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HOLDER CONTINUITY FOR NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC
PROBLEM IN MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-SOBOLEV SPACE

BEIBEI WANG, DUCHAO LIU, AND PEIHAO ZHAO

ABSTRACT. Under appropriate assumptions on the N(€2)-fucntion, the De
Giorgi process is presented in the framework of Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space
to prove the Holder continuity of fully nonlinear elliptic problems. As the
applications, the Holder continuity of the minimizers for a class of the energy
functionals in Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces is proved; and furthermore, the
Holder continuity of the weak solutions for a class of fully nonlinear elliptic
equations is provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since Ladyzhenskaya and Ural’tseva developed the method pioneered by De
Giorgi [10] and introduced the class Z(Q, M, v,71,9,1/q) (see [23]), through which
the Holder continuity of functions of this class can be proved, the class Z(---)
in the case of the standard m-growth conditions was also proved working (e.g.
[19, 21 23] [35]). This method is also available to investigate the variational prob-
lems and the regularity of solutions of quasi-linear elliptic equations. The regularity
of solutions under nonstandard growth conditions is investigated following an coun-
terexample given by Giaquinta in 1987 [20], further relevant contributions are for
example in [2 3], 3] [32] B3] 24], 25| 26] [15], 27, [37, [38] and a more recent paper [22].

Our aim in the current paper is to study the Holder continuity of the minimizers
for functionals defined on the Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces and the Holder con-
tinuity of the weak solutions for the associated fully nonlinear elliptic equations,
mainly in the framework of Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space and from the viewpoint
of PDEs.

In fact, there are some important classical regularity results for the minimizers
of integral functionals within the Sobolev, variable exponent, Orlicz and Musielak-
Orlicz-Sobolev framework settings in the literature.

In an early work of [I], Acerbi and Fusco proved that for any W,-”(Q;RN)-
local minimizer u with 1 < p < 2 of the integral functional [ f(z,v(z), Dv(z))dz,
its gradient Du is actually locally A\-Holder continuous for some A > 0 when f
fulfills some uniformly p-exponent increasing conditions. In the recent papers [8 [7],
Colombo and Mingione investigated the regularity of W1 (Q; R™V)-local minimizer
u of the integral functional defined by Py, ¢(w, Q) = [, (|Dw|?+a(x)|Dw|?) dz where
0 <a(x) < Land 1< p< gq. In fact, the authors proved that Du is actually locally
Holder continuous when 0 < a(-) € C%*(Q) and 1 <1+ {. The results in [§]
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cover more general functionals than Pp 4 in [7]. As described in [g], the result was
actually extended to the vector case and a larger class of more general functionals.
When considering the particular case p = ¢ or a(z) = 0, the regularity theory of
minimizers is by now well understood, see for instance [30, 29, B4]. In a much
more recent paper [6], the authors considered the minimizer u € W'1(Q) of the
functional defined by Plog(w, Q) := [, [|Dw|P+a(z)|Dw[P log(e+|Dwl)] dz, in which
the function a(-) is nonnegative, bounded and satisfies |a(z) — a(y)| < w(lz — y|)
for every z,y € Q. They proved that if [ := limsup,__,ow(r)log(1) < oo, then

u € Cllo’f for some 8 € (0,1);if I =0, then u € Cllgf for every § € (0,1); if w(r) < r°
with o € (0,1) then Du is locally Holder continuous in €.

We point out that some regularity results in the variable exponent spaces frame-
work can be found in the works [9], 16, I1I]. In the paper [9], Coscia and Min-
gione proved that for any W''(Q)-local minimizer u of the integral functional
Jo |Vu|P(®) dz, its gradient Du is actually locally Holder continuous when p(-) is lo-
cally Holder continuous in Q. When p(-) satisfies R=°{PiBr} < I for all Bg C 0,
Fan and Zhao [I6] proved that W' ?()-minimizer u € C%#(Q) for some 8 € (0,1).
In [11], Diening and Hést6 also introduced in the important study [11] the Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces with variable smoothness and itegrability, including a trace theorem
in the variable index case. In [4], Adamowicz and collaborators showed the con-
tinuity of quasiminimizers of energy functionals [ f(z,u, Vu)dz when f satisfies
some uniformly p(-)-exponent monotonicity assumptions.

In the recent works of [12, 13], Diening and his collaborators proved a series of
regularity results in Orlicz spaces. More precisely, they proved in [12] the C1:@-
regularity for local minimizers of functionals with @-growth including the decay
estimate, where ¢ is a convex C!-function independent of the parameter z € Q C
RY; in [13], they established a local Lipschitz result for the local minimizers of
asymptotically convex variational integrals.

For regularity results in the Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev setting, we also noticed that
Hésto and collaborators proved, in an important recent work [22], that Harnack’s
inequality still holds for quasi-minimizers in the Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces
without any polynomial growth or coercivity conditions, which yields the local
Holder continuity of quasi-minimizers. Comparing with our current study, it is
interesting to notice that we proposed a different monotonicity assumption for the
® function from that in [22]’s. In our current study, we have proposed a more
general uniformly monotonicity condition on the N(§2) function. Meanwhile, with
the regularity results in the key Theorem Bl we can prove not only the Holder
continuity of the minimizers for a more general class of energy functionals (see
Section M), but also the Holder continuity of a kind of weak solutions for a class of
fully nonlinear elliptic equations (see Section [).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2| for the readers’ convenience
we recall some definitions and properties about Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. In
Section Bl we give some crucial lemmas in order to prove the main theorems of this
paper. In Section ] we prove the Holder continuity of the minimizers of a class of
the energy functionals in Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. In Section [B] the Holder
continuity of the weak solution to a class of fully nonlinear elliptic equations is
provided.
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2. THE MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-SOBOLEV SPACES

In this section, we list some definitions and propositions related to Musielak-
Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Firstly, we give the definition of N -function and generalized
N -function as following.

