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Abstract

We consider the mixed local and nonlocal functionals with nonstandard growth

— Du|? — f(x)u)d [utw) = u(y)|* dxd

with 1 < p < sq, 0 < s < 1and Q c RY being a bounded domain. We study, by means
of expansion of positivity, local behaviour of the minimizers of such problems, involving local
boundedness, local Hélder continuity and Harnack inequality. The results above can be seen as a
natural extension of the results under the center condition that p > sq in [De Filippis-Mingione,
Math. Ann., https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-022-02512-7].
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1 Introduction

In the present paper, we aim at investigating local regularity for the minimizers of the following
functional:

E(u; Q) = /(F(:E,Du) u)dx + // (V)| Ksq(x,y) dzdy, (1.1)
Q Ca
where Q C RY (N > 2) is a bounded domain and
Ca = (RN x RM)\ (RN x Q) x (RN x Q)).
The Carathéodory function F : Q x RY — R satisfies

ATHEP < F(x,€) < AJEP (1.2)
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for some A > 1. The symmetric kernel Ky, : RY x RN — R is a measurable function taking the form

a(z,y)
qu(x y) |.’L'—y|N+Sq (13)
with a(z,y) = a(y, ) satisfying
ap < a(z,y) < Ay for all z,y € RY x RV, (1.4)

where the constants ag > 0 and Ay > 0. In addition,
1<p<sq, se€(0,1). (1.5)
In order to state the definition of minimizers, we need to define a function space

A(Q) = {v RV 5 R

vlg € LP(Q2) and E(v; Q) < oo} ,

and recall the tail space

1
a—1 (mNY . q—1 N |7
L (R )._{UGLIOC (R ’/DQN1+|$|N+Squ<OO}7

with a corresponding nonlocal tail defined by

q—1 a-t
Tail(v; xo, 1) := <qu/ %dm) for r > 0,z9 € RV,
RN\ B, (z0) |T — 20

From these definitions, it is easy to deduce that Tail(v; zo,) is well-defined for any v € L LRM).
Now we are in a position to present the definition of minimizers to (1.1) as follows.

Definition 1.1. We say that u € A(Q) is a minimizer of & if
E(u; Q) < E(v; Q)

for any measurable function v : RY — R with v = u a.e. in RV\Q.
Next, we will introduce some related results provided by the existing literature in the coming
subsection.

1.1 Overview of related literature

Mixed local and nonlocal problems, as a recently emerging subject, have already attracted an intensive
attention. Before introducing results on such mixed problems, we first refer the readers to [12, 14, 13,
40, 39] for the regularity of integro-differential equations, and [7, 8, 18, 20, 19, 32, 33, 36, 38| for the
properties of weak solutions to fractional p-Laplacian. Here, we emphasize the approach developed in
[18], where Cozzi [18] introduced fractional De Giori classes and then exhibited regularity theory for
these classes. As immediate applications of regularity results, the boundedness, Hélder continuity and
Harnack inequality directly can be established for the weak solutions and minimizers of corresponding
equations/functionals via proving nonlocal Caccioppoli estimates.
Let us turn to the combination of local and nonlocal linear equations of the simplest version:

—Au+ (=A)u =0, (1.6)



for which the Harnack inequality of nonnegative harmonic functions was showed in [26]; see [15] for
the boundary version. In addition, the Harnack inequality regarding the parabolic version of (1.6) was
established in [1, 16], where however the authors only proved such inequality for globally nonnegative
solutions. Very recently, Garain-Kinnunen [28] proved a weak Harnack inequality with a tail term
for sign changing solutions to the parabolic problem of (1.6). For what concerns radial symmetry,
maximum principle, interior and boundary Lipschitz regularity for the weak solutions to (1.6), Biagi-
Dipierro-Valdinoci-Vecchi [4, 5] have systematically studied. One can also refer to [42] and [6] for
the qualitative and quantitative properties on the equations involving a general nonhomogenous term
g(u, ) and the boundary regularity of more general mixed local-nonlocal operators.
When it comes to the nonlinear framework of (1.6) as below,

—Ayu+ (A3

Su=0, (1.7)

by using a purely analytic approach based on the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory, Garain-Kinnunen [27]
demonstrated local boundedness and Holder continuity, Harnack inequalities as well as semicontinuity
representative of weak solutions. Consequently, Fang-Shang-Zhang [24] studied the local regularity
for the parabolic counterpart to (1.7); see [29] for more general construction. Some extra aspects of
such equations have already been explored as well, such as existence, uniqueness and higher Holder
regularity [30], problems with measure data [11]. It is worth mentioning that De Filippis-Mingione
[21] first considered the mixed local and nonlocal functionals with nonuniform growth of the type
(1.1) and established the maximal regularity, that is (local) C*“-regularity, for minimizers of such
problems under the center assumption p > sq. Byun-Lee-Song [10] investigated the case that local term
provides no regularizing effects, where the Holder regularity and Harnack inequality were discussed
for the minimizers to the functionals modeled after

|u(z) —u(y)|? /
— dxd DulP d
U /RN/RN |x—y|N+q Y+ Qct(x)| ulP dx

with a(z) > 0,p > g > 1. Note that the hypothesis required in (1.5) and the center assumption on
growth exponents p, ¢ in [21, 10] are mutually exclusive. Finally, let us mention that in view of the
condition p # ¢ the functional (1.1) is closely related to a large number of anisotropic local or nonlocal
problems with nonstandard growth, see for instance [35, 17, 2, 3, 22, 9, 25].

