0

n+1
<C- ((1 +0?)(k + Ko)? + n%)r” + C<%) o*(t) + C(K 4 k* + n?)r"te

n+1
< C(%) o*(t) + C(K+ k* +n*)r"
where C' = C'(n,m, A, A\, «). This implies the desired inequality.

It remains to consider the case of r < s. Observe that we have proved that

(4.31) o (s) < C(;)nﬂa*(t) + K+ K 4 12)s"

By Proposition 4] there exists a constant B = B(n, m, A, A\, «) so that

D2u.2d1’§8 f n—e / D2u 2d$+B 2 Sn_25.
) BNCREEE R Bp SCIR e

Together with (£.22]) and 2¢ < «, we obtain that
m

(4.32) Z/ |D%uj|? dz < B(K + k* +n?)s" ™.
- (0

Let K' := B(K + k* +n?). Note that in By(0), {u;}7L, can be divided into two disjoint ordered
graphs {uj}ézl and {u;}7" ;. 1. Thus by induction using ([.32)) in place of ([.22), we have for
all r < s,

i

Z/ |D?uj — (D?uy) g, (o)* da < C 2/5(0 (D?uj) g, (0| da+

= /B0
+C(K’+n +n?)r"
Z/ 1D%u; — (D), 0 e < € Z/  (D?uy)p o2 dot
Jj=i+1 r(0) j=i+1 s(0)
+ C(K' + &* +nH)r"
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The taking the sum of the two inequalities above, we obtain
r n+1 9
o (r) SC’(—) o (s)+ C(K+ kK" +n)r"
s
where C' = C'(n,m, A, A\, «). Plugging ([£3T]) into it, we obtain that

o*(r) < C(E)nﬂ [(;)nﬂa*(t) +C(K+ k* + 772)3"] + C(K + &* + )"

n+1
< C<%> o*(t) + C(K + K* + %)™
This finishes the proof of Lemma [£.7] O

4.3. Monotonicity of the the second derivatives. Now we are ready to prove a monotonic-
ity formula for the average of L?-integral of D?u;. When m = 1, the desired result follows from
Lemma and Lemma 7l For m > 2, we will use Lemma [3.4] and run an inductive method.

Proposition 4.8. Let {u;}7", be CY ordered graphs on Bi(0) (t < 1) which is a solution to

(Q,{gj}). Suppose that (1), (L2), (L3), @I) and 2Z2) are satisfied. For simplicity, denote
by

1
o4 = — D2 |2 d < t.
o(r) ;::1 B Joo) |D*u;|*dz, Vr <

Then there exists a constant C = C'(n,m, A, X\, «) so that
o(r) < C@(t) + K"+ 7).
Proof. We first note that

(4.33) Zy (D%u;)5,0)| g ’Bt’/ |D2u[? dz = & (t).
By (£21)), we have that

1
(4.34) @’ Z\B\B, D?uj — (Duj) g, (0))* dz < &(r).

We prove the proposition inductively. When m = 1, we have by (4.33]),

/ MESIREEE /B o PP DR, 0+ (D0, )~ (D000 (D), 0

<30*(r) 4 3|B,| - [(D*u) g, 0) — (D*u) g, (o) + 3| B, [o(¢).
Applying Lemma and Lemma 7]

n+1
/ puPdr< (L) ot @) + O@n) - R
-(0) t
+C|B,| (
This together with (£34]) implies that

/ D2 dz < C(&(t) + K* + 12)"
)

o () + @) + 57+ nz)ta> + CT(t) - "

Then the desired inequality follows immediately.
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Now suppose that the lemma is true when the number of sheets is less than or equal to m — 1.
We also assume that {u;} is connected in By(0); otherwise, the desired inequality follows from
induction. Let

s := inf{r > 0; {u;} is connected in B,(0)}.

Case 1: s < r < t. Without loss of generality, we assume that r < t/32 so that Lemma B.4]
applies. Then by Lemma [4.6], for s < r < ¢,

\(DQCP)Bt(O) — (D290)BT(0)
t _ . a
(4.35) < C(W /B o |D*0 — (D) g, o) dz + (& (t) + £* + )t )
t

< CF(t) + C(k* +n)te,

where C' = C'(n,m, A, \,«) and we used (4£.34]) in the last inequality. On the other hand, by
Lemma [4.7] and (434]), there exists a constant C' depending only on n, m, A, A\, a so that for
all r <t

’ 2

r\ntl * — * n
/ oD% = (D%, ar < o(5)" ot )+ Ca) + 8+ Py

<C@() + k" +7°)r".
This together with (£35]) and ([£.33]) implies that

/B 0 |D?p|* da < 3/3 o |D*¢ — (D*¢)p.(0)]> + (D*¢) ,0) — (D*¢)5,0)]° + [(D*¢) g0 |* d