Definition 2.1. A function A : R — [0,400) is called an N-function, denoted by
A € N, if Ais even and conver, A(0) = 0,0 < A(t) € C° for t # 0, and the
following conditions hold

lim M =0 and lim M = +400.
t—0+ ¢ t—+oco ¢

Let Q be a smooth domain in R™. A function A : Q x R — [0,400) is called a
generalized N -function, denoted by A € N(Q), if for each t € [0,+0), the function
A(-,t) is measurable, and for a.e. x € Q, we have A(z,-) € N.

Let A € N(Q), the Musielak-Orlicz space L“(Q) is defined by

LAQ) = {u : u is a measurable real function, and 3A >0

such that / A<:1:, |u(x)|) do < —|—oo}
Q A
with the (Luxemburg) norm

llull L) = [[ulla := inf {/\ >0: / A(x, @) dz < 1}.
Q

The Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space W14 (Q) can be defined by
WhAQ) == {u e LAQ) : |Vu| € LA(Q)}

with the norm
lullwra@) = llulli,a = [[ulla + [[Vul a,
where ||Vull 4 := | |Vu] || a-
A is called locally integrable if A(-,tg) € Li () for every to > 0.

Definition 2.2. We say that a(z,t) is the Musielak derivative of A(z,t) € N(Q)
at t if forx € Q and t > 0, a(z,t) is the right-hand derivative of A(x,-) at t; and
forz e Qandt <0, a(x,t) := —a(z, —t).

Define A : Q2 x R — [0, +00) by

A(z,s) = sup (st — A(w,t)) for x € Q and s € R.
teR

A is called the complementary function to A in the sense of Young. It is well known
that if A € N(Q), then A € N(Q) and A is also the complementary function to A.

For z € Q and s > 0, we denote by a;'(z, s) the right-hand derivative of Az, ")
at s at the same time define a}'(z,s) = —a}'(z, —s) for x € Q and s < 0. Then
for x € 2 and s > 0, we have

al'(z,s) =sup{t > 0: a(z,t) < s} =inf{t > 0: a(z,t) > s}.
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Proposition 2.1. (See [I7, [36]) Let A € N(Q). Then the following assertions
hold.

(1) A(z,t) < a(z, )t < A(z,2t) forx € Q and t € R;
(2) A and A satisfy the Young inequality

st < A(z,t) + A(z,s) for v € Q and s,t € R
and the equality holds if s = a(x,t) or t = a]'(z,s).
Let A, B € N(Q). We say that A is weaker than B, denoted by A < B, if there
exist positive constants K1, Kz and h € L*(Q) N L>(Q) such that
(2.1) A(z,t) < KiB(x, Kat) + h(z) for z € Q and t € [0, +00).

Proposition 2.2. (See [17,136]) Let A,B € N(Q) and A < B. Then B < A,
LB(Q) < LA(Q) and LA(Q) — LE(Q).

Definition 2.3. We say that a function A : [0, 4+00) — [0, 400) satisfies the Ao ()
condition, denoted by A € A2(Q), if there exist a positive constant K > 0 and a
nonnegative function h € L*(Q) such that

Az, 2t) < KA(x,t) + h(z) for x € Q and t € [0,+00).

If A(xz,t) = A(t) is an N-function and h(z) = 0 in Q in Definition 2.3 then
A € Ay(Q) if and only if A satisfies the well-known Ay condition defined in [5] [14].

Proposition 2.3. (See [I7]) Let A € N() satisfy A2(Q2). Then the following
assertions hold,

( ) LA(Q ) {u: u is a measurable function, and [, A(z,|u(z)]) dz < +o00};

2) JoA(z, Jul)de < 1 (resp. = 1;> 1) <= |lulla < 1 (resp. = 1;> 1),
where u e LAQ);
3) Jo Az, |un|)dz — 0 (resp. 1;400) <= [Junlla = O (resp. 1;+00), where

{un} C LA(Q);
(4) up = uin LAQ) = [, ‘A(x, |un|) de — Az, |u|)‘ dz — 0 as n — oo;
(5) If A’ also satisfies (Az), then

‘ / x) dx
Q

(6) a(-,Ju()]) € LA(Q) for every u € LA(Q).

< 2f|uflallv] 5, YVu e LAQ),v € LAS);

The following assumptions will be used.
(C1) infreq A(z,1) = ¢1 > 0;

Proposition 2.4. (See [17]) If A € N(Q) satisfies (Cy), then LA(Q) < L*(Q) and
WhA(Q) — Whi(Q).
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Let A € N(Q) be locally integrable. We will denote
W) : = G A
Dy =Cr@) e,
In the case that |[Vu| 4 is an equivalent norm in Wy (Q), Wy (Q) = Dy (Q).

Proposition 2.5. (See [17]) Let A € N(Q) be locally integrable and satisfy (C1).
Then

(1) the spaces WEA(Q), Wy A(Q) and Dy™(Q) are separable Banach spaces,
and
W (Q) = WhA(Q) — WH(Q)
Dy (Q) < Dy (Q) = Wy (9);
(2) the spaces WhA(Q), Wol’A(Q) and Dé’A(Q) are reflexive provided LA(Q) is
reflexive.

Proposition 2.6. (See [17]) Let A,B € N() and A be locally integrable. If there
is a compact imbedding WHA4(Q) —— LB(Q) and A < B, then there holds the
following Poincaré inequality

lulla < el Vulla, Yu e Wy (),

which implies that ||V - ||a is an equivalent norm in Wy Q) and Wy (Q) =
DA (Q).

The following assumptions will be used.

(P1) © C R"(n > 2)is abounded domain with the cone property, and A € N(Q);

(Py) A:Q xR — [0,+00) is continuous and A(z,t) € (0,+00) for € Q and
t € (0,+00).

Let A satisfy (P1) and (P). Denote by A=!(z,-) the inverse function of A(z, ).
We always assume that the following condition holds.

