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IMPROVED C1,1 REGULARITY FOR MULTIPLE MEMBRANES PROBLEM

ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

Abstract. We prove the C1,1-regularity for stationary C1,α (α ∈ (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 C1,α-regularity for the two membranes that minimize the
constant mean curvature functional. The regularity for minimizers of two-membranes problem
was improved to be C1,1 by Silvestre [12] in a more general case; in particular, the optimal
C1,1-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 C1,α solution. Particularly, for the Laplacian
operator, the regularity can be improved to be C1,1 by Savin-Yu [11]. For quasi-linear case, we
refer to [1] for the p-Laplacian operators. In a recent work [10, §11], Sarnataro-Stryker outlined
a proof for C1,1-regularity for minimizers of multiple membranes problem for prescribing mean
curvature functionals using [11,12]; see Remark 1.3(iii) for more discussions.

In this paper, we prove the optimal C1,1-regularity for all stationary C1,α solutions to the mul-
tiple membranes problem, satisfying a natural bounded first variation assumption; see Remark
1.1. 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

Ur := Br(0)× R×B1(0).

Let λ ∈ (0, 1),Λ > 1, α ∈ (0, 1) be constants and A (x, z,p) ∈ C3(Rn×R×R
n,Rn),B(x, z,p) ∈

C2(Rn ×R× R
n) satisfying

Λ|ξ|2 ≥ (∂pA )|U2(ξ, ξ) ≥ λ|ξ|2, ∀ξ ∈ R
n;(1.1)

‖A ‖C3(U2) + ‖B‖C2(U2) ≤ Λ;(1.2)

A (x, 0, 0) = 0, B(x, 0, 0) = 0.(1.3)
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Define an operator Q by

Qu := −divA (x, u,Du) + B(x, u,Du).

Let f1, · · · , fn and g be measurable functions. Denote by f = (f1, · · · , fn). We say that
Qu = −div f + g in the weak sense in U ⊂ R

n if for all φ ∈ C1
c (U),

∫

U
A (x, u,Du)Dφ + B(x, u,Du)φ− f ·Dφ− gφdx = 0.

We call a collection of C1 functions {uj}mj=1 over a smooth domain U ⊂ R
n ordered graphs if

u1 ≤ u2 ≤ · · · ≤ um.

Let {gj}mj=1 be a family of measurable function. We say a collection of ordered graphs {uj}mj=1

is a weak solution to the equation

(1.4)

m∑

j=1

(Quj + gj) = 0

in U , if for all φ ∈ C1
c (U),

m∑

j=1

∫

U
A (x, uj ,Duj)Dφ+ B(x, uj ,Duj)φ+ gjφdx = 0.

We assume that {uj} satisfy two additional natural conditions:

(I) the subsystem condition: for any open set U ′ ⊂ U and 1 ≤ m1 ≤ m2 ≤ m so that

um1−1 < um1 ≤ · · · ≤ um2 < um2+1, (u0 := −∞, um+1 := +∞), ∀x ∈ U ′,

we have
m2∑

j=m1

(Quj + gj) = 0

in U ′ in the weak sense;
(II) the κ-condition: for each j = 1, · · · ,m,

−κ ≤ Quj ≤ κ

in U in the weak sense; that is, for all φ ∈ C1
c (U) with φ ≥ 0,

−κ
∫

U
φdx ≤

∫

U
A (x, uj ,Duj)Dφ+ B(x, uj ,Duj)φdx ≤ κ

∫

U
φdx.

Remark 1.1. In Section 1.2 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 κ-condition (II) is implied by assuming that each graph of {uj} has bounded
κ-first variation. Both conditions are satisfied by energy minimizers, but weak solutions sat-
isfying (I) and (II) form a much more general class than just minimizers. For instance, both
conditions are preserved by C1,α convergence, but the C1,α-limits are not necessarily isotopy
energy minimizers. In particular, the C1,1-regularity of these C1,α-limits play a crucial role in
our recent work on Yau’s four minimal spheres conjecture [16].

We now state our main C1,1-regularity result.
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Theorem 1.2. Let Q be an operator satisfying (1.1), (1.2) and (1.3). Let {gj}mj=1 be a collection

of C1 functions over B1(0). Let {uj}mj=1 be ordered C1,α (α ∈ (0, 1)) graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R
n

which form a weak solution to (1.4) in B1(0) and satisfy the subsystem condition (I) and κ-

condition (II) (κ > 0). Then uj ∈ C1,1
loc (B1(0)). Moreover, if

(1.5) κ ≤ 1, ‖gj‖C1(B1(0) ≤ 1, ‖uj‖C1,α(B1(0)) ≤ 1,

then

(1.6)

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C1,1(B1/2(0))
≤ C

m∑

j=1

(
‖uj‖C1,α(B1(0)) + ‖gj‖C1(B1(0)) + κ

)
,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α).

Remark 1.3. (i) If each term in (1.5) is bounded by Λ′, then (1.6) still holds and the constant
C will also depend on Λ′.

(ii) Our regularity improves Silvestre [12] even for

m = 2, A (x, z,p) = p/
√

1 + |p|2, B = 0,

since we don’t require that g2 > g1.
(iii) Sarnataro-Stryker [10, Corollary 11.2] outlined a similar estimate for minimizers by virtue

of free boundary problems [2] and methods in [11, 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 {gj} while only using standard elliptic estimates in [6].

1.2. Background from isotopy minimizing problem. Fix a smooth open domain U ⊂ R
n,

a smooth curvature prescription function ℏ ∈ C∞
(
U×[−1, 1]

)
, and a smooth Riemannian metric

g in U × [−1, 1]. We also assume that U × {0} is a minimal hypersurface in (U × [−1, 1], g),
so that the second condition of (1.3) is satisfied. Note that all discussion in the paper will be
restricted to U × (−1, 1). Let ζ(x, z) denote the (n+ 1)-dimensional volume element of g(x, z).
Then the area element w.r.t. g is a smooth function:

F : U × (−1, 1) × R
n → [0,∞),

defined as follows: for any (x, z,p) ∈ U×(−1, 1)×R
n, we use Px,z,p to denote the n-dimensional

parallelogram in R
n+1 generated by

{e1, · · · , en}, where ei = ∂xi + pi∂z.

Then,

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

Given a C1-function u : U → R, we define the generalized area as the following elliptic
functional,

Area(Graphu) =

∫

U
F (x, u,Du) dx.

The first variation formula of Area(Graphu) w.r.t. variations t 7→ Graphu+tφ for a fixed φ ∈
C1
c (Ω) is given by

(1.7) δAreau(φ) =

∫

U
∂pF

(
x, u(x),Du(x)

)
·Dφ+ ∂zF

(
x, u(x),Du(x)

)
· φdHn(x).
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Let {uj}mj=1 be a collection of ordered C1,α-graph functions over U ⊂ R
n. Let Σ be the

varifold induced by the graphs of {uj} and Ω ∈ C
(
U × (−1, 1)

)
be a Caccioppoli set so that

∂Ω =
∑m

j=1(−1)j−1JGraphuj
K in the sense of currents; see [13]. The Ah-functional for the pair

(Σ,Ω), Ah(Σ,Ω) = Area(Σ)−
∫
Ω ℏdVolg, defined in [16, (1.1)] (see also [10,18]), can be written

as

Ah(Σ,Ω) = Area(Graphu)−
∫

U

( m∑

j=1

(−1)j−1

∫ uj(x)

−1
ℏ(x, z) · ζ(x, z) dz

)
dx.

For simplicity, we will abuse the notation by writing

h(x, z) := ℏ(x, z) · ζ(x, z) ∈ C∞
(
U × [−1, 1]

)
.

The first variation of Ah(Σ,Ω) w.r.t. variations t 7→ Graphu+tφ is

δAh
Σ,Ω(φ) =

m∑

j=1

∫

U
∂pF

(
x, uj ,Duj

)
·Dφ+ ∂zF

(
x, uj ,Duj

)
· φ+ (−1)jh(x, uj)φdx,

for any φ ∈ C1
c (U).

We say that (Σ,Ω) is Ah-stationary if for any one parameter family of diffeomorphisms
{ϕt}−1≤t≤1 of U × (−1, 1) satisfying that ϕt = id in a neighborhood of ∂U × [−1, 1], and
ϕ0 = id, then

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Ah
(
ϕt(Σ), ϕt(Ω)

)
= 0.

Clearly, this implies that for any φ ∈ C1
c (U),

(1.8)
m∑

j=1

∫

U
∂pF

(
x, uj ,Duj

)
·Dφ+ ∂zF

(
x, uj ,Duj

)
· φ+ (−1)jh(x, uj)φdx = 0.

Moreover, if a subcollection of graphs {uj}m2
j=m1

do not touch other graphs, we may choose

the variation {ϕt} to be supported away from other graphs, and then {uj}m2
j=m1

will satisfy (1.8),

which is exactly the subsystem condition (I).
The κ-condition (II) is natural in the sense that, if Graphuj

has κ-bounded first variation in
U , then by the first variation formula of the area functional, we have

−κ ≤ −div∂pF
(
x, uj ,Duj

)
+ ∂zF

(
x, uj ,Duj

)
≤ κ

in the weak sense in U .
Applying Theorem 1.2 to {uj}, we obtain the C1,1 regularity as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Fix a constant α ∈ (0, 1). Assume that

(1.9) B1(0)× {0} is a minimal hypersurface in (B1(0) × (−1, 1), g).

Let {uj} be ordered Ah-stationary graphs over B1(0). Suppose that for all j = 1, · · · ,m, Graphuj

has κ-bounded first variation. Then uj ∈ C1,1
loc (B1(0)), j = 1, · · · ,m. Moreover, if

κ ≤ 1, ‖uj‖C1,α(B1(0)) ≤ 1, ‖h‖C1(B1(0)×[−1,1]) ≤ 1,

then
m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C1,1(B1/2(0)) ≤ C

m∑

j=1

(‖uj‖C1,α(B1(0)) + ‖h‖C1(B1(0)×[−1,1]) + κ),

where C depends only on n, m, α and the metric g.
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Remark 1.5. Consider Σ induced by ordered C1,α-graphs over U ⊂ R
n such that each sheet has

bounded first variation. Then by choosing a small enough neighborhood centered at any p ∈ Σ,
and up to a change of coordinates therein, we can always assume (1.9) is satisfied. Indeed,
assuming without loss of generality p ∈ U , by taking sufficiently small ǫ, Bn

ǫ (p)× [−ǫ, ǫ] admits
a minimal foliation {Γt} with ∂Γt given by ∂Bn

ǫ (p) × {t}; see [17, Appendix]. In particular,
there exists a minimal slice Γ containing p. By taking sufficiently small ǫ, Γ is sufficiently close
to Bn

ǫ (p) ⊂ R
n. Thus Σ can be written as ordered graphs over Γ with uniformly bounded

C1,α-norm. Then the above theorem can be applied by rescaling ǫ to 1.

1.3. Idea of the proof. Observe that by the κ-condition, for each j = 1, · · · ,m, Quj ∈
L∞. Then one can consider the equation of ui − uj and apply the weak Harnack inequality in
[6, Theorem 8.17 and Theorem 8.18] to give the bound of ui −uj around the touching set. As a
result, the difference of ui and uj is bounded by Cκr2, 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 ui − uj . These two inequalities will be crucial in the remaining of this paper.

The next step is to prove that uj is W 2,2. To do this, we will use an inductive method to
prove that the L2-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 {uj} is not connected. Then by the inductive process, one can bound the local
L2-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 L2 bound.

After that, we will consider the equation of Dkϕ, where ϕ is the average of uj . Thanks to
the C1 estimates of ui − uj, we can adapt the Hölder estimates in [7, Theorem 3.8] to prove
that the L2-integral of Dkϕ over Br(y) has an order n− ǫ for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1); see Lemma 4.2 and
Proposition 4.4. Then the argument of Hölder estimates for gradients (see [7, Theorem 3.13])
will be adapted to improve the order estimates of∫

Br(y)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(y)|2 dx.

Note that the above two estimates are only valid for the radius r so that {uj} is connected in
Br(y) since we have to use the C1 estimates of ui − uj. Nevertheless, such an order estimate
will be applied to give two delicate estimates (see Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7), which yield a
uniform upper bound for

m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(y)
|D2uj|2 dx.

This together with the Poincaré inequalities implies the growth estimates of uj over a tilt-plane.
Such a bound enables us to apply the C1,α estimates [6, Theorem 8.32] to bound the derivative
of uj over the tilt-plane, i.e. we obtain the bound of |Duj − (Duj)Br(y)| for all x ∈ Br(y). This
gives the desired upper bound of |Duj(x) − Duj(y)| by taking r = |x − 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 3, we give the C1 norm of the difference of any
two sheets. As a consequence, the W 2,2 norm of each uj is also proved. Section 4 is devoted to
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prove the order estimates of the hessians of uj , which imply that D2uj is bounded in the sense
of average. Finally, we prove the desired Lipschitz upper bound for Duj in Section 5.