1.2 Statements of the main results

We would like to point out that the present work is motivated by the paper of De Filippis and
Mingione [21]. In particular, the authors in the open problem 8.3 of [21] posed a question concerning
the possibility of removing, when q > p, the (local) boundedness assumption on u in Theorems 3, 5
and 6. To this end, we try to give a positive answer to that. As far as we known, there is no theory
yet for the mixed local and nonlocal equation (1.1) when sq > p. Our intention is to study the local
boundedness, Holder continuity and Harnack estimat for the minimizers of (1.1) with nonhomogeneous
term f through the expansion of positivity. In order to simplify our presentations, we introduce some
notations needed in the coming text.

Notations. As usual, the domain B,() is a ball with radius p > 0 and center xop € RY. The symbol
can be simplified by writing B, = B,(x¢). For any z( € RY, k € R and 7 > 0, we define the sets

A~ (k,z0,7) := By(zo) N {x € RY| u < k} and  AY(k,zo,7) := Bp(zo)N{z € RN u > k},



which are abbreviated by
A= (k,r) = A" (k,m0,7) and AT(k,r):= A" (k,z0,7)

when the choice of x is clear. For g € L'(V), the mean average of g is given by

1
(9)v 22]{/9(56) da = WG] /Vg(:v) dx.

For the function a(-), we denote

ai, == sup a(x)

zcV
for any V C Q. For the case V = Bg(z), we simply the notations by taking af; := aJ]gR(zo).
The continuous measure p in this work admits
dp = dp(z,y) = o — y| =N~ dady.
Throughout this paper, we set p* := NN—_’; for1<p< N, qt:= Nj\i(.lsq for 1 <sqg< N and G := @.
For arbitrarily fixed » > 0, we also need define the functions
[ a1
hr(t) = P TTq, gr(t) = 7, t> 0 (19)
and
tP td

Throughout this paper, H, !, h ! g1 are separately the inverses of H,., h,,g,, and we use C to de-
note a general positive constant which only depends on p, s,q,7v, A, N and a(-,-) without additional
explanations.

Now, we are in a position to present the boundedness results.

Theorem 1 (Local boundedness). Assume that (1.2)~(1.5) hold with ag > 0. Suppose that f €
L] (Q) with v > maux{M L}. Let B, := B,(x9) CC Q. Then for any minimizer v € A(2) N

loc p’g—1
qu_l (RN) of the functional (1.1), the following estimate holds for any & > 0,

sup v < CsH, (é H, (u+)d:v> +6h ! (Tfsq Tail?~1 (u+;:vo, g)) oo ((Ji I dw)%)

with Cs > 0 depending only on s,p,q, N, \,v,ag, Ay and 9.

Observe that in the case ag > 0, we can see Kgq(x,y) ~ W as usual. Nonetheless, when
the function a(-,-) vanishes on some points (i.e., ag = 0), the functional (1.1) exhibits the features of
mixed local and nonlocal double phase functional in fact. At this point. we still can prove minimizers
are locally bounded by confining the distance between p and ¢ as below. In addition, taking into
account the nonlocal double integral in (1.1) whose kernel K4 (-, ) is perturbed by coefficient a, here
we introduce a “tail space with weight” and the corresponding nonlocal tail with weight denoted by

qg—1
LI~ HQ,RY) = {v € LT HRYN) : esssu / a(x, @) dy < oo}
a,sq( ) loc ( ) erp RN ( y) (1+ |y|)N+Sq Y



and

1

: s l@)! "
Tail, (v; 2o, 7) := | r*? esssup a(x,y)iNﬂq dy . (1.11)
w€Bar (w0) JRN\B, (o) ly = ol

We can readily verify that Tail,(u;xo,7) is finite for every g € Q and r € (0,2~ dist{xq, 0}),
provided that u € LZ,;}; (Q, RN ) Thereby when we deduce the local boundedness on minimizers, we
only impose local boundedness in Q x Q on a(x,y).

Theorem 2 (Local boundedness). Suppose that (1.2)~(1.3) and (1.5) as well as 0 < a(x,y) € LS. (2x
Q) are in force. Let

1<1+ g5 for1<p<N,
P N=p (1.12)
q < oo forp> N,
and f € L] (Q) with
N
7>max{L,L,—} forp < N, and~y =1 forp> N. (1.13)
g—p p—1p

Then any minimizer u € A(Q) N LA7L (Q,RY) of the functional (1.1) is locally bounded in Q.

a,sq

Based on the above boundedness result, Theorem 1, we can further apply the expansion of
positivity technique to establish the Holder continuity of minimizers. We remark that the coming
Hélder continuity result is built on the assumption ag > 0. The main reason is that when a(z,y) > 0,
the constant C' in the Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 would depend on L*-norm of minimizers and also
on M in Lemma 4.2, even if we impose the Holder continuity on a(-, -). This would lead to the failure
of the iteration in the proof of Theorem 3.

