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REGULARITY PROPERTIES FOR QUASIMINIMIZERS OF A
(p,¢)-DIRICHLET INTEGRAL

ANTONELLA NASTASI, CINTIA PACCHIANO CAMACHO

ABSTRACT. Using a variational approach we study interior regularity for quasi-
minimizers of a (p, ¢)-Dirichlet integral, as well as regularity results up to the
boundary, in the setting of a metric space equipped with a doubling measure
and supporting a Poincaré inequality. For the interior regularity, we use De
Giorgi type conditions to show that quasiminimizers are locally Hoélder con-
tinuous and they satisfy Harnack inequality, the strong maximum principle
and Liouville’s Theorem. Furthermore, we give a pointwise estimate near a
boundary point, as well as a sufficient condition for Hélder continuity and a
Wiener type regularity condition for continuity up to the boundary. Finally,
we consider (p,¢)-minimizers and we give an estimate for their oscillation at
boundary points.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study quasiminimizers of the following anisotropic
energy (p, ¢)-Dirichlet integral

/agﬁdw/bgﬁdu, (1.1)
Q Q

in metric measure spaces, with g, the minimal ¢g-weak upper gradient of u. Here,
Q C X is an open bounded set, where (X, d, 1) is a complete metric measure space
with metric d and a doubling Borel regular measure u, supporting a weak (1, p)-
Poincaré inequality for 1 < p < q. We consider some coefficient functions a and b
to be measurable and satisfying 0 < a < a,b < 3, for some positive constants «, (.

One of the advantages of working in the general setting is that variational meth-
ods, such as those based on De Giorgi classes [I5], are still available (see [I8]). In
[19], Giaquinta and Giusti introduced the notion of quasiminimizers in RY. They
proved several of their fundamental properties such as local Holder continuity and
the strong maximum principle. We also mention the paper by DiBenedetto and
Trudinger [I7], where they proved the Harnack inequality for quasiminimizers. The
study of calculus on metric measure spaces has attracted a lot of attention in recent
years, it has been proven that Sobolev spaces can be defined without the notion of
partial derivatives, (see [4] [5] [O] 25] [35] [38]). This theory can be applied in several
areas of analysis, for example, calculus on Riemannian manifolds, subelliptic opera-
tors associated with vector fields, potential theory on graphs and weighted Sobolev
spaces.
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Since in a metric measure space it is possible to define (quasi)minimizers of
Dirichlet integrals, this appropach is particularly useful. Local properties of quasi-
minimizers of the p-energy integral on metric spaces were studied by Kinnunen-
Shanmugalingam in [27]. More precisely, they discussed regularity properties. They
used the De Giorgi method to prove that, if the metric measure space is equipped
with a doubling measure and it supports a Poincaré inequality, quasiminimizers
of the p-energy functional are locally Holder continuous, they satisfy the Harnack
inequality and the maximum principle.

For our work, we study the (p,q)-Dirichlet integral (LI on a metric space
equipped with a doubling measure and supporting a Poincaré inequality as in [27],
but, as we have already anticipated, the new feature is that we include both p-
Laplace and g-Laplace operators, involving also some measurable coefficient func-
tions a and b, only assuming they are bounded away from 0 and co. This condition
over the coefficients is essential for our approach, however it is an open question
if it could be relaxed. By adapting the approach used in [27], we establish the
local boundedness for quasiminimizers of the convex integral (ILT]). More precisely,
we show that quasiminimizers satisfy a De Giorgi type inequality [15] and some
boundedness properties, thus extending the corresponding results in [27]. In ad-
dition, we study regularity up to the boundary. We give a comparison principle
for (p,q)-minimizers. As a consequence, we get an estimate for the oscillation of
(p, ¢)-minimizers at boundary points. This result extends the work in [6] since
this only concerns p-minimizers. We note that some qualitative results would fol-
low from the theory of quasiminimizers by Kinnunen and Shanmugalingam [27],
however the novelty here is that we are interested not only in qualitative results
but also in quantitative estimates with an explicit analysis on the dependencies of
the constants. In our approach the constants will depend on the upper and lower
bounds « and 3, as well as on the (p, ¢)-quasiminimizer constant K.

Recently, many authors have explored different generalizations of classical ellip-
tic and parabolic partial differential equations, such as the nonlinear p and (p, q)-
Laplace equations, (see, for example [7, 8, 10 1T} 33]). However, there are still new
and interesting open mathematical questions in the setting of anisotropic nonlinear
elliptic and parabolic partial differential equations driven by (p, ¢)-Laplace oper-
ators. In general, anisotropic partial differential equations have received a large
interest due to their applications to double variational energies and anisotropic en-
ergies in integral form. There exists a rich literature concerning regularity results for
solutions to partial differential equations, both elliptic and parabolic, under p and
(p, q)-growth conditions in the Euclidean setting. For more information regarding
other (p, q)-growth cases, we refer to the papers of Baroni, Colombo and Mingione
[1], Cupini, Marcellini and Mascolo [12],[13], De Filippis and Oh [14], Hadzhy, Skryp-
nik and Voitovych [21], Mingione and Radulescu [34], Marcellini [30, 32, BI]. In
our study, we focus on the anisotropic energy integral as presented by Marcellini
n [29], but the new feature is that we work in metric measure spaces. We have
considered this more general setting to prove that the special case of (p, ¢)-growth
condition (II) can be treated also in a very general context, thus obtaining several
relevant properties for (quasi)minimizers even in a metric framework.

Furthermore, there are also some existing regularity results concerning the bound-
ary behaviour for (quasi)minimizers, both in the Euclidean (see [16, 89, [40]) and in
the metric setting (see [2, [3]). More specifically, Ziemer [40] proved a Wiener type
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condition for the continuity of a quasiminimum at a boundary point of a bounded
open subset of RY. On the other hand, Bjorn [2] extended these results to the
general metric setting and also gave sufficient condition for Holder continuity. An-
other important contribution concerning boundary behaviour can be found in [6].
In this paper, Bjorn, MacManus and Shanmugalingam obtained an estimate for the
oscillation of p-harmonic functions and p-energy minimizers near a boundary point.
However, the study of boundary behavior for the (p, ¢)-problems can be considered
mostly still open, at least in its full generality.

The present work is divided as follows. Section [2] constitutes the mathemati-
cal background. There we give definitions and useful notation needed throughout
the paper. In Section Bl we introduce (p, ¢)-(quasi)minimizers and prove unique-
ness properties for (p, ¢)-minimizers. Then, in Section El we obtain that (p,q)-
quasiminimizers satisfy a De Giorgi type inequality. In the following two sections
local Holder continuity (Section [B]) and Harnack’s inequality are studied (Section
[6). As a consequence, we obtain a strong maximum principle and prove Liouville’s
Theorem. Furthermore, in Sections[[land [, we focus on regularity results up to the
boundary. In particular, in Section [[] we study Holder continuity at a boundary
point and give a Wiener type regularity condition for continuity at the boundary
for (p, q)-quasiminimizers. Finally, in Section Bl we prove an estimate which gives
us control over the oscillation of (p, ¢)-minimizers at boundary points.
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2. MATHEMATICAL BACKGROUND

Let (X,d,u) be a complete metric measure space, where p is a Borel regular
measure with p(£2) > 0 for every 2 C X non empty open set and pu(B) < +oo for
every B C X bounded set. Let B(y,p) C X be a ball with the center y € X and
the radius p > 0. We denote

5.
ug = ——— udu:][ud,u,
5 n(S) Js s

where S C X is a measurable set of finite positive measure and v : S — R is a
measurable function. Throughout this paper, we will indicate with C' all positive
constants, even if they assume different values, unless otherwise specified.

Definition 2.1 ([4], Section 3.1). A measure p on X is said to be doubling if there
exists a constant Cy > 1, called the doubling constant, such that

0 < pu(B(y,2p)) < Cap(B(y, p)) < +o0, (2.1)
forally e X and p > 0.
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Lemma 2.2 ([], Lemma 3.3). Let (X,d,u) be a metric measure space with
doubling. Then there is QQ > 0 such that

1(B(y, p)) P\@
W(Ba,R)) = C (%) (2:2)

for all p €]0, R], x € Q, y € B(z, R), where constants Q and C depend only on Cy.

Now, we introduce the concept of upper gradient following the notations in the
book by Bjorn and Bjoérn [4].

Definition 2.3 ([4], Definition 1.13). A non negative Borel measurable function g
is said to be an upper gradient of function u : X — [—o0,400] if, for all compact
rectifiable arc lenght parametrized paths v connecting x and y, we have

fu(z) - u(y)| < / gds (2.3)

Y

whenever u(x) and u(y) are both finite and fvgds = +00 otherwise.

The notion of upper gradient has been introduced to overcome the lack of a
differentiable structure in metric measure spaces. From this last definition, we note
that we don’t have uniqueness of the upper gradient. Indeed, if g is an upper
gradient of function u and ¢ is any non negative Borel measurable function, then
g + ¢ is still an upper gradient of u. As a consequence, we need the concept of
g-weak upper gradient. If g fulfills [23]) for ¢g-almost all paths, meaning that the
family of non constant paths for which (23] fails is of zero g-modulus (see [4],
Definition 1.33), then g is called ¢-weak upper gradient of u.

The following theorem states the existence of a minimal element for the family
of g-weak upper gradients of u, which is p-a.e. uniquely determinated.

Theorem 2.4 ([4], Theorem 2.5). Let g €]1,+o0o[. Suppose that u € LI(X) has an
L(X) integrable q-weak upper gradient. Then there exists a q-weak upper gradient,
denoted with g,, such that g, < g p-a.e. in X, for each q-weak upper gradient g of
w. This gy is called the minimal q-weak upper gradient of u.

