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HIGH-ORDER REGULARITY FOR FULLY NONLINEAR
ELLIPTIC TRANSMISSION PROBLEMS UNDER WEAK
CONVEXITY ASSUMPTION

G. C. RICARTE, C. S. BARROSO, AND L. S. TAVARES

ABSTRACT. This paper studies, in the spirit of [21], Schauder theory to
transmission problems modelled by fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic equa-
tions of second order. We focus on operators F' that fails to be concave or
convex in the space of symmetric matrices. In a first scenario, it is consid-
ered that F' enjoys a small ellipticity aperture. In our second case, we study
regularity results where the convexity of the superlevel (or sublevel) sets is
verified, implying that the operator F is quasiconcave (or quasiconvex).

1. INTRODUCTION

In the past few years there has been increasing interest in so called trans-
mission problems. These problems appear, for example, in thermal theory and
electromagnetic conductivity, composite materials. The transmission problems
were initially studied in the late 30’s by Picone [28] addressing the concept
within the realm of materials science. In general, problems of this type can be
described as follows. There are given two domains 2+ €2~ ¢ R* space which
have a portion I of their boundaries in common. A boundary value problem is
then posed for each domain with the boundary conditions on I' and involving
the solutions of both problems. As a sample, let Q* and €2~ domains with
00" and 0€2~, respectively. The problems consists in to consider qualitative
and quantitative aspects of a function that satisty u that satisfy u* = u|,,,
u” = u‘ o+ respectively, for which u —u; =g on I'. More precisely,

Aut = f*(z) in QF
(1.1) Au~ = f~(z) in O

wp-u; = g(@) on T,

The main contribution in [28] lies in the uniqueness of solutions for a wide class
of transmission problems related to mathematical models in elasticity theory.
It is worth noting that the first rigorous contribution regarding existence results
traces back to Lions [16]. Furthermore, both contributions of Picone and Lions
have inspired subsequent developments, including the ones by Stampacchia [24],
Campanato [5, 6] and Schechter [19]. Additionally, we reference the work of
Borsuk [2], where an extensive list of significant contributions related to fixed
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transmission problems is provided alongside and a comprehensive exposition
of their mathematical theory and aspects.

In this paper we consider the following general transmission problem: Given
two functions f*, f~, to find functions u* € C%* such that

F(D*>u) = f*(x) in Qf=Bin{z,>¢()}
(1.2) F(D?u) f(x) in Q =Bn{x, <)}
ut-u; = g(zr) on T.

Here u € C'(B;y) and u* = u‘ﬂ_i The interface I' is given by the graph of a
function ¢ : R*»! - R with unit normal vector v pointing towards Q*, and u?
denote the v-directional derivatives of u*. Let Sym(n) be the set of symmetric
matrices of size n x n. We assume that F': Sym(n) - R satisfies

(Unif. Ellip.) A|N| < F(M + N) - F(M) < A|N]|

for every M, N € Sym(n) with N > 0. For simplicity, we assume F'(0) =0. As
usual, £(\, A) denotes the class of all such operators. For 0 < A < A, set

ENA) ={F:Sym(n) > R: F satisfies (Unif. Ellip.)}

Transmission problems in the context of viscosity solutions have been stud-
ied recently by Soria-Carro and Stinga [21]. In their fine study, which includes
problems like (1.2), they achieved significant results, including the existence
of solutions through a Alexandrov-Bakelman-Pucci type maximum principle
(see [21, Section 2] for a more general statement), uniqueness of the solution,
a comparison principle, and regularity of solutions of flat interface transmis-
sion problems. As for regularity results, they obtained C%®, Cle and C?%@
regularity of viscosity solutions up to the transmission surface for the case of
curved interfaces. An essential aspect to highlight is that they proved global
C% estimates for some a € (0,1) under the convexity hypothesis on F', which
do not necessarily cover the whole of (0,1).

Inspired by [13, 21] and under a different approach, the goal of this paper is
twofold. The first one is to establish C?® estimates with « running through-
out (0,1) for viscosity solutions of (1.2), complementing and improving [21,
Theorem 1.3]. More precisely, we explore the so-called geometric tangential
equation which is usually used to study approximation operators under Cordes-
Nirenberg’s conditions in several contexts of regularity. Here we will assume
that the ellipticity constants (A, A) do not deviate significantly, that is, when
the quantity e:=1- 2 is sufficiently small (Theorem 2.8).

Of particular interest, we point out that our approach covers the class of
Isaac’s type equations

{ supinf (£ pu —hg(x)) = f=#(x) in QF
BeB V€A

uf—u, = g(xr) on T,

(1.3)

where h,5 @ B > R and f* : Q* - R are Holder continuous and L, gu:=
afyjﬁ(x)aiju is a family of elliptic operators. This class of operators appears
naturally in stochastic control and in differential games theory, for example,
two-player and zero-sum differential games (see [17] and [18]). Note that this
is an example of a non-convex/non-concave equation; hence, Theorem 1.3 in
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[21] does not cover (1.3) (see e.g. Corollary 6.3) for C** estimates. However,
the best result obtained in [21] provides C'* estimates.

In our second goal, we consider scenarios where the convexity of the super-
level (or sublevel) sets is verified, implying that the operator F' is quasiconcave
(or quasiconvex). Alternatively, we also impose certain asymptotic concavity
properties, such as e.g. the condition that F' = F' (M) behaves as a concave
(or convex, or “close to linear”) function when M becomes large. In light of
these considerations, we establish Theorem 2.11 that furnishes C%® estimates
for a € (0, ), where ag € (0,1)is as in (2.3).

A family of operators for which our second result (Theorem 2.11) applies
concerns the special Lagrangian equation which has the form

n

(1.4) F(D%u) Z arctg(\;)

where \; are the eigenvalues of Hessian matrix D?u. Equation (1.4) originates
in the special Lagrangian geometry by Harvey-Lawson. The Lagrangian graph
(z,Du(x)) € R™ x R" is called spacial when the argument of the complex
number (1 +i\;)-...-(1+14\,) or the phase is constant ©, and it is special
if and only if (z, Du(x)) is a minimal surface in R™ x R*. Therefore, using
our Schauder type results Theorem 2.11, we deduce that solutions of special
Lagrangian equations under the Yuan’s assumption |f*(z)| > 5(n—-2) are C*2
for any dimension.

It is worth mentioning that in our results we only deal with constant coef-
ficients. However, similar estimates can be derived for equations with Holder
continuous coefficients (see Section 6 for more details).

1.1. Historic overview and further motivations. In the 50s H. Cordes
and L. Nirenberg, independently, established several results on linear elliptic
problems in non-divergence form. Roughly speaking, based on perturbation
arguments, they showed for a bounded solution of the problem

(1.5) a;;(x)0u=f(X) in B

with (a;;(x)) a symmetric matrix and uniformly elliptic, and a given ¢ > 0,
that there exist 0 < a(n, A\, A,d) < 1 such that if |a;;(z) — a;;(x0)| < 0 then the
solutions of (1.5) are CL%(By).