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 α ∈ (0, 1) and
δ0, κ0, κ1 ∈ (0, 1], so that for all i, j = 1, · · · ,m, the ordered graphs {uj} satisfy:

sup
x∈U

|Duj(x)|+ sup
x,y∈U

|Duj(x)−Duj(y)|
|x− y|α ≤ δ0;(2.1)

|gj | ≤ κ0, |Dgj | ≤ κ1.(2.2)

For simplicity, we denote
κ∗ := κ2 + κ20 + κ21 + δ20 .

Definition 2.1. Let A (x, z,p) ∈ C3(Rn × R × R
n,Rn),B(x, z,p) ∈ C2(Rn × R × R

n) and
Qu := −divA (x, u,Du) + B(x, u,Du). For a family of C1 functions {gj}mj=1, we say that C1,α

ordered graphs {uj}mj=1 over U ⊂ R
n form a solution to (Q, {gj}) if {uj} satisfy (1.4) in U in

the weak sense, the subsystem condition (I), and the κ-condition (II).

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

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that the ordered collection {uj} is a solution to (Q, {gj}) in U . Let
y ∈ R

n, r ∈ (0, 1] and define {vj} by

vj(x) = r−1uj(y + rx).

Define a new operator Q̃ by

Q̃v = −divÃ (x, v,Dv) + B̃(x, v,Dv),

where
Ã (x, z,p) := A (y + rx, rz,p), B̃(x, z,p) := rB(y + rx, rz,p).

Define the new functions {g̃j} by

g̃j(x) = rgj(y + rx).

Then {vj} is a solution to (Q̃, {g̃j}) in Ũ := {r−1(x− y);x ∈ U}.
Remark 2.3. We now describe the changes of δ0, κ0, κ1 and κ in the blow-up process. Suppose
that in Lemma 2.2, if (2.1) and (2.2) hold for δ0, κ0, κ1. Then we have that

sup
x∈Ũ

|Dvj(x)| ≤ δ0, sup
x,x′∈Ũ

|Dvj(x)−Dvj(x
′)|

|x− x′|α ≤ rαδ0;

|g̃j | ≤ rκ0, |Dg̃j | ≤ r2κ1.

Moreover, if {uj} satisfy κ-condition, then {vj} satisfy rκ-condition. Without loss of generality,
we always assume that 0 < κ ≤ 1.
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We now introduce the concept of connected components. Note that each connected component
is a solution to (Q, {g′j}) for the associated {g′j} ⊂ {gj} by the subsystem condition.

Definition 2.4 (Connected component for ordered graphs). Let {uj}mj=1 be ordered graphs over
U . We say they are connected in U if and only if for each i = 1, · · · ,m− 1, there exists xi ∈ U
such that ui(xi) = ui+1(xi).

Any ordered graphs {uj} over U can divided into subcollections {u1, · · · ui1}, {ui1+1, · · · , ui2},
· · · , {uik , · · · , um} so that each collection is connected and the collections are pairwise disjoint;
each collection is called a connected component.

Lemma 2.5. Let {uj}mj=1 be ordered graphs over B1(0). Given t ∈ (0, 1), then there exists

r ∈ [tm, 1] so that {uj} has the same number of connected components in Br(0) and Btr(0).

Proof. Note that the number of connected components of the system {uj} in Br(0) is decreasing
when r increases. Let N(k) be the number of connected components of {uj} in Brk(0) for

rk := tk. Then the desired result follows from the fact that

1 ≤ N(1) ≤ N(2) ≤ · · · ≤ N(k) ≤ m.

�

Let u, v be two C1-functions on U . When taking the difference of derivatives of A and B,
we will estimate the remainder in terms of the following notations.

A(u, v) =

∫ 1

0
∂pA (x, tu+ (1− t)v, tDu+ (1− t)Dv) dt;

b(u, v) =

∫ 1

0
∂zA (x, tu+ (1− t)v, tDu+ (1− t)Dv) dt;

c(u, v) =

∫ 1

0
∂pB(x, tu+ (1− t)v, tDu+ (1− t)Dv) dt;

d(u, v) =

∫ 1

0
∂zB(x, tu+ (1− t)v, tDu+ (1− t)Dv) dt.

Note that by definition, we have

A(u, u) = ∂pA (x, u,Du), b(u, u) = ∂zA (x, u,Du);

c(u, u) = ∂pB(x, u,Du), d(u, u) = ∂zB(x, u,Du).

Lemma 2.6. The following formulas follow from a direct computation.

A
(
x, u,Du

)
− A

(
x, v,Dv

)
= A(u, v) ·D(u− v) + b(u, v)(u − v);

B
(
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 u1, u2, v1, v2 be C1 functions defined on U . Then

|A(u1, u2)−A(v1, v2)|+ |b(u1, u2)− b(v1, v2)| ≤ ‖A ‖C2(‖u1 − v1‖C1 + ‖u2 − v2‖C1);

|c(u1, u2)− c(v1, v2)|+ |d(u1, u2)− d(v1, v2)| ≤ ‖B‖C2(‖u1 − v1‖C1 + ‖u2 − v2‖C1).
(2.3)



8 ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

2.2. The variants of differential equations. Since a solution to (Q, {gj}) is in the form of
{uj}, 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 {uj} is a solution to (Q, {gj}); see Definition
2.1. Let

ϕ :=
1

m

m∑

j=1

uj.

By Lemma 2.6,

Quj −Qϕ = −div
(
A(uj , ϕ)D(uj − ϕ) + b(uj , ϕ)(uj − ϕ)

)
+

+ c(uj , ϕ)D(uj − ϕ) + d(uj , ϕ)(uj − ϕ).

Observe that

mQϕ =
m∑

j=1

(Qϕ−Quj − gj).

Then ϕ satisfies the following equation:

(2.4) mQϕ = divf({uj})− g({uj}, {gj}).
Here

f({uj}) :=
m∑

j=1

[
(A(uj , ϕ)−A(ϕ,ϕ))(Duj −Dϕ) +

(
b(uj , ϕ)− b(ϕ,ϕ)

)
(uj − ϕ)

]
;(2.5)

g({uj}, {gj}) :=
m∑

j=1

[(
c(uj , ϕ) − c(ϕ,ϕ)

)
(Duj −Dϕ) + (d(uj , ϕ)− d(ϕ,ϕ)(uj − ϕ)− gj)

]
.

(2.6)

Note that in (2.5) and (2.6), the additional terms containing A(ϕ,ϕ), b(ϕ,ϕ), c(ϕ,ϕ) and
d(ϕ,ϕ) sum to be zero, since

∑m
j=1(ϕ− uj) = 0.

Lemma 2.8. Let {uj} and ϕ be as above. Let τ > 0 be a constant so that ‖ui−uj‖C1(B1(0)) ≤ τ .
Then

|f({uj})| ≤ C(m,Λ)τ2, sup
x,y∈B1(0)

|f({uj})(x) − f({uj})(y)|
|x− y|α ≤ C(m,Λ)τ ;

|g({uj}, {gj})| ≤ C(m,Λ)(τ2 + κ0).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.7, equation (2.1) and (2.2). �

The equation of differences of two solutions. Let {uj}mj=1 and {vi}m
′

i=1 be two ordered

collections of graphs over U . Suppose that {uj}mj=1 and {vi}m
′

i=1 are solutions to (Q, {gj}) and

(Q, {g′i}), respectively. Denote by

ϕ :=
1

m

m∑

j=1

uj , ψ :=
1

m′

m′∑

i=1

vi.
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Then both ϕ and ψ satisfy the equation (2.4). We can write them as

mQϕ = divf({uj})− g({uj}, {gj});
m′Qψ = divf({vi})− g({vi}, {g′j}).

Taking the difference and using Lemma 2.6, we obtain the equation for Ψ := ϕ− ψ as follows:

− div
(
A(ϕ,ψ)DΨ + b(ϕ,ψ)Ψ

)
+ c(ϕ,ψ)DΨ + d(ϕ,ψ)Ψ

= div
( 1

m
f({uj})−

1

m′
f({vi})

)
−

( 1

m
g({uj}, {gj})−

1

m′
g({vi}, {g′j})

)
.

(2.7)

The equation of difference quotients. Given a function f and a real number τ 6= 0, let

f τ (x) :=
f(x+ τe)− f(x)

τ
,

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

Aτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂pA

(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt;

bτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂zA

(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt;

cτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂pB

(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt;

dτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂zB

(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt;

Aτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂xk

A
(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt;

Bτ (u) =

∫ 1

0
∂xk

B
(
x+ tτe, u(x) + tτ · uτ (x),Du(x) + tτ ·Duτ (x)

)
dt.

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

(
x, u,Du

)]τ
= Aτ (u)Du

τ + bτ (u)u
τ + Aτ (u),

[
B
(
x, u,Du

)]τ
= cτ (u)Du

τ + dτ (u)u
τ +Bτ (u).

The following estimates will be used later.

Lemma 2.9. Let u, v be two C1 functions. Then we have that for x ∈ U with Bτ (x) ⊂ U ,

|Aτ (u)−Aτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂pA ‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 ; |bτ (u)− bτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂zA ‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 ;

|cτ (u)− cτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂pB‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 ; |dτ (u)− dτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂zB‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 ;

|Aτ (u)− Aτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂xA ‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 ; |Bτ (u)−Bτ (v)| ≤ ‖∂xB‖C1 · ‖u− v‖C1 .

Here we omit the domain U × R×B1(0) of the C
1 norms for simplification.

Let {uj} be ordered graphs over U ⊂ R
n and a solution to (Q, {gj}). Then for all φ ∈

C1
c (B1(0)), we have

m∑

j=1

∫

U

[
A

(
x, uj ,Duj

)]τ
·Dφ+

[
B
(
x, uj ,Duj

)]τ
· φ+ gτj φdx = 0.
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This can be rewritten as

∑

j

(
− div

(
Aτ (uj)Du

τ
j + bτ (uj)u

τ
j + Aτ (uj)

)
+ cτ (uj)Du

τ
j + dτ (uj)u

τ
j +Bτ (uj) + gτj

)
= 0,

Then we obtain the equation of ϕτ as

m∑

j=1

[
− div

(
Aτ (uj)Dϕ

τ + bτ (uj)ϕ
τ
)
+ cτ (uj)Dϕ

τ + dτ (uj)ϕ
τ
]
= −divfτ + gτ ,(2.8)

where

fτ :=

m∑

j=1

[
(Aτ (uj)−Aτ (ϕ))(Dϕ

τ −Duτj ) +
(
bτ (uj)− bτ (ϕ)

)
(ϕτ − uτj )− Aτ (uj)

]
;(2.9)

gτ :=
m∑

j=1

[(
cτ (uj)− cτ (ϕ)

)
(Dϕτ −Duτj ) +

(
dτ (uj)− dτ (ϕ)

)
(ϕτ − uτj )−Bτ (uj)− gτj

]
.(2.10)

Recall that by (1.3),

∫ 1

0
∂xk

A (x+ tτe, 0, 0) dt = 0.

By the mean value theorem,

|Aτ (uj)|

≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∂xk
A

(
x+ tτe, uj(x) + tτ · uτj (x),Duj(x) + tτ ·Duτj (x)

)
− ∂xk

A (x+ tτe, 0, 0)
∣∣∣ dt

≤ ‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(B1(0))

(
|uj(x)|+ |uj(x+ τe)|

)
+ ‖∂p∂xA ‖C0(B1(0))

(
|Duj(x)|+ |Duj(x+ τe)|

)
.

(2.11)

Since B(x, 0, 0) = 0, we have Bτ (0) = 0. Then Lemma 2.9 gives that

(2.12) |Bτ (uj)| ≤ ‖∂xB‖C1‖uj‖C1 .

Moreover, we obtain the bound of fτ and gτ by Lemma 2.9.
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Lemma 2.10. With the notions as above, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ) so that for all x ∈
B1−τ (0),

|fτ | ≤ C

m∑

j=1

(
‖∂pA ‖C1‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |Dϕτ −Duτj |+ ‖∂zA ‖ · ‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |ϕτ − uτj |+ |Aτ (uj)|

)

≤ C

m∑

j=1

(
‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |Dϕτ −Duτj |+ ‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |ϕτ − uτj |+ ‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(B1(0))|uj |C0+

+ ‖∂p∂xA ‖C0(B1(0)) · |Duj |C0

)
;

|gτ | ≤ C
m∑

j=1

(
‖∂pB‖C1‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |Dϕτ −Duτj |+ ‖∂zB‖C1 · ‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |ϕτ − uτj |+

+|Bτ (uj)|+ |gτj |
)

≤ C

m∑

j=1

(
‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |Dϕτ −Duτj |+ ‖uj − ϕ‖C1 · |ϕτ − uτj |+ ‖∂xB‖C1‖uj‖C1+

+|Dgj |C0

)
.