We remark that g, of Theorem [2Z.4]is a generalization of the Euclidean modulus of
the gradient of u to the metric case. In general, the upper gradients of a function do
not necessarily give us a control over it. In order to gain such control one standard
hypothesis when working in the metric setting is to assume that the space supports
a Poincaré inequality.

Definition 2.5 ([4], Definition 4.1). Let s € [1,400[. A metric measure space X
supports a weak (1,s)-Poincaré inequality if there exist Cpy and a dilation factor

A > 1 such that
1
][ |u — up(y,mldp < Cprr <][ g5 du)
B(y,r) B(y,Ar)

for all balls B(y,r) C X and for all u € L} (X).

loc

The following results show some self improving properties of the weak (1,s)-
Poincaré inequality.
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Theorem 2.6 ([4], Theorem 4.21). Assume that X supports a weak (1, s)-Poincaré
inequality and that Q in (23) satisfies Q > s. Then X supports a weak (s*,s)-
Poincaré inequality with s* = %
a dilation factor N > 1 such that

. More precisely, there are constants C > 0 and

1

1 1
][ u—upn” du) <Cr ][ gudp | (2.4)
B(y,r) B(y,\'r)

for all balls B(y,r) C X and all integrable functions u in B(y,r). The dilation
factor X' depends on X from Definition [2..

Corollary 2.7 ([], Corollary 4.26). If X supports a weak (1, s)-Poincaré inequality
and @Q in (Z2) satisfies Q < s, then X supports a weak (t,s)-Poincaré inequality
forall1 <t < oco.

Remark 2.8. By the Holder inequality we see that a weak (s*, s)-Poincaré inequal-
ity implies the same inequality for smaller values of s*. Meaning that X will then
support a weak (t,s)-Poincaré inequality for all 1 <t < s*.

Remark 2.9. We note that the exponent Q in (22) is not uniquely determined,
in particular, since p < R, we can always make Q larger. Thus, the assumption
Q > s in Theorem[2.0 can always be fulfilled.

Theorem 2.10 ([26]). Let (X,d,p) be a complete metric measure space with
Borel and doubling, supporting a weak (1,p)-Poincaré inequality for p > 1, then
there exists € > 0 such that X supports a weak (1, s)-Poincaré inequality for every
sS>p—e.

Before introducing the (p, ¢)-Dirichlet boundary value problem, we need a suit-
able working space. The Newtonian space N*9(X) is defined by

NY(X)=Vh(X)NLYX), qe[l,+], (2.5)

where V19(X) = {u : u is measurable and g, € L9(X)}. We consider N19(X)
equipped with the norm

HUHleq(x) = ngHLq(x) + ”uHLq(X)-

We can naturally consider {2 C X non empty open set as a metric space in its own
right (with the restrictions of d and ). The Newtonian space N1:4() is then given
by 23). The Newtonian space with zero boundary values is defined as

NPIQ) = {ujg s ue NY(X),u=0 inX\Q}.

That is, a function belongs to Nol’q(Q) if and only if its zero extension to X \
belongs to N%7(X). We shall therefore always assume that p(X \ ) > 0.

Let L} () be the space of all measurable functions that are g-integrable on

bounded subsets of X. The space N,»9(Q) is defined by

loc

NYYQ) =VE9Q) N L (Q), qell,+o0],

loc loc

where V,1%(€) = {u : u is measurable and g, € L% (Q)}.

loc loc
The following lemma implies a Sobolev inequality for Sobolev functions with

zero boundary values (see Corollary 2.12]).
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Lemma 2.11 ([27], Lemma 2.1). Let X be a doubling metric measure space support-
ing a weak (1,s)-Poincaré inequality for some 1 < s < q. Suppose that u € N»(X)
and let A = {x € B(y,R) : |u(x)] > 0}. If u(A) < vu(B(y, R)) for some v with
0 < v < 1, then there is a constant C > 0 so that

1
<][ IUItdu> <Cr <][ 9s du) :
B(y,r) B(y,\'r)

where t is given by Remark[Z8 and X is as in Z4l). The constant C' depends only
on vy and the constants C and N of (24]).

=

Corollary 2.12 (see [27]). Under the same hypotheses of the previous lemma,

. . diam(X)
there exists C' > 0 so that for every ball B(y,r) with 0 < r < =%+

ue NyY(B(y,r)) we have

1 1
(f IUItdu> <Cr (f g du) (2.6)
B(y,r) B(y,r)

where t is given by Remark[2.8.

and every

Definition 2.13 ([4], Definition 6.13). Let E C X be a Borel set. We define the

q-capacity of E as
Cy(F) = inf (/ |u|qdu+inf/ g du) ,
“ X v Jx

where the infimum is taken over all u € N“9(X) such that u=1 on E.

We say that a property holds ¢-quasieverywhere (g-q.e) if the set of points for
which it does not hold has g-capacity zero.

We report here the definition of variational capacity, that is involved in the
pointwise estimate for (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers.

Definition 2.14 ([4], Definition 6.13). Let B(y,r) C X be a ball and E C B(y,r).
We define the variational capacity

cap,(F, B(y,2r)) = inf 9d
py(E, B(y,2r)) g dp
B(y,2r)

u

where the infimum is taken over all u € Ny*(B(y,2r)) such that u>1 on E.

Remark 2.15 ([4], Corollary A.9). Let 1 < p < q, u € NY(X). If (X,d, ) is
a complete doubling (1,p)-Poincaré space, then the minimal p-weak upper gradient
and the minimal q-weak upper gradient of u coincide pi-a.e.

Throughout this paper, we consider a complete metric measure space (X,d, )
with metric d and a doubling Borel reqular measure p. In virtue of Remark [2.13,
we consider g-weak upper gradients rather than p-weak upper gradients. Moreover,
we assume that X supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality with 1 < p < q < p*.
From now on and without further notice, we fit 1 < s < p for which X also admits
a weak (1, s)-Poincaré inequality. Such s is given by Theorem [Z10 and will be used
in vartous of our results. We also consider a non empty open subset Q C X such

that (X \ Q) > 0.
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3. (p, ¢)-QUASIMINIZERS

In this note, we are interested in anisotropic energy integrals, which satisfy the
so called (p, q)-growth condition for some exponents 1 < p < ¢. Since we work
in metric measure spaces and due to the methods we use, we treat it under sharp

assumptions. That is,
/ agh, du+/ bgy, du, (3.1)
Q Q

for some bounded measurable functions a,b : X — R with 0 < a < a,b < §,
for some positive constants «, 5. This is a relevant perturbation of the p-Dirichlet
integral. For more information on this kind of problems we refer the reader to [29]
and the references therein.

Now, we introduce the definition of (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers of integral ([B.1I).

Definition 3.1 ((p, ¢)-quasiminimizer). A function u € Nllo’g(ﬂ) is a (p,q)-quasi-
minimizer on § if there exists K > 1 such that for every bounded open subset '
of Q with W C Q and for all functions v € N“9(Q') with u — v € Ny (V) the

inequality
/ agy, du+/ bgs du <K </ agy du+/ by du) (3.2)
o Q o Q

holds, where g,,, g, are the minimal q-weak upper gradients of u and v in ), respec-
tively. If K = 1, then wu is called (p, q)-minimizer on Q. Furthermore, a function
u € NM9(Q) is a global (p, q)-minimizer on Q if B.2) is satisfied with Q instead of
Q' and for all v e NyU(Q).

From now on, to simplify notation we refer to global (p, ¢)-minimizers by just
writing (p, ¢)-minimizers.

We obtain uniqueness of (p,¢)-minimizers as a corollary of the next theorem,
which states that their p-weak upper gradients coincide. This will also be used to
prove a boundary regularity result (see Section [§]).

Theorem 3.2. Let uy,us € NLU(Q),with up — uz € Ny'*(), be (p, q)-minimizers
on Q. Then gy, = Gu, pH-a.e. on Q.

Proof. Let ' a bounded open subset of 2 with Q/ C Q. By absurd, let u({z € Q' :
Guy 7 Gus}) > 0. Then we can choose § > 0 such that Ds = {z € Q' : |gu, — Gus| >
0} has positive measure. We consider

U1 + ug

—

From the definition of minimal p-weak upper gradient, we have that

+
Gu S Guy 5 gu2.

The function ¢ ~— ¢! is uniformly convex on [0, +o0[, thus there exists ¢ = §'/(271 —
27!), with [ = p, ¢, such that

l
Guy T Gus, < gfn + géz
2 - 2

— €,
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where gy, — Gu,| > 0.
Let ¢ = min{eq, e2}. As a consequence, we get that

D D D D
/ agzd,u—l—/ bggdlug/ Q(M_E) du—l—/ a<gu1 +gu2>d'u
24 v D; 2 '\ Ds 2
q q q q
+/ b(guﬁrgw _€>d#+/ b<gul+gu2>du
Ds 2 Q/\Ds 2
1
=3 </ agﬁldu+/ bgﬁldu>
o %

1
+5 (/ agZQduﬂL/ ngQdu) — 2Beu(Ds)
2 Q Q
=/ agﬁld/w/ bgg, dp — 2Bep(Ds). (3.3)
! Q/

Since u; is a (p, ¢)-minimizer and using B3], we get

[ agzdus [ botn< [ agidn+ | boran
Q Q Q Q
S/ agﬁld/w/ bgd, dp — 2Bep(Ds),
! Q/

that is absurd. Thus, we have proven that g,, = gu, p-a.e. on Q" and so, on Q. O

Corollary 3.3 (Uniqueness of (p, ¢)-minimizers). Let ui,us € Nl’q(Q),with Ug —

loc
uy € Ny UQ), be (p,q)-minimizers on Q. Then u; = ug p-a.e. in 2.