< C@(t) + k" + )"
Recall that by Lemma [3:4] there exists C' = C'(n,m, A, A) so that

/ o |D?u; — D2uj|2 de < C- ((1 + 172 (k + Ko)? + m%)r” <C- (k" +nH)r".
We then conclude that
| ptupar < [ D% D 4 D do
B;-(0)

< C(m) Z/ |D*u; — D*u;|* + |D*p|* da
j=17Br
< C(e(t) + &* +7°)r",
where C' = C'(n,m, A, A\, ). This is the desired inequality.
Case 2: v < s. By the definition of s, {u;}.; can be divided into two ordered graphs {u; }§'=1
and {u;}7"; ; in By(0). Thus by induction, there exists C'= C'(n,m, A, A, a) so that

7 7

1 1
2 |Br| JB,(0) Dyl de < C(Z 1Bs| J5.(0) 1D e +772);
j=1 r r j=1 s s
1 1 .
3 B oo \D2uj]2da:§C( S Bl Joo \D?u; 2 dz + K +n2).
j=it1 r j=it+1 s
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Combining the two inequalities together, we conclude that
(4.36) G(r) < C(@(s) + k" +12).
Observe that by Case 1,
G(s) < C(@(t) + k* +n7).
Plugging this into ([4.30]), then the desired inequality follows immediately. This finishes the proof
of Proposition (.8l O

5. LIPSCHITZ UPPER BOUND FOR THE FIRST DERIVATIVES

In this section, we will give the upper bound of the Lipschitz norm of the first derivatives of
ordered graphs in Theorem

Note that we have proved the uniform upper bound for the &(r) for all small r. This together
with Poincaré inequality (Lemma 1)) gives that the graphs {u;} will be close to a plane P in
the sense of L?; see Lemmal[5.2]. We will then consider the differential equation of the difference
to the plane P. Applying the Ch% estimates to the divergence form, we will then obtain the
upper bound of the derivative of such new functions by &(r) and k*. We remark that Lemma
[BI and Lemma are used to bound the remainder terms in this process. To finish the proof,
we will apply Proposition 1.8 and Proposition to bound & (r) by k* and 7; see Theorem
for more details.

Recall that

K* = K2+ K+ KT+ 2,

and

ni= (110:0: llcown) + 10: Bl cr ) ) Llulleowyon,
]:

5.1. The first derivative upper bound. Let {u;}7"; be C1@ ordered graphs on B;(0) (t < 1)
which is a solution to (Q,{g;}). Recall that

LS|
o(r):= D%u;|? dz.
& (r) Z,Br, BT(O)| ujl? de

j=1
The following estimates are well-known and we provide it here for the readers’ convenience.

Lemma 5.1 (Poincaré inequalities [0, Estimate (7.45)]). For any convex domain Q and u €
Wl’p(Q), 1<p<+oo,

[ — up, || o) < 77" Dull o), d = diam Q.
This yields the following inequalities.
Lemma 5.2. Let {u;}7.; be Crh*N W22 ordered graphs on By(0) (t <1). Then for r <t,

S Duy() — (D), o) d < 227&(r)r?:

2151 Joo

m 1 .
> B uj(x) — (uj)B,0) — (Du;) (o) - 2> da < 28 (r)r?.
j=1 1271/ B(0)
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Now we are going to use the equation to bound oscillations. We will use the following notions.
Let {u;} be ordered graphs on B,.(0) which is a solution to (Q,{g;}). Recall that by (2.4]),

(5.1) mQp = divf({u;}) — 9({u;},{g;})
in B,(0) in the weak sense, where f({u;}) and g({u;},{g;}) are defined in (ZH) and (20),
respectively. Let

er = (9)B.(0) T (D¥)B,(0) " T-
Note that
Qpy : = —divd (2,9, Dy) + B2, 07, Dpr)
= —t1 (0o (2, or, Dipy)) — 0.4 (2, 1, Diprr) - (D) B, (0) + B(x, 01, D).
Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C' = C(n,m, A, \) such that for all x € B,(0),
(5:2) —C(do +n) < Qpr < C(do +1),
Proof. Since <7 (x,0,0) = 0, then
|0x9 (, pr, Dy )| < Haza:cM”CO(Ur)"Pr‘ + ”é)paxd”CO(Ur)’D(Pr‘

< 0204 || cow,) ("PIOO(Brm)) + T’lecowr(o») +[10p0:47 || co )| Dbl co B, (0))
< C(n+ dp).
Similarly,
|B(x, ¢r, Dy )| < C(n+ do).
On the other hand,
’az%(my SDT,DSDT) : (DSD)BT-(O)‘ < 0(50
Hence the lemma is proved. (|

For simplicity, we denote
U (x) :== o(r) — (¢)B,0) — (DY) B, (0) - 3
V;(w) :=uj(z) — (uj)B,(0) — (Duj)B,(0) -
By (5.1)) and Lemma [2.6] we obtain
div(A(p, ¢r) DV + b(p, 1)) + e, ) DY + d(ip, ) ¥

(5.3) .
= divf({u;}) — 9({u;},{g;}) —mQer,
where f, g are the same in (5.0).