(P3) A€ N(Q) and

1 4-1
A t —
(2.2) / #dt<+oo, Vrel.
0 o
Under assumptions (Py), (P2) and (P3), for each = € €, the function A(z,-) :
[0,4+00) — [0,+00) is a strictly increasing homeomorphism. Define a function
A7 Q % [0,+00) — [0, 4+00) by

n+1
T n

s g-1
(2.3) A7 (z,5) = / wdT for z € Q and s € [0, +00).
0

Then under the assumption (P3), A; ! is well defined, and for each z € Q, A, *(x, )

is strictly increasing, A; *(z,-) € C*((0,+0oc)) and the function A, *(x, -) is concave.
Set

(2.4) T(x)= lim A;'(z,s), Ve

s——+o0
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Then 0 < T'(z) < +00. Define an even function A, : Q x R — [0, +00) by

Az t) = s, if € Q,t| €[0,T(x)) and A (z,s) = |t],
YT 4o, forx € Qand [t > T(x).

Then if A € N(Q) and T'(z) = 400 for any = € Q, it is well known that A, € N(Q)
(see [B]). A, is called the Sobolev conjugate function of A (see [5] for the case of
Orlicz functions).

Let X be a metric space and f : X — (—o00,400] be an extended real-valued
function. For z € X with f(z) € R, the continuity of f at x is well defined. For
x € X with f(z) = +oo, we say that f is continuous at x if given any M > 0,
there exists a neighborhood U of x such that f(y) > M for all y € U. We say
that f : X — (—o0,+00] is continuous on X if f is continuous at every z € X.
Define Dom(f) = {z € X : f(z) € R} and denote by C*7°(X) the set of all locally
Lipschitz continuous real-valued functions defined on X.

Remark 2.1. Suppose that A € N(Q) satisfy (Py), then for each to > 0, A(z, to),
Az, to) are bounded.

The following assumptions will also be used.
(Py) T :Q — [0,40o0] is continuous on Q and T' € C*~%(Dom(T));
(P5) A, € C'7°(Dom(A,)) and there exist three positive constants dy, Cp and
to with §p < %, 0 < tp < min g T(z) such that
VoA, (z,t)| < Co(Au(z, 1), j=1,... n,
for x € Q and |t| € [to, T (z)) provided V A, (z,t) exists.
Let A,B € N(Q2). We say that A < B if, for any k > 0,
Az, kt)

m B = 0 uniformly for x € .

Remark 2.2. Suppose that A,B € N(Q0), then A< B= A< B.

Next we give two embedding theorems for Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces re-
cently developed by Fan in [I8].

Theorem 2.7. (See [18], [28]) Let (P1) — (Ps) hold. Then
(i) There is a continuous imbedding WH4(Q) — LA (Q);
(i) Suppose that B € N(Q), B : Q x [0,+00) — [0, +00) is continuous, and
B(z,t) € (0,+00) for x € Q and t € (0,+00). If B < A, then there is a
compact imbedding WA (Q) —— LB(Q).

By Theorem 2.7} Remark and Proposition [2.6] we have the following:
Theorem 2.8. (See [18], [28]) Let (P1)—(Ps) hold and furthermore, A, A, € N(Q).

Then
(i) A < A,, and there is a compact imbedding W4 () —— LA(Q);
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(ii) there holds the poincaré-type inequality
lulla < C|[Vulla for ue Wy (),

i.e. ||Vulla is an equivalent norm on Wol’A(Q).

3. SOME LEMMAS
Suppose € C R™ is a bounded smooth domain, and A € N(2) satisfies the
following Condition (), denoted by A € <.

(&7) A e N(Q) satisfies assumptions (P1), (P2), (Ps), (P5) in Section 2l and the
following
(Py) T(z) defined in ([24) satisfies T'(x) = +oo for all z € Q.

Lemma 3.1. (see [?]) Suppose that A € N(2), and there exists a strictly increasing
differentiable function 2L : [0, +00) — [0, +00) such that

(3.1) Az, at) > A(a)A(z,t), Va > 0,t e R,z € Q.

(i) Then there exists a strictly increasing differentiable function A [0, +00) —
[0,4+00), defined by

~ L. for >0,
— 2A(3)
(3.2) 2A(B) { 0. 5 for f= 0,
such that
(3.3) Az, Bt) < A(B)A(z,t), VB> 0,t € R,z € Q,

and furthermore A= A,
(ii) If A satisfies

(3.4) nA(a) > oA (),

then A, € N (), and there exists a strictly increasing differentiable function
2, : [0, 4+00) — [0, +00), defined by

—_t for o >0,
(3.5) A7 (o) = onA=L(o)
0, for o =0,
such that
(iii) If A satisfies
(3.7) o' (a) > A(w),

then A€ N (Q), and there exists two strictly increasing differentiable func-
tions A, A : [0, +00) — [0, 400), defined by
~ B 91+@’ for o >0,
10, for o =0,

and
=1 oA (oY), foro >0,
0, for o =0,
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such that
(3.9) Az, Bt) < A(B)A(z,t), VB> 0,t € R,z € Q.

(3.10) A, Bt) > A(B) A(w, 1), VB > 0,1 € R, € Q.

Definition 3.1. We say that € : Rt — R™ satisfies Condition Ag+, denoted by
¢ € Ag+, if there exists a constant My > 0 such that

(3.11) Clapf) < Mp€(a)e(B), Va, 5 > 0.

~ ~ =~-1
Remark 3.1. By (3.2), B5) and B), if A,2A~L € Ag+, then A, A1, A7 A €
A+, and there exists a constant My > 0 such that the following two inequalities
hold
A (@)A (@) < My, o2 1 A(a™Y)) < My, Vo > 0.

Lemma 3.2. (see [?]) Let {yn} C R be a sequence satisfying

1 A1
(3.12) Yni1 < Bm* (&czhm—l(cm*@h”)yh)), VB3>0,
where c is a positive constant. If A, AL A, € Ar+ then there exists a y§ > 0 such
that for yo <yg, yn — 0 as h — oo.