Proof. Since uy and usg are (p, ¢)-minimizers, by Theorem we have that g,, =
Gu,- We are only left to prove that g,,—., = 0. The Sobolev inequality for
Sobolev functions with zero boundary values, Corollary 2212 would then yield
llur — uzl[12(q) = 0 and hence u; = uy p-a.e in €.

To show that gy, —u, = 0 u—a.ein €, let ¢ € R and v = max{u, min{us, c}}. Then,
u € N19(Q). We observe that 0 < u—wuy < max{uy,us} —u; = max{0,us —u; } €
Ny U(Q), thus w —u; € Ny9(). Let Vo = {z € Q: uy(2) < ¢ <ug(z)} C{zeQ:
u(z) = ¢} and hence g, = 0 p-a.e. in V.. Using the (p, ¢)-minimizing definition for
up and since g, = gy, = Gu, p-a.e. in Q\ Vg, then we get that

[agtau+ [ ot dn< [ agtau+ [ vgidn= [ aghan+ [ botan
Q Q Q Q Q\ Ve Q\ Ve

:/ agﬁldu+/ by, dp.
O\Ve. Ve

Therefore, gy, = gu, = 0 p-a.e. in V. for all ¢ € R. Notice that in this step we use
the assumption a,b > 0. Now,

{z € Q:ui(z) <ug(x)} C U Ve
ceQ
and hence gy, = gu, = 0 p-a.e. in {x € Q: u1(z) < uz(x)}. Analogously {x € Q2 :
uz(z) < ui(x)}. It follows that
Gur—us < (gul + gu2)X{m€Q:u1(m)7§ug(m)} =0

p-a.e in Q. Then, the Poincaré inequality for Ny*¢(€) (see Corollary EI2) yields
llur — uzl|La() = 0 and hence u; = uy p-a.e. in Q. O
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Remark 3.4. Under the assumptions of Corollary[Z3, by Proposition 1.59 in [4]
we get that there is a unique (p,q)-minimizer up to sets of capacity zero, that is
U1 = u2, gq-q.€..

Now, if we assume that the function u is continuous, we have the following
definition (see Definition 7.7 in [4]).

Definition 3.5 ((p, ¢)-harmonic function). Ifu € Nllo’g(Q) is a (p, q)-minimizer on
Q and u is a continuous function, then we say that u is a (p, q)-harmonic function.

Definition 3.6 ((p, ¢)-potential). If S is a compact subset of a domain Q in X, then
by the (p, q)-potential for S with respect to Q we mean the function u € Nb9(X)
which is a (p, q)-minimizer in Q\ S, u =1 g-g.e. on S, and u =10 g-g.e. on X\ Q.

4. BOUNDEDNESS PROPERTY

This section is devoted to show that (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers are essentially locally
bounded from above. We first give a De Giorgi type inequality which permits to
use the De Giorgi method to give an estimate of the essential supremum of (p, ¢q)-
quasiminimizers involving their averaged norms in L9, thus we deduce their local
boundedness. This result has been proven in [27] for quasiminimizers of p-Dirichlet
integrals.

From now on, we denote Sk, = {z € B(y,r) N Q: u(x) > k}, where k € R and
r > 0. Also, for every y € €2, we define R(y) = w.

Lemma 4.1 (De Giorgi type inequality). Letu € N, llog(Q) be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer.
If 0 < p < R < R(y), then there exists C such that the following De Giorgi type
inequality

p q 71 alu — k)P 71 u — q
/S (a9u+bgu)du§0((R_p)p /Sm (u—k) du+(R_p)q /Smb( k) du>,

(4.1)
1s satisfied. The constant C depends on K, given by Definition [31], and p.

k,p

Remark 4.2. We note that inequality [@1) is equivalent to the following

1
(agy +bgid)dp < C| ——— / a(u— k)b du
/B(y,P) (R —p)? B(y,R) i

7 ),
o b(u —k)Ldu |,
(R= )7 JB(y.R) ( S+ )

where (u — k)4 = max{u — k,0}.

1
Proof of Lemmal[4.1] Let 7 be a 7 -Lipschitz cutoff function so that 0 < 7 < 1,

7=1on B(y, p) and the support of 7 is contained in B(y, R). We consider

{(1 —)u—k)+k in Ser

w=u—T1(u—k); = (4.2)

otherwise.

Using Leibniz rule,
gw < (u—=Fk)gr + (1 = 7)gu. (4.3)
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We observe that

kN
G <2171 <gi(1 — Xsi,) + <]U% — p) ) in Sy g, where L =p,q. (4.4

Since u is a (p, ¢)-quasiminimizer, then

J

(ag? + bgt)dp < / (agh + bg)du < K [ (agh, + bgt,)dp

k,p Sk,Rr Sk,Rr
Kor—1 / K211
< —— alu— kP dy+ ——— / b(u —k)4du
(R_p)p Sk, R (R_p)q Sk,r
S (45)
Sk,rR\Sk,p

By adding K27 fSk (agP + bgd)du to both sides of ([@H), we get
NS

(1 K2P)/ (ag? + bg)dp < 2 (u—k)Pd
Sk,p (R - p)p Sk,R
K20 / b(u—k)idu+ K27 [ (ag? +bgl)d (4.6)
+t o U — H+ 2/ agy, + 0gy)afL. 6
(R - p)q Sk,R Sk,R
K?2pP
Let 6 = m < 1, then
0
agh 4+ bgl)dp < 7/ a(u — k)P du
L = 5w Jg,, Y
.
+ o b(u—k)idu+0 (agh + bgl)dp.
2(R - p)q Sk.r Sk,rR
At this point we can use Lemma 6.1 of [20], with o = p, 8 = g,
0 0
200 = [ (g rbodn, A=F [ atw-kpau B=F [ b= brdg,
Sk,p 2 Sk,rR 2 Sk,rR
to get

J

k,p

0
agh + bgl)dp < C 7/ a(u— k)P du
( : 2wy Js, Y

i
7 b(u — k)idp |.
oy Js,, )
That is

I

Remark 4.3. Let Q be an open subset of X. Notice that if u is a (p, q)-quasiminimizer
then —u is also a (p, q)-quasiminimizer. Therefore, by Lemma[{.1], we get that —u

satisfies (@1]).

1 1
(agﬁ + bgg)dﬂ < C (m /S a(u - k)pdu + m ‘/S b(u — k)qdp,> .

d

k,p
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< p < R < R(y) such that

. R
Now, suppose that u satisfies (£I). Let 0 < 3
). We have

B(y, R) C Q. Then g,—k), < guXs,.r in B(y,R

1
(agpu7 + bgqu7 )du < C| ————+ / a(u — k)L du
/B(yv#) (e T (B=p)" Jpy,m) !

Let w = 7(u — k)1. We have
1
Jw < Gu—k) T+ (U — k)+g7’ < Ju—k), T R—_p(u — k:)Jr

Inequality (7)) and the boundedness assumption of a and b in Q imply

P g < p—1 p q
/B(%%)(agw +bgd,)dp < 2 /}3)(@17%)(ag(u_k)+ + bg(u—k)+)du
2 / (u— k)it 2 bu— k)" d
+ = a(u — w4 — / w— "
(B = )" Iy 252) TR0y, mpe *

2

N [ atu— b+ o b(u— k). d
< —_ alu — u+ —- / u— 1%
(R—p)” Jp.r * (B —=p)" J.R) i

27 / (u—k)d 20 / b(u—k).d
4+ a(u — + = U —
(R=p)? JB(y,R) T E=0 sm A
1 1
=C 7/ au—kpdu—i—i/ bu—kqdu
<(R—p)p e R Tl A
1 1
<cC 7/ ﬁu—kpdu—i—i/ Blu— k)L du
<(R =P JBy.R e WA B(y.R) S

1 ) 1 e
=¢ ((R —p)P /B(y,R) (u=k)ydp+ (R—p)a /B(y,R)( gk du)

where C' depends on . Therefore,

1
agh + bgl du<2Cmax 7/ uw—k)\ du 4.8
/| e s 20pac [t [ o khdn} @)

By the definition of w, the (1, p)-Poincaré inequality, Lemma 211 and Holder in-
equality, there is ¢ < t < p* such that

<]€B<yﬁp>(u_ ) < tdu>i
(n® y,R—W))) <][ mw)é

- < #(B(y,p))

e~
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(CR)IJ{B RCATL

: < w(B(y,p)) CR]{B(y,R;o)( 9 + b )dp, (4.9)

where [ = p, q. Notice that C' depends on Cp; and «.
Using the doubling property, we can estimate the first term of the right-hand

side of (49) in this way
n(By:52) |
< WBu ) =

where [ = p, g and C depends on the exponent Q in (2.2)).
Using the latter estimate and ([@9]), we obtain

L

<]Z (u— k)i%) < CR! ][ (agy, + bgl,)dpu,
B(y,p) B(y,"3*)
for both | = p, q. Therefore,

1
1 t
max { — u—k)\d <C][ agh + bgl)du. 4.10
o { (ﬁ(g)p)( ) u) PSOL a0k oatiin (410)
Now, using ([@I0) and then (L), we get

l

1 T
— —k)id < c][ P 4 bgl)d
{ng;{Rz ][B@,p)(u )+ u) }_ B(yy@)(angr ge,)dp

o 1 / l
< max e ———— u — k d
~ u(Bly, &) lzpﬁq{(R—P)l B<y7R>( & u}

< C’mg}; { = ! P ]é(ny)(u - k)ﬁ_du}. (4.11)

For both [ = p, q, by Holder inequality, we have

L

%]g@,p)(u_k) = f;l <][B<y,p>( ) < Skp ) E

() i)
< el

f)}(f)

D
€
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Now, using ([@I1), we obtain

L u— max o u— k) 14(Sk.p) .
R B(y,m( B < —M{(R— p)l]{my,m( ke (N(B(y,p)) (4.12)
4.12

S

and this holds for both l = p and [ = q.
Let h < k. Then, for I = p, g,

Y _ ERY: u—h)
(k = 1) 1(Sp) /S<k Wau< [ (u-h'a

Sk,p

< /S(u —h)ldpu = /B( (u— h) dpu. (4.13)

Y,p)
Ul(h,p) = (

1
T
- h)W) .
B(y,p)

For [ = p, q, we define

By ([I3]) we get
1(B(y, p)) | M(B(y, R)) !
< < .
M(Sk;l)) = (k — h)l Ul(h, ) > (k — h)l Ul(h,R)
with [ = p,q. As a consequence, we observe that
(Sep) ) < u(Bly. R F) (k= h)~Cun(h, RY', (4.14)

where § = 1 — 2 >0 and both [ = p,q.