The following result gives that the oscillation of ¥; has the second order. Plugging this into
the interior C1'® estimates gives the oscillation of Duj in small balls. We remark that the interior
estimates can not be applied to Du; because u; itself does not satisfy a weak partial differential

equation.

Lemma 5.4. Let {u;}", be CLe ordered graphs on By(0) which is a solution to (Q,{g;})-
Suppose that (LI), (L2), L3), @I) and @2) are satisfied. There exists a constant C' =
C(n,m, A, A\, @) so that for each 1 < j <m,

sup  |uj(x) — (u;)p,0) — (Duj)p,(0) - 2| < C(VE(r) + K + Ko + o + n)r’;

(EGBT/Q (0

sup( ) |Duj(x) — (Duj)BT,(O)] < C(Wo(r)+ &+ ko + 0o + n)r.
SCEBT./4 0
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Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.
Case I: r > 1/16™+L. Then by 1),
sup  |uj(x) — (uj)p,(0) — (Duj)p,(0) - x| < Cdp < C - 16722,
xEBr/Z(O)
sup  [Duj(x) — (Duj)p, )| < Cd < C- 162m+2y2,
xEBr/él(O)
These are the desired inequalities.
Case II: r < 1/16™%1. Applying Lemma [ZF] one can find R € [r, 16™r] such that {u;} has the
same connected components in Bigr(0) and Br(0). Choose one connected component and still

denote it by {u;}. By Lemma B and Lemma [B.2] there exists a constant C' = C(n,m, A, \) so
that for all € Br(0) D B,(0),

(5.4) lui —uj| < Crr?;  |Du; — Duj| < C(k + ko).
Let f and g be the notions in (53]). Then by Lemma 2.8 and (5.2,
(5.5) |f ({u; 1) < Clm, M) (k + ko)*r?;
. PN = FED@]
2,y B (0) |z —yl*
(5.7) g = lg({ui} {gs Nl +mlQep,| < Clm, A)((k + Ko)r + Ko + do + n).

Now we fix a constant ¢ > n (e.g. ¢ =n+ 1). By a direct computation,
/ 1£19de < C(r + ro)2rm+24,
B:(0)

Thus by the local estimates for weak solutions [6, Theorem 8.17] with u(xz) = ¥(x), p = 2 and
2R = r, then there exists C'= C(n,q) so that

n _n _2n
ZUP(O) U ()| < COr 2 |9(@) |20 + ' ¢ IF sy + 77 @ 191 Lar2(B, o))
re r/2

By Lemma [5.2 and the estimates for f and g in (5.5]) and (5.7]), we hence conclude that

sup (@)l < C(T_% NVEE) S £ T (k4 rg) 2 T

2n 2n
(5:8) + 7277 (K 4 Ko7 + Ko + 0 + 1) -7‘7)

< O(V/al) + 5+ mo -+ 8+ ).
On the other hand, by (5.4,
(Wi = W] < Jus — uyl = [(wi) ,0) = (u5)B, ()| + [(Dui) p,.0) = (Duj) s, (o) - 7
< Ok + Ko)r?,
where C' = C(n,m, A, \,a). This together with (5.8)) gives that for = € B, 5(0),

1 m
(951 <195 — 0]+ || < — S W, - |+ 0] < C’(\/E(T‘) + Kk + Ko + o +77>r2.
=1
This proves the first inequality in the lemma.
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It remains to estimate the derivative of ¥. Indeed, by the C1'® estimates Theorem [A ],
o /
sup |DV¥| < C’(n,m,A)( sup  r HW(z)|+ 7Y sup M+
€8, /4(0) €8, /(0) ea'€B,;5(0) 1T — |

+ s [f@)+ sw rfg).
z€B;/2(0) z€B;/2(0)

Plugging (5.8), (5.0), (5.0), and (B.7) into it, we conclude that

sup |D¥| < C(\/E(T) + K+ kg + 0o + 07 + (k + ko) T + (k + H0)2r2)
(59) xEBr/4(O)

< C(\/E(r) + Kk + Ko + 0 +n)r.
On the other hand, (5.4)) gives that for x € B,.(0),
|DV; — DV| = [Du; — (Duj), ) — De — (D9) .0 < C(k + Ko)r-
Combining with (5.9)), we conclude that for all z € B, /4(0),

IDW;| < C(\/E(r) F kot Ko+ 0o + ?7)7’.
Hence the lemma is proved. O

5.2. Lipschitz estimates of the first derivatives. In this section, we will prove the Lipschitz
upper bound for ordered graphs by using Lemma [5.4l The key step is to apply Proposition [4.§]
and Proposition 3.5 to bound & (r) by k* and 7.
Theorem 5.5. Let {u;}2; be Ch® ordered graphs on By(0) which is a solution to (Q,{g;}).
Suppose that (1)), (L2), (L3), @) and 22) are satisfied. Then there exists C = C(n, m, A, \, @)
so that for j=1,--- ,m,

|Duj(x) — Du;(y)|

sup
z,y€ By /2(0) |z =y

< C(k+ Ko+ K1+ 00 +1).