For a measurable set E C R", we denote by mes(E) or |E| the n-Lebesgue
measure of E. For a measurable function u defined in 2 and a measurable set
E C Q denote

max u(x) := ess sup,epu(x), mhin u(zx) := ess infyepu(z),
s E) = — mi .
osc(u; F) max u(x) min u(x)

If u e WHA(Q) and B, = B,(z) := {y € R" : |y — 2| < p} C Q is any given ball,
we denote Q , := {x € B, : u(xz) > k}, where k is a real number.

The following two lemmas will be used.

Lemma 3.3. (see Lemma 3.9 of Chapter 2 of [23]) For any uw € WY1(B,) and
arbitrary number k and | with | > k, the following inequality holds

(3.13) (1= B, 7 < 0l

—_— |Vu|dz
|Bp — Qe pl Q. )\ p ’

where C = C(n) > 1 is a constant depending only on n.

Lemma 3.4. (see Lemma 4.8 of Chapter 2 of [23]) Suppose a function u(x) is
measurable and bounded in some ball Br,. Consider balls Br and Byr which have
a common center with Br,, where b > 1 is a fived constant. Suppose in addition
that for any 0 < R < b~ 'Rq at least one of the following two inequalities is valid

osc{u; Bp} < c1R®, osc{u, Br} < Oosc{u; Byr},
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where ¢c; >0, ¢ <1 and 6 < 1 are positive constants. Then u € C%*(Bg,), where
a = min{e, —log;, 0}.

In the following lemma A € N(Q2) N &7 satisfies the following assumptions:
(A1) There exists a strictly increasing differentiable function 2 : [0, 4+00) —
[0, +00) satisfying
(3.14) nA(a) > oA (o) > A(a)
such that
(A11) Az, at) > A(a)A(x,t), Va > 0,t e R,z €
(AIQ) Qlu Q[_la Ql*? 517 S A]R*;

Lemma 3.5. (see [?]) Let A € N(Q) N satisfy (A1), B € N(Q) satisfy B < A,
and w € WHA(Q) satisfy for any Br C Q, R < Ry and for all ¢ € (0,1) and any
k 2 tO;

u

G15) [ A |Vuhdr<y [ A <x i) dotn [ Blak)ds
Qk,oRr QR (1 - U)R QiR

Then w is locally bounded above in €.

Definition 3.2. Let M, 7y, 1 and § are positive constants with 6 < 2. We will say
that a function u belongs to class B(Q, M,v,71,6) if u € WHA(Q), maxq |u(z)| <
M and the functions w(x) = tu(x) satisfy the inequality

-k
(3.16) /Q Az, |Vw|)dz < ’y/ A<:17, m) dz + 71 |Q%, |
k,op

Q. p (1=0)p
for arbitrary B, C Q,0 € (0,1) and such k
(3.17) k> Hjlgaxw(x) — 0M.
P

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let A € N(Q)N satisfy (A1) and (C1). Then B, M,~y,71,6) C
C%(Q)), where the constant a € (0,1) depends only on the parameters n, A, v and
0, but it is independent of v1 and M.

We are now on the position to prove Theorem Bl Let u € B(Q, M,~v,7,0)
in which A satisfies the condition (A1) and (Cy). Without loss of generality we
may assume that M > 1 and v > 1. To prove Theorem [3.1] it suffices to prove
that for each xyp € € there is a ball Bg, C Q such that u € C%%(Bpg,) where
a = a(n,A,~,d) is a constant.

Now let zg € € be given arbitrarily. Choose a positive number Ry < 1 such that

Br,(x0) C Q, take arbitrarily R € (0, Ro]. It is easy to see that at least one of the
two functions w = 4w satisfies the following condition

1 1
(3.18) mes{a: € Br :w(x) > maxw(z) — —osc{u;BR}} < —mesBr.
2 Br 2 2 2
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From now on we denote by w the function identified to u or —u that satisfies

BI8). Set
(3.19) 7 =max{2,2/0}, ¢ =71 ‘tosc{u;Br}, Kk = I%&XU)({E) — 1.
Then
(3.20) K > max w(x) — %osc{u; Br}
and
(3.21) k' > maxw(zx) — §M.
Br

Note that B21)) implies that B.I6]) and BI7) hold for £ > &k’ and p < R.
Under the above assumptions we can give the proof of Theorem Bl throughout
the following Lemmas [3.61{3.9]

Lemma 3.6. Let A € N(Q) N satisfy (A1) and (C1). Then there is a positive
constant 8 = 0(n, A,~y) such that the following equation

(3.22) |Qko)§| < OR",
implies that at least one of the following two inequalities holds:
(3.23) H<? (£>R,
Y
H
(3.24) maxw(z) < k® + —,
Brja 2
where
(3.25) 0< H< ),k = r%axw(x) — H.
R
Proof. Set

in 3)). Then for a > 0 we have

A(w,aA_l (w ﬁ)) > Ql(a)A(:c,A_l (:v %)) =,

or equivalently
aA™? (x, %) > A Yz, s),

« A71(x7m(sa)) 1 ANz, s)
(Ql(a))% o Ala) T g

Integrating the above inequality with respect to s from 0 to ¢, we have

ey A—1 t o4—1
L/ ”#f;”drz/ %ds,
(A(a))™ Jo T 0

T n S n

which implies that

(at)
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where 7 = 5. Then the definition of A, in ([Z3)) yields that

«

- AT7Y gz L Nz
(3.26) (m(a))%A* ( ’2{@)) > A, (w,1).

