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ON COMPARISON THEOREMS FOR ELLIPTIC INEQUALITIES

ANDREJ A. KON’KOV

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose that €2 is a non-empty open subset of R", n > 2. Let us denote:
QR07R1 = {117 eN: Ry < |II7| < Rl} and FRO,RI = {117 €00 : Ry < |$| < Rl} By
B we mean the open ball in R" of radius » > 0 and center at a point z. Also
put ST = dB?. In the case of x = 0, we write B, and S, instead of BY and S?,
respectively.

Consider the inequality

div A(z, Du) > F(z,u, Du) in Qg,r,, 0 < Ry < Ry < 00, (1.1)

where D = (0/0z1,...,0/0x,) is the gradient operator and A : Qp, r, x R* — R"
is s measurable function such that

ClEP < €A, ©),  |A(x,€)] < Cale™

with some constants C; > 0, Cy > 0, and p > 1 for almost all x € Qg g, and
for all £ € R". We say that u is a solution of (L)) if u € W, (Qg,r) N Loo(Qry,r),
A(z, Du) € Ly/p—1)(QR,,r), and F(z,u, Du) € Ly;p-1)(2g,,,) for any real number
r € (R, Ry) and, moreover,

—/ A(x,Du)Dgpd:vE/ F(x,u, Du)p dz
QRro,Ry

QRo,Ry
for any non-negative function ¢ € C§°(Qg, r,) [4]. In so doing, the condition
=0 (1.2)

U|FRO,R1
means that gu € I/f/},(QRle) for any ¢ € C§°(Bgry,r,), where Br, g, = {2 €
R™ : Ry < |z|] < Ri}. In particular, if @ = R", then (L2) is fulfilled for all
u < Wpl,loc(BRo,Rl)'

Throughout this paper, we assume that S, N # () for any r € (Rg, R1). Let u

be a solution of (1), (I2). Put

M(r;u) = esssupu, 1 € (R, Ry), (1.3)

5.NQ
where the restriction of u to S, N is understood in the sense of the trace and the
ess sup in the right-hand side of (I.3)) is with respect to (n—1)-dimensional Lebesgue
measure on S,. We also assume that the right-hand side of inequality (I.]) satisfies
the following condition: there exist a real number ¢ > 1 and locally bounded
measurable functions f : [Ry, Ry) x (0,00) — [0,00) and b : [Ry, Ry) — [0, 00) such
that
f(r,t—=0) = f(r,t) forall Ry <r < Ry, t>0,

f(’l“,tl) > f(’f’,tg) for all Ry<r< Rl, t1 >ty >0
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and, moreover,

F(x,t, &) > su rt) — |€P1 inf b(r 1.4
( ) re(\x\/a,a|x|1))ﬁ(Rg,R1)f( )~ 1€l re(|z|/o,0lz)N(Ro,R1) (r) (14)

for almost all x € Qg, g, and for all t € (0,00) and £ € R™.

The questions studied in this article were earlier investigated by a number of
authors [I]-[3], [5]-[10]. Our aim is to estimate the function M(-;u) by a solution
of an ordinary differential equation, which contains the radial p-Laplace operator
with the lowest terms.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 2.1. Let u be a non-negative solution of problem (1)), (L2]) such that
M(-;u) is a non-decreasing function on the interval (R, Ry) with

M(Ry + 0;u) > 0. (2.1)

Then for all real numbers a > p — 2 and k > 0 there exist constants a > 0 and
B > 0 depending only onn, p, a, k, o, Cy, and Cy such that the Cauchy problem

1 d [ .]dm|P dm
Tl+a % (’l“ % + k‘b(’l“)

m(R) = M(Ro+0;u), m/(Ro) =0, (2.3)
has a solution on [Ry, Ry) satisfying the estimate

M(r;u) >m(r) >0

)
=% dm

e af(r, fm), (2.2)

dm
dr

dm
dr

for any r € (Ro, Ry).

Theorem 2.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[21], for all real numbers a > p—2
and k > 0 there exist constants o > 0 and > 0 depending only on n, p, a, k, o,

C1, and Cy such that
M (r;u) — M(Ry + 0;u)

) N0 1/(p—-1)
> /R K (W / grroe kIR pe g (e, ))d&) (2.4)

for any r € (Ro, Ry).

Example 2.1. Consider the inequality

.0 < 8u) -
— | aij(x)5— ) + > bi(z
Z al’Z J 01']- ;

i,j=1

15y = elrw)

X

for a linear uniformly elliptic operator with locally bounded measurable coefficients.
Setting p = 2 and

F(z,t,&) = c(z,t) Zb )i,
one can show that relation (4] is filfilled if b and f are non-negative functions
such that
b(r) > sup Z |b;(z)| for all r € (Ry, Ry)

meQr/o‘ ’I‘O’nQRO Ry ;—1



and
f(rt) < inf c(x,t) for all r € (Ry, Ry), t € (0,00).
xEQr'/a,roﬂQRo,Rl
In this case, equation (22)) takes the form
d*m l+a dm
o + ( . + kb(r)) = = af(r, Bm). (2.5)

Putting a = n—2 and k = 1, we obviously obtain the radial part of the operator
A + b(|z|)D]z|D in the left-hand side of (2.H]).

Proof of Theorem[2.1. Assume that Theorem is already proved. Let us con-
struct a sequence of maps m; : [Ry, R1) — (0,00) by setting mq(r) = M(Ry + 0;u)
and

r t 1/(p—1)
mi(r) = M(Ro + 0;u) + /R dt ( - /R §1+“€_kfftb(od<f(£,Bmi—l(i))d£)

t
i=1,2,.... We have M(r;u) > m;(r) > m;_1(r) for all r € (Ro, Ry), i =1,2,....
Therefore, there exists a map m : [Ro, R1) — (0,00) such that m; tends to m
everywhere on the interval [Ry, Ry) as i — 00.
It is obvious that M (r;u) > m(r) for all € (Ry, R;). In addition, the following
integral equation is valid:

r ¢ ) 1/(p=1)
m(r) = M(Ro + 0;u) + /R dt (tfia /R f”“e—’“fﬁb<<>d<f<§,ﬁm<§>>df)

Thus, to complete the proof it remains to verify by direct differentiation that m
is a solution of problem (2.2)), (2.3). O

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM

From now on we assume that a > p — 2 and k > 0 are some fixed real numbers
and u > 0 is a solution of problem (I.T]), (I.2]) such that M (-;u) is a non-decreasing
function on the interval (Ry, R;) satisfying condition (2.I]). Without loss of gener-
ality it can also be assumed that

inf b>0;
(R07R1)

otherwise we prove (2.4 with b replaced by b+ 4, where § is a positive real number,
and let 0 tend to zero afterwards.
From the maximum principle, it follows that

M(r—0;u) = M(r;u), r € (R, Ry), (3.1)
(see Corollary 4.1, Section []).