The equation of the first derivatives. Let {uj} be ordered graphs over U ⊂ R
n and a

solution to (Q, {gj}). If {uj} ⊂W 2,2(U), by letting τ → 0 in (2.8) we have,

(2.13) −div
(
A∗DDkϕ+ b∗Dkϕ

)
+ c∗DDkϕ+ d∗Dkϕ = −div

(
f̂ −m∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)
)
+ ĝ,

where

A∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂pA (x, uj(x),Duj(x)); b∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂zA (x, uj(x),Duj(x));

c∗(x) :=
m∑

j=1

∂pB(x, uj(x),Duj(x)); d∗(x) :=
m∑

j=1

∂zB(x, uj(x),Duj(x));

and

f̂ :=
m∑

j=1

[
(A(uj , uj)−A(ϕ,ϕ))(DDkϕ−DDkuj)+

+
(
b(uj , uj)− b(ϕ,ϕ)

)
(Dkϕ−Dkuj)− (∂xk

A (x, uj ,Duj)− ∂xk
A (x, ϕ,Dϕ))

]
;

(2.14)

ĝ :=

m∑

j=1

[(
c(uj , uj)− c(ϕ,ϕ)

)
(DDkϕ−DDkuj)+

+
(
d(uj , uj)− d(ϕ,ϕ)

)
(Dkϕ−Dkuj)− ∂xk

B(x, uj,Duj)−Dkgj

]
.

(2.15)

Since B(x, 0, 0) = 0, then ∂xk
B(x, 0, 0) = 0. By the mean value theorem,

(2.16) |∂xk
B(x, uj,Duj)| ≤ ‖∂xk

B‖C1

(
|uj(x)|+ |Duj(x)|

)
.
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Lemma 2.11. Suppose that U = BR(0), R ∈ (0, 1] and {uj} ⊂W 2,2(BR(0)). Then there exists
C = C(n,m,Λ) such that

∫

BR(0)
|f̂ |2 dx ≤ C

m∑

j=1

∫

BR(0)
‖uj − ϕ‖2C1(BR(0))

(
|DDkϕ−DDkuj|2 + |Dϕ−Duj|2 + 1

)
dx;

∫

BR(0)
|ĝ|dx ≤ C

m∑

j=1

∫

BR(0)

(
‖uj − ϕ‖C1(BR(0))(|DDkϕ−DDkuj|+ |Dϕ−Duj|)+

+‖∂xB‖C1

(
|uj(x)| + |Duj(x)|

)
+ |Dgj |C0(B1(0))

)
dx;

∫

BR(0)
∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)Dφdx ≤ C

∫

BR(0)

(
‖∂x∂xA ‖C1(UR)|ϕ||φ| + |Dϕ||φ| + |Dϕ−Dϕ(0)||Dφ|

+
(
R+ |ϕ− ϕ(0)| + |Dϕ−Dϕ(0)|

)
|D2ϕ||φ|

)
dx,

for all φ ∈ Cc(BR(0)).

Proof. The first one follows from Lemma 2.7. The same argument together with (2.16) gives
the second inequality.

We now prove the third inequality. By a direct computation,

div ∂xk
A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) =

n∑

i=1

∂xi∂xk
A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) + ∂z∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)Dϕ+

+
n∑

i=1

∂pi∂xk
A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)DDiϕ.

Then we have that

∫

BR(0)
∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) ·Dφdx = −
∫

BR(0)
div ∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) · φdx

≤ C

∫

BR(0)
‖∂x∂xA ‖C1(UR)(|ϕ|+ |Dϕ|)|φ| + ‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(UR)|Dϕ||φ|dx+

+
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)
∂pi∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)DDiϕ · φdx
∣∣∣.

(2.17)

Observe that

∂pi∂xk
A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)DDiϕ = ∂pi∂xk

A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))D
(
Diϕ−Diϕ(0)

)
+

+
(
∂pi∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) − ∂pi∂xk
A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))

)
DDiϕ

= div
(
∂pi∂xk

A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))
(
Diϕ−Diϕ(0)

))
+

+
(
∂pi∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) − ∂pi∂xk
A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))

)
DDiϕ.
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This implies that
∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)
∂pi∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)DDiϕ · φdx
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)

(
∂pi∂xk

A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))
(
Diϕ−Diϕ(0)

))
Dφdx

∣∣∣+

+
∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)

(
∂pi∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ) − ∂pi∂xk
A (0, ϕ(0),Dϕ(0))

)
DDiϕ · φdx

∣∣∣

≤ C

∫

BR(0)
|Dϕ−Dϕ(0)| · |Dφ|+

(
R+ |ϕ− ϕ(0)| + |Dϕ−Dϕ(0)|

)
|D2ϕ||φ|dx.

This together with (2.17) gives the desired inequality.
�

3. The height difference estimates

In this section, we consider the height difference of two sheets. By the κ-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 3.1 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 W 2,2 estimates. Finally, we obtain the uniform W 2,2 estimates for each sheet.

3.1. The first derivatives of the height difference. Recall that for any A ⊂ R
n and x ∈ R

n,

dist(x,A) := inf
y∈A

dist(x, y).

We define dist(x, ∅) = +∞.

Lemma 3.1. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R
n which is a solution to

(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Then for each x0 ∈ B1(0) and
r > 0 with ui+1(x0) = ui(x0) for some i ∈ {1, · · · ,m− 1} and B4r(x0) ⊂ B1(0), we have that

|ui+1(x)− ui(x)| ≤ C · κr2, for each x ∈ Br(x0),

where C depends on n,Λ/λ.

Proof. Recall by the κ-condition in Definition 2.1,for j = 1, · · · ,m,

−κ ≤ −div
(
A (x, uj ,Duj)

)
+ B(x, uj ,Duj) ≤ κ.

Let w = ui+1 − ui. Then by Lemma 2.6,

−2κ ≤ −div
(
A(ui+1, ui)Dw + b(ui+1, ui)w

)
+ c(ui+1, ui)Dw + d(ui+1, ui)w ≤ 2κ

in the weak sense. Applying weak Harnack inequality [6, Theorem 8.17 and Theorem 8.18] with
q = n+ 1, then we have

sup
x∈Br(x0)

w ≤ C( inf
x∈Br(x0)

w + r2−
2n
q ‖2κ‖Lq/2(B4r(x0))

) ≤ Cκr2,

where C = C(n,Λ/λ). Hence Lemma 3.1 is proved. �
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Now consider a point x such that ui(x) 6= ui+1(x). Then one can consider the distance d
from x to the touching set of ui and ui+1. By the choice, in the ball Bd(x), {ui} has at least
two connected components. Then by the subsystem condition (I), the average of each connected
components will satisfy a PDE (2.4). Moreover, the difference of the averages will also satisfy a
PDE (2.7). Applying the C1,α interior estimates (Theorem A.1), Lemma 3.1, one can inductively
obtain the following estimates of gradients of ui − uj . 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 {uj}mj=1 be ordered C1,α graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R
n which is a solution to

(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Let x0 ∈ B1(0) and r > 0
with ui(x0) = ui+1(x0) for some i ∈ {1, · · · ,m − 1} and B7r(x0) ⊂ B1(0). Then we have that
for each x ∈ Br(x0),

|Dui(x)−Dui+1(x)| ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ) · (κ+ κ0)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 {uj}mj=1 be ordered graphs which is a solution to (Q, {gj}). Without

loss of generality, we assume that {uj}mj=1 is connected in B1(0).

Now fix y ∈ Br(x0) and let r̃ := dist(y, {ui = ui+1}). Clearly, there exists

x∗i ∈ {ui = ui+1} ∩B2r(x0) with r̃ = |y − x∗i |.
So long as r̃ = 0, then Dui(y) = Dui+1(y). We now consider the case of r̃ > 0. Since
x0 ∈ {ui = ui+1}, then it follows that r̃ < r and B5r̃(x

∗
i ) ⊂ B7r(x0) ⊂ B1(0). By the choice of r̃,

we know that ui < ui+1 in Br̃(y). By applying Lemma 3.1 in B5r̃(x
∗
i ) for ui and ui+1, we have

that

(3.1) |ui(x)− ui+1(x)| ≤ Cκr̃2, ∀x ∈ B 5
4
r̃(x

∗
i ) ⊃ B 1

4
r̃(y),

where C = C(n,Λ/λ). Now we define new functions v1, · · · , vm : B1(0) → R by

vj(x) := r̃−1uj(r̃x+ y).

Since ui+1 > ui in y ∈ Br̃(y), then vi+1 > vi in B1(0). Define Q̃ by

Q̃v = −divÃ (x, v,Dv) + B̃(x, v,Dv),

where

Ã (x, z,p) := A (y + rx, rz,p), B̃(x, z,p) := rB(y + rx, rz,p).

Define the new functions {g̃j} by

g̃j(x) = rgj(y + rx).

By Lemma 2.2, {vj} is a solution to (Q̃, {g̃j}). Moreover, by the subsystem condition, {vj}mj=i+1

and {vj}ij=1 are solutions to (Q̃, {g̃j}mj=i+1) and (Q̃, {g̃j}ij=1), respectively.

By Lemma 2.5, there exists r1 ∈ (9−m−1, 9−1) such that {vj} has the same number of con-
nected components in B9r1(0) and Br1(0). For simplicity, we assume that {vj}ij=1 and {vj}mj=i+1

are connected components in Br1(0). Observe that for j = 1, · · · ,m,

−κr̃ ≤ Q̃vj ≤ κr̃.
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That is, {vj} satisfies κr̃-condition. Since {vj}ij=1 and {vj}mj=i+1 are connected in Br1(0), then

for any j = 1, · · · , i − 1 or i + 1, · · ·m − 1, there exists x∗j ∈ Br1(0) so that vj(x
∗
j ) = vj+1(x

∗
j ).

Applying Lemma 3.1 in B8r1(x
∗
j ) ⊂ B9r1(0) ⊂ B1(0), we have that for all x ∈ B2r1(x

∗
j ) ⊃ Br1(0),

(3.2) |vj(x)− vj+1(x)| ≤ C(n,Λ/λ)κr̃, j = 1, · · · , i− 1, i+ 1, · · · ,m− 1.

On the other hand, by (3.1),

|vi(x)− vi+1(x)| ≤ Cκr̃, ∀x ∈ B 1
4
(0) ⊃ Br1(0).

Together with (3.2), we conclude that for all x ∈ Br1(0) and j = 1, · · · ,m,

(3.3) |vj(x)− vj+1(x)| ≤ C(n,Λ/λ,m)κr̃.

By induction, there exists a constant C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) so that for all x ∈ Br1(0),

(3.4) |Dvj(x)−Dvj+1(x)| ≤ C · (κ+ κ0)r̃

for j = 1, · · · , i− 1, i + 1, · · · ,m. Let

ϕ :=
1

i

i∑

j=1

vj , ψ :=
1

m− i

m∑

j=i+1

vj , Ψ := ϕ− ψ.

Then by (2.7), Ψ satisfies the equation

−div
(
A(ϕ,ψ)DΨ + b(ϕ,ψ)Ψ

)
+ c(ϕ,ψ)DΨ + d(ϕ,ψ)Ψ = divf∗ − g∗,(3.5)

where A, b, c and d are defined with respect to Q̃; and by Lemma 2.8, Lemma 2.2, Equation
(3.3) and (3.4),

|f∗| ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r̃, sup
x,x′∈Br1 (0)

|f∗(x)− f∗(x′)|
|x− x′|α ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r̃;

|g∗| ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r̃.

Then the C1,α-estimates Theorem A.1 give that for x ∈ Br1/2(0),

|DΨ(x)| ≤ C(n, α)(‖Ψ‖C0(Br1 (0))
+ ‖g∗‖C0(Br1 (0))

+ ‖f∗‖Cα(Br1 (0))
)

≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r̃.

Together with (3.4), we then conclude that

|Dui+1(y)−Dui(y)| = |Dvi+1(0) −Dvi(0)| ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ + κ0)r̃.

This completes the induction. By the arbitrariness of y, we have proved Lemma 3.2. �

3.2. Integral estimates of the second derivatives. Recall that for any function f and a
constant τ 6= 0,

f τ (x) :=
f(x+ τe)− f(x)

τ
,

where e can be any unit vector in R
n.

Lemma 3.3. Let {uj}mj=1 be C
1,α ordered, connected graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R

n which is a solution

to (Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Denote by

η :=
(
‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(U1) + ‖∂xB‖C1(U1)

)
·

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C0(B1(0)).
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Suppose that there exists a constant K > 0 such that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and τ ∈ (0, 1/4),

∫

B1−τ (0)
|Duτi −Duτj |2 dx ≤ K.

Then the average ϕ = 1
m

∑
j uj satisfies

∫

B1/2(0)
|Dϕτ |2 ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)

(
δ20(K + 1) + η2 + κ1δ0

)
.