Let’s recall that in the context of classical solutions for

(1.6) F(D?u)=0 in By

where F' is only assumed to be either uniformly elliptic or parabolic, viscosity
solutions may fail to be smooth and the best known regularity under these
sole assumptions is C'h* regularity. For example, Nadirashvilli and Vladut [25]
showed the existence of nonclassical viscosity solutions to fully nonlinear elliptic
equations in dimension 12. In fact, such solutions are not even C:! [26] and
[27]. Thus, a relevant problem in the theory is to determine some structural
conditions on F' other than the uniform ellipticity (between concavity and
convexity, and without further hypotheses) that guarantee higher order C*%-
regularity. With this issue in mind, another reasonable question is:
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Which assumptions on F' guarantee that solutions of F/(D?u) = f(x) in By,
for f in a suitable function space, are classical?

The first relevant regularity result for (1.6) is due to L. Nirenberg [22] who
derived a priori C*“ estimates in dimension 2. Through the journey of find-
ing C?-solutions for fully nonlinear equations, under concavity or convexity as-
sumption, the C?“-regularity result (a € (0,1)) of Evans [12] and Krylov [14] is
groundbreaking. The second major chapter in the theory regards Armstrong’s,
Silvestre and Smart’s estimates in [1], where they proved under smoothness
on F' that solutions of (1.6) are partially regular, that is, there exist a closed
set ¥ ¢ B; and a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that u € C?%(B;\X) with
Hn=¢(X) = 0. Important results in this direction can be found in [31], where
Cordes-Landis ellipticity type conditions are assumed. More precisely, fixed
any a € (0,1), there exist a § > 0 such that, if 2 -1 < and f € C*(0) then
u € C%2(0). We also mention the work of Goffi [9] where uniform elliptic-
ity is combined with convexity of the superlevel (sublevel) sets to reach C?«
regularity.

In the context of regularity theory for transmission problems, the recent lit-
erature concerning the problem (1.2) also includes contribution of Cafarelli,
Soria-Carro, and Stinga [4]. Their research focuses on attaining C'1 regularity
up to the transmission surface for distributional solutions of the Dirichlet prob-
lem associated with (1.1), under the assumption that the transmission surface
possesses C'1@ regularity. Their notable achievements were made possible via
the development of a novel geometric stability argument based in the mean
value property. In [8] Dong provided an alternative proof of the C'h@-regularity
result obtained in [4]. Notably, his proof method differs from that in [4] and
embraces more generalized elliptic systems featuring variable coefficients. Fur-
thermore, extensions to C'P interfaces and domains encompassing multiple
sub-domains were also explored.

With regarding to degenerate operators, we mention the work by Bianca,
Pimentel, and Urbano [3] where they analyzed (1.1) in the framework of Or-
licz spaces. Natural challenges (as the lack of representation operator formulas
and the degenerate characteristics of the diffusion process) arose from their
study. In the scenario of bounded interface data, the local boundedness of
weak solutions was proved. Also an estimate for their gradient in BMO spaces
was obtained via Campanato type arguments, furnishing Log-Lipschitz regu-
larity across the transmission interface. Furthermore, by relaxing the data
constraints, local Holder continuity for the solutions was also obtained.

Meanwhile, for fully nonlinear elliptic transmission, there have some note-
worthy preceding results. Very recently in Soria-Carro and Stinga [21] the
authors developed a robust study concerning the regularity theory of viscosity
solutions to transmission problems for fully nonlinear second order uniformly
elliptic equations. The authors of the mentioned reference obtained C%«, C'h
and C%® estimates for viscosity solutions to (1.2) for some « € (0,1). The
proof in [21] relies on a crucial global estimate for homogenous flat interface
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transmission problem

{ F(D*>) = 0 in B

(17) u;n_u;n 0 on T:Blﬁ{$n20}7

where [ is a convex operator, combined with a certain geometric oscillation
estimate which has its roots in the seminal paper of Caffarelli [7]. In our case,
we will replace Lemma 4.19 in [21] with Proposition 3.1 in the first case and
Theorem 4.16 in [21] with Theorem 5.1 in the second case.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

For a given r > 0 and = € R, we denote by B,(z) € R” the ball of radius
r centered at x = (2',x,), where 2’ = (x1,22,...,2,.1) and B.(x) € R the
ball of radius r centered at x’. We write B, = B.(0) and B = B, nR?. Also,
we write T,:= {(2/,0) € R*! : 2’| < r} and T,(x¢):= T, + xf, where x} € R*1.
Given r > 0, we write 2f = Q* n B,. V' denotes the gradient in the variables
x’, D?, denotes the Hessian in the variables z’. In what follows, USC(B)
and LSC(B1) are the sets of upper semicontinuous and lower semicontinuous
functions on By, respectively. For 0 < A < A, we define the Pucci’s extremal
operators M , as

SAM) =X e+ A Y e and M (M) =AY e;+A- ) e
e;<0 e;>0 e;>0 e;<0

where {¢; : 1 <i <n} denote the eigenvalues of M.

Since our focus is on regularity for fully nonlinear elliptic transmission prob-
lems (1.2), we introduce the to appropriate notion of weak solutions.

Definition 2.1 (Viscosity solutions). Consider a function F e £(A\,A). We
say that u e USC(B) is a viscosity solution to the transmission problem (1.2)
if the following conditions are true:
a) If zg € Q* and ¢ € C%(Bs(z)) is touching the function u by above at
Zo in By, then
F(D*(x0)) > f*(wo)
and if zy € I', ¢ € C?(B}(Xy)) n C?(Bj(x)), then ¢ (zo) — ¢, (xo) >
g(xp) at zg el
b) If zy € Q* and ¢ € C?(Bs(zy)) is touching the function u by below at
T in By, then
F(D*(x0)) < f*(wo)
and if zp € I', ¢ € C*(Bf (X)) n C*(B;(x0)), then ¢} (xo) — ¢y, (z0) <
g(xg) at zg €.