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < 3 < 1, Ry <1y <11 < Ry, and o®rg > ry. If BY2M(ry;u) <
M(ro;u), then
M (ry;u) — M(ro; u) > 7, min {(7’1 — )07V, } FYE (s, BM (ry; )
for all s € [r1/o,0r¢] N (Ro, Ry1), where
A= inf b

[r1/o,0m0]N(Ro,R1)

and the constant v, > 0 depends only on n, p, Cy, Csy, and 3.
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The proof of Lemma Bl is given in Section [4]

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that 0 < [ < 1, Ry < rg < r1 < Ry, org > r1 and,
moreover, B2 M (r1;u) < M(ro;u). Then

p1 o 1/(p—1)
M (71; ) — M (ro;u) > ya(r1—70) ( / e ke b<<>d<f<§,ﬁM<5;u>>df) (3.2)
PO

for all real numbers Ry < py < p1 < Ry satisfying the inequalities r1 /o < po,
p1 <1y, and p1 — po < r1 — 1o, where the constant v > 0 depends only on n, p, k,
Cl, Cg, and ﬁ

Proof. We have

[ e O e, g (6 w) de < Sl BM(Eau)) [ e O dg

po pop1
< F(6 BM(E.: ) / RN g
[0

for some &, € (po, p1), where
A= inf b

(p07P1)

Since
1 — e—*AP1—po)

P1 1
—kA(p1=8) ¢ — < mi — 0o, —

this implies the estimate

p1 o, 1/(p-1)
o) ([ O e e e
PO
"L~ To 1/(p-1) :
(k}\)l/(p_l)}f P (é-*vﬁM(gMu))u
whence in accordance with Lemma B.J] we obtain (3.2)). O
Corollary 3.2. Let the conditions of Corollary[3.1] be fulfilled, then
M(ri;u) — M(ro;u)
ro — P 1/(p—1)
> y3(r1 — 70) ( — / e NOL £ (e, BM (€ w)) d£)
P1 = Po Jp,

for all real numbers Ry < po < p1 < Ry satisfying the inequalities r1 /o < po,
p1 < rg, and rg — p1 <y — 1o, where the constant v3 > 0 depends only on n, p, k,

Cl, Cg, and ﬁ
Proof. There exists &, € (po, p1) such that

p1 o p1 "o
O e M) d < FlE BM ) [ e RO dg

P0 Po

< min {(m )

< e pMEiw) | "m0 ge (33)

PO
where
A= inf b.

(po,r0)



We have

—kX(ro— —kX(ro—
/p1 e kA ro—¢) d¢ = e FArompL) — gm0 o) < (pl . po)e—kA(ro—ﬁl)_
PO k>\

In addition,

— o~ kA(ro—p1)
e kA(ro—p1) < l1—e T

~ kAo —m)
L min — i
To — p1 m S 7o pluk)\

1 ) 1
mm-<7ry —7g, 5 ¢ -
To — P1 ! 0 kA

IA

IA

Hence, we obtain

p1 _ 1
/ e FA(ro—¢) d¢ < pL= o min {7"1 — T, —} )
0 o — P kA

The last formula and (3.3) imply the estimate

— 1/(p=1)
(ry — 70) (;:f,; / "k b“>d<f<£,ﬁM<f;u>>df)
PO

< min {(7“1 _ To)p/(p—l)’ T — T )} fl/(p_l)(f*,ﬁM(f*;u)).

(kj)\)l/(P—l
Thus, to complete the proof it remains to use Lemma [3.1] O
<

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that 0 < B < 1, Ry < ry < r; < Ry, and BY>M(ry;u)
M (ro;u), then

M (ri;u) — M(ro;u)

r ¢ , 1/(p=1)
> / dt (ﬂ% /m5”%—”5b<<>d<f<£,/3M<£;u>>d£) o (B34

where the constant v4 > 0 depends only on n, p, a, k, o, Cy, Cs, and (3.

Proof. In the case of ory > 11, taking £, € (rg,r1) such that

esssup f(&, M (& u)) < 2f (&, BM (&4 1)),

£€(ro,r1)

we have

r 1 ) 1/(p=1)
/ dt (tm / grreeTts b<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<f;u>>df)

1 t , 1/(p—1)
( / §1+a6—kf5 b(¢) d¢ df)
tita

0

< 2/ U, B (e [t

70

1 t 1/(17_1)
< o0 e o) [ar ([ eeoag)

ro
where
A= inf b.

(ro,r1)
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It presents no special problems to verify that

1 t 1/(p—1) 1 1 — e—kA(t=ro)\ V/(P~1)
/ dt (/ o kA (=E) df) :/ dt (—)
0 0 0 k)\

1 1/(p-1)
< (r1 —ro) (mm{ﬁ—ro,ﬁ}) ;
therefore,

r 1t ) 1/(p=1)
/ “ <t1—+ / gioetls b<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<£;u>>d£>

 —To

< 75 min {m =)™V e } FD (&, BM (€ ),

where the constant 5 > 0 depends only on p and k, whence estimate (B.4]) imme-
diately follows according to Lemma [3.11

Now, let org < r; and N be the maximal integer such that c¥ry < 7. We put
pi =0'rg,i=0,...,N, and pyy1 = r1. It can be seen that

" 1 ' a —k [} 1/(p—-1)
/pil dt (th [0 €1+ e k[ b(C)dCf(g’ﬂM(f;u)) df)

o Lt e 1/(p=1)
< 2/e-y / dt ( T / et <f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>d£)

i

. b [ 1 pi-1 kb0 de 1/(p—1)
2/ / o (tm / G (C) d£)
(3.5)
forall  =2,..., N + 1. Repeating the previous arguments, we obtain
M (pi; u) = M(pi—1; u)

i 1 t . 1/(p—1)
> % / dt (tm gireeHeNOR £g, BM (& w)) d£) (3.6)
Pi—1

Pi—1

forallt=2,..., N+ 1, where the constant v > 0 depends only on n, p, k, C;, Cs,
and §. Analogously,

M(pr; u) = M (ro; u)
o t t 1 (p-1)
> [t (s [ e O amga) . @)

Further, in the case of p > 2, we have

Pi—1 ¢ 1/(p—-1)
( / gltaehIetOX £ BM(E; u)) d&)

T0

i Py t 1/(p=1)
< ( / gltaeRIeb X £ BM(€;u)) d&)
j=2 Pj—2

i it b 1/(p—1)
< ( / gltae=kJe PO £(e BM(€;u)) d£>
Pj—2



forall t € (pi_1,pi), 1 =2,..., N + 1. In particular,

N+1 i1 \ 1/(»p-1)
Z / dt (tw / 51*%‘”&b<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<£;u>>d5)

l

N+1

pi dt pi— 1/(p—1)
<> / W( / grrre HENOE f(e M (e u))d§>

i=2 Y Pi-1 Pi_1

N+1 p s 1/(p-1)
<Y T 2 ( [ e 0k e g U))df) ,
=2 2 1 j=2 Pj—2

whence in accordance with the evident inequalities

pj-1
/ gl kIO f (e BN (€;w)) de
Pj—2

. p1+a /pjl 6_kf;j—1 b(¢) dcf(f, BM (&;u)) dé

Pj—2

and p; — pi1 < opi—1, 2 <7 <1 < N+ 1, we obtain

N1 ,,Z.l t 1/p-1)
S [ ([ e o s i)

i ) (a—p+2)/(p—1)