Setting ¢ = 2A(a) A (:C 91(O‘)) in (B:20), we conclude that

[

) F = a7 (na(@a (2. 52 ))
or equivalently
(3.27) Au(z,p'™7) > pA. (w ﬁ(u))

in which g = A(«). Then by [B.6]) and the above (827, we have

Az, 1 %) > pA, (x ﬁ(u)) > A, (x,ﬂ:l(m mlll(u))’

which implies that

(3.28) A () < pt A A ().
For h=0,1,2---, set
R R o H H
thz-i-m, kn =k +3_W’

_ p—n _
yn =R |Qk}uph, |7 Dpy1 = Qkhﬁhﬂ \Qk}1+17P}L+1'

Applying inequality BI3)) to | = kp41,k = ki and p = pp41 we get

1

Yn+1
n _1
=R’ |Qkh+lxph+l|1 "
1—-n 7
< CR Phi1 V| de
(kh-l-l - kh) |Bph+1 - Qkhxph+l| Dpya
R\" 1
<CRy—moht2g-1(2) ____ - = o9 . 1~
> 2 |BR/4 — Qk01§| |vw|A,Dh+1 | |A;Dh+1
Cc2ht3-—ng-1R AV
_—211<Q((|vw|A;Dh+l)/ A(;p, &) dx)
|BR/4 - Qko,gl Dyt |vw|A;Dh+1

(3.29)

=—-1/= ~ 1
4 (m(|1|~_ )-/ A(w,i)dx)
A;Dpya D |1|Z;Dh,+1

h+3—n -1 ~—1 ~
gwﬂl</ A(x,|Vw|)dx) -2A </ Az, 1) dx)
|BR/4 - Qk“,%l Dpy1 D41

Coh+3-npg-1p B ~—1
T Bl Uy, A7) & (ciDr
I h+1

O2h+3—nH—1R _

~—1
< Qll</ Az, |Vw dx)évl coR™yp).
|BR/4 - Qk0)§| Dh+1 ( | |) ( ° yh)
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If 322) holds, choose

Then )
|Br/a — Qo n| 247" R wy, — 3 47w, R" = 272" Y, R"™,
and consequently from ([B:29) it follows that
1—3 hpl-npr—1, —lg—1 57! n
(3.30) Ypyet SC2"RTTH w, A Az, |Vw|)dz | A (c2R™yn)-
Dy

Applying inequality BI6) with k = kn, p = pp,0p = pnt1, we obtain

/ A(z, |Vwl|) dz
D1

S/ Az, |Vw|)dz
Qkh Ph41
A(% >d$+71 Qg
Qkh . Ph — Phal | h Phl
A 2o = ) de 4l
Qkh on
(3.31)
A(:E, ) dz + 71|y, |
Qkh oy
R [ A2 do |
Qo
<VA(R'H) { / Az, 23 da + / o dw} + 711y |
Dy, 0, Qi o

S"Yé\[(RilH)[CQQ[* (2h+2)|Qkh,7Ph |+ C |Qk}uph, I+ |Qk}nph |
SCW/Q\[(R_lH)QL* (2h+2)|Qkh7Ph | + ga! |Qkh7ph |
Assume that equation ([B:23]) does not hold, then we have

(3.32) / Az, |Vw|) dz < eyA(R™H)2A, (2" R™yp,.
Dy 41

Then from B.30), we can get

~—1

(3.33) y,lw_j‘ < "RVTH T W AT ey A(RTVHDAL (VTR y)A (coaR™Myn).
For any 8 > 0, set u = Byp+1 in (B28). Then
_ 1 1-X
A (Byns1) Byt < B 7yt A (Bynta),
or equivalently

_ 1 1-x__
(3.34) A (Byns1)yns1 < ﬂ—;thr{lm Y(BYn1)-

By the definition of yy, it is clear that y, | €9 > 0 as h — oo.
Claim: if (323) does not hold, then ¢y, = 0.
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To prove €9 = 0, we argue by the contrary €9 > 0. Then Lemma [BI] Remark
BI 2712 € Ag+, B33) and (3.34) imply
A (Bynt1)yn+1

1 -1
Sﬂ—lyhﬁlm 1(5yh+1)

@)

1= 2 o1
Ypi A (Ynt1)

1
n

A1 ~
7(ﬁ)c2hR1_nH_1w;12[_l (eyA(R™H)A,. (2" %) R™yy,)

1
n

A

~—1

A (2R yn) A (Y1)

2! -~
zi(ﬁ)cTRl_"H_lwrlel_l(cle(R_lH)Ql*@h”)R"yh)

1
n

. CQR"ZIJhQ[il (

A(B)

)ml(yhnLl)

coR™yy,

< thRH_lwngl_l(c'yQAl(R_lH)Ql* M HR™ ) - caypA! < Uil >

= coR™yp,
—1
B
—1

A fﬂ ) 2"RH'w ' A (AR H)A, (2" ) R ) - cayn2 ™ (R™™)
A8

<A 1 (2 (2 g - e (R (R

A(RH A (AR H))

-1
= ﬁfﬂ ) 5219 (e 2 (22 )y) - g - M2,

n

and therefore

-1
A (Bynr) <2 gt (e (22 - L
Xz Yn+1
-1
§L£B)c2h2l_l (U, (2h+2)yh).

n

Then from the above inequality we conclude

A(B)

1
n

1
(3.35) Y1 < —Qh(
B
Choose § < min{y, 3 - 4 "w,}. Then [B.22) yields that yo < 6 < y;. By Lemma
B2 we can get y, | 0 = &g as h — oo, which contradicts to g9 > 0.
The conclusion of the Claim means that (824]) holds. The proof is completed.
O

2 A1 (e, (2h+2)yh)), V5> 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let A € N(Q) N satisfy (A1) and (Cy). For any given 6 > 0 there
is a natural number s = s(0,n, A,v) > 2 such that either

(3.36) ¥ < 259 (%)R
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or
(3.37) Qo 2| < OR™,

hOldS, where kO = maxp, ’w(.I) _ 275+1,¢'

Proof. If equation (3.36) does not hold, i.e.
sq—1 et
(3.38) ¥ > 259 (—)R
v
where the nature number s will be determined later.

Fort=0,1,2...,5s—1, set

Fe = I%ixw(x) B 27%)’ Dy = th% \kahg'

Applying inequality (B.16) with p = R, p—op = %, k=kfort=0,1,2,...

and by ([338) we obtain
/ Az, |Vw|)dz
Dy

S/ Az, |Vw|)dz
Q,, &

w—k
S’Y/ A<$7Tt> dz + 7[Rl
Qiy R 2

2
gy/ A(x, —2‘%&) dz + 71 (%, 5|
Qky R

R
<OA(R™I279)[Qu, R] + 71, 1]
(3.39) <YA(R'27R™ (t=0,1,---,5—2).