Proof. By (2.8), in B3/4(0),

m∑

j=1

[
− div

(
Aτ (uj)Dϕ

τ + bτ (uj)ϕ
τ
)
+ cτ (uj)Dϕ

τ + dτ (uj)ϕ
τ
]
= −divfτ + gτ ,(3.6)

where fτ and gτ are given by (2.9) and (2.10). By (1.1) and (2.2), we have

(3.7) λ ≤ Aτ ≤ Λ, |bτ |+ |cτ |+ |dτ | ≤ 3Λ.

Moreover, by (2.1),

(3.8) |uτj | ≤ sup |Duj| ≤ δ0.

Since {uj} is connected, then for all j = 1, · · · ,m − 1, there exists xj ∈ B1(0) such that
uj(xj) = uj+1(xj), which yields that for all x ∈ B1(0),

|uj(x)− uj+1(x)| ≤ |uj(x)− uj(xj)|+ |uj+1(xj)− uj+1(x)|
≤ 2δ0|x− xj | ≤ 4δ0.

By (2.1),

|Duj(x)−Duj+1(x)| ≤ 2δ0.

By the arbitrariness of j, we conclude that

‖uj − ϕ‖C1(B1(0)) ≤ C(m)δ0.

This together with Lemma 2.10 implies

|fτ | ≤ C(n,m,Λ)

m∑

j=1

(
δ0|Dϕτ −Duτj |+ η + δ0

)
;(3.9)

|gτ | ≤ C
m∑

j=1

(
δ0|Dϕτ −Duτj |+ δ0 + η + κ1

)
;(3.10)

Now let φ = ϕτ · ζ2, where ζ ∈ C1
c (B3/4(0)) is a cut-off function so that

(3.11) |Dζ| ≤ C; 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1; ζ ≡ 1 on B1/2(0).
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Then by taking φ as a test function in (3.6) and using (3.7), we have
∫

B3/4(0)
|Dϕτ |2ζ2 dx ≤ C

∫

B3/4(0)

(
|Dϕτ ||ϕτ ||Dζ2|+ |ϕτ ||D(ϕτ ζ2)|+ |Dϕτ ||ϕτ |ζ2 + |ϕτ |2ζ2+

+ |fτ |(|Dϕτ |ζ2 + |ϕτ ||Dζ2|) + |gτ ||ϕτ |ζ2
)
dx

≤ 1

2

∫

B3/4(0)
|Dϕτ |2ζ2 dx+ C

∫

B3/4(0)

(
|ϕτ |2|Dζ|2 + |ϕτ |2ζ2 + |fτ |2ζ2

+ |gτ ||ϕτ |ζ2
)
dx.

where C = C(m,Λ, λ). Plugging (3.8), (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11) into the last inequality, we obtain

∫

B3/4(0)
|Dϕτ |2ζ2 dx ≤ C

( m∑

j=1

∫

B3/4(0)
δ20 + δ20 |Dϕτ −Duτj |2 dx+ η2 + κ1δ0

)

≤ C
(
δ20(K + 1) + η2 + κ1δ0

)
,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ). This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.3. �

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 x which has density less than m, we
will take r1 to be the largest radius so that {uj} is not connected in Br1(x). Then by induction,
we can prove the integral estimates over Bc(m)r1(x), where c(m) ∈ (0, 1) is a constant depending
only on m; Lemma 3.3 will be used in this part. Moreover, for the touching points, we will use
Lemma 3.2 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 {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R
n which is a solution to

(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Denote by

η :=
(
‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(U1) + ‖∂xB‖C1(U1)

)
·

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C0(B1(0)).

If in addition that {uj} is connected in B1/16(0), then for all τ ∈ (0, 1/32) and j = 1, · · · ,m−1,
∫

B1/32(0)
|Duτj −Duτj+1|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ). This gives that ui − uj ∈W 2,2(B1(0)) and
∫

B1/32(0)
|D2(ui − uj)|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
.

As a corollary, if {uj} is connected in Bs(0) and s ≤ 1/32, then
∫

Bs(0)
|D2(ui − uj)|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
sn.

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 {uj}mj=1 be ordered graphs which is a solution to (Q, {gj}). We further

assume that {uj} is connected in B1/16(0). For any x ∈ B1(0), let

r1(x) := sup
{
r′ < 1− |x|; {uj} is not connected in Br′(x)

}
.

Then r1(x0) > 0 if u1(x0) 6= um(x0) for x0 ∈ B1(0).

Step 1: Decomposing {uj} into connected components in small balls.

Note that by Lemma 2.5, there exists r(x) ∈ (16−mr1(x), r1(x)) so that {uj} has same number
of connected components in Br(x)(x) and Br(x)/16(x). Since {uj} is connected in B1/16(0),
then for each i = 1, · · · ,m − 1, there exists xi ∈ B1/16(0) with ui(xi) = ui+1(xi). Clearly,
B1/8(0) ⊂ B3/16(xi) and B3/4(xi) ⊂ B1(0). In particular, for all x ∈ B1/16(0),

dist(x, {ui = ui+1}) ≤
1

8
< 1− |x|.

Then by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) such that for all x ∈ B1/16(0),

|ui(x)− ui+1(x)| ≤ C · κ[dist(x, {ui = ui+1})]2 ≤ Cκ(r(x))2;

|Dui(x)−Dui+1(x)| ≤ C · (κ+ κ0) dist(y, {ui = ui+1}) ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r(x).

By the arbitrariness of i, we conclude that for all x ∈ B1/16(0) and i, j ∈ {1, · · · ,m},

(3.12) |ui(x)− uj(x)| ≤ Cκ
(
r(x)

)2
; |Dui(x)−Duj(x)| ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r(x).

Now we fix y ∈ B1/16(0) and use r to denote r(y) when there is no ambiguity. For any x ∈ B1(0),
define

vj(x) := r−1uj(rx+ y), g̃j(x) = rgj(rx+ y).

Then by the choice of r1 and r, {vj} is not connected in B1(0). By relabeling, we have connected
components

{v1,1, · · · , v1,i1}, {v2,1, · · · , v2,i2}, · · · , {vm,1, · · · , vm,im},
and the associated functions

{g̃1,1,, · · · , g̃1,i1}, {g̃2,1, · · · , g̃2,i2}, · · · , {g̃m,1, · · · , g̃m,im}.
We assume that the order is preserved, i.e.

v1,1 ≤ · · · ≤ v1,i1 < v2,1 ≤ · · · < vm,1 ≤ · · · ≤ vm,im .

Then by (3.12), for all j, k ∈ {1, · · · ,m} and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ij , 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ik,

(3.13) |vj,ℓ(x)− vk,ℓ′(x)| ≤ Cκr(y), |Dvj,ℓ(x)−Dvk,ℓ′(x)| ≤ C · (κ+ κ0)r(y).

Define

ϕj :=
1

ij

ij∑

ℓ=1

vj,ℓ.

By the subsystem condition in Definition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, for each j = 1, · · · ,m, {vj,ℓ}ℓ is a
solution to (Q̃, {g̃j,ℓ}ℓ), where

Q̃v = −div Ã (x, v,Dv) + B̃(x, v,Dv),

and

Ã (x, z,p) := A (y + rx, rz,p), B̃(x, z,p) := rB(y + rx, rz,p).
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Clearly, by (1.1),

(3.14) λ ≤ ∂pÃ ≤ Λ, ‖Ã ‖C2 + ‖B̃‖C2 ≤ Λ.

Moreover, by the definition of Ã and B̃,

‖∂xÃ ‖C1 + ‖∂zÃ ‖C1 + ‖B̃‖C2 ≤ C(n,Λ) · r,
‖∂z∂xÃ ‖C0 + ‖∂xB̃‖C1 + ‖∂zB̃‖C1 ≤ C(n,Λ) · r2.

(3.15)

Then for any τ ∈ (0, 1/4), ϕτ
j satisfies the equation in (2.8) (w.r.t. (Q̃, {g̃j,ℓ}ℓ)) in B1−τ (0) in

the weak sense,

−div
(
Aj

τDϕ
τ
j + bjτϕ

τ
j

)
+ cjτDϕ

τ
j + djτϕ

τ
j = −divf j

τ + gjτ ,

where

Aj
τ :=

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ); bjτ :=

ij∑

ℓ=1

bτ (vj,ℓ); cjτ :=

ij∑

ℓ=1

cτ (vj,ℓ); djτ =

m∑

j=1

dτ (vj,ℓ);

f j
τ :=

ij∑

ℓ=1

(
(Aτ (vj,ℓ)−Aτ (ϕj))(Dϕ

τ
j −Dvτj,ℓ) +

(
bτ (vj,ℓ)− bτ (ϕj)

)
(ϕτ

j − vτj,ℓ)− Aτ (vj,ℓ)
)
;

gjτ =

ij∑

ℓ=1

((
cτ (vj,ℓ)− cτ (ϕj)

)
(Dϕτ

j −Dvτj,ℓ) +
(
dτ (vj,ℓ)− dτ (ϕj)

)
(ϕτ

j − vτj,ℓ)−Bτ (vj,ℓ)− g̃τj,ℓ

)
.

Lemma 2.10 gives the bound of f j
τ and gjτ :

∣∣∣f j
τ +

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

∑

ℓ

(
‖vj,ℓ − ϕj‖C1 · |Dϕτ

j −Dvτj,ℓ|+ ‖vj,ℓ − ϕj‖C1 · |ϕτ
j − vτj,ℓ|

)
;

∣∣∣gjτ +
ij∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

∑

ℓ

(
‖vj,ℓ − ϕj‖C1 · |Dϕτ

j −Dvτj,ℓ|+ ‖vj,ℓ − ϕj‖C1 · |ϕτ
j − vτj,ℓ|+

+|Dg̃j,ℓ|C0

)
;

This together with (3.13) and (3.15) gives that

∣∣∣f j
τ +

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
(κ+ κ0)r

ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|+ (κ+ κ0)

2r2
)
.(3.16)

∣∣∣gjτ +
ij∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
(κ+ κ0)r

ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|+ (κ+ κ0)

2r2 + κ1r
2
)
.(3.17)

Step 2: Estimating the height of two connected components.

For j, k ∈ {1, · · · ,m}, letting Ψ := ϕj − ϕk, we obtain the equation for Ψτ in B1−τ (0) as
follows:

(3.18) −div
(
ADΨτ + bΨτ

)
+ cDΨτ + dΨτ = −divf + g,
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where

A :=
1

ij
Aj

τ ; b :=
1

ij
bjτ ; c :=

1

ij
cjτ ; d :=

1

ij
djτ ;

f := −
( 1

ij
Aj

τ −
1

ik
Ak

τ

)
Dϕτ

k −
( 1

ij
bjτ −

1

ik
bkτ

)
ϕτ
k +

( 1

ij
f j
τ − 1

ik
fk
τ

)
;

g = −
( 1

ij
cjτ −

1

ik
ckτ

)
Dϕτ

k −
( 1

ij
djτ −

1

ik
dkτ

)
ϕτ
k +

( 1

ij
gjτ −

1

ik
gkτ

)
.

By Lemma 2.9 and (3.13), (3.14), (3.15)

(3.19)
∣∣∣ 1
ij
Aj

τ −
1

ik
Ak

τ

∣∣∣ ≤ C sup
ℓ,ℓ′

|Aτ (vj,ℓ)−Aτ (vk,ℓ′)| ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r.

A similar argument gives that

∣∣∣ 1
ij
bjτ −

1

ik
bkτ

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ 1
ij
cjτ −

1

ik
ckτ

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ 1
ij
djτ −

1

ik
dkτ

∣∣∣ ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ+ κ0)r
2;(3.20)

∣∣∣ 1
ij

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ)−
1

ik

ik∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ ‖∂xÃ ‖C1‖vj,ℓ − vk,ℓ′‖C1 ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r

2;(3.21)

∣∣∣ 1
ij

ij∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vj,ℓ)−
1

ik

ik∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣ ≤ ‖∂xB̃‖C1‖vj,ℓ − vk,ℓ′‖C1 ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r

3.(3.22)

Obviously, (3.21) combining with (3.16) gives that

∣∣∣ 1
ij
f j
τ − 1

ik
fk
τ

∣∣∣

≤ 1

ij

∣∣∣f j
τ +

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣+

∣∣∣ 1
ij

ij∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vj,ℓ)−
1

ik

ik∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣+ 1

ik

∣∣∣fk
τ +

ik∑

ℓ=1

Aτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣

≤ C(κ+ κ0)r

ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|+ C(κ+ κ0)r

2 + C(κ+ κ0)r

ik∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
k −Dvτk,ℓ|.

(3.23)

Similarly, (3.22) and (3.17) imply

∣∣∣ 1
ij
gjτ −

1

ik
gkτ

∣∣∣

≤ 1

ij

∣∣∣gjτ +
ij∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vj,ℓ)
∣∣∣+

∣∣∣ 1
ij

ij∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vj,ℓ)−
1

ik

ik∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣+ 1

ik

∣∣∣gkτ +

ik∑

ℓ=1

Bτ (vk,ℓ)
∣∣∣

≤ C(κ+ κ0)r

ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|+C(κ+ κ0 + κ1)r

2 + C(κ+ κ0)r

ik∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
k −Dvτk,ℓ|.