_ngz<m—

Pi—1

pi—1 . 1/(p=1)
X pj_1 ( / e RIe" MO (e BM(E;u)) d&)
Pj—2

N+1N+1 0; (a—p+2)/(p—1)
7—1
—oy > (22)

=2 i=j Pi—1

b 1/(p=1)
X pj-1 ( / e R HOK £ (e BM(E; 1)) d&) . (3.8)
Pj—2

From the definition of the real numbers p;, i =0,..., N + 1, it follows that

N+1
o Z (pj 1

(a—p+2)/(p—1) N+1
Pi—1 )

=} g N <

for all j = 2,..., N 4+ 1, where the constant 7; > 0 depends only on p, a, and o.
Consequently, relation (3.8) implies the estimate

N41 L t (1)
Z/ dt (t1+a /,, 5”“6‘”5b“’dcf(&ﬁM(ﬁ;U))dﬁ)

N1 1
v o[

Pj—2

N 1/(p=1)
e-Wlb“’dff(s,ﬁM(g;u))d»:) . (3.9)
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In so doing, Corollary B] enable us to assert that
M(pj—1;u) — M(pj—2;u)

it - 1/(p—1)
> Yo (pj1 — pj2) < / e e b<<>d<f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>df>

Pj—2

» . 1/(p—1)
., (1_1) pi- 1( / e b<<>d<f<s,5M<f;u>>d§>
Pj—2

forall 7 =2,..., N+ 1. Thus,
M(pn;u) — M(ro; u)

s T ta kB dC ey
>3 / dt (tm / grroehlL f(&ﬁM(&;u))dé) . (3.10)

l

where the constant 75 > 0 depends only on n, p, a, k, o, C, Cs, and .

Now, assume that 1 < p < 2. Since a > p — 2, there exists a real number 6 > 0
satisfying the condition a — p+ 2 — ¢ > 0. In particular, we have 1 +a — 9 > 0. It
is obvious that

/‘Pil §1+“e_kf; b(<) dCf(g, BM(&;u)) d§

[ sy g
=2 7 pi-2

‘ Pj—1 Pj—1
<> / ghae e YOL (e, BM(& ) dE
j=2 Y Pi—2
forall t € (pi—1,pi), 1 =2,..., N + 1. Combining this with the estimates
Pj—1 Pj—1
[ e T O e gt dg
p

j—2

Pj—1 pio1 .
< # / grentent I MORF(E, BM(gu)) e, j =2, N +1,

Pj—2

we obtain

/ " e MO (e BN (¢ u)) de

T0

<Zp] 1/

for all ¢t € (pi_l,pi), i = 2,...,N 4+ 1, whence in accordance with the Hdélder
inequality it follows that

) 2—p
/pz €1+a —kfé b(¢) dg‘f(g BM 5, d§< (chvz p)

pj—1 1+a 5 —kfj Ly(0) dCf(g ﬁM(& U)) 5

—2

. p—1
i

pi-1 - 1/(p=1)
x Z( / ghreet ”<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<5;u>>d£>

=2



forall t € (pi_1,pi), 1 =2,..., N + 1. At the same time,
5/(2—p)

5/(2—p) 3/(2—p) 5(i—3)/(2—p) Pi—1 .
Zp =S Za <P =2 N+

Consequently, we have

Pi—1 : 1/(p—-1)
( / ghtagRIeb QX £ BM(E;u)) d£)

To
i

1/(p—1)
Pj—1 Pi—1
DY ( / glra—temkl; b<<>d<f(5,5M<f;u>>d§>
Pj—2

Jj=2

for all t € (pi—1,pi), i =2,..., N + 1, where the constant 79 > 0 depends only on
0, p, a, and o. This immediately implies the estimate

N+1 i1 \ 1/(p—-1)
Z/ dt <t1+a/ ghtae e b“’dcf(ﬁ,ﬁM(&U))d&)

N+L  rp; dt pi—1 ) L [Uh() de 1/(p—-1)
SZ/ W(/ gitae™" e f(é-vﬁM(£7u))d£>
i=2 Y Pim1 Piq ro
N+1

— Pi-1
<79Z (1+a 8)/(p—1)
i=2 Pi—1

7 pj—1 iy 1/(p—1)
XD < / grretehle b<<>d<f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>df> :
j=2 Pj—2

Therefore, taking into account the fact that

/pjl §1+a—5e_k fﬁpfl b(C) dCf(£7 ﬁM(& u>) dg
P2

s [ 5

Pj—2
and p; —pi_1 < opi_1, 2 < j <i < N+ 1, we obtain
N+1

Z/ dt( / g kO p(e ﬁM(f'u))df)l/(p_l)
tita , :
N+1 i D1 a—p+2—6)/(p—1)

< YoO E E ( J— )

z2j2pll

P 1/(p=1)
X i1 ( / e IO £ (e BM(E; u)) d§>
Pj—2

N+1N+1
_ %UZ Z <Pa 1

=2 i=j Pi—1

pi " 1/(p—1)
X pj1 ( / e ke b“)dff(g,ﬁM(g;u))dg) .

Pj—2

) (a—p+2—6)/(p—1)
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Since
) (a—p+2-6)/(p—1) N+1

N+1 P
-1 _ —(a-p+2-8)(i-)/(p-1) <
= g
3 (p 3 < 7o

i=j i=j
for all j = 2,..., N + 1, where the constant v, > 0 depends only on 9, p, a, and
o, this again implies inequality ([B.9]), whence we immediately derive (3.10).

From (B.0), (3.6), and (B.10), it follows that
M (ri;u) — M(ro; w)
N+1

o L e 1/(p=1)
> ) / dt <t1—+ / ghrreet e <f<£,ﬁM<£;u>>d£)
=2 i—1 To

1 1 t . (b d 1/(p—-1)
=7 / dt (tl—+ / gheet e <f<5,5M<f;u>>df) ,
P1 0

where the constant 7,7 > 0 depends only on n, p, a, k, o, Cy, Cs, and . Thus, to
complete the proof it remains to combine the last formula with (31). O

Lemma 3.3. In the hypotheses of Lemmal33, let c*/?*rqg < ry. Then
M (ri;u) — M(ro;w)

r . 1/(p=1)
> ygry PR/ () ( / glrae kI MQK £ BNI(E;u)) d£) ,
T0

where the constant v15 > 0 depends only on n, p, a, k, o, Cy, Cs, and (.