1 1
Now, if max{ ][ (u— k) du} = 7][ (u — k)t dp, then by
1=p,q L (R — p)! B(y,R) * (R—p)P B(y,R) "
([#I2), the doubling property and (£I4]), the following inequalities hold

up(k, p) < %up(k,R) <‘U(L’p)))>¥z

(
CR pBE R\ e o
< gt B (S ) e wn
< k=) (R

1 1
Analogously, if max {7][ (u — k)t d,u} = 7][ (u — k)Ldp,
1=p.q L(R = p)')B(y.R) - (R—=p)"By.R) *
proceeding in the same way as above, we get

CR
uq(k, p) < R_ p(k h)~ uq(h,R)1+9,
Therefore, we obtain
CR
wk,p) < =k~ h)~%w(h, R)'*?, (4.15)

for either I = p or [ = ¢, where C' depends on «, 3,Cpr, Q and 0 = 1 — L. At this
point, using inequality (£I5]), we obtain the next lemma.
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Lemma 4.4. For all kg € R we have that
R
Up (ko +d, 5) = O,

d = (C22H0H 5" You,(ko, R), (4.16)
with 6 and C given as in (EI3).

where

Proof. For n € NU{0}, let p, = & (1+ 5-) < R and kn, = ko +d (1 — =), where
d > 0 will be chosen later. Then pg = R, pn \ % and k, " ko +d.
We now show by induction that with a suitable d

w(kn, pn) < 27" ug(ko, R) (4.17)

with 7 = 42 and for either [ = p or | = ¢ (this depends on whether (ZI5) holds
for I = p or | = q). Therefore, independently of the case, we would have

R R
0 < uy, </€0 +d, 5) <y (ko +d, 5) < uy(kn, pn) <27 ug(ko, R) — 0

as n — +00.
Indeed, [@I7) is trivially true for n = 0. Now assuming (£17)) for n > 0, by (@.I5)
with R = pp, p = pn+1, k = kny1 and h = k,,, we get

Ul(kn+1,/)n+1) <C (an) (kn-‘rl - kn)_eul(kmpn)l—w

Pn — Pn+1
R —0 —Tn 1+6
SC(———) (kns1 — kn) ™% (27 ug(ko, R))
Pn = Pn+1
2n+20 —Tn 1+6 —7(n+1
< =y (27 ug(ko, R)) T =277 D, (ko, R)
provided that d’ = C22+9*7u,(ko, R)?. Therefore, u, (ko + d, &) = 0 as wanted.
[l

We give the following weak Harnack inequality Theorem, which states that a
function satisfying the De Giorgi type inequality (£1]) is essentially locally bounded
from above.

Theorem 4.5 (Weak Harnack inequality). We consider an open subset  C X
such that B(y,R) C Q, with 0 < R < R(y), and ko € R. If u satisfies (1)), then
there exists C > 0 such that

esssupu < kg + C <][ (u—ko)d du)
B(%%) B(y,R)

The constant C = C(«, 3,Cpr, Q) is independent of the ball B(y, R).

q

Proof. The proof can be easily deduced from the previous lemma. In fact, Lemma

44 implies that
R
Up (ko +da 5) = 07
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with d given by ([£I6). Consequently, u < ko + d almost everywhere in B(y, %),

meaning
1

q

esssupu < kg+d=ky+C <][
B(y, %) B(y,R)

(u— ko)% dﬂ)

5. HOLDER CONTINUITY

In this section we prove a locally Holder continuity result for (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers.
We first note that if u is a (p, ¢)-quasiminimizer in 2, then by Lebesgue’s differen-
tiation theorem, there exists a function

u(x) = limsup][ udp (5.1)
B(x,p)

p—0

which is equal to v p-a.e on €.
If B(y,p) C Q, we define m(p) = essinfp(, ;) u and M(p) = esssupp, ,) u. From
the definition of @ (see [4], p. 202), we have that

m(p) = inf @ and M(p)= sup a.
B(y,p) B(y,p)

The main theorem of this section implies that the class of (p, ¢)-harmonic functions
is nontrivial and that every (p, ¢)-harmonic function is locally Hélder continuous in
the domain of its (p, ¢)-harmonicity.

Theorem 5.1 (Local Holder continuity). Let u be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer, 4 de-

fined by BI) and 0 < p < R < @ with B(y,2NR) C Q. Then there exists
0 <n <1 such that

osc(@, B(y, N p)) < 4" (%)nosc(ﬁ, B(y, VR)),

where osc(i, B(y, ")) = suppy,.) & — infp(, ) @ is the oscillation of 4. In particular,
u 1s locally Holder continuous on §2, that is u can be modified on a set of capacity
zero so that it becomes locally Holder continuous on €.

Before proving Theorem 5.1l we need to premise some auxiliary results.
Now, suppose that u satisfies the De Giorgi type inequality (Z1). Let 0 < p <

R < @ be such that B(y,2)\ R) C Q, where X is as in [24). We assume that
h > 0 is such that

1#(Sh,r) < yu(B(y, R)) for some v € (0,1). (5.2)
For k > h, we define
v = minf{u, k} — min{u, h}. (5.3)
note that, by (B3], we have

0 ifu<h<k,
v=<qu—h ifh<u<k, (5.4)
k—h ifu>k>h.
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We remark that v € N,2%(Q), because u € N5%(Q). From (5.2) and (5.4), we have
that u({z € B(y,R) : v(z) > 0}) < yu(B(y,R)). Using Holder inequality and
Lemma 2ITlwith ¢ = s < p < ¢, we obtain

(b= WS = [ van< [ van
Sk,R B(y,R)

1

< ju(B(y, R)) ( / v du)
B(y,R)
<CR w(B(y, R)) 1 / o dy
(m(B(y,NR)))* \/B(y.xR)
(/ 9y du)
B(y,\'R)
= CRu(B(y,R))"* ( / 95 du)
S}L,X’R\Sk,k’R

1
s

w =

< CRu(B(y,R))'"*

|

< CRu(B(y, R)'"% (1(Snnr) — 1(Sk, v )

o~

< CRu(B(y,R))"~

( >
< CRu(Bl, B (u(Shr) - u(Surem) | ( [ (gﬁ+gg)du>
(,U(Sh,XR) - /L(Sk,A/R)) o (/S (agl + bgd) du)

= CRu(B(y,R))'"* (u(Sh,xR) - M(Sk,A’R)) o (/S (agh + bgd) du) ,

where [ = p,q and C depends on «, v and Cy. By De Giorgi type inequality (1),
we get

(k = h)'(Sk)' < OR'u(B(y, R))'~* (u(Shvr) - Ska)

1
. p q
((A’R)p [5 g T g /s n San )

< CR(B(, R ((Shxm) — p(Seam)

1 / 1
= alu—h)Pdpy+ — b(u—h)du
<Rp Shax'r R Shax'r

< OR'(B(y: ) (1(Shvm) = n(Sexn) .

. <% /Sh’MlR(u — h)Pdu + % (u—h)? du) ) (5.5)

Sh,,QA’R
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where C' also depends on . For | = p, ¢ we define
l
(k — h)u(Sk,r)

CR(B(y, R~ (1(Shr) = (i)
By inequality ([B.5) we deduce that

1 1
Mg [ wewrdit g [ @ nrda
R;D S Rq Sh,2)\’R

h,2X' R

M; =

|

o~

for I =p,q.
1 1
Therefore, if max { T /S , (w — h)! d#} = ﬁ/s , (u — h)P du, we have
h,2X"R h,2X"R

l=p,q

(k  B)u(Si) < OBy R (uSxm) — niSiwn)

1

| ( [ e dﬂ)p

1 1
Analogously, 1f max { f / (w — h)! d,u} = ﬁ/ (u—h)?du, we get
S Sh 2\ R

h,2X'R

8=

ml»—t
»Ql»—t

(k — h)u(Sk,r) < Cu(B(y, R))' "% ( (Shar) — 1(Sk )JR))

| ( / W)
Sh 2>\’R

Thus, depending on the case we are, there exists C' = C(a, 8,7, C4) > 0 such that

tn\)—l
e\)—t

)
(k = Wu(Sk.r) < Cu(Bly. )~ ((Shvr) - sm)

- (/ (u h)qdu> .68
Sh,2)\’R
is satisfied for either [ =por [ =gq.