(3.24)
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By (3.19), (3.20), (3.23) and (3.24), we conclude that

|f |+ |g| ≤ C · (κ+ κ0)r(|Dϕτ
k|+ |ϕτ

k|) + C(κ+ κ0)r

ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|+

+C(κ+ κ0)r

ik∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
k −Dvτk,ℓ|+ C(κ+ κ0 + κ1)r

2,

(3.25)

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ).

Now let ζ ∈ C1
c (B1/64(0)) be a cut-off function so that

0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1; |Dζ| ≤ C; ζ ≡ 1 for all x ∈ B1/128(0).

By taking φ = Ψτζ2 as a test function in (3.18) and using the ellipticity of A and the bound of
b, c, d, we obtain that

∫

B3/4(0)
|DΨτ |2ζ2 dx ≤ C

∫

B3/4(0)

(
|Ψτ |2|Dζ|2 + |DΨτ ||Ψτ |ζ2 + |Ψτ |2ζ2+

+ |f |(|DΨτ |ζ2 + |Dζ2||Ψτ |) + |g|ζ2|Ψτ |
)
dx

≤ 1

2

∫

B3/4(0)
|DΨτ |2ζ2 dx+ C

∫

B3/4(0)
(κ+ κ0)

2r2 + |f |2ζ2 + |g|2ζ2 dx,

where we used |Ψτ | ≤ C · (κ + κ0)r following from (3.13) and the mean value theorem. After
simplification, it becomes

(3.26)

∫

B3/4(0)
|DΨτ |2ζ2 dx ≤ C

∫

B3/4(0)
(κ+ κ0)

2r2 + |f |2ζ2 + |g|2ζ2 dx.

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

(
‖∂z∂xÃ ‖C0(B1(0)) + ‖∂xB̃‖C1(B1(0))

)
·

ij∑

ℓ=1

‖vj,ℓ‖C0(B1(0))

≤
(
r2‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(B1(0)) + r2‖∂xB‖C1(B1(0))

)
·

m∑

ℓ=1

‖uℓ‖C0(B1(0)) · r−1 ≤ ηr.

Thus by induction,
∫

B1/32(0)
|Dvτj,ℓ −Dϕτ

j |2 dx ≤ C
(
(1 + η2 · r2)(κr + κ0r)

2 + κ21r
2
)
≤ C(1 + η2)r2.(3.27)

This together with Lemma 3.3 (by taking K, δ0, η, κ1 to be C(1 + η2)r2, δ0, ηr, κ1r
2 therein)

gives that
∫

B1/64(0)
|Dϕτ

j |2 dx ≤ C
(
δ20(1 + η2r2) + η2r2 + κ1δ0r

2
)

≤ C(1 + η2),
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where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) and we used the fact that δ0, κ, κ1, r ≤ 1. Plugging this into (3.25) and
noting that |ϕτ

k| ≤ sup |Dϕk| ≤ δ0 < 1, we have

∫

B3/4(0)
|f |2ζ2 + |g|2ζ2 dx ≤ C

∫

B1/64(0)

(
(κ+ κ0)

2r2
(
|Dϕτ

k|2ζ2 +
ij∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
j −Dvτj,ℓ|2

)
+

+ (κ+ κ0)
2r2

ik∑

ℓ=1

|Dϕτ
k −Dvτk,ℓ|2 + (κ+ κ0 + κ1)

2r2
)
dx

≤ C
(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2r2 + κ21r
2
)
.

Plugging this into (3.26), we then have that
∫

B1/128(0)
|DΨτ |2 dx ≤ C

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2r2 + κ21r
2
)
,

which combining with (3.27) yields that
∫

B1/128(0)
|Dvτj,ℓ −Dvτk,ℓ′ |2 dx ≤ C

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2r2 + κ21r
2
)
.

Note that vj is from scaling uj. Hence we conclude that

(3.28)

∫

Br̂(y)(y)
|Duτj −Duτk|2 dx ≤ C

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
r̂n, r̂(y) := r(y)/128.

Step 3: Completing the proof by a covering argument.

So far, we have defined r̂(y) for all y ∈ B1/16(0) \ {u1 = um} so that (3.28) is satisfied. Now
we define r̂(y) = τ for y ∈ B1/16(0) ∩ {u1 = um}. In this case, Dui(y) = Duj(y). Then by
(3.12), for τ ∈ (0, 1/32) and x ∈ Bτ (0),

|Duτi (x)−Duτj (x)| ≤
|Dui(x+ τe)−Duj(x+ τe)|

τ
+

|Dui(x)−Duj(x)|
τ

≤ C · (κ+ κ0)τ/τ = C(n,m,Λ, λ) · (κ+ κ0).

This implies

(3.29)

∫

Br̂(y)(y)
|Duτi (x)−Duτj (x)|2 dx ≤ C · (κ+ κ0)

2r̂n.

Now that {Br̂(y)(y); y ∈ B1/32(0)} forms a covering of B1/32(0). Hence one can find a finite cover
{Br̂(yk)(yk); k = 1, · · · , N} so that Br̂(yk)/2(yk) does not intersect Br̂(yi)/2(yi) for k 6= i. Then
by (3.28) and (3.29),

∫

B1/32(0)
|Duτi −Duτj |2 dx ≤

N∑

k=1

∫

Br̂(yk)
(yk)

|Duτi −Duτj |2 dx

≤ C

N∑

k=1

(
(1 + η2)(κ + κ0)

2 + κ21

)
[r̂(yk)]

n

≤ C ·
(
(1 + η2)(κ + κ0)

2 + κ21

)
.

This completes the proof Lemma 3.4. �
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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

κ∗ := κ2 + κ20 + κ21 + δ20 ,

and

η :=
(
‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(U1) + ‖∂xB‖C1(U1)

)
·

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C0(B1(0)).

Proposition 3.5. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs over B1(0) ⊂ R
n which is a solution to

(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Then

m∑

j=1

∫

B3/4(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)(κ∗ + η2).

Proof. For every y ∈ B3/4(0), it follows that B1/4(y) ⊂ B1(0). By Lemma 2.5, there exists

r ∈ [16−m, 1] so that {uj} has the same number of connected components in Br/4(y) and
Br/64(y). Denote by {vj}mj=1 be one of the connected components. Note that κ, κ0, κ1 ≤ 1.

Then by Lemma 3.4 in Br/4(y) for {vj}, we have that for i, j = 1, · · · ,m,

(3.30)

∫

Br/128(y)
|D2vi −D2vj|2 dx ≤ C

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
≤ C(κ∗ + η2).

Then applying Lemma 3.3 in Br/128(y), we obtain
∫

Br/256(y)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C

(
δ20 · C(κ∗ + η2 + 1) + η2 + κ1δ0

)
≤ C(κ∗ + η2).

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) and ϕ = 1
m

∑
m

j=1 vj . This together with (3.30) gives that for j =
1, · · · ,m, ∫

Br/256(y)
|D2vj |2 dx ≤ C(κ∗ + η2).

In particular, letting rm := 16−m−2, by the arbitrariness of vj , we conclude that for j = 1, · · · ,m,
∫

Brm(y)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C(κ∗ + η2).

By taking a finite cover of B3/4(0) with small balls with radius rm, then Proposition 3.5 is
proved. �

4. Order estimates of the hessian

This section is devoted to prove a monotonicity formula for the average of |D2uj |2 over small
balls, which implies that

∫
Br(y)

|D2uj|2 dx has order n. Since we have proved that each uj is

W 2,2, then we are able to consider the divergence form equation for Duj, j = 1, · · · ,m. We will
follow the strategy in proving Hölder regularity for gradients of solutions of divergence form,
where one should approximate the Dku (k = 1, · · · , n) by a harmonic function; see [7, §3.4].
The main difficulty here is that the connectedness of {uj} may be not preserved and then there
are no height difference estimates in Section 3.
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To overcome it, we will use an inductive method. Note that at the radius where {uj} 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 4.1, We will first prove the order n−ǫ for any ǫ > 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 uj.

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

σ∗(r) :=

m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx.

Finally, in Section 4.3, we will give a monotonicity formula of r−nσ∗(r).

In this section, we will use the following classical results. Note that here we only require the
inequalities for r > r0.

Lemma 4.1 ([7, Lemma 3.4; 8, Lemma 14.4.16]). Let γ > 1, R0 > 0, β ∈ (0, 1/2), µ > 2β,
κ > 0 and σ(r) be a nonnegative, monotonically increasing function on [0, R0] satisfying

σ(r) ≤ γ
(( r
R

)µ
+ δ

)
σ(R) + κRµ−2β

for all 0 < r0 < r ≤ R ≤ R0 with δ < δ1(γ, µ, β) = (2γ)−
µ
β . We then have

σ(r) ≤ γ1

( r
R

)µ−β
σ(R) + γ2κr

µ−2β

with γ1, γ2 depending on γ, µ, β.

Proof. Let

τ := (2γ)
− 1

β .

Then δ < δ1 = τµ. By assumption,

σ(τR) ≤ 2γτµσ(R) + κRµ−2β = τµ−βσ(R) + κRµ−2β.

Since r < R, then there exists an integer k ≥ 0 so that

τk+1R < r ≤ τkR.

Without loss of generality, we assume that k ≥ 1. Then we have that

σ(r) ≤ σ(τkR) ≤ τ (µ−β)kσ(R) +

k−1∑

j=0

κ(τk−1−jR)µ−2βτ (µ−β)j

≤ τβ−µ ·
( r
R

)µ−β
σ(R) + κτ (k−1)(µ−2β)Rµ−2β(1− τβ)−1

≤ (2γ)
µ−β
β

( r
R

)µ−β
σ(R) + κ · (1− (2γ)−1)−1 · (2γ)

2(µ−2β)
β · rµ−2β.
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Then the lemma follows by taking

γ1 = (2γ)
µ−β
β ; γ2 = (1− (2γ)−1)−1 · (2γ)

2(µ−2β)
β .

�

4.1. A primary order estimate. Let {uj} be C1,α ordered graphs on B1(0) which is a solution
to (Q, {gj}). Suppose that {uj} is connected in Bs(0) for some s ∈ (0, 1/16]. Then by Lemma
3.1 and Lemma 3.2, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) for x ∈ B1/16(0) \Bs(0),

(4.1) |ui(x)− uj(x)| ≤ C · κ|x|2, |Dui(x)−Duj(x)| ≤ C · (κ+ κ0)|x|.
We now derive a local integral estimate for the average of {uj}. This process is similar to the
Hölder 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 Dkϕ
as a form of (4.17) and use (4.1) to control all of the error terms.

Recall that
κ∗ := κ2 + κ20 + κ21 + δ20 ,

and

η :=
(
‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(U1) + ‖∂xB‖C1(U1)

)
·

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C0(B1(0)).

For simplicity, let

ǫ := min

{
1

2
α,

1

2
(1− α)

}
.

Lemma 4.2. Let {uj} be C1,α ordered graphs on B1(0) which is a solution to (Q, {gj}). Suppose
that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. If {uj}mj=1 is connected in Bs(0), with
s ≤ r < R, then we have that∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ,

where ϕ = 1
m

∑m
j=1 uj and C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α).

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We first assume that r ≤ R ≤ 1/64. By Remark 3.5, uj ∈ W 2,2
loc (B1(0)).

Then by (2.13),

(4.2) −div
(
A∗DDkϕ+ b∗Dkϕ

)
+ c∗DDkϕ+ d∗Dkϕ = −div

(
f̂ −m∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)
)
+ ĝ,

where f̂ and ĝ are defined in (2.14) and (2.15); and

A∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂pA (x, uj(x),Duj(x)); b∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂zA (x, uj(x),Duj(x));

c∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂pB(x, uj(x),Duj(x)); d∗(x) :=

m∑

j=1

∂zB(x, uj(x),Duj(x)).

We divide the proof into four steps.

Step I: Estimating the coefficients in (4.2).

Observe that by (2.1), for all x, y ∈ BR(0),

(4.3) |uj(x)− uj(y)| ≤ 2δ0R, |Duj(x)−Duj(y)| ≤ 2δ0R
α.
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By (1.2) and the definition of A∗, b∗, c∗, d∗,

(4.4) |A∗|+ |b∗|+ |c∗|+ |d∗| ≤ C(m,Λ).

By the definition of A∗, we have that

|A∗(x)−A∗(y)| ≤
m∑

j=1

(
‖∂x∂pA ‖C0 |x− y|+ ‖∂z∂pA ‖C0 |uj(x)− uj(y)|+

‖∂p∂pA ‖C0 |Duj(x)−Duj(y)|
)
.

Together with (4.3), we have that

(4.5) sup
x,y∈BR(0)

|A∗(x)−A∗(y)| ≤ C(m,Λ)(R + δ0R+ δ0R
α) ≤ C(m,Λ)(R + δ0R

α).