Proof. Using Corollary [3.1] one can show that
M (ry;u) — M(o~ Y2 u)

" 1/(p—1)
> y(l—0 ) ( / e RO (e BM(E;u)) d£)
o~ 1/2p

> ,}/2(1 . 0_—1/2)r1—(a—p+2)/(17—1)

T ek [T b0 de . oy
X £ f(& BM(& u)) dE :

—1/2p,
Combining this with the inequality
M(ry;u) — M(ro;u)

—1/2

" o 1/2p, 1/(p—1)
> 4 / dt (tia / 6”“6‘”51b“’dcf(ﬁ,ﬁM(f;u))df)

—-1/2p,

> 74(1 . 0—1/2)7,1—(a—p+2)/(p—1)

o2 . 1/(p—1)
><< / é”“e—’“fe””<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<£;u>>d£> ,

which follows from Lemma [3.2] we complete the proof. O

Further in this section, we assume that

5 (m 1 1= ) a-p+2)1\
— MM w2512 T e/ (p 1)




11

and

o = (min 4 7,572 V2 13 yele—p+2) oy ot
- P2 0D+ G12 4o/ e-1) 4p/ D) (p — 1) 20/D) '

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that M(ro;u) < BY2M (ry;u) < M(rg + 0;u) and

o ¢ . 1/(p=1)
M (ro; u) > / dt (t% /R et b<<>d<f<s,5M<s;u>>ds) (3:.11)

Ro

1/2

or some real numbers Ry < rog <1y < Ry. If o+/%ry <ry, then
)

M(ri;u) — M(ro; u)
> 2—p/(p—1)(1 _ U—1/2)5—1/27,0—(a—p+2)/(p—1)

0 o 1/(p—1)
x <a ghtactls b(odcf(&ﬁM(i;U))dﬁ) : (3.12)

Ro
Proof. At first, let
L7 rva kIO pre gr(eu)) de

2 JR,

< / " gt kIO (e BMI(E: ) de, (3.13)

Tx

where r, = max{ Ry, 70/c"/?}. By Corollary B, we obtain
M (o ?rg;u) — M(ro 4 0;u)

0o o 1/(p—1)
> (0! = )rg ( / e ks b<<>d<f<£,/3M<§;u>>d£)

> 722—1/(;)—1)(01/2 _ 1)T(]—(a—p+2)/(p—1)

o " 1/(p=1)
x( glrae ke b“’dff(s,ﬁM(g;u))ds) .

Ry

The last relation immediately implies (3.12).
Now, assume that ([B.I3) is not valid. In this case, we have r, = ro/c"/? > R,
and

L[ errag k0O (e BMr(E u)) de

2 JR,

< / " gt kMO (e BN (€ ) de. (3.14)

Ro
From (B.I1), it can be seen that

0 dt Tx e —k fTO b(C) de 1/(p—1)
M(TOW)Z/ m Oé/R § % e f(gvﬁM(£7u))d£
Tx 0 0

=(1- 0_—1/2)r()—(a—p+2)/(17—1)

Tx o 1/(p—1)
‘ (a / grraekl; b<<>d<f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>d5) .

Ro
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Combining this with formula ([3.I4) and the inequality M (ri;u) — M(ro;u) >
(B7Y2 —1)M(ro;u) > B~Y2M(rg; u)/2, we again obtain (3.I2). The proof is com-
pleted. Il

Lemma 3.5. Let Ry <19 <71 < Ry, r < 0'/?ry and, moreover,

¢ t . 1/(p—1)
M(C;u) > / dt (tﬁa /R 0 gitae e ”<<>d<f(5,5M<f;u>>d§)

Ro
for all ¢ € (Ro,ro). If M(ro;u) < BY2M(r;u) < M(ro + 0;u), then
M(r;u) — M(ro; u)
p/(P—1) () —
S 2 - 1)

(To—(a—p+2)/(p—1) _ T—(a—p+2)/(p—1))

a—p+2
70 - 1/(p-1)

x(a / glraek e "<<>d<f<s,5M<s;u>>ds) : (3.15)
Ro

Proof. We put r; = max{ Ry, 7o — 0~ /?(r —ro)/2}. By Corollary B.1]

7o - 1/(p-1)
M(r;u) — M(ro 4 0;u) > va(r —ro) (/ e FJe b(odcf(fjﬁM(f;u))df) :

1

Combining this with the inequality
p—1 —(a—p+2)/(p—1 (a— _ —(14a)/(p—1
pp—— 2(7,0( p+2)/(p—1) r—(a—p+2)/(p 1)) < TO( )/ (p )(T . 7,0)7 (3.16)
we have
M(r;u) — M(rg + 0;u)
p/(p=1)(y _
S A —1)
a—p+2

70 ro 1/(p—1)
X (a/ gree e b(C)dCf(&ﬁM(ﬁ;U))dﬁ) : (3.17)

The proof of Lemma is by induction over the positive integer N defined as
follows: N =1 if r; = Ry; otherwise N is the minimal positive integer such that
M(Ro + 0;u) > SN2 M (rq; u).

Consider the case of N = 1. If r; — Ry < ry — 1, then ro < o¢'/2R,. Hence,
repeating the arguments given in the proof of (8.17) with r; replaced by Ry, we
obviously obtain (3.I5). Let 7, — Ry > ro—7r1. For r; < 0'/2Ry, taking into account
Corollary B.1], we have

(TO—(a—p+2)/(p—1) _ T—(a—p+2)/(p—1))

1 - 1/(p—1)
e Rl HOK f (e BM(&;u)) d&) :

The last formula, bound (B.I6)), and the relation 7, — Ry > ro—r, = o~ Y2(r — 1) /2
enable us to assert that

M (ri;u) — M(Ro + 0;u)

M(ri;u) — M(Ro+0;u) > y2(r1 — Ro) </RT

0

2(p—1) (r= @ /=) —(ept2)/(-1))
= 0
2012(a —p+2)

1 ita —k‘frl b(O) de . 1/(p—1)
X e f(& BM(&; u)) dS :

Ro
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In so doing,
M(r;u) — M(ro;u) > (B7Y2 = 1)M(ro; u) > M(rq;u); (3.18)
therefore, we obtain

M (r;u) — M(ro;u)

P2(p—1) (r @ P01 ~(a=p+2)/(-1))
= 202(a—p+2)"°

r . 1/(p=1)
X ( glrae ke b“’dff(g,ﬁM(g;u))dé) ,
Ro

whence it can be seen that

M(r;u) — M(ro; u)

/=) () —
S e —1) (ro @D/ 1) —(ap42)/(0-1)

a—p-+2
71 ro 1/(17—1)

x(a gltaek e b“’dff(g,ﬁM(g;u))dé) : (3.19)
Ry

On the other hand, if of r; > ¢'/2Ry, then in accordance with Lemma we
have

M(ri;u) — M(Ry + 0;u)

n 1/(p=1)
2712r;<“"’+2’/<p‘”( gltaghle ”<<>d<f<£,ﬁM<§;u>>d§)

Ro

> 712(7,0—(11—p+2)/(p—1) N ,r,—(a—p+2)/(p—1))
T1 ) e (b d 1/(P—1)
x ( gltae=kJe b0 <f<5,5M<f;u>>ds) .
Ro

By (BI8), this implies the estimate
M(r;u) — M(ro; u)

> 712(7”()_(a_p+2)/(p_1) _ T—(a—p+2)/(p—1)>
T1 1 e (b d 1/(17—1)
X ( / ghtag=kJe O <f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>ds) :
Ro

whence (B.19) follows again. Finally, summing (B.I7) and (8.19), we derive (3.15).
Assume further that Lemma is proved for all N < Ny, where Ny is a positive

integer. We shall prove the lemma for N = Ny + 1.