At this point, using inequality (5.6, we are ready to give the following lemma
that is needed for the proof of Theorem 5.1}
Lemma 5.2. Let M = M(2X'R), m = m(2NR) and ko = 22 If u satisfies
1), it is locally bounded from below and p(Sk,,r) < Yu(B(y, R)) for some 0 <
v <1, then

klig\l/fu(sk’R) =0

Proof. Let k; = M —2-Ut)(M—m), j € NU{0}. Therefore, lim;_, ;o k; = M and
ko = 24 Then, we get M —k;_y =277 (M —m) and k; —k;_ = 2~ U+D (M —m).
We remark that u — kj_y < M —k;_1 on Sy, _, »vr. By (B8], for either [ = p or
l = q, we deduce that

ol
~=

(kj — kj—1)i(Sk,.r) < Cu(B(y, R)'~* (M(Skjfl,,vR) - M(Skj,xR))
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(f

2" DM = m)u(Sh, 1) < CulBy, R)' ™41 (u(Sk,yvr) = Sk, ) )
2279 (M —m).

1
T

(M — kj—1)’ dﬂ)

kj,1,2/\/R,

Thus,

w =
~l=

If n > 7, then u(Sk, r) < p(Sk;,r), and so

o=
~l=

(Sk,.m) < Cu(By, R)' ™+ (1(Sh,_y vr) = 0(Sk, ) )

By summing the above inequality over j € (jo,n), we get

_sl sl—Il+s
npu(Sk,.r)T < Cu(B(y, R)) @ (N(Sko,,\/R) - M(Skn,k/R))
< Cp(B(y, R)T. (5.7)
Hence, independently of the case, lim,— 1o 4(Sk,r) = 0 and, since u(Sk.gr) is a
monotonic decreasing function of k, we conclude that limg_,pr p(Sg,r) = 0. d

Remark 5.3. From inequality (51), we have that

1(Sk,, .R)
n(B(y, R))
uniformly with respect to u, where & > 0.

<COn~ ¢ =0, asn— +oo,

Remark 5.4. We note that it is not restrictive to suppose that

w(Sk,r) < w forallk e R, R >0 and y € Q with B(y,R) C Q. (5.8)
In fact, if
H(Sir) = nl{x € By, B) : u(x) > k) > LG
then
(ke € Bly, B) : ~u(z) < —k}) > MELT),
and so,
uw({x € B(y,R) : —u(z) > —k}) < M

That is, inequality (B.8) holds true considering —u instead of u.

Proof of Theorem 51l Firstly, we observe that u and —u satisfy (1) (see Remark
[L3). We consider ko = 24 where M and m are as in Lemma As we have
pointed out in Remark [5.4] it is not restrictive to suppose that

B(y. R
(S ) < HEGT)
Using Theorem [LH replacing ko with k, = M —27""}(M — m), n € NU {0}, we
have

(5.9)

M (X?R) <k + C(M2NR) — ky,) (%) ‘) (5.10)

with C as in Theorem
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Inequality (59) ensures that we can use Remark 53] so it is possible to choose
an integer n, independent from B(y, R) and u, large enough such that

p(Sk,om) \7 1
C<M(B(yaR))) <3

Thanks to this choice, from (E.I0) we deduce the following inequality.

M (A;R) < M@2XNR) - (M(2NR) — m(2)\/R))2*(n+2),

Y (A;R) . (A;R) iy (X;z) N

< (M(2XNR) —m(2XN' R))(1 — 2~ (+2)),

thus,

As a consequence of the previous inequality, we can write

NR
osc <ﬁ,B (y, 5 )) < rosc(a, B(y, 2\'R)), (5.11)
where 7 =1 —2-(+2) < 1, Now, we consider an index j > 1 such that
431 < R <4,
p

Then, from inequality (G.I1]), we get
osc(i, B(y, N'p)) < 7/~ osc(@i, By, N4/~ p)) < 7/ osc(@, B(y, \'R)).

log T
We observe that 7 = 419817 — 4T:7 and we deduce that

_logT

. — ‘ g 7 40\ "I 4\ et R\ "
701 fTeer G=1) 4—(J—1)(_ Loggz;) = (—> <|= = 4" (—) ,
4 4 p

p

where n = — }ggz < 1. At the end, we obtain

R -n
osc(@, B(y, N'p)) < 47 (—) osc(u, B(y, \'R)),
p
that completes the proof. (I

6. HARNACK INEQUALITY
The aim of this section is to prove Harnack inequality for (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers.

Theorem 6.1 (Harnack inequality). Suppose that u > 0, u and —u satisfy @I).
Then there exists a constant C > 1 so that

esssupu < C essinfu
B(y,R) B(y,R)

for every ball B(y, R) for which B(y,6R) C Q and 0 < R < %. Here the constant
C is independent of the function u.

In order to prove Theorem [6.1] we need to premise the following two lemmata.
Let us define D; p = {z € B(y, R) : u(z) < 7}.
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Lemma 6.2. Let 0 < R < R(y) be such that B(y,R) C Q. Let 7 > 0, u > 0 and
—u satisfy (A1)). Then there exists vo € (0,1), independent of the ball B(y, R),
such that if

/L(DT,R) < FYO,LL(B(yv R))a (61)
then

. T
essinf u > —.
B(y.%) 2

Proof. We apply Theorem [0l to —u and kg = —7 and we get

Q=

1 q
Zs(s;gp;(—u) <-—-74C (u(B(y,R)) /I)T,R(_U+T) du)

Since 7 — u < 7, we have that

. 1 q
sou=ToC <u<B<y, 75y, d“)

S (u?g();%)); '

We can choose 79 = (2C)~? in (&), so the proof is completed. O

1
q

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that the hypotheses of Lemma [6.2 hold. For every v with
0 < <1 there is a constant A > 0 such that if u(Dr r) < yu(B(y, R)), then
essinf u > At.
B(v. %)
Proof. We consider k,h > 0 such that —k > —h. Using inequality (0.0) with —u,
—k and —h instead of u, k and h, respectively, we obtain the following inequality.

1_1
1

(h = Wu(De.r) < Cu(B(y, B)'* (w(Dnxr) = u(Dewr)’

1
T

-(/%m<h—u>ldu> ,

for either [ = p or [ = q. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma with m = 7 and
M =0, in accordance with (1), we get

sl

sl _sl_
np(Do—nt1) - g) =5 < Cp(B(y, R))™=7,

Independently of I, we can choose n large enough so that

p(Da-nsv7 ) < You(B(y, R)),

where vy is as in Lemma Thus, using Lemma [6.2] where 7 is replaced by
2= ("t 7 we conclude

essinf u > 2~ (21,
B(v:%)
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Remark 6.4 ([27], Remark 6.3). Let 0 < R < di"“fis(x) with B(y,6R) C Q. We
suppose that there exists 0 < § < 1 such that

u({ € By, R) - ulx) > 7}) > 6u(B(y, R)).
Since the measure p is doubling (see ([2.1)), we have

and so,

p{z € B(y,6R) : u(x) > 7}) > p({z € B(y, R) : u(x) > 7}) = —zu(B(y, 6R)),

C—gﬂ
where Cy > 1 is the doubling constant of . Hence by Lemmal6.3 we have

essinf u > A7. (6.2)
B(y,3R)

where X\ > 0 is as in LemmalG.3 Clearly we may assume that 0 < A < 1.

Now, we report the Krylov-Safonov covering Theorem [28] on a doubling metric
measure space which has been proven in [27].

Lemma 6.5 (|27], Lemma 7.2). Let B(y, R) be a ball in X, and E C B(y, R) be
p-measurable. Let 0 < § < 1, and define

Es = Ups0{B(z,3p)NB(y, R) : « € B(y, R), u(ENB(, 3p)) > opu(B(z,p))}. (6.3)

Then, either Es = B(y, R), or else u(Es) > (Cq )~ u(E), where Cq > 1 is the
doubling constant of .

At this point, we are ready to state the following theorem.

Theorem 6.6. We suppose that u > 0 and —u satisfies [1)). Then there exist
two constants C' and o > 0 such that

o

essinf u > C ][ u® du (6.4)
B(y,3R) B(y,R)
for every B(y, R) with B(y,6R) C Q and 0 < R < %. The constants C and o
are independent of the ball B(y, R).
Proof. Let 0 < §,\ < 1 given as in Remark [6.4] We define
A ={r € B(y,R) : u(x) > t\}, wheret >0 and j € NU{0}.

We apply Krylov-Safonov covering Theorem (Lemmal6.0) with E = A, ;_1. If there
is a point = € B(y, R) and p > 0 so that

(A1 N B(x,3p)) = 6pu(B(z, p))),
then, by the doubling property,

H(Ani1 01 B(,69)) > g (B 60)),
d
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and, by Remark [6.4] we have

essinf u > t\.
B(z,3p))

Hence if B(x,3p) is as in (€3)), then B(z,3p) N B(y, R) C A ;. This implies that
Es C Ay, consequently we have that p(Es) < pu(A¢ ;). Hence we conclude that
1
5
or Es = B(y, R) and so, A, ; = B(y, R).
We note that, since u € No4(Q) ¢ L9(2) C L'(Q), we have that

loc
lim p(Aio) =0.

Arj—1) < p(Es) < p(Ary) (6.5)

t—+oo
If Ao = B(y, R) for some ¢ > 0, then there exists ¢ty > 0 such that
w(Ao) < w(B(y,R)) forall t > tg (6.6)

and p(Ao) = p(B(y,R)) for all t < tg. Let 0 < 6 < C%i Now, if t > to, (6.0)
implies that
11(At0)
n(B(y, R))
so we can choose an integer n > 1 such that

<1,

(C’d5)j < M < (Od(;)nfl_

n(B(y, R))
Using (6.3]), we get the following chain of inequalities
1 1
Apm1) > ——(Apy ) > o> ——— (A o) > B(y, R)).
(A1) > Cd5“( tn—2) 2 o > (Cdé)n_lu( t,0) = Cadp(B(y, R))

By Remark [6.4] we see that

essinf u > CtA" L.