A similar argument gives that

(4.6) sup
x,y∈BR(0)

(
|b∗(x)− b∗(y)|+ |c∗(x)− c∗(y)|+ |d∗(x)− d∗(y)|

)
≤ C(m,Λ)(R + δ0R

α).

On the other hand, plugging (4.3) and (4.1) into Lemma 2.11, we have that
∫

BR(0)
|f̂ |2 dx ≤ C

m∑

j=1

∫

BR(0)
(κ+ κ0)

2R2
(
|DDkϕ−DDkuj |2 + 1

)
dx;(4.7)

∫

BR(0)
|ĝ|dx ≤ C

m∑

j=1

∫

BR(0)
(κ+ κ0)R

(
|DDkϕ−DDkuj|+ (κ+ κ0)R

)
+ η + δ0 + κ1 dx.(4.8)

Recall that by Lemma 3.4, for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m,∫

BR(0)
|D2ui −D2uj|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
Rn,

which implies that∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ−D2uj |2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
Rn.

Plugging the above two inequalities into (4.7) and (4.8), we have
∫

BR(0)
|f̂ |2 dx ≤ C(1 + η2)κ∗Rn+2,(4.9)

∫

BR(0)
|ĝ|dx ≤ C(

√
κ∗ + ηκ∗)Rn,(4.10)

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) and we used that κ, κ0, κ1, δ0 ≤ 1.
By the definition of ϕ and (4.3), for x, y ∈ BR(0),

(4.11) |Dkϕ| ≤ δ0, |Dkϕ(x)−Dkϕ(y)| ≤ δ0(2R)
α.

Plugging it into Lemma 2.11, we obtain that for all φ ∈ C1
c (BR(0)),

(4.12)
∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)
∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)Dφdx
∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫

BR(0)
(η + δ0)|φ| + δ0R

α|Dφ|+Rα|D2ϕ||φ|dx.

�

Step II: Constructing a harmonic function to approximate Dkϕ.



IMPROVED C1,1 REGULARITY FOR MULTIPLE MEMBRANES PROBLEM 27

Let f be the weak solution of

(4.13) −div
(
A∗(0)Df

)
= 0, f |∂BR(0) = Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0).

Let

φ := Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0) − f.

Obviously, φ ∈W 1,2
0 (BR(0)). Then we claim that

(4.14)

∫

BR(0)
|Df |2 dx ≤ C(m,λ,Λ)

∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ|2 dx.

Indeed, by taking φ as a test function in (4.13), we have

∫

BR(0)
|Df |2 dx ≤ C(λ)

∫

BR(0)
|A∗(0)||DDkϕ||Df |dx

≤ C(λ)

∫

BR(0)
|A∗(0)|2|DDkϕ|2 dx+

1

2

∫

BR(0)
|Df |2 dx,

which implies

(4.15)

∫

BR(0)
|Df |2 dx ≤ C(λ)

∫

BR(0)
|A∗(0)|2|DDkϕ|2 dx.

Plugging (4.4) into (4.15), we then obtain (4.14). By (4.11) and the maximum principle for f ,

|f(x)| ≤ δ0(2R)
α.

It follows that

(4.16) |φ| ≤ |Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0)| + |f | ≤ 21+αδ0R
α.

�

Step III: Bounding L2 norm of φ by ϕ.

Note that

div
(
b∗(0)Dkϕ(0)

)
= 0, div

(
c∗(0)Dkϕ(0)

)
= 0.

This together with the definition of f in (4.13) and (4.2) gives that

− div
(
A∗D(Dkϕ− f) + b∗(Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0)) − c∗(0)(Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0))

)
+ d∗Dkϕ

= −div
(
(A∗(0) −A∗)Df + (b∗(0)− b∗)Dkϕ(0) + f̂ −m∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)
)

− (c∗ − c∗(0))DDkϕ+ ĝ.

(4.17)
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Then by taking φ as a test function in (4.17) and using (4.4), (4.5), (4.6), (4.11), (4.12) and
(4.16), we obtain

∫

BR(0)
|Dφ|2 dx

≤ C(n,m,Λ, λ)

∫

BR(0)

(
(|b∗|+ |c∗(0)|)|Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0)||Dφ| + |d∗||Dkϕ||φ|+

+ |A∗(0) −A∗||Df ||Dφ|+ |b∗(0)− b∗||Dkϕ(0)||Dφ| + |c∗ − c∗(0)||DDkϕ||φ|+

+ |f̂ ||Dφ|+ |ĝ||φ|
)
dx+m

∣∣∣
∫

BR(0)
∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)Dφdx
∣∣∣

≤ C

∫

BR(0)

(
δ0R

α|Dφ|+ δ0 · δ0Rα + (R+ δ0R
α)|Df ||Dφ|+ (R + δ0R

α) · δ0|Dφ|+

+ (R+ δ0R
α)δ0R

α|DDkϕ|+ |f̂ ||Dφ|+ |ĝ|δ0Rα + (δ0 + η)δ0R
α +Rα|D2ϕ|δ0Rα

)
dx

≤ 1

4

∫

BR(0)
|Dφ|2 dx+ C

∫

BR(0)

(
δ20R

α +R2α(|Df |2 + |D2ϕ|2) + |f̂ |2 + |ĝ|δ0Rα + δ0ηR
α
)
dx.

This together with (4.14) implies

(4.18)

∫

BR(0)
|Dφ|2 dx ≤ C

∫

BR(0)

(
(δ20 + δ0η)R

α +R2α|D2ϕ|2 + |f̂ |2 + |ĝ|δ0Rα
)
dx.

Plugging (4.9) and (4.10) into (4.18), we conclude that

(4.19)

∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ−Df |2 dx ≤ C

∫

BR(0)
R2α|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)Rn+α.

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

Br(0)
|Df |2 dx ≤ A(n)

( r
R

)n
∫

BR(0)
|Df |2 dx.

This together with (4.19) and (4.14) gives
∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ|2 ≤

∫

Br(0)
2|Df |2 + 2|DDkϕ−Df |2 dx

≤ A′
(( r
R

)n
+R2α

)∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)Rn+α,

where A′ = A′(n,m,Λ, λ, α) and we now fix such a constant. �

Step IV: Proving the proposition case by case.

By the arbitrariness of k, we conclude that for all r < R ≤ 1/64,

(4.20)

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 ≤ nA′

(( r
R

)n
+R2α

)∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)Rn+α.

Then Lemma 4.1 applies to give a positive constant R0 = R0(n,A
′, α) < 1/64 with

R2α
0 < (2nA)−

n
ǫ

and the following possibilities:
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• If s < r ≤ R ≤ R0, then by Lemma 4.1,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ,

where C is depending only on n,m,Λ, λ, α.
• If r > R0, then the inequality is trivial because R0 depends only on n,m,Λ, λ, α and
R/r ≤ 1/R0. Indeed, it follows that∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C ·R−n

0

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx.

• If r < R0 < R, then by the first case,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C

( r

R0

)n−ǫ
∫

BR0
(0)

|D2ϕ|2 dx+C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ

≤ CR−n+ǫ
0

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. �

Remark 4.3. To prove Lemma 4.2, one can replace (4.19) by a weaker inequality, e.g.
∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ−Df |2 dx ≤ C

∫

BR(0)
Rα|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)Rn,

which can be derived by a much easier way without (4.17). However, the order on the right
hand side of (4.19) will be essentially used in Lemma 4.5.

Combining Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 3.4, we obtain the primary order estimates for all r <
R ≤ t even if {uj} is disconnected in BR(0).

Proposition 4.4. Let t ≤ 1. Let {uj} be C1,α ordered graphs on Bt(0) which is a solution to
(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. There exists a constant
C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that for all r < R ≤ t,

m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
m∑

j=1

∫

BR(0)
|D2uj|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ.

Proof. So long as r ≥ t/16, then the inequality is trivial. Now we assume that r ≤ t/16. We
are going to prove the lemma inductively on m. When m = 1, then the inequality follows from
Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the lemma is true for the number of sheets less than or equal to m−1.
Let {uj}mj=1 be a solution to (Q, {gj}) and is connected in Bt(0). Now set

s := inf{r > 0; {uj}mj=1 is connected in Br(0)}.
Case 1: r < R ≤ s. Then {uj}mj=1 can be divided into connected components in Bs(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 4.2,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ,
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where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). Since r ≤ t/16, then Lemma 3.4 applies to give that for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ui −D2uj |2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
rn ≤ C(κ∗ + η2)rn.

Combining the above two inequalities, we obtain
m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)

m∑

j=1

|D2uj |2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ,

which is the desired inequality.

Case 3: r ≤ s ≤ R. By Case 1, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) such that
m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C

(r
s

)n−ǫ
∫

Bs(0)

m∑

j=1

|D2uj|2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ.

Then by Case 2,
m∑

j=1

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C

( s
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)

m∑

j=1

|D2uj |2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)sn−2ǫ.

The above two inequalities give that
m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n−ǫ
∫

BR(0)

m∑

j=1

|D2uj |2 dx+ C(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ.

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.4. �

4.2. Improved order estimates. Let u ∈W 1,2(B1(0)). Then the function defined by

X(∈ R
n) 7−→

∫

B1(0)
|Du−X|2 dx

is convex and has a minimum at X = (D2u)B1(0); that is

(4.21)

∫

B1(0)
|Du− (Du)B1(0)|2 dx ≤

∫

B1(0)
|Du−X|2 dx, ∀X ∈ R

n.

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

Lemma 4.5. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs on Bt(0) which is a solution to (Q, {gj}).
Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Suppose that {uj} is connected in
Bs(0) (s < t) with

(4.22)

m∑

j=1

∫

Bt

|D2uj|2 dx ≤ Ktn−α

for some constant K. Then for s ≤ r < R ≤ t,∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n+1
∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx+

+ C
(
K + κ∗ + η2

)
rn+α.

where C is a constant depending only on n,m,Λ, λ, α.
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Proof. So long as r ≥ t/16, then R/r ≤ 16 and by (4.21),

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)BR(0)|2 dx

≤ 16n+1
( r
R

)n+1
∫

BR(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)BR(0)|2 dx.

Now we assume that s < t/16 so that Lemma 3.4 applies. By Proposition 4.4, there exists a
constant B = B(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that for r < t,

m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ B

(r
t

)n−ǫ
m∑

j=1

∫

Bt(0)
|D2uj |2 dx+ B(κ∗ + η2)rn−2ǫ.

Together with (4.22) and 2ǫ ≤ α, we conclude that

(4.23)

m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ B(K + κ∗ + η2)rn−α.

Recall that by (4.2), ϕ satisfies the equation

(4.24) −div
(
A∗DDkϕ+ b∗Dkϕ

)
+ c∗DDkϕ+ d∗Dkϕ = −div

(
f̂ −m∂xk

A (x, ϕ,Dϕ)
)
+ ĝ.

We now fix 1 ≤ k ≤ n. For any R < t, let f be the weak solution of

div
(
A∗(0)Df

)
= 0, f |∂BR(0) = Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0).

Note that by (4.21),

(4.25)

∫

BR(0)
|Df − (Df)BR(0)|2 dx ≤

∫

BR(0)
|Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx.

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

(4.26)

∫

Br(0)
|Df − (Df)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ A(n)

( r
R

)n+2
∫

BR(0)
|Df − (Df)BR(0)|2 dx.

Then we claim that

(4.27)

∫

BR(0)
|Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx ≤ C(m,Λ, λ)

∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2.

Indeed, since divA∗(0)(DDkϕ)BR(0) = 0, then by the definition of f ,

div
(
A∗(0)

(
Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)

))
= 0.
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By taking φ := Dkϕ−Dkϕ(0) − f as a test function, we obtain
∫

BR(0)
|Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx

≤ C(m,λ)

∫

BR(0)
A∗(0)

(
Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)

)(
Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)

)
dx

= C(m,λ)

∫

BR(0)
A∗(0)

(
Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)

)(
DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)

)
dx

≤ C(m,Λ, λ)

∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx+

1

2

∫

BR(0)
|Df − (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx,

where we used (4.4) in the last inequality. Then (4.27) is proved. Combining (4.25) and (4.27),
we obtain

(4.28)

∫

BR(0)
|Df − (Df)BR(0)|2 dx ≤ C(m,Λ, λ)

∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx.

Observe that

(4.29)

∫

Br(0)
|(Df)Br(0) − (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤

∫

Br(0)
|Df −DDkϕ|2 dx.

Then we have∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx

≤ 3

∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ−Df |2 + |Df − (Df)Br(0)|2 + |(Df)Br(0) − (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx

≤ 6

∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ−Df |2 dx+ 3

∫

Br(0)
|Df − (Df)Br(0)|2 dx.