Let us construct the finite sequence of real numbers Ry = r; < ... < ry < rq.
The real number r; is defined in the beginning of the proof. If r; is already known,
then we put

rivn = inf{€ € (Ro, 1) : M(&u) > BY2M (ri;u)}. (3.20)

In the case of ;.1 = Ry, we set [ =i+ 1 and stop.

From (B0)), it can be seen that {& € (Ro,7;) : M(&u) > BY2M(ri;u)} # 0 for
all = 1,...,0 — 1. Thus, the right-hand side of ([3.20) is well-defined. Also note
that [ > 3 as N > 2.
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By = we mean the set of integers v € {2,...,l — 1} safisfying the conditions
ric1 < o2 riog — 1 <279 (rg — 1), and

/’r‘il f1_|_a€_kfg'o b(C) dCf(éf, BM(&;u)) dE

Ro

i - 1
grreeHINOC f (e, BM(& u)) dE = 5

Ro 2
for all i € {2,...,v}. We put j = maxZ if the set = is not empty and j = 1,
otherwise.

As indicated above, to prove the lemma it is sufficient to establish the validity
of estimate (3.19). It presents no special problems to verify that at least one of the
following propositions is valid:

(1) 0'1/27’j+1 <7y and
’f‘j ”
grree ENOK (e, BM (& u)) dé

Ti+1
1 [ o e
> o | geen S O% f(e, BM(&5w)) de; (3.21)
Ro
(2) 0'1/27’j+1 Z Tj and T’j — T’j+1 > 2_j(7’0 — 7”1);
(3) rj —rj41 < 279(rog — r1) and, moreover, relation (3.2I)) holds;
(4) 0'1/27’j+1 <7y and
T’j+1 . Tj T
[ e RO g de 2 g [ e R IOK p(e, (g )) ds
Ro RO
In case (1), Lemma 3.3 implies the estimate

M(rj;u) — M (141 + 05 u)

. 5 1/(p=1)
2712r;<“"’+2’/(p‘1)< glraehle b<<>d<f<5,/3M<£;u>>d§>

Tj+1

from which, by the inequalities

M(rsu) — Mlrou) > 267 Mg u) > 59 M(ryn)  (3:22)
and
7 gtk IE N f(e B0 (6 u)) de
> 7 e IO e B (6 u) de
1 " 1+a —k [[0b(¢)d¢ .
> / E1rae kMO f (e BN (E;u)) de, (3.23)
2 Ro
we obtain

M(T; U) - M(To; u)
> 7122—3‘/(17—1)—1ﬁ—j/2(ro—(a—irﬂﬂ)/(p—l) N ,,,.—(a—p+2)/(p—l))

1 \ta —kfrob(g‘)dg‘ . 1/(p—1)
X § e e F(& BM(&; u)) dS -

Ro
The last formula immediately implies (3.19).
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Let proposition (2) be valid. If (3.2I]) holds, then

y N 1/(p-1)
M (rj;u)—M(rj+0; 1) > Yo(r;—rj1) ( / eI MOX f (e BM(€; ) df)

by Corollary 3.1l Therefore, taking into account (8.16) and the fact that r; —r;;; >
27 (rg — 1) = 2797107 2(r — (), we have
M(rj;u) = M(rj1 + 0;u)

P2(p—1) (r (@ P/ B=D) _ ~(a=p+2)/(-1))
= 5 0
20t1g1/2(q — p + 2)

y N 1/(p-1)
><< 5”“6‘”5]”“”Cf(é,ﬁM(é;U))di) .

Ti+1

Combining this with inequalities (8:22]) and (B:23), one can show that
M (r;u) — M(ro; u)

N P2(p—1) (r @ 2D/ _ | —(a=p+2)/(p-1))
= 20/ 002832512 (g — p + 2) * °

1 ro 1/(p—1)
><< ghtaehle ”<<>d<f<£,/3M<§;u>>d§) ,

Ro

whence ([3.19) follows. On the other hand, if (8.2I)) is not fulfilled, then r;;; > Ry
and

[ e % e, ar(e )

Ro

2 /T’j+1 §1+a€_kfgo b(¢) dCf(g’ ﬁM(& u)) df

Ro
> ; grree IO K f(g, BM () de
>3 er grreeT IO K fg BM (5 w)) d. (3:24)

By the induction hypothesis, we have
M (rj;u) — M(rjz;u)
S 200 = 1) (/01 e/

a—7p + 2 Jj+1 J
Tj4+1 Tit1 1/(p_1)
X (a / gltae=kJe MO f(e BM(€;u)) d£) ;
Ro

therefore,

M(rj;u) — M(rjpq;u)

. 2r/(P=1) (p — 1) (r(aP /(1) _ —(ampt2)/ (1)
= 2/-D(qg —p42)" I ’

n , 1/-1)
‘ (a / grrag kL b<<>d<f<f,ﬁM<5;u>>d5) .

Ry
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Combining this with ([3.22)) and the relation

o~ @p /(=) _ ~(a=pt2)/(p-1) 5, @ =P+ 2 ~(a+1)/(p-1)

(rj = 1j40)7;

j+1 J p— 1
a—p+2 —(a+1)/(p—1)
2= m(ro — )7
a—p+2 —(a+1)/(p-1)

- 211 2(p — 1) (r —ro)rg
> 2‘j‘10‘1/2(ro_(“_””)/(p‘l) _ ,,,.—(a—p+2)/(p—l))’
one can establish the validity of the estimate
M (r;u) — M(ro; u)
p/(p—1) (1 _
s 1)
= 2p/(=1+23i/251/2(q — p + 2)
" o -1
x (a giree ML f(e, BM (&) d£)

Ry

from which (3.19) follows again.
Now, let proposition (3) be valid. It is obvious that

(To—(a—p+2)/(p—1) _ T—(a—p+2)/(p—1))

J J
7’1—7“]'+1 :Z(Ti_TH—I) S 22_2(7’0—7"1) S’l"o—’f’l.

i=1 i=1
In particular, o/ ?rj4+1 > ro. Consequently, Corollary implies the inequality
M(r;u) — M(rg + 0;u)
. 1/(p-1)
ro—1T; _ [T0
> =) (S [ O e g de )
Ty = Tj+1 rii1

whence in accordance with (3.16), (3.23) and the fact that r;—r;;1 < 277 (rg—rq) <
279(rg — r;) we obtain

M(r;u) — M(ro + 0;u)
S wl—1) (r @ P/ =D _ | —(a=p2)/(p-1)

T a—p+2
r " 1/(p—1)
x ( / ghtaghe *’<<>d<f<s,ﬁM(5;u>>ds) .
Ro

This obviously implies (3.19]).