Applying inequality BI3) to | = ki1, k = ki and p = & we get
(3.40)
_1
|Qk5,1,§|1 "
1
§|th+1,§|1 g
_ < (&)
" (key1 — ki) |Br =, =] Jp,

|Vw|dz

gt (RY 1
<c- (7)) g Velan Min,
2 tyo

Scl2t,¢—an(2—lwn(2—lR)n)—12[—l(
Dy
~—1
gczw-lm-l( A<:c,|w|>dx)-m (D).
Dy

Az, |Vw|)dx) 5{1( 5 Az, 1)dx>
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From Lemma Bl Remark Bl A=, 2 € Ag+, (340) and [3.39) we can conclude
0 F <A (ART2)RY A (D)
(3.41) <c(R2W AT ARI27 ) R™A (eyR™) - §71(|Dt|)
<o kA k) - A (D).
From (&41) and 221 € Ap+ we have

2[177) < A RTIA (eyR™Y)) - | Dy

s—1,%

(3.42) 2A(]92,
Summing (342) with respect to ¢ from 0 to s — 2 and noting that

s—2 n
R
|Dt|s|BE|_wn<—> |
t=0 : 2
we obtain
= 2 n _
(3.43) Ay, al'"7) < %m(c R~ (cyR™))R".
. -

By Lemma B A1, 2l € Ag+, B43) and Remark BI] we can get

1 =

2771 n ~—1
O, sl a2 o pa R ()

a RIA N eyRMR™AH(R™™)

and therefore

~—1 —_n %

= o2 "wp =t
(3.44) |ka—1y§| < <M3Ql (s—ﬁ)) R™.

where M3 = M3(y,n, A) and ¢g = ¢o(A) are constants.
Now we choose a natural number s such that s — 1 > ¢p2 7 "w,, and

~—1 2—n - ﬁ
(Mg%l (L @ )) <0,
s—1

~—1
note that s = s(0,n, Ms,co,2A ) = s(n,v,4,0). For such s, if (B30) does not
hold, then from B44) we get
., ] < 6R",
which means |Qko§| < OR™, i.e. (337) holds since

k® = maxw(z) — 275 ) = k.
Br
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Lemma 3.8. There is a number s = s(n, A,v) > 2 such that

(3.45) % < 2° max { maxw(x) — maxw(z), RA! (%) }

for any R € (0, Ro].

Proof. Let R € (0, Rp] and let § = 6(n, A,7) be the constant as in Lemma
Applying Lemma [B7 to this § we can find a constant s = s(6,n, A,v) = s(n, A,7)
such that at least one of ([B.30]) and (B31) holds.

If (B36]) holds, then ([B45) is obviously true.

Now assume that ([336]) does not hold. Then Lemma 377 @37) holds, i.e.

o 5| < O,
where k = maxp, w(z) — 275 1. Set H = 275t14). Since ([B3.36) does not hold,

we get
H > 27t 25 g~ <ﬂ> > RA! <ﬂ>
Y Y
By Lemma [3.6]

H
< 0 - _ S
InRaiw(x) k" + 5 —mzl)(w(x) 275,

ie.
< 2° — .
P < (r%ix w(x) rgz/mi( w(x))
This shows that equation (B48) holds.
Lemma [3.§] is proved. O

Lemma 3.9. For any R € (0, Ro] at least one of the following two inequalities
holds

(3.46) osc{u, Br} < 72°2~! (%) R,

(3.47) osc{u, Brjs} < (1 —77'27%)0sc{u, Br},

where T = max{2, %}, and s = s(n, A,v) is the constant as in Lemma[38.

Proof. By Lemma B8 equation ([3.43) holds. Then at least one of the following
two inequalities holds

(3.48) ) < 2°RA (%)
(3.49) P < 2° (r%ixw(x) - I%?i( w(x)) .

When equation (8:48]) holds we have
osc{u; Br} =1¢ < 28R <%>,

ie. (340) holds.
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When 49) holds we have
osc{u; B} =79

<7r2° —
<12 mgute) — gz

<72° (r%ixw(x) - n]%z/mic w(x) — H151>iRn w(x) + rll%l}fllw(x))
<72%[osc{w; Br} — osc{w; Br/4}].
=72%[osc{u; Br} — osc{u; Br/a}],
which implies that ([B.47) holds.
Lemma is proved. O

The proof of Theorem 3.1l By Lemma [3.4] and it follows from Lemma
that u € C%%(Bg, (o)) where

o =min{l, —log,(1 —77127%)} = —log,(1 — 77'27%) = a(n, 4,7, ).

By the arbitrarily of x9 € Q we have u € C%%(Q)). The proof of Theorem [B1] is
completed.

4. APPLICATION TO MINIMIZERS

Consider the integral functionals as follows
(4.1) B() = E@,Q) = [ f(z,v(), Vo(x))da,
Q

where v € W14(Q) and f(z,s,z) is a Carathéodory function on Q x R x R"
satisfying

(4.2) A(x,z |zi]) — B(z,s) —b < f(z,8,2) < a<A(:L“,Z |zi]) + B(z, s) —|—b)

i=1
with @ and b being non-negative constants, A € N(2) N & satisfying (A4;) and
(Cy)(see In Section @), N(2) > B < A. satisfying the following (Bj)-(B2):
(B1) There exists a strictly increasing differentiable function B : [0, +o00) —
[0, +00) satisfying
B(z,at) > B(a)B(z,t), Va > 0,t e R,z €
(B2) There exists a constant T o > 0 such that B(x, T o) > 1 for any = € Q.

Definition 4.1. A function u € VV;;‘(Q) is said to be a local minimizer of E if

(4.3)  E(u; suppp) < E(u + ¢; suppp) for any ¢ € WOI’A(Q) with suppy CC .