Theorem 3 (Holder continuity). Assume that (1.2)—(1.5) hold with ag > 0. Let f € L] () with

loc

v > max{%, q%}' Then any minimizer u € A(Q) N LI (RN) of the functional (1.1) is locally

C%%-continuous in Q with some a € (0,1) depending only upon N,p,s,q, A,~,ao, Ao.

Additionally, according to the supremum estimate in Theorem 1, tail estimate below along with
expansion of positivity, we could deduce the Harnack inequality for minimizers. However, when
a(x,y) > 0, it is not clear how to control Tail, (uy; zo, R) by Tail,(u—_; o, R). Hence, we impose the
positivity assumption on ag to ensure tail term in the Harnack inequality involves u_ instead of u.

Theorem 4 (Harnack inequality). Assume that (1.2)—(1.5) hold with ag > 0. Suppose that f €
L (Q) with v > max{%, #}. Let u € A(Q) N LI (RN) is a minimizer of the functional (1.1)

such that w > 0 in Bagr(zo) C Q. Assume R € (0,1) satisfies 0 < R < dist (zo,0) /4. Then there
holds that

sup w< O inf u+ Taily(u—szo. R)+ (B ll o) 7T+ (RSl ) 77 )
Br(zo) Br(zo)

with C' only depending on A, s,p,q, N,~,ag, Ag.



1.3 Preliminaries

This section collects some imbedding inequalities and iteration results as preliminary ingredients. The
first one is fractional Poincaré inequality in W*9. From now on, unless otherwise specified, we always
suppose the conditions (1.2)—(1.5) hold true.

Lemma 1.1. (see [37, Formula (6.3)]) Let s € (0,1) and ¢ € [1,00). Then for any f € W*9(B,),

there holds that
s |f(z) = fy)]*
]{B| () = (f)B, |Qd:v<er N/ / |;C—y|N+5q dxdy

with C > 0 only depending on s,q and N.

What follows is a version of isoperimetric inequality for level sets of Sobolev functions. This kind
of inequality was first introduced by De Giorgi [23]. Here we invoke the one formulated by [18].

Lemma 1.2. Let N > 2 be an integer and p > 1. Then, for any two real numbers hy < ho and any
f € WHP(Bg), it holds that

(!BR e i \BRﬂ{thz}\> T ORl(HanLP BR><‘BR”{h1<f<h2”> -

| Br = ha |Br|
for some constant C > 1 depending only on N and p.
We now recall a classical iteration lemma.

Lemma 1.3. ([31, Lemma 4.3]) Let {Y;},_y be a sequence of positive numbers, satisfying the recursive
inequalities

Yig <KV (Y 4y =012,

where K > 0,b>1 and d2 > 61 > 0 are given numbers. If

92—-91

_ 1 _ 1 1
Yy < min{1,(2K)‘%b 6%} or Yy < min{(zK)‘%b T (2K) b 1 B }
then Y; <1 for some j € N. Moreover,
1 j
Y; < min{l, (2K) 31h bsj_l} for all § > jo,

where jo is the smallest j € NU{0} satisfying Y; < 1. In particular, Y; converges to zero as j — 0o.

We end the subsection with a technical lemma that plays an important role in the forthcoming
context.

Lemma 1.4. Let p,q, s satisfy (1.5) and (1.12). Then there is a positive constant C = C(N,p,q, s)
such that for each f € WYP (B,.) and any Lo > 0, we have

q % o
][ f I e < CLgr-21 <][ |Df|”dx) +O(%) ][ \Df[Pdz
r rs i r :

Isulmofl)p1 fF
+C< B, ]lB -

X for 1 <p< N,
o=
1—% forp> N.

p
+ Lo

with



Proof. Applying the Holder inequality and the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, we can see

C B7 C (f)Br
]i d:v< ][ dx—i— ’—TS
gc(f 7f_7fsf)BT : d:v)pq—i—C D |

q

)

< orti=oa (f D[P d:c> e ’ (f2f7‘

s

where
. p* forl<p<N,
p =
e q for p > N.

In a similar way, we get

A

~lde <C
,

p

f=)s. |’

’ ()ar

v\ 7
dx) ‘C ‘ (f)B.

X{sz0y dr +C
B,

ol (|

| supp f|\7 » (f)B.
SO( B, >J€3T'Df' d“c‘ "

o

p

[ = (f)B,

r

r

p

It follows from the Hélder inequality that

q p g—1 p—1
Lo (f)SE% + '(f)BT < Lor—*9 (|suppf|> ][ |f|%dx + 7P (|Suppf|) / | f|Pda
T r | B, | | By | B,
| supp f| )p ! ][ ‘
< + Lo dz.
( | By |
A combination of the above estimates results in the claim. O

2 Caccioppoli estimates

This section is devoted to establishing the Caccioppoli estimates that encodes all the information
needed to show (local) regularity of minimizers including boundedness, Holder continuity and Harnack
estimates.