Finally, let proposition (4) be valid. If r;1; = Ry, then the right-hand side
of (8.19) is equal to zero; therefore, estimate (3.19) is trivial. Thus, one can assume
that r;,1 > Ro. In this case, we have M(r;yi;u) < BY2M(rj;u) < M(rjq + 0;u)
and Lemma [3.4] allows us to assert that

M (rj;u) — M(rja;u)
> 2—p/(p—1)(1 . U—1/2)ﬁ—1/2T;J£«;—p+2)/(p—1)

P " 1/(p=1)
x(a / glraek e "<<>d<f(5,5M<f;u>>d§) .

Ro
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Combining the last relation with (3:22)) and (3.24)), we obtain

M(r;u) — M(ro;u)

> 2—(p+j)/(p—1)—1(1 _ 0—1/2)B—(j+1)/2r_—ﬁ—p+2)/(p—1)
= j

n " 1/(p=1)
X (a / glrae ke *’<<>d<f<s,ﬁM(5;u>>ds) :

Ro

whence (3.19) follows at once. The proof is completed. U

Proof of Theorem[2.2. The proof is by induction over the minimal positive integer
N such that M(Ry + 0;u) > BN2M(r;u). If N = 1, then (Z4) follows from
Lemma 3.2l Assume that Theorem 22]is already proved for all N < Ny, where N,
is some positive integer. Let us prove it for N = Ny + 1. Put

ro = inf{€ € (Ro,7) : M(&;u) > B2 M (r;u)}.

We have Ry < ro < r and, moreover, M (ro;u) < BY2M (r;u) < M(ro + 0;u).
By the induction hypothesis,

M(ro;u) — M(Ry + 0;u)

0 t ‘ 1/(p—-1)
> / dt (% /R Of”“e—’“fsb<<>d<f<§,ﬁM<5;u>>d5) : (3.25)

Ro t!
At the same time, it can be shown that

M(r;u) = M(ro; u)

r t ) 1/(p=1)
> / dt (tfia /R 0f”“e—”ﬁb“)dff(f,ﬁM(&;u))d&) : (3.26)

Really, the right-hand side of the last expression satisfies the inequality

T @ " tva k00 1/(p=1)
/ro at <t1+a /ROS e f(€>5M(§;u))d§)
' ! ¢ 1/(p—1)
< 21/(10—1)/ dt (tf% /TO gl-i—ae_kfg b(odcf(£7ﬁM(£;u)) df)

)

91/(p=1) Td - " 1+a,—k [fb(¢) d¢ M(E: d =D

v (o [ e OS e g dg)
Ro

T0

Thus, formula (3:20) will be proved if we succeed in proving the estimates
M(r;u) — M(ro + 0;u)

\ . t 1/(p-1)
> 99/ / dt (t% / giroe Tt b<<>d<f<5,ﬁM<f;u>>df) (3.27)

70
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and
M(r;u) — M(ro; u)
p/(p—1) (o, _
L2 —1)

(To—(a—p+2)/(p—1) _ T—(a—p+2)/(p—1))

a—p+2
70 "o 1/(p-1)
x (a:/’ grregh b“”“f(f,ﬁﬂ4(€;U))d€)
Ry

, ro t 1/(p—1)
NWﬂ/ﬁﬁﬁfimﬂMWWMW@W%) - (3.28)
T0 Ro

Estimate (3.:27) is a consequence of Lemma [3.2] whereas (3.28) can be obtained by
Lemma B4 if 0*/%rq < r or by Lemma B35 if 0'/%r¢ > r.
To compete the proof it remains to sum inequalities ([8.25]) and (3.26]). O

4. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1

As in the previous section, we assume that u is a non-negative solution of prob-
lem (L)), (L2) and, moreover, M (-;u) is a non-decreasing function on the interval
(Ro, Ry) satisfying condition (2.1]).

Lemma 4.1. There is a symmetric n x n-matriz ||a;;|| with measurable coefficients
such that the function A = (Ay,...,A,) on the left in (L) can be written as
follows:

Az, 0) = ay(x, QP2 i=1,....n,
j=1

for almost all v € Qry g, and for all § € R™. In so doing, we have
MICPP <) ai (@, €)GG < Aal¢) (4.1)

ij=1

for almost all x € Qp, g, and for all £, € R", where the constants \y > 0 and
Ao > 0 depend only on Cy and Cs.

The proof is given in [3, Lemma 4.1].

We put
n (p—2)/2
ij=1
where
(ZIZ’) _ aij(l’,DU), ZEGQR(LRU
ij ()\1 + )\2)(5“/2, z e R" \ QRO,Rl’
Also let
=1

where h(z) = |DulP~?/q(x, Du) for all x € Qg, g, such that Du(z) # 0 and

h(z) = ()\52_17)/2 + )\;2_17)/2)/2 for all other x € R™. In the case of £ = 0, we assume
that the right-hand side of (£2) is equal to zero.
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Relation ({.1]) implies the inequalities

min{AZ P2 APy < p(z) < max{APTP2 AP (4.3)
and
M E]? < Z i (2)&&; < Xalé[? (4.4)
ij=1

for almost all x € R™ and for all £ € R™.
From Lemma [4.1], it follows that

div Q(z, Du) > F(x,u, Du) in Qg g, (4.5)
where Q) = (Q1, . ..,Q,). In addition, we obtain

(Q(z,8) = Q(z,¢)(€ =) >0

for almost all z € R™ and for all £, € R"™, & # (.
Let w1 and wy be open subsets of R™ and v € VVp1

Joc(w1 Mwg). We say that
=0

v |w208w1

if pv € I/f/},(wl Nwsy) for any ¢ € C5°(w2). Analogously,
<0

U|w208w1 —
if o max{v,0} € I/f/})(wl Nwy) for any ¢ € C§°(w2).
Lemma 4.2. Suppose that v € Wpl(wl Nws) is a solution of the problem

divQ(z, Dv) > g(x) inwiNwy, | <0,

woNdw1 —

where wy and wy are bounded open subsets of R™ and g € L, p—1)(w1 Nwa) s some
function. We denote: wg = {x € wy Nwy : v(x) > 0},

vo(z) = { v(z), @ € w,

0, T € wy\ Wy
and
_ g(.ﬁ(f), S Wo,
g0(x) = { 0, T € wy \ Wp.
Then

div Q(x, Dvg) > go(x) in ws.