Theorem 4.1. Let f satisfy the growth condition @E2)). If u € WHA(Q) is a local
minimizer for the functional (1)), then

(i) uwe L$(Q);

loc

(i) u € C%*(Q) in which the constant o € (0,1) depends only on n, A and a.
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The assertion (i) of Theorem 1] has been obtained by Theorem 4.1 of [?].
The assertion (ii) of Theorem [M.1] follows from Theorem Bl and the following
Lemma .11

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[{-1}, for any open set 1 in Q with
Oy C Q, there exist positive constants M, v and vy1 such that uw € B(Q1, M,~v,71,1)
in which the constant v = v(a, A) is independent of €2;.

Proof. Let Q1 be an open set in Q with ©; C 2. By assertion (7) of Theorem 1]
there is a constant M > 0 such that

(4.4) maxu(z) < M.
o

From (42]) it follow that there is a positive constant ¢ = ¢(a,b, By, M) =
c(a,b, A, M) such that

(4.5)
A(I,Z|ZZ| —c<fa:uz)<aA( Z|zi|)—|—c,V$€§1, |lu| <4M, z € R",

=1 =1

where By = maxg B(z, M) < maxg, A.(z, M)+ C < Co.

Let B C 91,0 <t < s, k> —2M, w(x) = max{u(z) — k,0}. Choose n € C*
with suppn C Bs, 0 <n < 1,7 =1 on By, |Dn| <2(s—t)"L. Set v =u— nuw.
Then for z € O

[v(@)] < Ju(@)| + ()] < M +3M = 4M.

By the minimality of v and (@3] we get
(4.6)
Az, |Vul|) dz — ¢|Q.s|

<a Az, |Vv|) dz + ¢|Q 5]

SEQl(Z) {/ﬂ | Az, |Vu|(1 — 7)) dx + /Q,m Az, |Vn|(u — k)) d:z:] + ¢|Q%,s]

~ ~ —k
gfm@)/ Az, |Vul)dz + = (21( ))? / A<x, “ )d$+C|Qk,s|.
2 Qpe, s\ Q¢ Qs s—t

Therefore
(4.7)

Az, |Vul) dz
Q¢

§/ Az, |Vu|) dx
Qk s
i

<gae) [ o Al Va d = S@) /A(:

k
; ) dz + 2¢|Qp 5]



HOLDER CONTINUITY FOR NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC PROBLEM IN MUSIELAK-ORLICZ-SOBOLEV SPACE 1§

~

Adding §2(2) [, , Az, [Vul) dz to both sides of [@.T) we get

/Q Az, |Vu|) dz
(4.8)

—k
<0 [ A [Vuhdster | AQﬁL—)m+@mmL
Qs Qe s—1t

where 6 = Qiilié(\f()m < 1,1 = c1(a,A) and ¢co = co(c,a,A) = ca(a,b, A, M) are

positive constants. Using the similar method that was used in the proof of Lemma
4.1 of [?], from (@8] we can deduce that

u

—k
49 A dz < Al z, 2—% V4 Ol
(4.9) LMR(%W“)x—TAm Qaa_@R)x+n|h|

for B C Q1,0 € (0,1) and k > —2M, where v = y(a, A) and v1 = 71(a,b, A, M)
are positive constants.
Set 0 = 1. Then for every B, C ()

I%axu(x) - M >-2M,

P

and consequently (£9) holds for & > maxp, u(x) — 0M with § = 1.
It is easy to see that ([4.9) holds when u is replaced by —u. So by Definition 3.2
u€ B(Q,M,v,7v1,1). LemmadTlis proved. O

The proof of Theorem [4.3] In the case A satisfies (4;) and (C}), by Lemma
T and Theorem 3.1 v € C%%(Q,) for every Q; C Q and the constant o € (0, 1) is
independent of Q. Hence u € C%%(€). The proof of Theorem @] is completed.

5. APPLICATION TO FULLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the local Holder continuity of weak solutions of a
kind of fully nonlinear elliptic equation. Since we only consider the local properties
of the weak solutions, without loss of generality, we suppose that 2 is a bounded
smooth domain in R”.

Consider the second order fully nonlinear elliptic equation as follows
(5.1) divL(z,u, Vu) + F(z,u,Vu) =0, YV € Q,
where L: QO XxRxR?” - R", F: QxRxR?” - R and u: Q — R.

Suppose equation (5.1 satisfies the following growth conditions:

(5.2) L(z,u,2)z > agA(x, |z|) — bB(z,u) — ¢,
(5.3) |L(z,u,2)| < a1 AT A(x, |2]) + bA™ ' B(z, u) + c,
(5.4) |F(z,u,2)| < asB ' A(x, |z]) + bB~'B(z,u) + c,

where ag, a1, az,b, ¢ are positive constants, A € N(Q2) N 7 satisfies (A1) and (C1),
N(Q) > B < A, satisfies (B]")-(By).
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(Bi") There exists a strictly increasing differentiable function B : [0, +o00) —
[0, +00) satisfying

(5.5) a®B'(a) > B(a)
such that
B(z,at) > B(a)B(z,t), Va > 0,t e R,z €

(By) There exists a constant T o > 0 such that B(z, T o) > 1 for any x € Q.

Definition 5.1. u € Wh4(Q) is said to be a weak solution of (G.1)) if

(5.6) / L(z,u, Vu)Vvdz — / F(z,u,Vu)vdz =0
Q Q

for any v € WOI’A(Q).

The local bounded regularity of weak solutions of (E]) satisfying (B.2])-(54]) has
been obtained by Theorem 5.1 of [?]. Now we discuss the Holder continuity of weak
solutions of (G1)).