Definition 2.2. We denote by S (A, A, f*) and S (X, A, f*) the sets of all con-
tinuous functions u that satisfy M3 ,(D*u) > f*, M5 (D?*u) < f* in the
viscosity sense respectively. We also denote

SMA ) :=S(MA f5)nS(MA, fF)

and

S* ()‘7A7fi):: S()‘7A7|fi|) ﬁé()‘r/\v_'fi') :
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We collect some tools from transmission problems, referring to [21] for more
details. An important piece of information which we need in our article con-
cerns the notion of stability of viscosity solutions, i.e., the limit of a sequence
of viscosity solutions turns out to be a viscosity solution of the corresponding
limiting equation. We refer to the following Lemma, whose proof can be found
in [21, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 2.3 (Stability Lemma). For j € N let I'; € C? and assume that
uj € C(By) is a viscosity solution to the problem

Fj(DQUj) = f]:»t m Q;
(u;)u - (u]_)v =g; on T},
where Uy = Byn{x, = ;(a")} forv; e C*(BY), ff € C(Q5uly), and g; € C(T),

for g > 1. Suppose also that there are continuous functions u, f=, g, and elliptic
operators F'* € E(A\,\) such that

(i) Fj = F uniformly on compact subsets of Sym(n);
(i) u; = u uniformly on compact subsets of By ;
(ii) [f5 = f*[recos) = 0;
(iv) g5 = gllze(r;) = supgrepy 95 (2", 5(2")) = g(2',0)[ - 0;
(v) Tj = T in C? in the sense that 1] c2(s) = 0.
Then u e C(By) is a viscosity solution to the problem
F(Dx) = f* in B
u)—-u, =g on T.
The fundamental result to obtain regularity results of viscosity solutions to

the transmission problem described in (1.2) will be a ABP estimate. For a
proof of such result see for instance [21, Theorem 2.1]

Lemma 2.4 (ABP estimate). Consider the surface T' = By n{x, = (")}
and u functions satisfying the conditions
ue S(NA f£) in QF
u; -y =g(x) on T,
with f* € C(Q*) n L= (By), g € L=(T), and ¢ € CLo(BY), for some 0 < a < 1.
Then the following estimate is true
lulle= (@) < [ulr=om1) + CUglremy + 1 |inany + 1 |in))
where C' is a constant which depends only on the quantities n, \, A.
2.1. Uniqueness and Existence of Viscosity Solutions of flat interface

problems. This subsection is concerned with the Uniqueness and Existence
of viscosity solution to fully nonlinear elliptic transmission problems

F(D*>u) = f* in Bf,
(2.1) uf-u; = g on T=Bn{zx,=0}
u = ¢ on 0B

The next proof follows the ideas from [21, Theorem 4.7] with minor modifica-
tions. For this reason, we will omit it here.
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Theorem 2.5. Let f* f¥ € C(Bf) n L*(B*) and g1,92 € C(T). Also, let
ue USC(By),v e LSC(B;) be bounded functions satisfying

{F*(DQu) fuoin Bf, {F*(D%)

+ - +
uL = Uy g1 on T p

fg ZTL Bli,
gs on T

IA N

>
2

in the viscosity sense. It holds that

{wEE(%,A,ff—fi) in

+ _
wi —wy 2g1—g2 on T,

where w =u—1v , in the viscosily sense.

Theorem 2.6 (Existence and Uniqueness). Suppose that the conditions
(A1), and (SC) hold. Consider functions f* e C(B*uT)nL>(By), g€ C(T),
and ¢ € C(0By). Then there exists a unique viscosity solution u € C(By) of
(2.1).

Proof. The result follows by the direct application of [21, Corollary 4.8] and [21,
Theorem 4.11] in conjunction with the ABP estimate given in Lemma 2.4. [J

2.2. Main assumptions. In this subsection, we detail the main assumptions
used throughout the paper.

A1l. [Reducibility condition] We will assume that F(0) =0 and f*(0) =
f7(0) =0.

A2. [Interface Regularity] The interface I' = By n {x,, = ¢)(2')} is given
by the graph of a function ¢ € C?(R""!). Moreover, we suppose that

19(0)[ - [ D2,4(0)] = 0.

A3. [Integrabilility of the source term]| The functions f* are continuous
at 0 and f* e C%*(0) with

1/n
+ nd < L. (0%
(f,  1r@rds)  <epre,

for all » > 0 small.

A4. [Transmission boundary condition.] We suppose that g € C%(0).

Remark 2.7. A few remarks are in order:

(i) It is interesting to note that our results indeed provided C% at the
origem, i.e., C%%(0). It is not difficult to verify that C?<(0) implies
02’a($0).

(ii) Notice that A1l., is not restrictive. In fact, otherwise, by unifor ellip-
ticity, there exists s € R such that F(sId,x,) = f*(0) and |s| < L}(\oﬂ.
Hence, consider F(M) = F(M +sId,,) - f*(0) and v = u - 5|22 Then
Fe&(\A), F(0)=0, and F(Dv) = f= - f=(0).



8 G.C.RICARTE, C.S. BARROSO, AND L. S. TAVARES

(iii) The hypothesis A2., which plays an important role in reference [21],
allowed the authors to derive certain global C?< estimates for the prob-
lem considered in their work that includes the case of a curved surface.
Such a requirement will be necessary due to the fact that some argu-
ments from [21], which depend on the aforementioned hypothesis, will
be applied in this manuscript.

Our first result of this paper gives a theoretical contribution to such a ques-
tion. Namely, the first result of this paper is

Theorem 2.8 (C?“ estimate under Small Ellipticity Aperture). Let
a € (0,1) be arbitrary. Assume the hypotheses Al.- Ad4. hold and that 0 lies
within I'. Then there exists 6 >0 such that if

A
2.2 ~
(2.2) - 1<0,

then any bounded viscosity solution u to the problem (1.2) satisfies u* € C*<(0),
that is, there are polynomials with quadratic growth given by

%i(x):%:ct-Ai-x+Bi-:c+c

satisfying
|u* = PB* | Loy < Cr**®, for all r < 1

with Cy > 0 depending only on n,\,A and «. Moreover, the estimate below
holds true

| A= ]| symny + 1B + |¢| < Col[ ¥ c2e 0y (9]l craoy + [flcacoy + [f ew)) -

Theorem 2.8 improves the result established in [21] because we prove the
result for all @ € (0,1). The idea of the proof of Theorem 2.8 is based in [21]
along with a compactness approach as in [7], see also [13].The insights however
come from the prominent heuristics explained in [13]. We shall interpret the
Laplace equation as the geometric tangential equation of the manifold formed
by fully nonlinear elliptic operators F' as ¢ := 1—% — 0. In turns, we show that at
every scale it is possible to find a harmonic function close to a viscosity solution
to (1.2). The degree of closeness will be measured by how close the ellipticity
constants of F' are of being constant, i.e., provided the ellipticity aperture is
small enough. Iterating such an argument in p—adic balls shows that the graph
of a viscosity solution u can be approximated in B by a quadratic polynomial
with an error of order ~ O (p?+®).

Our second result addresses a Schauder estimate for (1.2) when the opera-
tor is assumed only convexity of the superlevel (sublevel) sets, which means
that F'is quasiconcave (resp. quasiconvex), or, alternatively, we impose some
asymptotic concavity properties, namely F' = F'(M) is concave (resp. convex
or “close to a linear function”) when M is large. For instance, by way of il-
lustration, such a limiting profile F'* appears naturally in singularly perturbed
free boundary problems ruled by fully nonlinear equations, whose Hessian of
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solutions blows-up through the phase transition of the model, i.e., d{u® > e},

where uf satisfies in the viscosity sense
uE

F(D%) = Qo(az)ég‘(?).