Proof. Let x1,72 € By/2(0) and 7 := |1 — x3]. So long as r > 1/32, then by (2.1,

|Duj(z1) — Duj(zs)|

< o - o1 — @2|*t < 3200,
|21 — 22

This is the desired inequality. Now we assume that r < 1/32. By Proposition B.5] there exists
C = C(n,m,A,\) so that
(5.10) Z/ D2, 2 de < C(k* + 1),
j=1 B3,4(0)
For each y € By/2(0) and t € (0,1/2], we define
|
o(t;y) = — | D?u;)? da.
JZ::I |1Bt| J.(y) ’
Then (5.10) implies that for all y € By 5(0),

a(1/4;y) < C(r* + 7).
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Applying Proposition .8 in By /4(y), we obtain that for all t < 1/4,
(5.11) a(t;y) < C@(1/4y) + K" +1°) < C(&" +n%),
where C' = C(n,m, A, A\, ). Observe that r < 1/32 and By, (z1) C By/4(z1). Then by Lemma
B.4lin By /4(z1), there exists a constant C' = C'(n,m, A, A, a) so that
| Duj(21) = (D) By (ay)| < C (V@ (dr; 1) + K + Ko + do +n)r3
|Du]'(l‘2) — (Duj)B4r(x1)| < C(\/E(‘l’ﬂ 1)+ K+ Ko+ o + ’I’})’r’.
This together with (5.11)) (by taking y = z; therein) implies
[Duj(x1) = Duj(x2)| < |Duj(z1) = (DUj) oy (o) | + [Duj(22) = (Duj) By, (a) |
< C(Vo(driz) + £+ ko + 6o +n)r
S C(VE +1?) - o1 — aal,
which yields
|Duj(z1) — Duj(x)| < C(VK* + 1) - |£1 — 22|
This completes the proof of Theorem O

APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES OF SECOND ORDER PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
We first consider the operators L of the form
Lu = D;(a" (x)Dju + b'u) + c'(z) Dyu + d(x)u,

where coefficients a% ,bi‘,ci,d (i, = 1,--+ ,n) are assumed to be measurable functions on a
domain 2 C R™. Let f’ g,i = 1,--- ,n be locally integrable functions on 2. We shall assume
that L is strictly elliptic in ; that is, there exists a positive number A such that

(A1) D algig; = NP, Ve e Q£ e R
i7j
We also assume that the coefficients a™/,b* € C%(Q), ¢, d,g € L>®(Q2), and f! € C*(2). Suppose

1<i,j<n
We present some estimates of the solution to the equation
(A.3) Lu=D;f' +g, weakly in B,(0).
For the convenience, we denote f = (f1,---, f").

Theorem A.1 ([6, Theorem 8.32]). Let u € C»*(B1(0)) be a weak solution to [(A3) in B,(0)
for some r € (0,1]. Suppose that L satisfies the assumption (Adl) and (A2) for Q = B1(0).
Then we have

1 o If(x) — f(y)|
[Dulcos, ,(0) < C’(?“ lulco(s,0)) + Tlglcos, o)) + | flcos, ) + 7 x’ysélglf:(o) W>

for C = C(n,\, K), where X is given by (AJ), and K by (A2).
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Proof. Define
@ (2) = a"(rz), b(x)=rb'(rz); &(z)=rd(rz), dx)=rd(rz).
Then by (Al and (A.2),
S ai(@)eg; = Ngl2, V€ Bi(0),€ € R™
ij

. [0 5] o, 0y 1€ e o) ) < K7 < K.

Let
u(z) = r a(re); f(z)=(f1,---,f") :=f(rz); g(z):=rg(rz).
Then u satisfies the equation

D;(@V (z)Dju + 0'0) + & (x)Diti + d(z)u = Dif* + .
Applying [6], Theorem 8.32] to w in B;(0), we obtain that

_ _ _ = f(z) — ()|
[lcra(B, 4 0) < C<|U|00(31(0)) + 19lcosy0)) + [Elcos o)) + x’ysélgj(o) W)

Al o f(z) — £(y)]
= C<7’ [ulcos, ) + lglcos, ) + [Elcos, o)) +7 x’yselgz(o) oy >

for C = C(n,\, K). This finishes the proof of Theorem [A.1] O
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