B(y,3R)
This implies that
(n—1)(log A) A v
to = essinfu > essinf u > CtA" " = Ct(Cy6) Toa(C ) >Ct (M> ,
Bly,R) ~ By3R) u(B(y, R))

where v = %. Consequently we obtain the estimate

M(At,o)
n(B(y, R))

On the other hand, for ¢ > 0, we compute

1 1
< Ct oty

g

—+o0
uwdpy=————= / t7 (A o) dt
]{L(B(y,R)) w(B(y,R)) Jo '

o +oo to
G 7 (A o) dt + a/ oL dt
W(Bly 1) / wlAvo)dito |

+oo ;1
gc/ 7wty dt 1.
to
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Ifo < %, then

1/1 -1 o—1
][ u? dp < Cty (——0) ty, 7 +t5 <Ctg,
w(B(y,R)) v

to > C <][ u? du)
w(B(y,R))

This completes the proof. (I

Combining Theorem with ko = 0 and Theorem we deduce the Harnack
inequality for (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers, thus Theorem is proven.

In the particular case in which w is a (p, ¢)-harmonic function, then Theorem [6.1]
becomes the next corollary.

and hence,

o

Corollary 6.7. Suppose that u is continuous, u > 0, u and —u satisfy @Il). Then
there exists a constant C > 1 so that

sup v < C inf u,
B(y,R) B(y,R)

; R(y)
for every ball B(y, R) for which B(y,6R) C Q and 0 < R < £

Here, we give two consequences of the Harnack inequality of Corollary
Firstly, following the lines of Theorem 8.13 of [4], we obtain the strong maximum
principle for (p, ¢)-harmonic functions.

Corollary 6.8 (Strong maximum principle). If Q is connected, u is a (p,q)-
harmonic function in Q and w attains its mazimum in ), then u is constant in

Q.

Proof. Tt is not restrictive to suppose that maxq u = 0. We consider
A={z e Q:u(z) =0}

The continuity of u implies that A is a relatively closed subset of 2. Let 2 € A
and zg € B(y, R) such that B(y,6R) C Q. We remark that —u is a nonnegative
(p, 9)-quasiminimizer in Q and that, by the hypothesis of continuity on w,

essinfu = inf w and esssupu= sup u.
B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y.R)

Thus, we can apply Harnack inequality (Corollary [6.7)) to —u and get the following
inequality.

— inf u= sup (—u) <C inf (—u)=-C sup u=0,

B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y,R)
and so,
0< inf u< sup u=0.
B(y,R) B(y,R)
Hence B(y,R) C A, that is A is open. Since ) is connected, we get that A = Q.
Thus, u(z) =0 for all = € €2, so u is constant in €. O

The second corollary of Harnack inequality is the Liouville’s Theorem.

Corollary 6.9 (Liouville’s Theorem). If u is a (p,q)-harmonic function bounded
from below in Q, then u is constant.
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Proof. Let v = u — infgu > 0. We note that, since u is a (p, ¢)-harmonic function,
v is continuous itself. Thus,

essinfv = inf v and esssupv = sup wv.
B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y,R) B(y,R)

Now, we can apply Harnack inequality (Corollary [67) to get that, for x € Q,

v(z) < sup v < C inf v—0, asp— +oc.
B(z,p) B(z,p)

Thus v = 0, so u is constant. (I

7. BOUNDARY CONTINUITY FOR (p, q)-QUASIMINIMIZERS

Up to this point, we have been interested in local properties, now we will focus
our attention in boundary value problems. Thus, we have the need to introduce
a boundary data w. More specifically, we consider a bounded domain 2 C X
and w € NY(X). Let u € N2Y(Q) be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer on Q such that
w—u € Ny9(€). The function u is extended to all of X by setting u = w in X \ Q.

The following proposition, which is used in the proof of Proposition [[.2] is a
consequence of the weak Poincaré inequality. It was first proven by Maz’ya, [33]
for the Euclidean setting, then generalized to the metric setting by Bjorn, [2]. We
refer the reader to the corresponding references for more details.

Proposition 7.1. Let u € N%(X), B(y,r) C X and S ={z € B(y,%) : u(z) =
0}. Then there exist C and A > 1 such that

C
luldp < —/ gui dp-
]Z;(y,r) Capq(Sv B(yv T)) B(y,Ar)
Let w € N“9(X) such that u —w € Ny*?(€2). We shall use the notation

M(r,ro) = (ess Sup % — esssup w) ,
B(zo,r) B(zo,r0) 7T

where 0 < r < 79, ay = max{a,0}, and v € N»9(X) is a (p, ¢)-quasiminimizer in

Q. Let also
"y(S T) _ Tﬁs:u(B(xO’ T))
’ cap,(B(zo,7) \ Q, B(z0,21))
The next proposition is important in order to prove Theorem [.3] which gives a
pointwise estimate for (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers near a boundary point.

(7.1)

Proposition 7.2. Let u € NY9(X) be a (p,q)-quasiminimizer on Q and w €
NY(X) with u—w € Nol’q(Q). Then there exist C = C(a, 8,Cq,Cpr, K,p, Q) and
A > 1 such that, for all xg € O and 0 < 2 r < 1o < R(y), the next inequality holds

M (g,ro) < (1 —27"M="H 12\, 7o),

where
P

n(r) = Cy (s, g) .

Proof. We denote M = M (2Ar,rg), where xy and 7 are fixed. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that 0 < M < 400, otherwise the proof is finished. We
define

kj = esssup w + M (1 —277),
B(IQ,T())



QUASIMINIMIZERS OF A (p,q)-DIRICHLET INTEGRAL 25

vj = (u—kj)g — (u—Kjt1)4

Notice that in B(zo, Ar) \ © we have v; = 0, where A is given by Proposition [T1]
Define T'(k,l,7) = Sk \ Si.r, then guXr(x, k;+. ) i & p-weak upper gradient of v;
in B(zg, Ar). As a consequence of doubling property of u, Hélder inequality and
Proposition [[I] with s instead of ¢, we get that

Cp(B(xo,7)) /
V3 dp < . 9y, dp
/B(xg,r) / Capg (B (xo, §) \Qv B(IO; T)) B(zo,Ar) ’
T
Cy (87_)Ts/ GuXT (ke ey 2 ) DB
2 Skj’)\,,‘ ( Jofi+1, )

s
r _s

<Cy (s,—) re / Gudu | (T (R ke, Ar)) T,
2 Skjar

with C depending on Cy, and therefore,

%
S r S -3
[ wauson(sg)r (/ ng#> BTy, by A0, (72)
B(zo,r) Sk Ar

for Il =p,q.
For the measure of the set Sy,

41,7 we have the following estimate.

S

s s M
/Buo U ez (ke = Ky 1Sy 0) = gy S r)

By the De Giorgi type inequality, Holder inequality and the doubling property, we

have
/ gh dp < / (agh + bgl) dp
Skjar Sk ar

C C

< R g [ bk
C C

< Ow) /Sk N (u— k)% dp + W/Sk . (u—k;)5 dp

< ¢ ( ess sup u—k»)pu(B(x 2Ar))

- ()\T)p B(xo,2Ar) ! o

C q
+ ( esssup u — k:j) w(B(xg, 2A7))
B(xo,2Ar)

- (;{)p A Bz, 2r)) + %%N(B(Io, 2Ar)
< TQP% (B(:z:o,r))—l-gq%,u(B( 7))

comm{ (1) (£) s,

for [ = p, q, where C now depends also on 3, K and p. Thus,

/S gl dp < C'max { (T2J) (T2J) } B(wg,r)), forl=p,q.  (7.3)
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Using the last three inequalities, we get the following two cases.
Case 1: max{(ry)p, (AN} = (AL)P.

r2J 727

Then, using [ = p in (C2) and ([T3)
P(Siyuna) _ 20D
u(B(xo,)) — p(B(xo,7))M?* Jp (a0,

22+ o r ’ .
D —)rs Pd T(k;, k; =5
- M(B($O, T»))MS’Y (Sv 2) r /Sk . G OH :u( ( Js Vj+1s /\T>) r

v} dp

9s(i+1) ¢ .
Sm % (TQJ) B(zo, 7 (T(kj7kj+1=)‘r)) P
— o (s u(T(kJ,k]H,Ar)) b
=1 (>3) ( u(Blzo, 7)) )
Therefore,
PS5 J“’) s L (T (kjs kja, Ar)) =%
#(B(wo, 7)) ~ 07( 2) < 1(B(zo, 7)) > : (7.4)
Case 2: max{ (L), (%)" (AL)",
Analogously, making | = ¢ in (Z.2]) and ([Z3]) we get
k) ry [Ty kya, dr) '
pu(B(xo, 1)) ~ Oﬁy( 2) ( (B0, 7)) ) : (7.5)

If n > j + 1, notice that both (Z4) and (Z.5)) hold true when the set Sy, » on the
left part of the inequalities is replaced by Sk, . Thus, for [ =p,q,

1
(M) o < Cy (s, f)ﬁ w(T (kj, kj-irl,)\r))7
n(B(zo, 1)) 2 n(B(zo, 7))
and, summing up over 5 =0,1,....,.n — 1,

(Skw) \™° _C 1 i
<ufB<§o,r»> <o(=3)"

As a consequence, for I = p, q, we get
k) < ¢ y (s z) .
w(B(zo,r)) ~ prs TN
Notice that independently of the case we have
Sk C r
uﬁéég’,f)) <= (53) (7.6)
By Theorem with k,, and r instead of kg and R, we obtain

esssupugkn—i—C(][ )
B(zo,%) B(zo,r)
1
q
<esssupw + M(1—27 < —kn)L du)
B(zo,%) mo,r)

<esssupw + M(1 -2~
B(:Eo 2)
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1 q
+C 7/ esssup u — kn ) dp
<u<B<xo,r>> o, (asoop u k)

kp 7

1
q

—n 1 49—ng
<esssupw + M(1—2 )+C<N(T/S (M2 )du>

B(zo,%) 9,7))

kn T

1

- — N(Sk r) q

=esssupw + M(1—-2"")+ CM2™" <7n> ,
B(z0,%) w(B(zo,7))

where, clearly, C' has the same dependencies of the constant of Theorem 5] that
is C =C(a, 8,Cpr1, Q). By () we then have

CM 3
esssupu < esssupv + M (1 —27") + ———+7 (s, f) !
B(zo,5)  B(ro,5) onp1=5)q 2

Ifn>Cy (s, g) = then, the last term on the right-hand side of the last inequality
is at most 27"~ 1 M. So,

esssupu < esssupv + M (1 —27") 27" 1 M.
3(10,%) B(mo,%)

Finally, we get
M (g ro) <(1-27""Y)M.