For such approximations, we have 0 < Qg € C°(€), 0 < ¢ € C*(R) with supp ¢ =
[0,1]. For this reason, in the above model, the limiting free boundary condition
is governed by the F* rather than F, i.e.,

F*(Vu(z0) ® Vu(zy)) =2T, zy e d{up >0}

in some appropriate viscosity sense, for a certain total mass T > 0 (cf. [35,
Section 6] for some enlightening example and details). Furthermore, limit
profiles also appears in [9] for an account of the Schauder theory of viscosity
solutions of F/(D?v) =0 in B; under weak concavity assumptions.

Definition 2.9. For a uniformly elliptic operator F' : Sym(n) — R, we say
that it is quasiconcave (resp. quasiconvex) if it is a quasiconcave (quasiconvex)
function of M € Sym(n), namely for all M;, My € Sym(n) and 6 € [0, 1] we have

F((1-0)M; +0Ms) >min{ F' (M), F(Ms)} (respc. <max{F (M), F(Ms)}).
Useful to the subsequent analysis, we define

3 &5 > 0 such that [v]czs(s,,) < €slv]r=(s)
for any viscosity solution of F'(D?v) =0

in By,whereF' e £(\,A) is a

(2.3) ag:=supipe(0,1) ‘
quasiconvex/quasiconcave operator

The existence of g € (0, 1) is guaranteed by the following result.

Proposition 2.10 ([9], Theorem 4.1). Let F' € E(N\,A) be quasiconver and
continuous, @ € C(0By) and u be a continuous viscosity solution to
F(D*u) 0 i By,
u = @ on 0B

Then u e C12(By) for some ag € (0,1) with the estimate below holding true

loc
[l gao iy < Cllulzmaay,
where C' is a constant that depends only on n, \, and A.

Finally, we can state our second result.

Theorem 2.11 (C?“ estimates for viscosity solutions of quasiconcave
equations). Let F' € E(A\,A) be a quasiconvex or quasiconcave operator. Fix
any a € (0, aq) and assume the hypotheses A1.—A4.. Ifu is a bounded viscosity
solution to the problem (1.2), then u* € C*(0), in the sense that there are
quadratic polynomials

‘Bi(az):%xt-Ai-x+Bi-x+c,

such that
|[u* = PB* | 1oy < Cr**®, for all r < 1
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with Cy > 0 depending only on n,\,A and «. Moreover, the estimate below
holds true

| A% [ sym(ny + |B*| + |c| < Co[1b] c2.0 (o) (HQHCLQ(O) +[feaqo) + [f_]C’O‘(O)) :

To develop our theory, we will utilize the ideas contained in [21] and employ
the so-called geometric tangential mechanisms. By doing so, we can obtain
good regularity estimates (cf. [31]) and, in a suitable manner, transfer such es-
timates to solutions of the original problem (1.2) via compactness and stability
processes.

Finally, a few comments. It is interesting to note that Theorem 2.8 (or The-
orem 2.11) provides pointwise regularity of u based on the respective pointwise
regularity of f*. It is not difficult to verify that pointwise estimates imply
global estimates, as stated in the Corollary 6.1.

3. SCHAUDER TYPE ESTIMATE UNDER SMALL ELLIPTICITY APERTURE

In this section we derive Schauder estimates for viscosity solutions to non-
convex fully nonlinear elliptic transmission problems. We assume the Cordes-
Landis type conditions on the ellipticity conditions, i.e, when % <1+9.

We begin with some preliminary results.

Proposition 3.1 (Interior derivative estimates). Let 0 < r < 1. Suppose that b
s a bounded viscosity solution of the transmission problem

(3.1) S § I 0 on T.

Tn Tn

{ Ah = 0 in B,

Then, for any radii 0 < p < %, it holds that b € 03(3_;) with the following
estimates holding true

3
%sic(hi—%xt-DQUi(O)-x—Vb(O)-:c) < C(g) -oB_scb
r?1D%6*(0) | symny + TIVH(O)] < Crosch,

where C' >0 is a constant that depends only on n, A\, and A.

T

Proof. In fact, fix 0 < p < 5. Let w be the unique viscosity solution of the
Dirichlet problem
Aw
w

(By) and Hchg(m) < Clw|e(p,)- By uniqueness of

0 in By,
h on T.

We know that w € C?

loc
viscosity solution to flat interface problems (see Theorem 2.6 ) it follows that
w =B in By. Applying the above result to the function v(x) = h(rz) -5(0), for
x € By, we get ”UH(ﬁ(m) < C|v|e(p,)- Thus, it follows from the Mean Value
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Theorem that

1
%sic(bi—Ext-DQbi(O)-x—Vh(O)-x) < CoIDN | )
3
< C(2) Polemcs
3
o
r By

Moreover,

r*1D%0*(0) Isym(n) + 7IVH(0)] < Clv] =) < Cosch.
U

3.1. Compactness Result. In this section, we present the proof of Theorem
2.8. An important step towards the proof consists of some key results that will
play a crucial role in our strategy.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose thatT' = Bin{x,, =¥ (a")}, for some function ) € C?(By).
Fiz D' e R*! and b € R. Then, given any € > 0 there exists 6 >0 (depending
only on €,n,\,\) such that if

max{“lpch(Bi), Hg - D, X — bHL“’(F); HfiHLOO(Qi)} < 5 and A < (1 + 5))\,

then wviscosity solutions u and b of

F(D2u) = fi m Qi,
ub—u, = g on I,
and
5. A_[) =0 m By,
o-by = D'-x'+b on 33/40{1’11:0}7

respectively, satisfy
Hu - b’|L°°(B3/4) SE

Proof. We will proceed by a reductio at absurdum argument. Thus, let us
assume that the thesis is false. Then, there exist ¢ > 0 and sequences of

functions (F});en, () jen, (fji)jeNa {gi}jen, (¥;)jen and (A;);en satistying

{ Fj(D%u;) = f#(z) in QF
(uj)y = (u;)y = gj on I'j=Bin{z,=1;(r)}

with |ug|re(p,) < 1, where

1 1
(3.3) 1f 1m0y + g5 = D' @' = bllimry) + 865l < ; and A, < (1 + ;) A
and such that

(3.4) |uj — lL)||L°°(B%) > €
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for any viscosity solution b of (5.12). From global elliptic regularity theory (cf.
[21, Theorem 1.1]) we have

(35) ”ujHCal(E) < C(TL,)\,A,Cl)

for some a; = ag(n, A\, A) € (0,1) and sufficiently large j. The sequence {u;};s1
is therefore bounded and equicontinuous on @. By compactness, up to a
subsequence, u; — o uniformly on compact subsets of Bsy as j — +oo.