Lemma 2.1 (Caccioppoli inequality). Let Bog = Bag(zg) CC Q. Suppose that u € A(Q) is a
minimizer to (1.1). Then there exists a positive constant C' only depending on s,p,q, A, N such that
forany 0 < p<r <R,

[, ipwsass | /Bpam:,y) eate) — s+ [ s [ SO ),

P

C |wi ) + wi (y)|?
= <r—p>p/ e R e
1

CTN“" wi (z)ws ()
N+sq/ /]RN\B T,y —N+Sqd d +O/ |f|w:|: dl’,

|z — o] B,

where wy = (u — k)1 with a level k € R.



Proof. We only give the sketch of proof, because that is similar to [18, Proposition 7.5]. Choose any
p1, 71 satisfying p < p; <r; <r. Let ¢ € C§° (B(T1+p1)/2) be a cut-off function satisfying 0 < ¢ <1,
¢p=11in B, and [V¢| <4/(r1 — p1). Using v = u — w4 ¢ as a test function in (1.1), we can see

0< /Q (F(:z:,Dv) - F(x,Du))d:z: + /BT1 /Brl a(a:,y)(|v(x) —o(y)]? = Ju(z) — U(y)|‘1)du

B,

+2f . [ (o) — ol ~ Ju@) w1+ [ @)@
T1
=L +1L+ 13+ 14 (2.1)
We estimate terms Iy, I, Is and I in (2.1) separately. For I;, we obtain

P
I < c/ |Dw+|pdx+0/ O dx_A*/ |Dw.|” da.

By, \Bp, B, |T1—P1 By,
The details can be found in [10, Page 7]. Following the computations in [18, P4819-4821], we know
that

12+13<——// al(z,y) [wy (z) — wy (4)|? d

a(z, y)w' ™ (y)
-z B, ) (/ o — g1V dy) "

+C / / o) s &) = w (0)| d
B71 ><BT1)\(BPl XBP1)

w +w 4
/ / | + ) N+:(1))| dudy
(r1 = p1)? Jp,, /B, -yl e
CrN+sa a(z,y)w! 2w
+ NFs / / y - (NJ)rer(y)dxdy
(r1 — p1)Ntsa RN\B, |z — x| T

with some universal C' > 1. For the term Iy, it is easy to see

(v —u)f(z) = ¢p(z)wy () f (),

which directly gives the estimate of I, as below,

< [ )

We can conclude from the estimates of I;-1I4 that

/ / a(z,y) [wy () — +(y)|qdu+/ |Dw, |” d
By, /By, B

P1
a(w, g’ ()
— 7 —  "Tdy|d
- /Bpl o (I) (AN |$ - y|N+sq Y v
gc( [ ] ey -w)lfdns [ D ds
B”\B,,l By \ By, B, \B

|w+ r) +wy (y)|? 1 /
dedy + —— w? dz
(r1—p1)? /B”/B —y|N+=Da Y (r1 —p1)P -




e ol 0 @ o)
i fo [y, R ey [ w@lslan) 02

|z — o] B,

Let us define ®(t) as below,

- / / a(.) lws (@) — we @) du+ [ |Dws P de
B J B

By

+/ w () / Mdy de t>0
By - RN |x_y|N+sq , '

Then it follows by (2.2) that

|w+ r) +wy (y)|?
P (p1) <C(@(r1) —®(p1)) + =) / / |x [N+ drdy
c crN+Sq a(z,y)w! ™ (2)wy (y)
sl [ S / / + dad
(ri — p1)P /BT + (r1 — p1) N+sq . Jrvn, |z — o |N+sq Y
+C [ wi@f@)is

with C'= C(N, s,p,q,A). This allows us to apply the the technical lemma [21, Lemma 2.5] to arrive
at the desired estimate. |

3 Local boundedness

This section is devoted to obtaining, by Caccioppoli inequality, the local boundedness of the minimizers
o (1.1), Theorems 1 and 2.

For arbitrarily fixed center zg € € and radius r € (0, 1) satisfying Ba, = Ba,(x0) CC €, let us
take a decreasing sequence

ri=2"1r+27" 1 1=0,1,2,.... (3.1)
The balls B; are chosen as
B; = By, (x9), i=0,1,2,.... (3.2)
We define sequences of increasing levels and the corresponding functions as below:
ki=(1-2"")k withk>0, wi=(@u—-k),, i=01,2,.... (3.3)

Note that
ri—rig1 =271 kig1—ki=2"""k and w1 < w;,
which shall be used many times in the sequel. In the two coming lemmas, we deal with the Caccioppoli

inequality written for the function w; over the domains B;;1 and B;.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that w is a minimizer to (1.1) with qu and F satisfying (1.2)~(1.4) with
ap > 0, and the function f|p, belongs to L7 (B,.) with ~ > 5. Let the notations B; and w; be given
n (3.2)—(3.3) respectively. Then we have for all i € N that

i(N+q) 1+$ = .
][ Hy(wiy1)de < 2 - (f Hr(wi)dac> (1 + Taﬂ(u+,—:co,r/2))
Bit1 (Hr (ki-l-l — kl)) 4 B; h/r(k:iJrl — kz)