Lemma 4.3. For every non-negative function w € W;(B}!) N Ly (BY), r > 0,

y € R™, there exists a function ¢ € I/f/})(Bﬁ) N Loo(BY) such that 0 < ¢ <1 almost
everywhere on BY, 1 =1 almost everywhere on Bff/z and, moreover,

esssupw?~! > —CrP™" Q(z, Dw) Dy dx,
BY By
where the constant C' > 0 depends only on n, p, C1, and Cs.
The proof of Lemmas .2 and [4.3]is given in [3, Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4].
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Proposition 4.1 (maximum principle). Suppose that v € W} (w) N Lo(w), where w
1s an open bounded subset of R™ with an infinitely smooth boundary and, moreover,
div Q(z, Dv) + H(z)|Dv[P~* >0 (4.6)
inw for some funtion H € Ly (w). Then
ess sup v|,, = esssup v, (4.7)
where the restriction of v to Ow is understood in the sense of the trace and the

esssup in the left-hand side of (A1) is with respect to (n—1)-dimensional Lebesgue
measure on Ow.

Proposition 4.2. Let v € W}((0,1)"), I > 0. If mes{z € (0,)" : v(z) = 0} >

1" /2, then B
/ P dz < czp/ \Dol? da,
o, (I

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on n and p.

Proposition 4.3 (Moser’s inequality). Assume that v € W (BY) N Loo(BY) is a
non-negative solution of inequality (A6l in the ball BY, r > 0, y € R", where
H € Lo (BY) satisfies the condition

resssup |H| < 1. (4.8)
BY

Then

esssup vf < Cr_"/ vP dz,
B, B

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on n, p, C1, and Cs.
We omit the proof of Propositions L.THA.3 as it is pretty standard (see [4], [§]).

Corollary 4.1. For allr € (Ry, R)
M (r;u) = esssup u. (4.9)

QRQ,T‘

Proof. Without loss of generality it can be assumed that Ry > 0; otherwise we pass
in (@9) to the limit as Ry — +0. Take some r € (R, R;). By ([L4)) and (L), the
function u satisfies the inequality

div Q(z, Du) + b(|z])|DufP™ >0 in Qg,
Let us put

ug(x) = { u(z), x € wo,

0, xr € BROJ“ \ wo,
where wy = {x € Qg,, : u(z) > 0} and Bg,, = {x € R* : Ry < |z| < r}.
Lemma [£2] obviously implies that
div Q(z, Dug) + b(|z|)|Dug/’™" > 0 in Bg, ..

Thus,

ess sup U, By, = e?; sup ug
Rg,r

according to Proposition £l To complete the proof it remains to notice that

M (r;u) = esssup U0|aBRO,T
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and
ess sup u = ess sup .
BRO,T BRO,T

U

Lemma 4.4. Let the hypotheses of Proposition[].3 be fulfilled, then for any e > 0
there exists a real number 6 > 0 depending only on n, p, Cy, Cy, and € such that
the relation mes{x € BY : v(z) > 0} < dr" implies the estimate

esssup v < €esssup v.

Y Y
Br/s Br

Proof. In the case of esssupgy v = 0, Lemma (4.4 is trivial. Without loss of gener-
ality it can be assumed that esssupgy v = 1; otherwise we replace the function v
by v/ esssupgy v. Also it can be assumed that r = 1 and y = 0; otherwise we use
the change of variables.

Take a non-negative function n € C§°(B;) such that 17|Bl/2 = 1. From (4.0]), we
have

— [ Q(z,Dv)D(nPv)dx + | H(x)|Dv[P"'nPvdz >0
B1 Bl

or, in other words,

/ n?Q(x, Dv)Dvdr < H(z)|Dv[P~'nPv da —p/ v Q(x, Dv)Dndx.
By

By By

Using Young’s inequality, one can show that

H(x)||DoP~tnPode < PIDvlP dx + L PoP dx
| n w n Ju 7

B By B

and
[ @ DoyDnds < [ apIQU DOP Vs 4 [ |Doperda
By B By

for all real numbers p > 0, where the constant u, > 0 depends only on p and pu.
On the other hand, in accordance with (A3]) and (£4) there are constants s > 0
and s, > 0 depending only on n, p, C7, and C5 such that

%/ nf”\Dv|pdm§/ n?Q(z, Dv)Dv dz
B1 B1

and
/ 11Q(x, D)"Y dw < 5, / 7| Dof? da.
B1 B
Hence, choosing sufficiently small u > 0, we obtain the estimate

/ | Dv|? dx g/ nP|DvlP dx < T/ VP dx,
By /2 By By

where the constant 7 > 0 depends only on n, p, Cy, and Cs.

Let mes{x € By : v(z) > 0} < d for some § > 0 such that § < 8 "n~"/2. There
exists a finit family of the disjoint open cubs J;, i = 1,2,..., N, with the edge length
equal to 26'/™ such that By C Ui\ilji C Bijs. According to Proposition E2], we
have

/v”d:zﬁ(c?p/"/ |DvfPdx, i=1,2,...,N,
Ji i

(3
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where the constant ( > 0 depends only on n and p; therefore,

/ vP dx < gap/"/ | Dvl? da.
Bia B2

At the same time, from Moser’s inequality, it follows that

esssup vf < 9/ vP dx,
Biys Bi/a
where the constant 6 > 0 depends only on n, p, C, and Cs. Thus, we obtain
esssup v¥ < 7‘(95”/"/ vP dx < 7CO8P" mes B
By /s B

To complete the proof it remains to take the real number 6 > 0 satisfying the
condition 7(95”/" mes B; < &P, O

Lemma 4.5. Let the hypotheses of Proposition [{.3 be fulfilled, then

/ |H (z)||Dv|P~ dx < Cr™ P esssupv? ™, (4.10)

Br'/2 B?
where the constant C' > 0 depends only on n, p, Cy, and Cs.
Proof. Applying Lemma 3] with w = v?/®=1 | we have

esssupv? > —urf™" Q(x, Dv)Dyv dx (4.11)
BY B!

for some non-negative function ¢ € V([)/IIJ(BT@,’) N Lo (BY) such that 0 < 1 < 1 almost
everywhere on BY and 1) = 1 almost everywhere on BY 19> where the constant pu > 0
depends only on n, p, C7, and C5. Put

1:/ \H (2)]| Do~ da.