On the other hand, from (3.3) we have that A; < 2\ for all j > 1, which
implies that the operators F; € £(A,2)) for j > 1. Moreover, by using (3.3),
we can conclude that A; = A, up to a subsequence. Hence, F; - \Tr locally
uniformly on Sym(n) and by Stability Lemma (Lemma 2.3) u., satisfies

At = 0 in Bj,

(3.6) { (uf)z, - (u)e, = D'-2'+b on T34

in viscosity sense. This contradicts (3.4).

t

As in [21], in the previous lemma we assumed that u € C'(By). In later
proofs, we will also need a similar approximation result when u has a jump
discontinuity across the interface. We prove this version in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that I' = By n{x, = ¥(z')} for some ¢ € C*(B]), and

that f* satisfy
1/n
(]f | fﬂ”dx) <Cpeoporl,
Br(xo)ﬁﬂi

for all small radii r >0, g € Q* U, and some a € (0,1). Fiz D' e R*"1 beR.
Ifue C(B~T)n L>(By) a viscosity solution of the problem

F(D>u) = f* in Q=
ub-u, = g on I’

with |u| e,y <1, ut —u~ = he C*I'), then given an arbitrary € >0, there is
0 >0 such that if

(3.7) max{ [ ¥z, |9 - D' 2 = b oy, [ f* |1y} <0 and A< (1+3)A,

then there exists a bounded viscosity solution b € C'(Byjz) to

) A = 0 in B,
' p D'-z"+b on Bsyn{z,=0}

Tn Tn

such that
Hu - bHLw(B1/2) SE

Proof. Using Lemma 3.2, the proof follows exactly as the one of Lemma 5.8 in
21]. O
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3.2. A quadratic polynomials approximation. In this subsection, we present
the core oscillation decay that will ultimately imply C?<(0)-regularity for so-
lutions to the problem (1.2). The first task is a step-one discrete version of the
aimed regularity estimate. This is the content of the next lemma. As in [21],
here we also require that A2. be satisfied.

Lemma 3.4 (A quadratic approximation). Given a € (0,1), there are con-
stants € >0, and 0 < €, p < 1/2, depending only on n,\, A and «, such that, if
u satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 with D' = V'g(0) and b = g(0), and
lgllcrry <1, then there are polynomials with quadratic growth

‘B*(az):%xt-A*-x+B*-x+c,

with A* € Sym(n), B* e R" and ¢ € R satisfying Tr(A*) =0,
(3.9) Bf -B;=0ifi<n and B!-B,=g(0),

(310) AL -A;=0ifi,j<n and Ay - AL =9.,(0) if j<n,
and

| A* [ symeny + 1B*] + ¢] < &,
such that

lu* - sBiHLw(Q,ﬂ < pPre

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as that of [21, Lemma 7.1] along with
minor changes. In fact, fix 0 < ¢,p < 1/2 to be determined. By Lemma 3.3,
there exists a bounded viscosity solution v € C'(Byj,) to

(3.11) Av =0 i By,

(A Vv/g(0) -2’ +g(0) on Bsjyn {x, =0},
such that
(3'12) Hu - UHLDQ(BI/Q) <€

Now, since V'g(0) - " + ¢(0) is smooth and the interface is flat, from Lemma
3.1, we have

[v*les ;) < Co,

for some constant Cy = Cy(n, A, A) > 0. Let
1
P*(x):= éxt -D*v*(0) -z + vo*(0) - x + v(0).

By the previous estimate, it follows that | D?0*(0) |sym(n) +|Vv*=(0)|+[v(0)] < Co
and, for p € (0,1/3),
(313) Hvi_miHL“’(Bg) SCO'pg.

1

Now, choose p small enough such that Cyp? < %,02“3‘. Then choose € = 5p**.
Combining (3.12) and (3.13), we get

Ju = PB*r=s) < |u—vl=s,,) + |05 =B*|=(az) < e+ Cop® < p

2+

Moreover, since v* = v~ on {x, = 0}n By, and v is C? up to the flat interface, we
see that V'v*(0) = V'v=(0) and D?v*(0) = D%v=(0). In particular, Bf -B; =0
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and Aj; - A7 = 0 if 4,5 <n. From the transmission condition in (3.6), we get
By, - B, =v;, —vg, =9g(0) and AL - A = v, (0) —v ., (0) = g,(0) for all

7<n. O

In the sequel, we shall iterate Lemma 3.4 in appropriate dyadic balls in order
to obtain the precise sharp oscillation decay of the difference between u and
the quadratic polynomials J37.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.8

The proof of the result will be divided into several stages.

4.1. Step 1: Smallness regime. Initially, we comment on the scaling fea-
tures of the transmission problems that allow us to reduce the proof of Theorem
2.8 to the hypotheses of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4.

Let €y, p,e > 0 be the constants given in Lemma 3.4 and 6 > 0 be the one
given in Lemma 3.2. Before delving into the details of this initial step, fix
the number §; > 0 specified in the proof of Lemma 4.1. Since this d, does
not depend on the arguments of this first step, we've chosen to fix dy at this
moment to improve the readability of the manuscript. We can suppose that

(1) $(07) = 0, V(0") = 05 [ D2A6(0)] < b, and 1] o) < o,
(i) Jul =gy < 1 and [glorqey < 1.
(111) [g]cl,a(o) +Cp-+ Cp+ < 50,
replacing if necessary u by

w(y):= )

T

(4.1)

for parameters 1 and 7 to be determined. In fact, let u € C'(B;) be a viscosity
solution to

F(D?u) = f* in Q*
uy-u;, = g on I'

Define w: B; - R as in (4.1). We readily check that w solves
2 + 3 O+
. (R - s B

t oy —
wy-w, = g, on I

where

= {yeQrny e}, Te={y e By =1y (y)},
with ¢, (y) =0~ (ny) and
2 /o 2
Fm(M)::n_F(_zM)a ;,T(y):n—fi(ny) and g, (y):= ~g(ny).
T \n T T
Easily one verifies that F, ; € £(A\,A). Thus, it satisfies the same Cordes
condition as F'. Moreover, f_ satisfy

(]gmm |f$7(y)|"dy)1/"

2

(]C;nmm |f*(x) - fi(0)|n)1/n

?72+a _
'Cfi(?‘?])a = - Cre < Crs -Ta_l.

IN

\]ldw 9 |d

(4.3)
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2+a

T cfi'
(i) If y € T, then y, = ¥ (y’), with P (y’) = sU(ny’). Thus, choosing

n: = min{ (8o/[¥] ez 0)) T, 8o/ | D26 (0") |},
we get | D24(0)| = n| D24 (0")] < & and

n

where 'cvfg o=

D2 y,r(y') = D20y 0)]

[Vylczay = sup P,
y'eB) |y |
y'#0
(4.4) < ?71+a : [Q/J]CQ,Q(O) < dop.
Moreover

D2 oy < sup [D2V() = D0 + | D2(O)] < 20,

For (ii) and (iii), we get,
V9nr(y) = V(O] _n*  [Vg(uy) - Vg(0)|

45 T 1, = sup = Sup

(45) [gnrlere) = sup [ T ey [yl
y#0 vto
2+

(4.6) < —lglereq

Thus, choosing

7= sy + 170" - ([g]oraqo) +¢p- +cp0),
we have |w||p~(p,) < 1. Moreover, by (4.3),