C2i(N+q) 7+
< H,(w;) dw)
(Hr (ki+1 — k *‘,

%)

d
gr(kig1 — ki)’

1
where £ = p*/p, + + L = = (JCBT |f(x)|Y dw) ", the functions H,(-),g,(-) are determined by
(1.9)—(1.10), and
_ W (@)
Tail(u; zo,7/2) ::/ +7N+Sq dxdy.
EN\B, ja(20) |2 — o

Proof. By utilizing the (fractional) Sobolev embedding theorem and the Holder inequality, we have

HT (wi+1)d$

Bit1

At (k i i P q K
< |AT (kit1, wit1)| ][ (w;+1 +wsz;1) d
|B7f+1| Bi+1 T

1+1 z+1
1
<C (|A+(ki+17wi+l 1\~

) (][ / [wit1 () — wit1(y)|? du +][ |Dwz+1|pd$>
|Bi+1| Bit1 J Biy1 Bit1

|A ( i+1 werl > ][
+ O ( H wZJrl
|Bz+1| Bit1

where we used the fact x := min{p*/p, ¢}/q} and L + % = 1. It is not hard to verify that

HT((u
At (kig1,miq) S/ / e d,
| + 7)) At (kig1,risy) Hr (k1+1 H ki1 — ki)

where the set A is defined as (1

2~
=

.8). Applying Lemma 2.1 with ag > 0 and (3.1), we get

/ ][ [wi(e N+(S)| dady +][ | Dw;|Pdae
Bit1J Bit1 |£L'— | 4 Bit1

N+q D
<0 ( T ) (][ werl 1+1d +][ / z+1 )wH‘l(
- Ti — Tit1 , TP s JRN\ B 11

|z — 20 |N+sq dady "’][ |f|wl+1d:v>
< C02(N+a < HT(le)daz—i—m(qu;xo,r/Z)][ wi+1dx+][ |f|wi+1dx)
B;

. (3.5)
Bi Bi
Now we analyse
[ [ r((u—ki)+) 1
ir1 dr < ——(u—k; dr <
) Wi+1 AT > ) hr(ki-i-l — kz) (U +1)+ €T

—_— H,((u—k; dx
= he(kiv1 — ki), ( +)
and

u— ks -1 U — i[
Wit1 = (U —kig1)+ < (v —Fip1)+ [%} < (k( )

+
——, forl>1.
ki1 — ki i1 — ki) o=

For the last integral in (3.5), we have by the Holder inequality that

£ e < oty ( Apprde)” (f uias)”
i +1 — i
1 wg %
G w(f ) (f, )

B;

10



1

(L) (f ) (3.5)
S N i r(W; i 3.6
(kisr — k)T \Un, Bi
with § := ¢/ = (v — 1)g/~. Substituting (3.5) and (3.6) into (3.4) leads to the desired estimate. [

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that u is a minimizer to (1.1) with Ks, and F satisfying (1.2)—(1.4) with
ap > 0, and the function f|p, belongs to L7 (B,) with

N ¢
’y>max{—,—}.
p qg-—1
Then, for any 6 € (0,1), we have

sup uy < CsH " (][ H, (uy) dw) + R, (r %9 Tail?™ (uy; 20, 7/2)) + 6, (d),
B2 B,

1

where d = (JCB |f(x)|7 da:) " and the constant Cs > 0 depends on s,p,q, N, A, ag, Ag and §.

Proof. Recalling the definitions of w;, B; and H,(-), we denote
Y, = H,(w;)dz.
B;

Lemma 3.1 gives the following estimate for Y;:

Yig1 <

C2i(N+q) ( Tailql(u+;xo,_r/2)) Y-Hé
(H, (2~ 1)) /" i 2R )
C2i(N+a) d. i Y1+(5+$71).
(Hy (27 1R) ™ 9r (2710

By observing
H, (277 k) > 27D g (B, h (277 k) > 270D p (k)

and
g0(27 k) = 27 PV g, (k),

then we get

Vier < C2i(N+2a+55) (1+ Tailq_l(u+;:vo,r/2)> 14+
il S

i ’ Y,

H,(F)~ reth, (k)

C2i(N+a+a+:%) d_ Y-lJr(%Jr%,l)'
k> gk

Now we pick first k > §h, ! (r=5¢ Tail?™* (uy; 2o, r/2)) 4 dg,*(d) such that

69 Tail? ! (uy s x0,7/2) _ Tail? (uy;xo,7/2)
] < 2 <1
734h,, (k) 734h,, (k/&)

and
0%d d
< < 1.

gr(k) =~ gr (k/0) ~

11



Therefore, we have

c2% N A a
Yisn < (YiHNI‘FY (K ! )),

59 H, (k) ‘
where 6 := N 4 2¢ + -%. Moreover, we can verify

1 k—1 -1
+ = = +T>1

due to v > —£5 ensured by (1.13).
With taking o := W + (k) (1 - %), we aim at selecting k large enough such that