Theorem 5.1. Let the growth conditions (5.2)-(GA) hold. If u € WHA(Q) is a
weak solution of (BI)) and maxq |u(x)| < M, then u € B(Q, M,~,v1,0) in which

Y= ”Y(@Ov a’lvA)7 =" (a(); az, b7 ¢, A7 M)) 0= min{4aa;0Ma2}'

Proof. Let u be a weak solution of (5.1)). For arbitrary balls B, C By C § and pick
a function & € C°(Q) such that

2
(57) Oggg 17 Suppé-CBtu gElOH Bsu |D§| < P .
— 8
Let
. aq
. — _20 5
(5.8) 1) mln{4a2M, },

and v = A(¢) max{u — k, 0} € Wy (Q), where

(5.9) k > maxu(z) — 0 M.

t

By (E6) we obtain

/ A(&)L(z, u, Vu) - Vudx + / (u—k)L(x,u, Vu) - VA(E) dz
Qpe,t Qe

— /Q A(E)(u— k)F(x,u, Vu)dx = 0.
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From (52)-GEA) and (&I0), it follows that
ap Az, |[Vu)A(E)dz <b B(z, |u])A(&) dz + c/ A(8) da
Qs Qe Qe
4 al/ AV Az, [Vul)|VU(E) | (u — k) da
Qe
(5.11) 4—17/Q A"'B(z, |u|)|V2[(§)|(u—k)dx+c/ |VAE)|(u — k) dz

Q¢

+ a2 / B A, [Vu))A(E) (u — k) da
Qe
n—1
+ b/ﬂk,t B7 B(x, [u[)A(&)(u — k) dz + c/Q A(E) (u — k) da.

k.t
We will estimate each term of the right-hand side of (BI1). By B < A. and
Remark 2] we obtain

b B(z, |u])A(&) da <b Bz, M)2(1) dz
Qe Qe

(5.12) <b [ Ade,M)AN)dz+b [ CAQ)de
Qk,t Qk,t
SCO|Qk,t|a
where Cy = Cy(b, A, M), and
(5.13) c/ A(¢) da < c/ A(1) d = e2A(1)[ Q]
Qi .t Q¢

By the Young inequality, and taking € > 0 such that
~ a
a1(ne) = IO’

we deduce from the assumption nA(a) > o' () > A(a) and Lemma [B1] (iii) that
(5.14)

a | A7 Az, | Vul) [ VU(E)| (u — k) da

=a; [ AT A(z, |Vu)|VEX () (u - k) dz
Qe

<ay /th (2, A TA(n (z, |Vul)2'(€)) da:—l—al/ Az, e ' VE|(u — k) dz

Q¢

<ay / Az, e A Az, |Vu|)%(§)) dz + a1 / Az, e HVE|(u — k) da
Q¢ Q¢

. /2 —k
<a;A(ne) Az, |Vu)A(&) dz + a19l<—> / A<3:, ad — ) dz
Qs €/ Jay, t—s

~(2 -k
:%/ Az, [Vu|)2(8) da:—|—a1Q[<—> / A<:1:, 1;_ > dz.
Qi €/ Ju, s
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By the Young inequality, (5.8]) and (59) we obtain that
(5.15)

az | B~ A(x, |[Vu)2A(€) (u — k) da

<ag ; Az, |[Vu))A(E) (u — k) dz + ao A Bz, DAE) (v — k) dz

<as Az, |Vu|)9[(§)(1r}13ax u(z) — k) dz + ao B(z, 1)91(1)(1(%&)( u(z) — k) dz
Q¢ t Q¢ t

<as0M Az, |Vu))A(§) dz + aySMQl(l)( A (z,1)dx + / Cd:v)
Qe t Qe Q¢

<[ A, [Vu)AE) dx + Oy [,
Q¢

where C; = C1(ag, A). Using Young’s inequality and taking €5 € (0, 1) such that
bA(2e2) = 1,
we deduce from the assumption nA(a) > o' () > A(a) and Lemma [BT] (iii) that

b ATV B, [u]) [ V()| (u — k) d
Q¢

= [ A B ) TG (O K da
Q¢

<b A(z,e5 P A Bz, [u)2'(€)) dz + b Az, 2| VE|(u — k) da
Q¢ Q¢

<b /wa g(w,aglﬁ—lB(:v, |u|)%@)) dx + bﬁ[(zgz)/ A(% 1: — k) e

Qpet - S

(5.16)

<b(5 ) /Q B, M)A(E) dr + b(2e2) /Q A(% — ) dr

gcz|9k,t|+/ A(xju—k)dxj
Qk,t t—s

where Cy = Cy(b, A,n, M). Using Young’s inequality we get

¢ / VAE) (1 — ) da
Qe

— [ 19 (- b
Qe

u—k . /
§2/Qk,t A(I, t—s > dz + 2/ka ACE’ 2l (5)) dx
( >d$+/ Z(x,c%) dz
Qe
u—=k _
=2 /QM A(I’ t—s > dz + /kat Az, en)A(§) dz

dz + C5|Q 4,

(5.17)
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where C3 = C3(c,n, A). Similarly, we have

b/ﬂk,t B B(z, |[u)A(&)(u — k) dz

gb/ B(z,|ul)dz +b B(z,2A(&)(u — k)) dz
Qk t Qk t
(5.18) gb/ B(a,M)dz +b | Bz, 6MA(1))de
Q¢ Qk t
Sb/ B(x,M)dz +b (a:, ﬂQl(l)) dx
Qe Qe day
<Cy|Qt],
where Cy = C4(b, A, M, ag, as).
2
G1) o WOw-mdr<e | aomdars T,
Qk t Qk t

From (B.I1)-(ETI9) we conclude that
A V@ ar < [ a4
Q¢ -

k
) de + 71 Q]
Q¢ s

Therefore

(5.20) A1) [ Ae,|Vu])de < 7/ A(w, u
Qs Q¢ t—

k
s ) de + Vllgk,th

for By ¢ B; C Q and k satisfying (5.9), where v = 7(ag,a1,n,A) and v; =
v1(ap, az, b, ¢, A,n, M) are positive constants. (5.20) shows that u € Z(Q, M,~,71,0).
Theorem 5.1l is proved. O

From Theorems [5.1] and [B.1] we obtain

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorems[5 1l hold. Ifu € W14(Q)
is a weak solution of Bl and maxq |u(z)] < M, then u € C%%(Q) in which
a = afag,a1,0, A,n) = alag,ar,az, M, A,;n) € (0,1).
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