2+

[ng]Co,a(O) tep e < ([g]co,a(o) +Cp- + Cf+) <y

-
Thus, if we show that there exist quadratic polynomials

1
nrW) =5y Ay + By -y + by

such that

w*(y) = B (] < Cyr - [y, Yy e Qup
and there exists € > 0 depending only on n, A\, A, such that
| A~ lsyme) + [Br| + [0y < €y [z oy - (190, (O] + [gnrJooaq) + ef5 + €5 ),
then, rescaling back, we get that

[u* () = P=(2)] < Cola**, Vo € Q5 (yo) = Byya(yo) 0 O
with .
PB*(x) = §xt~Ai-x+B-x+b,

where
T T

+ T +
A = ?A B = ;%W,Ta b= Tbn,’r and ¢y = WQW’T

nTI
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and

2
7 Ul 1 ~
7HAiHSym(n) + ;|B| + ;|b| < €yl c2a o) - (190, (0)] + [gn,rJcoaoy + Lt cf;,T)

2+a 2+ ]

5, l+a n n n
< & lone - [ ool + T lglovem + T (er- +e)|

Multiplying by =%, and using the definition of 7, we get

|A*[ +[b] + [&| < 6561[@/)]02@(0) : (|g(0)| + [9]00@(0) T O t cf*)-

4.2. Step 2: Iterative process. In the sequel, we shall iterate Lemma 3.4 in
appropriate dyadic balls as to obtain the precise sharp oscillation decay of the
difference between u* and quadratic polynomials functions. As a byproduct of
a perturbation argument of [21] we get the following result

Lemma 4.1 (Iterative process). Suppose that the conditions of the previous
lemma hold true. Given k> 1, F € E(A\,A) and the Small Ellipticity Aperture
condition A

5 1<,
it holds that there are quadratic polynomaials

1

PBr(x) = §xt-Az-x+B§+ck

satisfying Tr(A;) =0,
(4.7)  (Bp)i—(B)i=0 if i<n and (By)n - (By)n = 9(0)
(4.8)  (AQ)ij— (AR =0 if i,j <n, and (A)nj = (Ap)nj = 92;(0) if j<n
with
(4.9)  PPEVNAL = Afsymeny + 2P IBE = Bial + g = ema] < &g - ptmDEH)
with Po =0 and & = Cy(n, \, A, ) >0, and such that
(4.10) [0 =Bl =z, < prere)

Proof. Since the proof depends on Lemma 3.4, we will omit some steps. The
complete proof can be found in [21]. We will only outline the case D?1(0") =0
because the case ¢g(0) = 0 is analogous. The proof proceeds by induction. For
k =1, by the normalization, we are under the assumptions of Lemma is precisely
the statement of Lemma 3.4.

Suppose we have verified (4.7), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10) for k£ = 1,2,... (.

Consider the rescaled function v: By - R
_u(pr) - Po(p')
v(z) = +a) ’
where B(x): = B xa; + B xa: ch —{zeBy:plre)and Ty={zxeB:z, =
Ye(x")}, for Yu(a') = p~fab(pa’). By the induction hypothesis, |v]=(p,) < 1,
and v satisfies

Fy(D*v,z) = ff in Qf
vy, —v,, = g¢ on Iy
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in the viscosity sense, with
Fy(M,z) = p“F (p"“M + A%, p‘x) for M € Sym(n), x € B;.
fi(x) = pef(p'x) for any z e
gu(@) = P10 [g('0) - (A7 - A7) (o) i) - (Bf — Bi) - vila)] for w e T

It’s possible to find ¢ > 0 such that, v satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.4.
In fact, the proof follows exactly as the one of proof of Theorem 1.3 in [21].
Then, there are quadratic polynomials

‘B*(x)zéxt-.AinrB-erc,

where A* € Sym(n), B* € R, c € R, and [A*|gymn) + |B*| + ¢ < &, satisfying
(4.11) Bf -B;=0ifi<n and B -8B, =g(0)
(412) A5 -A;=0ifd,j<n and A, -A,;=0.,(0)if j<n
such that
(4.13) Jo* = |mcap) < 97"
Rewriting (4.13) back to the original domain yields
[u*(2) =P (2) = p OB (p72)| < pDE)

Finally, by defining %, | (z):= P& (z) + p*E)P=(p~‘x) we check the (¢ + 1)
step of induction. Note that

AZI = A? +p€aAi’ BZI;: B? +p€(1+a)’ and cpypi=cp +pé(2+a)c.
Thus, using that | A*|symen) + |[B*| +|¢| < €y we get that

PP | AL = Afllsymny + PFIBE. = Bl + cre1 — ¢ < €opfCre).

Moreover, by (4.11) and (4.12) we have
(Bi)i— (Bi)i = (BP)i—(By)i+p (B - B;7) =0, if i <n;
BZ+1)n - (Btzfl)n (BZ)n - (BZ)n + p€<2+a)(B; - 87_1) = 9(0)§
(A1) = (AL = (A = (A + 0™ (A - A;) = 01if i, j <n;
(Af)nj = (A)dng = (A7D)ng = (A + (A = Ay) = 92, (0) i j <
Tr( A7) Tr(p* A* + A%) = p*Tr(A*) = 0.
This concludes the proof of the Theorem.

With Lemma 4.1 in hand, we now prove our main result Theorem 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. It is enough to prove the estimate at x = 0. Now, we
notice that if follows from (4.9), namely Az, Bi and ¢, are Cauchy sequences
in Sym(n), R® and in R, respectively. Let A%, BZ and ¢, be the limiting
coefficients, i.e.

AL = lim A;, BL = lim A; and ¢ = lim .

k—+o0 k—+o0 k—+o00
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[j the sequel, in view (4.9),
[9B5; = Pl 2= (z) < Cop*™

for some universal constant C, > 0. Now fix 0 < r < p, we choose k € N such
that
pk+1 <r< pk.

We estimate

[0 = B0y < Co 7%

5. SCHAUDER ESTIMATES OF QUASICONCAVE EQUATIONS

In this section we will study Schauder estimates for viscosity solution of fully
nonlinear elliptic transmission problems when the operator fails to be concave
or convex in the space of symmetric matrices. In particular, it is assumed that
either the level sets are convex or the operator is concave, convex or close to a
linear function near infinity.

5.1. Regularity estimates up to the flat interface. In this part, we will
work initially with the regularity estimates up to the flat interface with constant
coefficients, that is, with the following problem

F(D?u) f* in Bf,
(5-1) {u;n—umn = g on T

where F'is a quasiconvex operator.

Theorem 5.1. Let F' be a a quasiconcave operator and fix o € (0,9). Assume
that g € CY(T') and f* € C%*(B5) with f* = f~ on T. Then any bounded
viscosity solution u of the problem

{ F(D%u)

f* in By,
g on T,

Uy — Uy
satisfies u € C’Qvo‘(Bf/Q) and
lulcaa@yy < O Ul +lglerem + 1 I coa@g) + 1 leoe @),
where C'> 0 is a constant depending only on n, A and A.