Plugging (4.19) and (4.26) in it, we obtain
∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

∫

BR(0)

(
R2α|D2ϕ|2 + (κ∗ + η2)Rα

)
dx+

+3A(n)
( r
R

)n+2
∫

BR(0)
|Df − (Df)BR(0)|2 dx,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ). This together with (4.23) and (4.28) gives that
∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ 3A(n)

( r
R

)n+2
∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx

+C(K+ κ∗ + η2)Rn+α,

where we used the fact that δ0, α ≤ 1. Then by Lemma 4.1, there exists C = C(n,A, α) so that
for any r < R ≤ t,

∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

( r
R

)n+1
∫

BR(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)BR(0)|2 dx+

+C
(
K + κ∗ + η2

)
rn+α.

This completes the proof. �
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So far, we have proved the improved order estimates over some tilt-plane for any given r so
that {uj} is connected. The following gives that the tilt-plane will be close to each other in the
order of α.

Lemma 4.6. Let {uj}mj=1, (Q, {gj}), K, t > 0 be the same as in Lemma 4.5. In particular,

we assume that {uj} is connected in Bs(0). Let C1 be the constant in Lemma 4.5. Then for
s ≤ r ≤ R ≤ t,

|(D2ϕ)BR(0) − (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 ≤ C2

( R

tn+1

∫

Bt(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Bt(0)|2 dx+ (K + κ∗ + η2)Rα

)
,

where C2 = C2(n, α,C1).

Proof. For r ∈ [s, t], let

σ(r) :=

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 dx.

Then by Lemma 4.5,

σ(r) ≤ C1

(r
t

)n+1
σ(t) + C1(K + κ∗ + η2)rn+α, C1 = C1(n,m,Λ, λ, α).

For any s ≤ r < R ≤ t, we then have

|(D2ϕ)BR(0) − (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 ≤
2

|Br|

∫

Br(0)

(
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)BR(0)|2 + (|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2

)

≤ 2

|Br|
(σ(R) + σ(r))

≤ 4C1

|Br|
[(R

t

)n+1
σ(t) + (K + κ∗ + η2)Rn+α

]
.

In particular, for s ≤ R̂i = 2−iR,

∣∣∣(D2ϕ)B
R̂i

(0) − (D2ϕ)B
R̂i+1

(0)

∣∣∣
2
≤ 2n+2C1

|B1|
( R̂i

tn+1
· σ(t) + (K + κ∗ + η2)R̂α

i

)
.

It then implies that

|(D2ϕ)BR(0) − (D2ϕ)B
R̂k

(0)|2 ≤
( k−1∑

i=0

∣∣∣(D2ϕ)B
R̂i

(0) − (D2ϕ)B
R̂i+1

(0)

∣∣∣
)2

≤ 2n+2C1

|B1|
[ k−1∑

i=0

(√σ(t)

tn+1
· R̂

1
2
i +

√
K + κ∗ + η2R̂

α
2
i

)]2

≤ 2n+2C1

|B1|
[ 1

1− 2−
α
2

(√σ(t)

tn+1
·R 1

2 +
√

K+ κ∗ + η2R
α
2

)]2

≤ 2n+3C1

|B1|
· (1− 2−

α
2 )−2

( σ(t)
tn+1

·R+ (K + κ∗ + η2)Rα
)
.
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Suppose that R̂k+1 ≤ r < R̂k. Then

|(D2ϕ)BR(0) − (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 ≤ 2|(D2ϕ)BR(0) − (D2ϕ)B
R̂k

(0)|2 + 2|(D2ϕ)B
R̂k

(0) − (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2

≤ 2n+4C1

|B1|
· (1− 2−

α
2 )−2

(σ(t)
tn+1

·R+ (K + κ∗ + η2)Rα
)
+

+
8C1

|Br|
[( R̂k

t

)n+1
σ(t) + (K + κ∗ + η2)R̂n+α

k

]

≤ 2n+5C1

|B1|
· (1− 2−

α
2 )−2

(σ(t)
tn+1

·R+ (K + κ∗ + η2)Rα
)
.

Then the lemma follows by taking

C2 =
2n+5C1

|B1|
· (1− 2−

α
2 )−2.

�

Recall that

σ∗(r) :=
m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx.

Lemma 4.5 combining with Lemma 3.4 implies the order estimates of σ∗(r).

Lemma 4.7. Let {uj}mj=1, (Q, {gj}), K, t > 0, κ∗ be the same as in Lemma 4.5. Then there
exists a constant C depending only on n, m, Λ, λ, α, so that for all r ≤ t,

σ∗(r) ≤ C
(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K + κ∗ + η2)rn.

Proof. So long as r ≥ t/16, then t/r ≤ 16 and by (4.21),

σ∗(r) ≤
m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Bt(0)|2 dx ≤ 16n+1

(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t).

This is the desired inequality. We now assume that r ≤ t/16 and then Lemma 3.4 can be
applied.

We prove the lemma inductively. When m = 1, then the desired inequality follows from
Lemma 4.5 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 {uj} is connected in Bt(0); otherwise, the desired inequality follows
from induction. Let

s := inf{r > 0; {uj} is connected in Br(0)}.
By Lemma 4.5, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) such that for s < r ≤ t,

∫

Br(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Br(0)|2 dx

≤ C
(r
t

)n+1
∫

Bt(0)
|DDkϕ− (DDkϕ)Bt(0)|2 dx+ C(K + κ∗ + η2)rn+α

≤ C
(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K+ κ∗ + η2)rn+α.
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Recall that by Lemma 3.4, for s < r ≤ t,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ui −D2uj − (D2ui)Br(0) + (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx

≤ 2

∫

Br(0)
|D2ui −D2uj|2 dx+ 2|Br| · |(D2ui −D2uj)Br(0)|2

≤ 4

∫

Br(0)
|D2ui −D2uj|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
rn.

(4.30)

Thus we obtain that for s < r ≤ t,
∫

Br(0)
|D2ui − (D2ui)Br(0)|2 dx

≤
∫

Br(0)

m∑

j=1

(
|D2ui −D2uj − (D2ui)Br(0) + (D2uj)Br(0)|2

)
+m|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 dx

≤ C ·
(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
rn + C

(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K+ κ∗ + η2)rn+α

≤ C
(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K + κ∗ + η2)rn,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). This implies the desired inequality.

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

(4.31) σ∗(s) ≤ C
(s
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K+ κ∗ + η2)sn.

By Proposition 4.4, there exists a constant B = B(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that

m∑

j=1

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ B

(s
t

)n−ǫ
∫

Bt(0)

m∑

j=1

|D2uj |2 dx+ B(κ∗ + η2)sn−2ǫ.

Together with (4.22) and 2ǫ ≤ α, we obtain that

(4.32)
m∑

j=1

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ B(K + κ∗ + η2)sn−α.

Let K′ := B(K+κ∗ + η2). Note that in Bs(0), {uj}mj=1 can be divided into two disjoint ordered

graphs {uj}ij=1 and {uj}mj=i+1. Thus by induction using (4.32) in place of (4.22), we have for
all r < s,

i∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

(r
s

)n+1
i∑

j=1

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Bs(0)|2 dx+

+ C(K′ + κ∗ + η2)rn;
m∑

j=i+1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

(r
s

)n+1
m∑

j=i+1

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Bs(0)|2 dx+

+ C(K′ + κ∗ + η2)rn.
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The taking the sum of the two inequalities above, we obtain

σ∗(r) ≤ C
(r
s

)n+1
σ∗(s) + C(K + κ∗ + η2)rn,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). Plugging (4.31) into it, we obtain that

σ∗(r) ≤ C
(r
s

)n+1[(s
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K + κ∗ + η2)sn

]
+ C(K+ κ∗ + η2)rn

≤ C
(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(K + κ∗ + η2)rn.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.7. �

4.3. Monotonicity of the the second derivatives. Now we are ready to prove a monotonic-
ity formula for the average of L2-integral of D2uj . When m = 1, the desired result follows from
Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7. For m ≥ 2, we will use Lemma 3.4 and run an inductive method.

Proposition 4.8. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs on Bt(0) (t ≤ 1) which is a solution to

(Q, {gj}). Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. For simplicity, denote
by

σ(r) :=

m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj|2 dx, ∀ r ≤ t.

Then there exists a constant C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that

σ(r) ≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2).

Proof. We first note that

(4.33)

m∑

j=1

|(D2uj)Bt(0)|2 ≤
m∑

j=1

1

|Bt|

∫

Bt(0)
|D2uj|2 dx = σ(t).

By (4.21), we have that

(4.34)
1

|Br|
· σ∗(r) =

m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj − (D2uj)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ σ(r).

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

Br(0)
|D2u|2 dx ≤ 3

∫

Br(0)
|D2u− (D2u)Br(0)|2 + |(D2u)Br(0) − (D2u)Bt(0)|2 + |(D2u)Bt(0)|2 dx

≤ 3σ∗(r) + 3|Br| · |(D2u)Br(0) − (D2u)Bt(0)|2 + 3|Br|σ(t).
Applying Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7,∫

Br(0)
|D2u|2 dx ≤ C

(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn+

+ C|Br|
( t

tn+1
σ∗(t) + (σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)tα

)
+ Cσ(t) · rn.

This together with (4.34) implies that
∫

Br(0)
|D2u|2 dx ≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn.

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 {uj} is connected in Bt(0); otherwise, the desired inequality follows from
induction. Let

s := inf{r > 0; {uj} is connected in Br(0)}.

Case 1: s ≤ r ≤ t. Without loss of generality, we assume that r < t/32 so that Lemma 3.4
applies. Then by Lemma 4.6, for s ≤ r ≤ t,

|(D2ϕ)Bt(0) − (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2

≤ C
( t

tn+1

∫

Bt(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Bt(0)|2 dx+ (σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)tα

)

≤ Cσ(t) +C(κ∗ + η2)tα,

(4.35)

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) and we used (4.34) in the last inequality. On the other hand, by
Lemma 4.7 and (4.34), there exists a constant C depending only on n, m, Λ, λ, α so that for
all r ≤ t,

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ C

(r
t

)n+1
σ∗(t) + C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn

≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn.

This together with (4.35) and (4.33) implies that
∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ|2 dx ≤ 3

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ− (D2ϕ)Br(0)|2 + |(D2ϕ)Br(0) − (D2ϕ)Bt(0)|2 + |(D2ϕ)Bt(0)|2 dx

≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn.

Recall that by Lemma 3.4, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) so that
∫

Br(0)
|D2ui −D2uj|2 dx ≤ C ·

(
(1 + η2)(κ+ κ0)

2 + κ21

)
rn ≤ C · (κ∗ + η2)rn.

We then conclude that∫

Br(0)
|D2ui|2 dx ≤ 2

∫

Br(0)
|D2ϕ−D2ui|2 + |D2ϕ|2 dx

≤ C(m)

m∑

j=1

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj −D2ui|2 + |D2ϕ|2 dx

≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2)rn,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). This is the desired inequality.

Case 2: r < s. By the definition of s, {uj}mj=1 can be divided into two ordered graphs {uj}ij=1

and {uj}mj=i+1 in Bs(0). Thus by induction, there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that

i∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C

( i∑

j=1

1

|Bs|

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj |2 dx+ κ∗ + η2

)
;

m∑

j=i+1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C

( m∑

j=i+1

1

|Bs|

∫

Bs(0)
|D2uj |2 dx+ κ∗ + η2

)
.
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Combining the two inequalities together, we conclude that

(4.36) σ(r) ≤ C(σ(s) + κ∗ + η2).

Observe that by Case 1,

σ(s) ≤ C(σ(t) + κ∗ + η2).

Plugging this into (4.36), then the desired inequality follows immediately. This finishes the proof
of Proposition 4.8. �

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 1.2.

Note that we have proved the uniform upper bound for the σ(r) for all small r. This together
with Poincaré inequality (Lemma 5.1) gives that the graphs {uj} will be close to a plane P in
the sense of L2; see Lemma 5.2 . We will then consider the differential equation of the difference
to the plane P . Applying the C1,α estimates to the divergence form, we will then obtain the
upper bound of the derivative of such new functions by σ(r) and κ∗. We remark that Lemma
3.1 and Lemma 3.2 are used to bound the remainder terms in this process. To finish the proof,
we will apply Proposition 4.8 and Proposition 3.5 to bound σ(r) by κ∗ and η; see Theorem 5.5
for more details.

Recall that

κ∗ := κ2 + κ20 + κ21 + δ20 ,

and

η :=
(
‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(U1) + ‖∂xB‖C1(U1)

)
·

m∑

j=1

‖uj‖C0(B1(0)).

5.1. The first derivative upper bound. Let {uj}mj=1 be C
1,α ordered graphs on Bt(0) (t ≤ 1)

which is a solution to (Q, {gj}). Recall that

σ(r) :=
m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|D2uj|2 dx.

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

Lemma 5.1 (Poincaré inequalities [6, Estimate (7.45)]). For any convex domain Ω and u ∈
W 1,p(Ω), 1 ≤ p < +∞,

‖u− uBr‖Lp(Ω) ≤ r1−ndn‖Du‖Lp(Ω), d = diamΩ.

This yields the following inequalities.