U T —20 - —bo
H, (uy) doe < (6‘1 (HT (l}))l/”l> 2777, (3.7)

e RN W [ S
(5‘1(HT(15))1/K/> 2797 =9 <%> H, (k)

and doing some calculations, we select k such that

E>H1 (29“ (26—?) ][ Hr(u+)d:c>
BT

to ensure the validity of (3.7). We eventually choose

Yoz][ H ((u—F)) de <

r B

By noticing

k=H" <29" <2(5_f> ][ Hy(uy) da:) + 5h;1(Tailq_1(u+;:170,7“/2)/7"5‘1) +8g, 1 (d).
B,

At this moment, we can exploit Lemma 1.3 to conclude that Y; — 0 as i — oo. This ends the

proof. O
Proof of Theorem 1. The theorem is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.2. O
Next, we consider the more general scenario that ap = 0 in (1.4), which enjoys indeed the

properties of double phase problems at this time.
Lemma 3.3. Let u be a minimizer to (1.1). Suppose that (1.2)~(1.5) with ag =0 are in force. Let
¢ < 3% =:p* for L<p<N,
{ q< oo forp>N

hold true. The function f|g, belongs to LY (B,) with v > ﬁ. Let the notations B;,w; be given in
(3.2)~(3.3), respectively. Then we have for all i € N that

S

rsq rsq ];:qf 1

/1 1  Taild™! 2)\ ¥
PP H(wi+1)dx < Or(l—s)q2zm<_ + - T all, (U+a117077"/ )) < H(wl)da:>
T B

Bit1
a(y—1)

OT(lis)q2imd% Y
+ L(@-1)a/p (][B H(wz)dx)

12




rsa P reafa—1

c2imd 2= -3
+k1p/p+pl<][ledI>

27/m
T’qu‘I(p 5 (][ H(w;) da:) ) (3.8)

1

where p = (y — 1)p/v, m := max{(N + sq)q/p,q + D — pa/p*,q(p— 1)}, d = (JCBT |f ()] dw) " and
the function H(-) is defined by H(t) := t? +a,; t9 for t > 0. Here Tail,(u,xo,7/2) is given by (1.11).

. i19-1 2— 2
poom (L L T o) (] gy ar)

Proof. We choose p = ;41 and r = r; in Lemma 2.1 to get that for any  satisfying 1 < 8 < p,

|Dw;|P dz < ¢ da |wz+1( ) + wit1(y)|* ded
R T A yVree T

N+Sq - (I)wiJrl( )
+ ]l / )L @0 W) o oL ey de
(ri = rig1)N+ea RN\BM |z — |V B

21iq 2(1+1 (B—1)
< Oia wP dr + O |f|wﬁ dx
rod Bi ™ B,

C2i(N+sa+aq) Tailg_l (uy, o, 7"/2)][

+ w dz, (3.9)

rsafa—1 B,
where we utilized w; 11 < wug, r >r; > r/2 and

9(i+1)(p—1)

wiy1 = (u—kip1), < AT Wi

Now we consider the integral fB_ |f |wZB dz and use the Holder inequality to find that

1 , a-1
Y B Y
][ |f|wf-3 dx < ( [fI7 dw) (][ w, ! dw)

~

(] |f|w>% (f wa) - 5.10)

where 8 was taken as 8 = p. Thus, by inserting (3.10) into (3.9), we derive that

iq ip i(N+sq) Tqi]9~ 1
][ \Dwi 1 |? d < (C'2 n C2 n C2 Tallg (ug,xo,7/2) )J[ H(ws) da
Bit1 i

s P reaka—1
C2i(—1) g =

On the other hand, from Lemma 1.4, there holds that

Wi+1 P Wi41 4
_ i i
Tifl][ H(wit1)dx S][ (—> +a:r( . > dx
Bt Big1 \Tit+1 Tit1
a
P
SOTE_l,,_IS)qa;r ][ | Dwiy1|P dx
By

13




AT (k; i 7
P CALES N P
7A"I‘1| Bi+1
A (Kiy1,mi e i
+C (M) ]Z H <&) dx (3.12)
| Bit1l Bin Tit1
with
o 5 for 1 <p < N,
. 1- % for p > N.
Here the choice of r directly ensures that
Wi4-1 _s
][ H (—) de < Cr=*1 H (w;y1) dz.
Bit1 Tit1 Biy1
It is not hard to verify that
|AT (kig1,7i41)] < 1 (u— kl)i d
|Bi1l T IBivil Jat higrrign) (Rivr — k)P
9(i+1)(p—1) / w? g
=— - :c
IBiv1|  Jat(hiprrip) kP71
z+1)p
< ][ H(w;) dx (3.13)

due to (3.1). A combination of (3.11)—(3.13) infers that

) oo (21 2 2iNEs) Taild L (uy 1o, 7/2) z ;
T ][B.ﬁ H(wit1)dr < Crlt=sn <7‘T‘1 * P * rsafa—1 ) (][ ) de p
av=1)

o(i+1) (5— 1>d
—I—Cr(ls)q( ) (][ H(w;) dw) .