To prove Theorem 5.1 we will need the following result.

Proposition 5.2. Let F' be a quasiconcave operator, and 0 < r < 1. Suppose
that b is a bounded viscosity solution of the problem

2 (fo0 o n®

Tn Tn
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Then, for any radii 0 < p < %, it holds that f € C%e0 (B_pi) with the following
estimates holding true

2+ap
age (0 - 50 D?0(0) -2 - 0(0)-x) < €(2) T eosc
2| D*5*(0) | sym(ny + 7[VH(0)] < C'-osc b,

where C' is a constants that depends only on n, A, and A.
Proof. Fix 0 < p<%. Let w be the unique viscosity solution to

{F(D%U) 0 in B,

w = b on 0B.
Since F is a quasiconcave, by Theorem 2.10, w € C2*°(B;) and
[wlgee @) < Clwli=s.):

Moreover, by uniqueness of viscosity solutions to flat interface problems, it
follows that w = b in B;. Now, applying the above result for h(rz), for x € By,
we get h € 0220 (Byy). Let v(z) = h(rz) - §(0), for z € B;. Then, by the mean
value theorem,

osc (hi - %xt -D?H*(0) -z - VHh(0) x)

By

IN

Cp* 0| D?p* | oo (B%)

2+C|{0
= Zp* 0,00 (BE
( ) C aO(Bp/T)

2+a
< (2] polmon
< C (B)Qmo osch.
r
Moreover,
PID*(0)lsymen) +rIVH(O)] < Cllvl sy < C osch.
This concludes the proof of the Proposition. ([

Proof of Theorem 5.1. 1t is enough to prove the estimate at x = 0. Without
loss of generality, assume that v(0) = 0 and ¢g(0) = 0. Suppose further that

f7(0) = f=(0) =0. Let
M = [u ey + glcroey + 1 leragy + 1 lcra@r):

Claim: For all k£ > 0, there exist 0 < v <1 and &y, &; > 0, depending only
on n,\, A and «, and sequences of quadratic polynomials P (x) = 22t - A% -z +
By -x, k>0, such that
(5.3) Osc (u* —PB*)

ok

IN

€0 M,yk:(2+a)

(5-4) 7k71 “AIt - AlilHSym(n) + |Bk‘ - Bk‘71| Q:IM’V(kil)(zm)a

IN
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for any k > 0, where A*, =0 and B_; = 0. Furthermore, F'(A*,0) =0 and
(5.5) (A — (A =0ifi,j#n and (A7)0 — (A)jn = 92,(0) if j # 1,
where A;; denotes the element in the (7, 7)-entry of the matrix A.

We argue by finite induction. In fact, for & = 0, choose By = 0 and A
symmetric sucht that (5.5) holds and (A%),, is given by F(A%) = 0. Then

|AZ] < €4|V'g(0)] < &M, for some €; > 0. Moreover, choose € > 1 large so
that

osc (u* = BE) <2 ([ulpe(sy) + [ ALl symeny) < 2(1 + €)M < & M.

Assume that (5.3)-(5.5) hold for some k > 0. Let r = pj and Py = Pixgs +
P x5 Note that, by (5.5), we have B} =P, on T'n B,, and thus, Py € C(B,).
Let v e C(B,) be the viscosity solution to
F(D%v + A3) 0 in B,
vy —vy =0 on T'nB,
v = u-Pp on IB,

For the proof of existence, see [21, Theorem 4.11]. From ABP estimate (cf. [21,
Theorem 2.1]) and the fact that F'(Af,0) =0,

(5.6) osc v < osc (u = Py,).

T BT

Fix p < £ to be determined later. By Proposition 5.2, we know that v* €
C%e0 (B_;), with

2+aq
(5.7) osc(v*-P*) < C (B) 0sCcv
B} r B,
(5.8) Q% sym) + 1Rl < Coscw,
Br

where PB*(z) = $2t- Q* -z + R -2, Q* = D?v*(0), and R = Vo(0). Moreover, as
F(D?*v+ A;) =0, it follows that

(5.9) F(Q+A%) =0.

Let p=~r and € = ap — a > 0. Choose v < 1/2 small enough so that Cv¢ < 1/2.
Combining (5.6), (5.7), and the induction hypothesis, we see that

2+ 1
(510) e =) <O(E) ase(u- ) < GEMA I,
B r B 2
Let w =u— P, —v. So, taking into account (5.5), it follows that
weS(An, A, f*) in B,
wh —wy; = g-V'g(0)-2’ on TnB,
w = 0 on 0B,

Now, using the rescaled ABP estimate (see [21, Theroem 2.1]), and the as-
sumptions on g and f*, we get

Cp(lg = 9(0) = V'g(0) - &' | L= (zram,) + 1% = F*(0) | Ln ()
Cp*e ([g]Clva(O) + [fi]coya(o)) < COMp*™,

IN

[l =5,

IA
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Choose €y > 4C. In view of (5.10) and the previous estimate, we have

osc (u* =Bz —P*) < osc w + osc (v — P*) < Co My kD)
Bi Bp BZ:

7k+1

Hence, the estimate in (5.3) holds for k+1 with By,; = P +B. To prove (5.4),
we use (5.8), (5.6), and the induction hypothesis to get

VA1 As [ symny + Brer = Bi| < € My,
where €; = C€. Since, A%, = Af + Q, then F'(Af,,,0) = 0 and hence (5.5)
follows from the induction hypothesis. O

5.2. Regularity estimate for non-flat interface problems. The key in-
gredients to prove Theorem 2.11 are the following lemmas, whose proofs will
be omitted because they are similar to those of [21, Lemma 5.7 and 5.8].

Lemma 5.3. Assume that T' = By n{x, = ¢¥(z")} for some ¢ € C?(B}). Fiz a
vector D' € R and b € R. Then, given any € > 0 there is § > 0 such that if
ue C(By) is a viscosity solution of the problem

F(D?u) = f* in QF

ubt-u, = g on I,

with |upe(p,) <1 and

(5.11) max{ |y c2sy), |9 = D" & = bl L=y, [/* L=y} <9,
then there exist a bounded viscosity solution v € C'(Bgjy) to
2 - ; +
(5.12) F(D*) =0 = in By,
vi —vy = D'-x'+b on Bsyn{z, =0},
satisfying

Hu - U”L“’(B3/4) SE

Lemma 5.4. Consider I' = By n{z,, = ¢(a')}, for some functionp € C?(By),
and that the term f* satisfy the inequality

1/n
x|n g ) qor= 04—17
(jgr(mo)mm |f*["dx T
for all small radit v >0, xg € Q* UT', and some a € (0,1). Fiz D' e R be R

and consider u € C(By~T)n L>(By) a viscosity solution to

F(D?u) = f* in QF

ub-u, = g on I’
with |u|pe(py <1, u* —u = heC*(I"). Then, it holds that given an arbitrary
€> 0, there exists 0 >0 such that if the inequality