D

At last, by choosing the smallest integer n(r) for which n > n(r) > Cv (s,5)7,
the proof is completed. O

Now we are ready to prove the next theorem. This is a pointwise estimate for
(p, 9)-quasiminimizers near a boundary point, see for example [2], [33].

Theorem 7.3. Let u € NY9(X) be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer on  and w € N1 9(X)
with u —w € Ny*d(). Then there exist Cy,Cy > 0 such that

1 ro b d
M(p,10) < C1M(ro,70) €XP <_Z/ exp (—Coﬂy(s,r) p,s) TT> (7.7)
p

Proof. We denote M (r) = M(r,r9), where rq is fixed. Without loss of generality,
we can assume that 0 < M(rg) < 400, otherwise the proof is finished. Let C' and
n(r) be as in Proposition [[.21 We define Cy = C'log2 and

w(r) =exp (—C’O’y(s, r)%) =27,

Now we consider (0,79) = I} U Iy with I; NI, = @), where

+oo
Im = U [(4)\)77172]‘*1,,,,07 (4)\)771*2]-7.0) , fOI' m = 172

Jj=1

o
/ w(r)ﬁ < 2/ w(r)ﬁ, (7.8)
p T (p,0) N r

for m =1 or m = 2. Now, for every j € N, let 7; € [(4X\)™ %~ 1rq, (4X)""%ry) be
such that

1 (4)\)m72j’r0 (4)\)7}172]’,',‘0 d,r
w(r;) > ————— wrer/ w(r)—.
( J) (4/\)’”*23*17“0 ‘/(4)\)m2j1,,«0 ( ) (AN)m—2i—1pg ( ) r

Thus,
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Since w(r) <1 for all r, we then get
d
/ w(r)—T < Z w(r;) + C. (7.9)
(p,r0)NIm r p<r;<ro/4X
Using Proposition [[.2] we deduce
M™%y < M(r) < M(4Xrj)(1 — 277Cr)=1)

< M4\, (1 - M) , forjeN.

Proceeding by iteration and recalling that log(1 —t, we get

—1) <
1
M(p) < M(ro) exp . ) for 0 < p < rp.

p<r; <r0/4)\
Now, notice that we have
1 1 d 1 0 d
2 Z w(Tj)SO__/ w(r )—SC —/ w(r)—r.
2 p<r;<i% 2 (pyr0)NIrm r 4 p r

Then

)

1 ro P d?”
exp | —3 > w(ry) | <Crexp <Z/ exp (—007(8,7“)?*3) 7)
P

p<r;<i%

—_

as wanted. O

Theorem implies the following result, which gives us a sufficient condition
for the Holder continuity of (p, ¢)-quasiminimizers at a boundary point.

Theorem 7.4. Let u € NY9(X) be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer on  and w € N1 9(X)
be a Hélder continuous function at xo € O, with u —w € Ny U(Q). Then there
exists Co > 0 such that

dr

1 ! v
lim inf —/ exp (—C'o'y(s,r)ﬁ) —>0.
[log p| J, r

p—0
Thus u is Holder continuous at xg.

Proof. By Remark[£3] —u is a (p, ¢)-quasiminimizer. We notice that —u — (—w) €
N, ?(Q) by assumption, so it is enough to estimate (u(z) — w(xo))s. Without loss
of generality, we assume that w(zg) = 0. By the continuity of w at zp, Theorem
implies

M(ro,r0) < M = esssupuy < 400, (7.10)

B(zo,R)
for some R >0 and all 0 < ro < R.
Using Theorem [[.3] we get, for 0 < p < 79,

esssuput < esssup w4 + M(p, 7o)
B(xo,p) B(zo,70)

1 [ d
< esssup wy + C1 M exp (——/ exp (—Coy(s,r) PES) _r) . (7.11)
B(zo,r0) 4/, r
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The hypotheses imply that there are C, h, k > 0 satisfying

esssup wy < Crg
B(IQ,T())

and
1
d
| exp (~Cons.1)75) 5 = Ko,
P

for all sufficiently small p and 7.

Notice that
1 1
» \ d d
/ exp (—C'o'y(s,r) p,s) 7T < / o | log rol,

0 0 r

for all 0 < rg < 1. Thus, applying inequality (T.IT), we get

_1
esssupuy < Crh + ClMp§r0 4,
B(zo,p)
for sufficiently small p and rg.
Lastly, we choose 79 = p* with 0 < k’ < k to get that u is Holder continuous at
o up to redefining it on a measure zero set. (I

In the following theorem, supposing that w € N%9(X) is continuous at ¢ € 952,
we show that u is also continuous at x¢y under a Wiener type regularity condition.

Theorem 7.5. Let u € NY4(X) be a (p, q)-quasiminimizer on Q and w € N19(X)
be a continuous function at xo € Q, with u—w € Ny U(Q). Then there exists t > 0
such that

= — = +00,
r~ v u(B(xo,1))

r
and therefore, u is continuous at .

/1 (caps(B(xo,r) \ ©, B(xo, 27~))>t dr
i -

Proof. By absurd, we suppose that u is not continuous at zo. Eventually consider-
ing —u instead of u, we can assume that

lim esssupu > w(zg) = 0.
r—0 B(wo,r)

Thus, there exist kg, M > 0 so that

2ko < esssupu < M, (7.12)
B(zo,r)

for all sufficiently small r > 0.
Let o be defined as in Theorem[6.0] 0 < ¢/ < o and 0 < 8 < 1. We define

s

h(r) = esssup w—esssupu and k(r) = esssup u — h(r)-.
B(xz0,10Ar) B(zo,r) B(xo,10Ar)

Since lim,_,o h(r) = 0, we get that k(r) > ko and

ale.

h(r)% = esssup u— k(r) < h(r)*5, (7.13)
B(z0,10Ar)

for all sufficiently small r > 0.
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The continuity hypothesis of w at zo implies that esssuppg,, »,) w < ko for some
ro > 0, thus (u — ko)+ = 0 a.e. on B(xg,ro) \ Q. Using Proposition [I] for
sufficiently small > 0, we get that

cap,(B(zo,r) \ £, B(xo, 27"))][ (u—ko)} du < C’/ g(su_,m)+ dup
B(zo,2r) B(xg,2Ar)
<C gudp+C 9o dp, (7.14)
Sk(ry,2ar T(ko,k(r),2Ar)

where Sk, = {z € B(xo,7) : u(x) > k} and T'(h,k,7) = Shr \ Sk.r-
Now, we consider each one of the two integrals on the right-hand side in (Z.14) in
order to estimate them. From the Holder inequality, Lemma [T and (TI3), we get

s

/ gy dp < </ 95 du) j1 (B(o,2Xr)) 7
Sk(ry,2ar Sk(ry,2ar

<C / (agh + bgﬁ)du> 1t (B, 2Xr))' v
Sk(ry,2ar

IN

¢ P
< ((w)p /Sk(r),mra(u—k(r)) dy
C g 3 _s
+ ) /Skm,w” b(u — k(r)) d,u) u(B(a:o,2)\r))1 »

_ ((Si)p /S - (u — k()P dp

[ b)) (B, 220
Sk(r),10Ar

< (gq / (u— k(r))”dﬂ> y (B(wo,2Xr)' 75
"% J Sk, 10ar

ro B(z0,10Ar)

< GuBE0T)) )t (7.15)

3

where C' = C(a, ).
Applying again Holder inequality, we deduce

P
/ g ([ gude) n(Toke).2a0)'F (110)
T (ko,k(r),2A7) Skg.2xr

Using Lemma 1] and (Z.12), we can estimate the integral term on the right-hand
side of inequality ([.I6]) as follows

X

/ ghdu | < / (agy, + bgy) dp
Skg.2xr Skg,2ar
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C / C
a(u —k pd,u—l——/ b(u — ko)Ldu
<(2)\'f‘)p B(IQ,IO)\T‘) ( O)+ (2)\T)q B(mg,lO)xT) ( O)+

P

IN

P C B
T </ CL(’LL - ko)ﬁ_dﬂ) + @ (/ b(’u — ko)idﬂ)
P B(z0,10Ar) TP B(xz0,10Ar)
P ;
= </ (u— ko)ﬁdﬂ> +—= </ (u — ko)‘idﬂ>
re B(z0,10Ar) e B(xz0,10Ar)

CM*u(B(xo,7)) >

r '
Note that throughout the last inequalites, without of loss of generality, we have
assumed M < 1 and that we can choose r sufficiently small.