2iq 9ip 2Z(N+Sq)T 19— 1 2 140
+c< o+ aily_{uy. 20.7/ >]l H(w;) de)

rsa " opp reaja—1

C2ila+p—pa/p*) g l+o—3
+ Ej (1*P/P*)+ﬁ*1 (f H(wl) d.’L’)

C2zq(p 1)
qukq(p 1) ( H(w; d:c)

Hence, (3.8) is an immediate result of the above inequality by arrangements. O

Now we are ready to give the proof of boundedness result on the mixed local and nonlocal double

phase functionals.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2 hold. Now we set
Y; 2][ H(w;)dx, i=0,1,2,...,

where B;,w; are given in (3.2) and (3.3), and H(-) is as defined in Lemma 3.3. Letting

k> max{1, Tail, (uy, zo,7/2)}

14



to be determined later, we can deduce from Lemma 3.3 that

(v=1)g

Vi <C27(Y) +Y, 7 4y 4y

a

_1
T+ Yf), (3.14)

where m := max{(N + sq)q/p,q + P — pq/p*,q(p — 1)}, and the constant C' depends also upon 7, d.
Due to the assumption (1.13), it can be checked that

-1 1
u>1 and o——>0.
p Y

Additionally, we can see that 2 — L= > 1. Because H(u) € LY(B,) from (1.12), one can see that

Yoz]i H((u—k)y)dr —0

as k — +00. As a result, we can proceed to select k so large that
<Y <Y< <Y <1
for i =1,2,3,---. Hence we rearrange the display (3.14) as
Yip1 < C2Mmy T (3.15)
Here

-1 1
T:—min{g—l,u—l,a,a——,p—l}>O.
p P Y

Finally, we choose such a large number % that
Yo<Cmr2E,
which combining with (3.15) and Lemma 1.3 guarantees that
Y; -0 asj— occ. (3.16)

Under the above election of k, (3.16) guarantees that u < 2k in B, /2. We could infer u € L>(B,/3)
applying the analogous argument to —u. O

4 Local Holder continuity

In this section, we first conclude expansion of positivity for minimizers of (1.1) (see Lemmas 4.1-4.2),
which plays a crucial role on establishing Holder continuity and Harnack inequalities.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that K and F satisfy (1.2) and (1.3) with ag > 0. Let Bag := Bar(xo) CC
with R < 1. Let u € A(Q) N LI (RY) be a minimizer of (1.1), where the function f|p,, belongs to
L7(Byg) with v > 1. Suppose that w > M in Byr and

|Bop N {u— M > t}| > v|Bag] (4.1)
for some v € (0,1), t >0 and M € R. Then for any § € (O, L], if

28

_1 O —
11l |Barl ™™ + (4R) ™0 Tail™ (u — M)_:0,4R) < han(st) (4.2)

15



: S 1) S (17 ke
with hag(ot) := ‘e T amee 08 defined by (1.9), then there holds that

C _NG-
|Bar 1 {u— M < 25t} < — (5<q—1>/2 + |log | éVNlJﬁ) |Bag|

where C' > 0, independent of M,t, only depends on s,p,q, N, A, aqg and Ag.

Proof. Let ¢ > 5—; and set w = u— M. It is not difficult to verify that w belongs to A(Q)N LI, * (RY)
and is also a minimizer of £. With the help of Lemma 2.1 and (4.2), we can derive that

)i

[(w = O) -], »(Bar) T ao/B (w(x) — E)—(/B %dy) dx

—0rt —0)_
o ) (;”f? =ty
Bar JRN\Bap |:1:—x |

IN

Iz
SC<(4R) AR +€HfHLw(B4R)|B4R| ) |Bug|
0 LTal"! (w9, 4R)
e ((4R)sq + Fooa ) |Bur|

< CHyr(¢)|Barg]. (4.3)
Here by the nonnegativity of w in Byg,
[I(w — E),Hzlm(Bm) < CU™|Byg| for any m > 1.

Next, according to the terms on the left-hand side of (4.3), we let 7 = 1/2 and distinguish two

mutually exclusive cases:
STt\" AN AN A
— d — | < . 4.4
(%) > (%) = (%) =(%) @

Case (4.4),: Let us put £ =447t in (4.3) and find that

z) — 467t) 4 (w(y) — 467t) - 5Tt
/32R /Bw FaSYLE dady < C |B4R|

— 467t ) ( (y) —467t)—
/B2R /B [z — g/ Fes dardy

27 wx—457tq71dx/ 46"t —w(y)) dy
(4R)N+sq /Bsz{u>t}( ( ) ) BgRﬂ{w<267t}( ( ))

0Tt |B2R n {’LU > t}|
— CRs1 |B2R|
0"ty
= CRst
with C' > 1 depending on p, q, s, N, A, ag, Ag, where we used the assumption (4.1) and the fact that
46" < 1/2 and |z — y|N*t%4 < (AR)N*%4, for any x,y € Bag. By virtue of two above estimates, we
readily get

and

|Bag N {w < 267t}

|BQR n {w < 267t}|

[Bon 1 {w < 261)] _ |Ban ) {w < 2671}
| Bag| - | Bag

< Csran)
— V )