Lemma 5.2. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ∩W 2,2 ordered graphs on Bt(0) (t ≤ 1). Then for r ≤ t,

m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|Duj(x)− (Duj)Br(0)|2 dx ≤ 22nσ(r)r2;

m∑

j=1

1

|Br|

∫

Br(0)
|uj(x)− (uj)Br(0) − (Duj)Br(0) · x|2 dx ≤ 24nσ(r)r4.



IMPROVED C1,1 REGULARITY FOR MULTIPLE MEMBRANES PROBLEM 39

Now we are going to use the equation to bound oscillations. We will use the following notions.
Let {uj} be ordered graphs on Br(0) which is a solution to (Q, {gj}). Recall that by (2.4),

(5.1) mQϕ = divf({uj})− g({uj}, {gj})
in Br(0) in the weak sense, where f({uj}) and g({uj}, {gj}) are defined in (2.5) and (2.6),
respectively. Let

ϕr = (ϕ)Br(0) + (Dϕ)Br(0) · x.
Note that

Qϕr : = −divA (x, ϕr,Dϕr) + B(x, ϕr,Dϕr)

= −tr (∂xA (x, ϕr,Dϕr))− ∂zA (x, ϕr,Dϕr) · (Dϕ)Br(0) + B(x, ϕr,Dϕr).

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) such that for all x ∈ Br(0),

(5.2) −C(δ0 + η) ≤ Qϕr ≤ C(δ0 + η),

Proof. Since A (x, 0, 0) = 0, then

|∂xA (x, ϕr,Dϕr)| ≤ ‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(Ur)|ϕr|+ ‖∂p∂xA ‖C0(Ur)|Dϕr|

≤ ‖∂z∂xA ‖C0(Ur)

(
|ϕ|C0(Br(0)) + r|Dϕ|C0(Br(0))

)
+ ‖∂p∂xA ‖C0(Ur)|Dϕ|C0(Br(0))

≤ C(η + δ0).

Similarly,
|B(x, ϕr,Dϕr)| ≤ C(η + δ0).

On the other hand,
|∂zA (x, ϕr,Dϕr) · (Dϕ)Br(0)| ≤ Cδ0.

Hence the lemma is proved. �

For simplicity, we denote

Ψ(x) := ϕ(x)− (ϕ)Br(0) − (Dϕ)Br(0) · x;
Ψj(x) := uj(x)− (uj)Br(0) − (Duj)Br(0) · x.

By (5.1) and Lemma 2.6, we obtain

div
(
A(ϕ,ϕr)DΨ+ b(ϕ,ϕr)Ψ

)
+ c(ϕ,ϕr)DΨ+ d(ϕ,ϕr)Ψ

= divf({uj})− g({uj}, {gj})−mQϕr,
(5.3)

where f , g are the same in (5.1).
The following result gives that the oscillation of Ψj has the second order. Plugging this into

the interior C1,α estimates gives the oscillation ofDuj in small balls. We remark that the interior
estimates can not be applied to Duj because uj itself does not satisfy a weak partial differential
equation.

Lemma 5.4. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs on B1(0) which is a solution to (Q, {gj}).
Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. There exists a constant C =
C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

sup
x∈Br/2(0)

|uj(x)− (uj)Br(0) − (Duj)Br(0) · x| ≤ C(
√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η)r2;

sup
x∈Br/4(0)

|Duj(x)− (Duj)Br(0)| ≤ C(
√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η)r.
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Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case I: r ≥ 1/16m+1. Then by (2.1),

sup
x∈Br/2(0)

|uj(x)− (uj)Br(0) − (Duj)Br(0) · x| ≤ Cδ0 ≤ C · 162m+2r2;

sup
x∈Br/4(0)

|Duj(x)− (Duj)Br(0)| ≤ Cδ0 ≤ C · 162m+2r2.

These are the desired inequalities.

Case II: r ≤ 1/16m+1. Applying Lemma 2.5, one can find R ∈ [r, 16mr] such that {uj} has the
same connected components in B16R(0) and BR(0). Choose one connected component and still
denote it by {uj}. By Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, there exists a constant C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) so
that for all x ∈ BR(0) ⊃ Br(0),

(5.4) |ui − uj | ≤ Cκr2; |Dui −Duj| ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r.

Let f and g be the notions in (5.3). Then by Lemma 2.8 and (5.2),

|f({uj})| ≤ C(m,Λ)(κ + κ0)
2r2;(5.5)

sup
x,y∈Br(0)

|f({uj})(x)− f({uj})(y)|
|x− y|α ≤ C(m,Λ)(κ + κ0)r;(5.6)

g̃ := |g({uj}, {gj})|+m|Qϕr| ≤ C(m,Λ)
(
(κ+ κ0)r + κ0 + δ0 + η

)
.(5.7)

Now we fix a constant q > n (e.g. q = n+ 1). By a direct computation,
∫

Br(0)
‖f‖q dx ≤ C(κ+ κ0)

2qrn+2q.

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

sup
x∈Br/2(0)

|Ψ(x)| ≤ C(r−
n
2 ‖Ψ(x)‖L2(Br(0)) + r1−

n
q ‖f‖Lq(Br(0)) + r2−

2n
q ‖g̃‖Lq/2(Br(0))

).

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

sup
x∈Br/2(0)

|Ψ(x)| ≤ C
(
r−

n
2 ·

√
σ(r) · r2+n

2 + r
1−n

q (κ+ κ0)
2r

n
q
+2

+

+ r2−
2n
q
(
(κ+ κ0)r + κ0 + δ0 + η

)
· r

2n
q

)

≤ C
(√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r2.

(5.8)

On the other hand, by (5.4),

|Ψi −Ψj| ≤ |ui − uj | − |(ui)Br(0) − (uj)Br(0)|+ |(Dui)Br(0) − (Duj)Br(0)| · r
≤ C(κ+ κ0)r

2,

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). This together with (5.8) gives that for x ∈ Br/2(0),

|Ψj| ≤ |Ψj −Ψ|+ |Ψ| ≤ 1

m

m∑

i=1

|Ψj −Ψi|+ |Ψ| ≤ C
(√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r2.

This proves the first inequality in the lemma.
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It remains to estimate the derivative of Ψ. Indeed, by the C1,α estimates Theorem A.1,

sup
x∈Br/4(0)

|DΨ| ≤ C(n,m,Λ)
(

sup
x∈Br/2(0)

r−1|Ψ(x)|+ rα sup
x,x′∈Br/2(0)

|f(x)− f(x′)|
|x− x′|α +

+ sup
x∈Br/2(0)

|f(x)|+ sup
x∈Br/2(0)

r|g̃|
)
.

Plugging (5.8), (5.5), (5.6), and (5.7) into it, we conclude that

sup
x∈Br/4(0)

|DΨ| ≤ C
(√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η)r + (κ+ κ0)r
1+α + (κ+ κ0)

2r2
)

≤ C
(√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r.

(5.9)

On the other hand, (5.4) gives that for x ∈ Br(0),

|DΨj −DΨ| = |Duj − (Duj)Br(0) −Dϕ− (Dϕ)Br(0)| ≤ C(κ+ κ0)r.

Combining with (5.9), we conclude that for all x ∈ Br/4(0),

|DΨj| ≤ C
(√

σ(r) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r.

Hence the lemma is proved. �

5.2. Lipschitz estimates of the first derivatives. In this section, we will prove the Lipschitz
upper bound for ordered graphs by using Lemma 5.4. The key step is to apply Proposition 4.8
and Proposition 3.5 to bound σ(r) by κ∗ and η.

Theorem 5.5. Let {uj}mj=1 be C1,α ordered graphs on B1(0) which is a solution to (Q, {gj}).
Suppose that (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (2.1) and (2.2) are satisfied. Then there exists C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α)
so that for j = 1, · · · ,m,

sup
x,y∈B1/2(0)

|Duj(x)−Duj(y)|
|x− y| ≤ C(κ+ κ0 + κ1 + δ0 + η).

Proof. Let x1, x2 ∈ B1/2(0) and r := |x1 − x2|. So long as r ≥ 1/32, then by (2.1),

|Duj(x1)−Duj(x2)|
|x1 − x2|

≤ δ0 · |x1 − x2|α−1 ≤ 32δ0.

This is the desired inequality. Now we assume that r < 1/32. By Proposition 3.5, there exists
C = C(n,m,Λ, λ) so that

(5.10)

m∑

j=1

∫

B3/4(0)
|D2uj |2 dx ≤ C(κ∗ + η2).

For each y ∈ B1/2(0) and t ∈ (0, 1/2], we define

σ(t; y) :=

m∑

j=1

1

|Bt|

∫

Bt(y)
|D2uj |2 dx.

Then (5.10) implies that for all y ∈ B1/2(0),

σ(1/4; y) ≤ C(κ∗ + η2).
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Applying Proposition 4.8 in B1/4(y), we obtain that for all t ≤ 1/4,

(5.11) σ(t; y) ≤ C(σ(1/4; y) + κ∗ + η2) ≤ C(κ∗ + η2),

where C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α). Observe that r ≤ 1/32 and B4r(x1) ⊂ B1/4(x1). Then by Lemma
5.4 in B1/4(x1), there exists a constant C = C(n,m,Λ, λ, α) so that

|Duj(x1)− (Duj)B4r(x1)| ≤ C
(√

σ(4r;x1) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r;

|Duj(x2)− (Duj)B4r(x1)| ≤ C
(√

σ(4r;x1) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η
)
r.

This together with (5.11) (by taking y = x1 therein) implies

|Duj(x1)−Duj(x2)| ≤ |Duj(x1)− (Duj)B4r(x1)|+ |Duj(x2)− (Duj)B4r(x1)|
≤ C

(√
σ(4r;x1) + κ+ κ0 + δ0 + η

)
r

≤ C(
√
κ∗ + η2) · |x1 − x2|,

which yields

|Duj(x1)−Duj(x2)| ≤ C(
√
κ∗ + η) · |x1 − x2|.

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.5. �

Appendix A. Estimates of second order partial differential equations

We first consider the operators L of the form

Lu = Di(a
ij(x)Dju+ biu) + ci(x)Diu+ d(x)u,

where coefficients aij, bi, ci, d (i, j = 1, · · · , n) are assumed to be measurable functions on a
domain Ω ⊂ R

n. Let f i, g, i = 1, · · · , n be locally integrable functions on Ω. We shall assume
that L is strictly elliptic in Ω; that is, there exists a positive number λ such that

(A.1)
∑

i,j

aijξiξj ≥ λ|ξ|2, ∀x ∈ Ω, ξ ∈ R
n.

We also assume that the coefficients aij , bi ∈ Cα(Ω), ci, d, g ∈ L∞(Ω), and f i ∈ Cα(Ω). Suppose

(A.2) max
1≤i,j≤n

{
|aij , bi|Cα(Ω), |ci, d|L∞(Ω)

}
≤ K.

We present some estimates of the solution to the equation

(A.3) Lu = Dif
i + g, weakly in Br(0).

For the convenience, we denote f = (f1, · · · , fn).

Theorem A.1 ([6, Theorem 8.32]). Let u ∈ C1,α(B1(0)) be a weak solution to (A.3) in Br(0)
for some r ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose that L satisfies the assumption (A.1) and (A.2) for Ω = B1(0).
Then we have

|Du|C0(Br/2(0)) ≤ C
(
r−1|u|C0(Br(0)) + r|g|C0(Br(0)) + |f |C0(Br(0)) + rα sup

x,y∈Br(0)

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α

)

for C = C(n, λ,K), where λ is given by (A.1), and K by (A.2).
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Proof. Define

ãij(x) := aij(rx), b̃i(x) = rbi(rx); c̃i(x) = rci(rx), d̃(x) = r2d(rx).

Then by (A.1) and (A.2),
∑

i,j

ãij(x)ξiξj ≥ λ|ξ|2, ∀x ∈ B1(0), ξ ∈ R
n;

max
1≤i,j≤n

{
|ãij , b̃i|Cα(B1(0))

, |c̃i, d̃|L∞(B1(0))

}
≤ Krα ≤ K.

Let

ũ(x) := r−1ũ(rx); f̃ i(x) = (f̃1, · · · , f̃n) := f i(rx); g̃(x) := rg(rx).

Then ũ satisfies the equation

Di(ã
ij(x)Dj ũ+ b̃iũ) + c̃i(x)Diũ+ d(x)ũ = Dif̃

i + g̃.

Applying [6, Theorem 8.32] to ũ in B1(0), we obtain that

|ũ|C1,α(B1/2(0)) ≤ C
(
|ũ|C0(B1(0)) + |g̃|C0(B1(0)) + |̃f |C0(B1(0)) + sup

x,y∈B1(0)

|̃f(x)− f̃(y)|
|x− y|α

)

= C
(
r−1|u|C0(Br(0)) + r|g|C0(Br(0)) + |f |C0(Br(0)) + rα sup

x,y∈Br(0)

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α

)
.

for C = C(n, λ,K). This finishes the proof of Theorem A.1. �
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