On the other hand, to estimate u (T (ko, k(r), 2Ar)), we notice that

Q

IN
-

s

IN
Q

< (7.17)

v= esssup u— max{u,ko}
B(z0,10Ar)

is a nonnegative function in B(zg, 10Ar). Therefore, (—v — k)4 = (u — k') with
k' = k + esssupp(y, 10ar) U, for all k& > k* = ko — esssupp(y, 10ar) - Now, for
k < k* we get —v—k > —v—k* >0 on B(xg,10Ar). So, from Lemma A1 with £’
instead of k, we have that —v satisfies () with Sy , = Sk,,10xr. By Theorem 6.6
we obtain that

(T (ko, k(r),2Xr)) ( esssup u—k(r))” < / v7 dp
B(z0,10A7) B(zo,2A7)

< Cu(B(zo,2Ar))( esssup u— esssup u)g. (7.18)
B(xz0,10Ar) B(zo,2Ar)

Inequalities (ZI8) and (ZI3) imply
(T oy K1), 200)) < OB, r))w(r)* = (7.19)
Now, considering (ZI9)), (ZI8)-(CIT), we return to inequality (ZI4) and get

capS(B(:L“(l, )\ Q, B(zo, 2r)) <][
™% u(B(xo, 7))

(u— ko) du)

<C (w(r)% + Msw(r)w—”(l—%)) . (720

B(zo,21)

Furthermore, applying Theorem .5 and inequality (Z.12]) we obtain, for sufficiently
small r > 0,

ki < (esssupu—ko)qSC][ (u—ko)s dp
B(zo,r) B(xo,2r)

< Cqus][ (u — ko) dp.
B(zo,2r)

By choosing opportunely 6 and o of [20), we deduce that, for sufficiently small

14 a
r >0 and all ¢t > s T 5=

(o) Q,B<w072r>>>t < o)
=% u(B(zo,7)) -
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Finally, we get the following inequality

! dr 10A dr
w(r)— < esssupu — < +00,
0 1

r B(zo,r)
which ends the proof. O

8. A BOUNDARY REGULARITY RESULT FOR (p, ¢)-MINIMIZERS

In a similar way to Section [, here we have the following assumptions. Let 2 € X
be a bounded domain and let w € N9(X). Let u € N%9(Q2) be a (p, ¢)-minimizer
on Q such that w —u € Ny*?(€). The function u is extended to all of X by setting
u=win X \ Q.

In this section, we focus our attention to (p,¢)-minimizers and we prove Theo-
rem [R] which gives us control over the oscillation of (p, ¢)-minimizer functions at
boundary points. This result is motivated by Theorem 5.1 of [6] for p-minimizers
in the setting of metric measure spaces. A key role in the proof is played by the
comparison principle, which unfortunately fails for quasiminimizers (for further in-
formations see, for example, [3]). However we were able to prove a comparison
principle for (p, ¢)-minimizers, thus to show the following theorem, that is the main
result of this section.

Theorem 8.1. Let Q C X be a bounded domain and w € NV4(X)NC(Q). Consider
a (p, q)-minimizer u on  such that w —u € Ny'*(). Ifzo € I and 0 < p <,
then

osc(u, QN B(xg, p)) <osc(w, 2 N B(xg, 5r))
+ osc(w, 9N) exp (—C/ o(zo, X \ Q,t)ﬁ%) , (8.1)
p

cap,(B(z,r) N E, B(x,2r))
cap,(B(z,r), B(z,2r))

for some constant C and o(x, E,r) =

We will obtain the proof of Theorem [B] as a consequence of the next lemmata,
among which there is the comparison principle for (p,¢)-minimizers (see Lemma
[B3). These results were obtained by adapting the proof tecniques used in [37]. In
particular, for the proof of the first lemma we refer the reader to Lemma 6.5 of [37].

Lemma 8.2. Let Q C X. Ifu and v are two functions in NY9(Q) and E is a subset
of Q such that u < v g-g.e. on E and u > v g-q.e. in Q\ E, then w = uxp+vxo\r
is also in N%(Q).

Now, we prove the comparison principle for (p,¢)-minimizers. From now on,
we will denote with Ny*?(E) + w the set of all functions of the form v 4 w with
v € Ny"(E). Following the lines of Theorem 6.4 of [37].

Lemma 8.3 (Comparison principle). Let Q C X. We consider V.C Q' C Q' C Q
and uy,uy € NY(Q) (p,q)-minimizers. If v < uy q-q.e. in Q' \'V, then us < uy
q-q.e. inV.

Proof. Using Remark [34] we get that (p, ¢)-minimizers on 2 are unique up to sets
of zero g-capacity. We consider the following set F = {x € V : ua(x) > ui(z)}.
We shall prove that u(E) = 0, that is the set E has measure zero. Now, we define
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T’y as the class of all compact rectifiable paths on which at least one of uj,us is
not absolutely continuous or at least one of the function weak upper gradient pairs
(U1, Guy ), (U2, gu,) does not satisfy inequality (Z3]). The g-modulus of T'y is zero.
We define a function v in V' in the following way

u; in Q\E,
v =
us in FE.

From the hypothesis, we have that us < uj in Q' \ E and ug > w1 in E, and from
Lemma B2 the function v is in N14(Q). Now, applying Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.4
of [37], the function go = gu, X £+ gu, X\ £ is a weak upper gradient of v. Therefore,

since u; is a (p, ¢)-minimizer and v € Ny 9(Q') + uy, we get

/ag&du—i—/ bgg2du+/ agﬁldu—i-/ bggldu:/ agodu—i-/ bgldu
E E N\E N\E o 2%
2/ agﬁld/H/ bgs, du.
o o

/ agy,dp + / bgs,dp = / agy, dp + / bgs, dp.
E E E E

We define a function f in V as

Fe up in E,
~lupy inV\E.

thus,

Again using Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.4 of [37], function g1 = gu, XE + gu Xv\E 18
a weak upper gradient of f. Therefore, since us is a (p, ¢)-minimizer in V and since
feNyUV) +ug,

/agﬁldu+/ bgﬁldu+/ agﬁzdu+/ bgzzdu:/ agldu+/ bgidu
E E V\E V\E 1%
> / agy, dp + / by, dp-
\4 14

that is,

/ agy,dp + / bg,dp < / agy, dp
FE FE

As a consequence, we deduce that

/ gu1
/ agh, du + / byl du = / agh. du / by di,
E

and hence, since g, < gg almost everywhere,

/agvdu—i—/ bgldy = /agmdu—i-
E

Therefore we get that v is also a (p, ¢)-minimizer in 2. Hence, by the uniqueness
property of (p, ¢)-minimizers (RemarkB4), v = u; ¢-q.e. in Q, andso u(E) =0. O

Motivated by Lemma 5.7 of [6], we get the following lemma.
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Lemma 8.4. Let Q C X be a bounded domain and xg € 9. Fixz r > 0 and let u

be the (p, q)-potential (see Definition[3.0) for B(xzo,r)\ Q with respect to B(xg,5r).
Then for 0 < p <r and x € B(xo, p), we have

" dt
1 - u(z) < exp (—c/ so(xo,X\sz,wﬁ;) ,
P
for some constant C and ¢ defined as in Theorem [81].

Proof. Let B = B(z¢,5r) and B; = 57 B. Let u; be a (p, q)-potential for B; \
with respect to B;_1. We have that u; = u. We define
0 = capq(Bj \ Q, Bj_l)
! Ca’pq(Bja ijl)

Using Lemma 5.6 of [6] and the standard inequality 1+t < ef, t € R, we get
_1

uj > C’gaj‘?+1 >1-— efc“’ﬂgil , in Fj. (8.2)
Now, for j € N, we recursively define
1—u ifj=1,
K exp (C@ivj_l) = exp (C St cpﬁ) vy if j > 2.

1 —
We prove now by induction that for all j € N, v; < exp(—Cgp;’l) in B;. Firstly, by

1 - 1
B2), we obtain v; < exp( — Cgpf’l) in B;. Assuming that v; < exp( — C’<p;’l)
i_n Fj, the_n, by the definition of v;;1, we get Vi1 < 1 in Ej. Since v; = 0 in
B1\ QD Bj\Q, we then obtain that v;41 =0in B; \ Q and 1 — w11 = 1 outside
B;. We notice that 0 < uj41,v541 < 1, thus vj41 < 1 — u;4q1 on the boundary
0(B; N ). Now, ujt1 and vj41 are (p, ¢)-minimizers in B; N €, as a consequence,
the comparison principle Lemma and (B82) imply that vj41 < 1 — w1 <
1 —

exp( — C’%f’;i) in Bjy1. This concludes the induction step. From the definition of
vj, we get

I —
l—u=1-—u; =v; <exp (—CZ(,O,Z1> in B,. (8.3)
k=1

We choose p > 0 so that p < r and an integer m satisfying 5~™r < p < 51=™p.
Again, from the definition of ¢; and using Lemma 5.5 of [6], we get

cap, (B(zo,1t) \ 2, B(wo, 2t))
cap, (B(zo,t), B(zo,2t))

if 579 <t < 59y, Thus,

©j Z = O(p(.fo,X\Q,t)

1—j
5 T t

et ZOZ/S plzo, X\ Q)T
j=1

—ip

J=1

" 1o dt
>C [ oo X\ 207,
P

and, by ([83]), we conclude the proof. O
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Theorem Bl now follows from Lemma [8.4] and the comparison principle Lemma

in exactly the same way as Theorem 6.18 in [24] (see also [0]).
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