T

By the Holder inequality,

I < esssup|H|/ | Dv[P~ Y da
BY BY

1/p (p—1)/p
< ‘esssup |H| (/ @Dd:z) (/ |Dv|pwdz) ;
BY BY BY

therefore, taking into account condition (4.8)), we obtain

(p—1)/p
I < r™P~Y(mes By)Y/? (/ | Dv|Py da:) : (4.12)
By
At the same time, relations (£.3]) and (4.4]) imply the estimate
%/ |Dv|Py dx < Q(z, Dv)Dvyp dx, (4.13)
BY By

where the constant > > 0 depends only on p, C;, and Cs. Since the function v is
a non-negative solution of inequality (L) in BY, we have

— [ Q(a, Dv)D(vv) dz + / H(2)| Dol Ypw dz > 0.
BY

By
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Consequently,

Qlz, D\ Dvbdr = | Oz, Dv)D(wbv) da — / Q(z, Dv) Dw da
BY B

By
< H(z)|Dv|P~ v dx — Q(z, Dv) Do dz.
BY By
The last relation and (411 allow us to assert that

r"P
Q(x, Dv)Dvip dr < [esssupv + esssup v”.
BY BY 2 BY

Combining this with (£I12) and (4I3), we obtain

(p—1)/p
I < ¢/t (I esssup v + r" P esssup vp> , (4.14)
BY B

where the constant ( > 0 depends only on n, p, C;, and Cs.
In the case of

Tesssupv > r""Pesssup v?, (4.15)
BY BY
formula (£14) enables one to establish the validity of the inequality

(r—1)/p
I < 20=V/pgypn/p=1 (Iesssup v)
By

or, in other words,
I < 2P~ 1(Ppn=P esssup vP 1,
By
whence (LI0) immediately follows. On the other hand, if (4I5) does not hold,
then in accordance with (£.I4]) we have

I < 2= D/Pepn=p ogg gup vP L.
BY

This also implies (d.I0). The lemma is completely proved. O
Proof of Lemmal31. Let s € [r1/o,0r¢] N (Ro, Ry), r = min{1/\, (r; —19)/4} and,
moreover, N be the maximal integer such that Nr < (r; —rg)/2. Put p; = ro +ir,

i=1,...,N. For each i € {1,..., N} we take a point y; € S,, N satisfying the
condition

lim esssupu > M (p;; u). (4.16)
e—40 BEyZnQ
Assume that
esssupu > (2 — BY2) M (p;; ) (4.17)
BYinQ

for some i € {1,...,N}. We denote w; = {x € BY¥ NQ : u(zx) > BY2M(p;;u)} and

u(zx) — ﬁl/zM(pi;u), T € w;,
vilz) = { 0, x € BY \ w;.

From Lemma [£.2] and relation (4.5), it follows that
din(xv sz) > F(x,u, DUi)Xwi (LE) n vaﬂhv (418)
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where y,, is the characteristic function of w;. Therefore, in accordance with (L.4])
we obtain

div Q(x, Do) + MDufP™ > f(s, B2M(piu))xe () in BY.  (4.19)
Since A\r < 1, Lemma implies the inequality
pr" P esssup vl Tt > )\/ | Duv; [P~ da. (4.20)
B B,

where the constant p > 0 depends only on n, p, C1, and C5. At the same time, by

Lemma [£3] there exists a function v; € I/E)/;(Bf}z) NLo(B))y) such that 0 < ¢; <1

Yi _ Yi
almost everywhere on Br;z, 1; = 1 almost everywhere on BT;4 and, moreover,

esssup vl > —prPn Q(z, Dv;) D dx, (4.21)
B, B,

where the constant v > 0 depends only on n, p, C, and Cy. According to (4.19),
we have

— Q(x, Dv;) D1 dx+>\/ | Du; [P~ 4); da > f(s,ﬁl/zM(pi;u))/ Ui da.

Bf}z Bf}é mefk
Combining the last relation with (£20) and (£21]), one can show that
esssup v’ ' > 2P mes(w; N BY,)f(s, BY2M (pi; u)), (4.22)

BYi
where the constant > > 0 depends only on n, p, C1, and Cy. By condition (4.10),

i > (1 — B2 . ]
El_l)IEOesZS}p v; > (1=B7)M(pi;u) >0

Since M (ps;u) > M(rg;u) > SY2M(ry;u) and

M (ri;u) = esssup u > esssup v,
QRO,rl Bfl

this implies the estimate

lim esssupv; > (1 — Y2)5Y2 esssup v;.
e—+40 BYi BYi

Therefore, by Lemma 4], there exists a real number § > 0 depending only on n,
p, C1, Cs, and 8 such that mes(w; N 33;4) > or"™. At the same time, taking into

account (L.IT7), we obtain
esssupu — M(ps0) > (1— B2 M(pi0) > (1 — 5/2) 312 esssup vy

B,Z«/iﬂﬂ Bs«/i
Thus, formula ([4.22]) enable us to assert that
esssupu — M (py;u) > 7P/ @7V /=D (5 B2 0N (p;: ), (4.23)
BYinQ

where the constant 7 > 0 depends only on n, p, C;, Cs, and S. Now, assume
that (£I7) is not valid, then there exists a real number ¢ > 0 for which

esssupu 4 ¢ < (2 — BY2)M(p;; u). (4.24)
BYINQ
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We denote w; = {z € BY NQ: u(x) > 2M(p;;u) — esssuppgyingu — ¢} and

vi() = u(x) — 2M (ps; u) + esssupgringu + ¢, T € w;
0, xr € BY\ w;.

As above, the function v; satisfies inequality (£I8)). From (@24]), it follows that
u(z) > BY2M(p;;u) for all x € w;. Hence, in accordance with (I4) the function
v; also satisfies inequality (£I9]). Consequently, repeating the previous arguments,
we again obtain (£.22). Further, it presents no special problems to verify that

esssup v; = 2 (esssupu — M(pi;u)> +C.

BYi BYinQ
In addition, formula (£I6) implies the estimate

lim esssupv; > esssupu — M (p;;u) + ¢ > 0.

e——+0 gl }fimQ
Therefore, we have

lim esssupwv; > —esssupv; > 0
and Lemma [4.4] enables us to assert that mes(w; N Bf} 4) = 0r", where the constant
0 > 0 depends only on n, p, C;, and C5. Thus,

2 <ess supu — M(pi; u)) +( > () @D/ 07 UE () BN (py; )

BYinQ

by inequality (£22]). Finally, passing to the limit in the last expression as ¢ — 40,
we derive (£.23]) once more.
Since
M (ri;u) — M(ro;u) > esssupu — M (py;u)

Y100

and M(p1;u) > M(rg;u) > BY2M(ri;u), relation (E23) with ¢ = 1 proves the
lemma in the case of r = (11 —1¢)/4. For r = 1/, using (£.23), we obtain

N
3 ( supu — M(pz-;m) > T NrAY D YD (5 BN (1),

i=1 B,yiﬁﬂ

whence in accordance with the inequalities Nr > (r1 — 19)/4,
M (pii1;u) > esssupu, i=1,...,N—1,
YinQ
and

M (ri;u) > esssup u
BYNNQ

it follows that

M(ri;u) — M(pr;u) > =7(r; — ro))\_l/(p_l)fl/(p_l)(s,BM(TI; w)).

NN

Lemma [3.1] is completely proved. d
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