(5.13) max{ || c2(py). |9 = D' @ = bl ooy, | f* | £y } <0,
holds, then there exists a bounded viscosity solution v € C(Byj,) to the problem
2 — , +
(5.14) F(D zj) =0 in Bf,,
vi —vy = D'-a2'+b on Bsuyn{z,=0}
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satisfying
u— U||L°°(Bl/2) <e.
Theorem 2.11 will be a consequence of iterating the next lemma.
Lemma 5.5. Let F' be a quasiconcave and uniformly elliptic operator. Given
a € (0,q), there are constants € > 0, and 0 < €,p < 1/2, depending only on
the quantities n, X\, A, and o such that, if u satisfies the assumptions of Lemma

5.4 with D' =v'g(0) and b= g(0), and | g|c1(ry < 1, then there are polynomials
with quadratic growth

1
P*(x) = §xt-.,4i~x+%i-x+c,
where A* € Sym(n), B* e R", c e R, and | A*|sym@) + [B*| + |¢| < €y such that

the following estimate holds true

[u* =B~z < p
Moreover, it holds that F'(A*,0) =0 and
(5.15) Bf -B;=0ifi<n  and B! -8B, =g(0),

(2

(5.16) A -A;=0dfdi,j<n and A -A,;=0.;(0) if j<n

2+

Proof. The proof includes the same lines as [21, Lemma 7.1] along with minor
changes. The main difference is to replace Theorem 4.16 in [21] with Theorem
5.1. O

Proof of Theorem 2.11. The proof is omitted because it follows similar lines as
the proof of [21, Theorem 1.3]. Indeed, the key ingredients are the Theorem
5.1 and Lemma 5.5. Details are left to the interested reader. O

6. APPLICATIONS AND COMMENTS

6.1. Global estimates. As a product of a translation argument, we obtain
the following result: a global C*® estimate for Theorems 2.8 and 2.11.

Corollary 6.1.

(1) (First Case) Fix any « € (0,1). Assume that g € C12(I") and f* €
Co(Q07) with f+ = f~ on I. Then there exists § > 0 such that if (2.2)
is satisfied then any bounded viscosity solution u to the problem (1.2)

satisfies u € C’Qva(Qi—‘/z) with estimate

[ ey < Col Yl cnaap (Tl e + lglore@ + 1l coe@m))-

where Cy > 0 depends only on n, A, A and «.

(2) (Second Case) Let ' € £(N\,A) be a quasiconvex or quasiconcave
operator. Fix any a € (0,a9)'. Assume that g € C1(T') and f* ¢
Cov“(ﬁi) with f* = f~ on I' . Then any bounded viscosity solution u
to the problem (1.2) satisfies u € C’Qva(@) with the same estimate as
in item (1).

lag € (0,1) as in (2.3).
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Proof. In fact, for each xzq € QT/Q, define w: B; - R by w(x) = 4~u(:c0 + %x)

and w*:= w| . Then, w e C(By) is a viscosity solution to
O+

F(D*w) = f* in Q%
wh-w, = ¢ on I

where f*(z):= f (SL’O + %x) and §(x):=2g (SL’Q + %x) Therefore, applying Theo-
rem 2.8 (or Theorem 2.11 ) to the function w, we obtain u € C?%(zy) . O

6.2. Estimates for more general equations by perturbation. The re-
sults obtained so far provide us with C?® estimates under weak convexity
assumptions when the variable x is frozen, that is, when the operator F' does
not depend on x. It seems plausible that the techniques in this paper can be
modified to yield C?® regularity results for transmission problems of the type

F(D?u,x) f* in Q%
(6.1) { uy,-u;, = g on I.

As it turns out, this is the case. The starting point relies on the function

F(M,z)-F(M,x)
Br(z,x0):=  sup ;
MeSym(n) 1+ | M]|

which measures the oscillation of F' in x near the zg.

6.3. First case. In the first main result, we realize that everything follows the
same way as long as we modify Lemma 3.2 and 3.3, since Lemmas 3.4 and 4.1
are consequences of them. Notice that the proof of Lemma 3.2 is based on the
ABP estimate, existence and uniqueness of viscosity solutions and compactness
argument. The proof of Theorem 2.1 in [21] can readily be modified to yield
ABP-type estimates, existence and uniqueness results for operators of the form
F =F(M,x). Regarding the proof of Lemma 3.2, if we include the additional
hypothesis |[3]nq+) <0 in (3.7), we have that the previous techniques can be
modified to yield to proof Lemma 3.2, including the assumption | 5;»z) >0
as j - +oo in Lemma 2.3. To conclude, Lemma 3.3 follows from Lemma 3.2.

6.4. Second case. For quasiconvex/quaseconcave operators, we do not need
to modify Theorem 5.1. In Lemma 5.3, it is possible to prove that given € > 0,
there exists § > 0 such that if (5.11) holds and |3] =) < 6, then any two
viscosity solutions u and v of (6.1) and

{F(D%,O) 0 in B

3/47
vi -y, D'-z+b on Bsyn{z,=0}

respectively, satisfy
Hu - U”L‘”(Bg/4) <E€.

As in the previous case, the proof of Lemmas 5.3 is based on the ABP estimates
and C* regularity of the solution. It is worth noting that Lemma 5.4 and
Lemma 5.5 are consequences of Lemma 5.3.
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Thus, as a product of the ideas above, we can extend to more general op-
erators of the type F' = F(M,z). In what follows we describe precisely such
results.

Theorem 6.2.

(1) (First Case) Fixe any « € (0,1). Assume that g € C+*(T") and f* €

Coo(Q) with f+=f~ on I and for any z € Q)

1/n
6.2 ]f n(z, d) <coro
(6.2) (Br%mﬁ“‘c ro)dz)  <cor

for r small and ¢ > 0. Then there exists 0 > 0 such that if (2.2) is
satisfied then any bounded viscosity solution w to the problem (6.1)
satisfies u € C*%(x() with estimate

[ e azy < Col Yl apy (Tl e + lglore@y + 1l ooe@m))-

where Cy > 0 depends only on n, A, A and «.

(2) (Second Case) Let ' € E(A\,A) be a quasiconvex or quasiconcave
operator. Fixe any a € (0,ap). Assume that g € C*(T") and f* €
CO,a(ﬁi) with f* = f~ on I" and (6.2). Then any bounded viscosity
solution u to the problem (6.1) satisfies u € CQva(@) with the same
estimate as in item (1).

As immediate consequence of Theorem 6.2-(1) we can recover the classical
result of Cordes-Nirenberg.

Corollary 6.3 (Cordes-Nirenberg). Fiz any xq € Qf/z' Let u be a viscosity

solution to
{sup inf (L, 50 -hay(r) = f* in 0%,

BeB Y
ub-u, = g on I,

where L, gu:= a%(az)@iju is a family of uniformly elliptic operators with, h.z €
C%(x9) and (aij’ﬁ - 0;5) € C%(xy). There exists 6 > 0 such that if a%(az)
fulfills the condition (2.2), then ue C*(xg).
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