16



as expected.
Case (4.4);: Let m > 7 be the unique integer for which

2 Tl <5 <o,

Consider the decreasing sequence {27%¢}7 ;. Notice that 2%t € (24t,t] for any k € {0,...,m — 1}.
Moreover, by (4.1), it is easy to see that for k € {1,...,m — 2},

’BQR N {(w —27Fly) < 2*’%}’ = |Bor N {w >27%}| > |Bop N {w > t}| > v |Bag] (4.5)
and
[Bor 1 { (w—271)_ > 3.2 1} = [Ban ) {w < 27518} . (4.6)
The case (4.4); yields that
R¥7P > (§71)77P > (20 VT P 5 (7R )P =k, om— 2
with ko being the smallest integer bigger than 7m. This ensures that

(2—k+1t)q - C(2—k+1t)p
Rsa - Rp ’
Since 27%+1 > ¢, it follows from the last display and (4.3) with £ = 27%+1¢ that

k:ko,...,m—2.

[(w—=27") ]70 5, S CHar(27"10) | Bugl
(2—k+lt)p (2—k+lt)q
<C ( T + T |Bar|,
< CRN=PQ7FFIHP ke =k, ..., m — 2. (4.7)

Consequently, we can apply Lemma 1.2 to the function (w — 2_k+1t)_, with h; = 27%¢ and hy =
327k 1t We easily get

N—1

|Bor N {(w—27%1)  <27%}| | Bap n{(w—27FF1t) >3- 27F 13|\ ¥
|Br| ' |Bx]

_ C2kR= % -y |Bor N {275t < (w—27FF1) < 3. 27k 1} E
= ¢ {(w B )—}WI,P(BQR) | Br| ,

which combined with (4.5) and (4.6) yields that

N-1
<\BgR N{w < Q—k—lt}|> "

| B2r]

p—1
a2 <<ty )
L CR 72" _ okt }

< — v [(w ) Wl,p(BzR)< | B2r]

for some C' > 0 depending only on N and p. We can control the Gagliardo seminorm of (w — 2’k+1t) B
according to (4.7) and deduce that, for any k € {ko,...,m — 2},

No1 p=1
(]Bsz{wgz—’f—lt}]> T_c (\Bsz{2—k—1t<w<2—’ft}\> ’
<- :

| B2r| S | B2r|

N

17



By adding up the above inequality as k ranges between kg and m — 2, we find

(N—-1)p m—2 k-1 _k
(m_2_14:0)(|32er[w<261t}|)mpﬂ)S C Z}Bmm{z t<w<?2 t}}< C

| B2r| v S | B2r| T NG
which in turn yields that
|B2Rﬁ{w < 26t}| S g|10g(61—7')|_év]\](;—’71)1;
|B2R| v
The proof is therefore complete. |

Based on the information of measure theory above, we can get the following pointwise result:

Lemma 4.2. Assume that K and F satisfy (1.2) and (1.3) with ag > 0. Let Bag := Bar(xo) CC Q
with R < 1. Let u € A(Q) N LI (RN) be a minimizer of (1.1), where the function f|p,, belongs to
LY(Bygr) with v > max{%, 1}. Assume that for some M € R, w > M in Byg and

|BQR N {u— M > t}l > V|B2R|

with some v € (0,1) and t > 0. Then there exists 6 € (O, 2%}, which depends only on the absolute

constants N, p, q, s, \,ag, Ay and v, such that whenever

_1 51—
£l (Bany | Barl ™7 + (AR) ™ Tail’™" ((u — M)—;20,4R) < har(5t) (4.8)

with hag(ot) := (?2;;1 + ((itz)%;; as determined in (1.9), then we can find that

u—M >t in Bg. (4.9)

Proof. We still set w :=u—M. Let § € (0,27%] and e € (0,27V "] to be specified later. We initially
suppose that

|BgRﬁ{’w<26t}| §6|BQR| (410)

with sufficiently small e. We arbitrarily choose radii p, r satisfying R/2 < r/2 < p < r < 2R. In view
of (4.10) with € < 27N=1 we have that for any k € [6¢,24t] and

1By N {(w = k) =0} = |B,\{w <k} = |Bp| — |Bar N {w < 25t}

(1 —e (?)U B, > (1-2Y¢) B,

1
5 1Bl

Y

Y

This enables us to utilize the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality and find that

(

IN

- nyr (oDl <00 *

][ (w—k)q,: dx
B

< Cpsq]i p /B ) ) (wly) )" (4.11)

18



and

< C’pp][ |D((w—k)_) P dz (4.12)
BP
for any h € (t, k). With setting
_r 4
p q’

we derive from (4.11), (4.12) and Lemma 2.1 that

(C5)+ (50 ()

<cf [ fw) =k = (i) =R dus £ 1D(w =) )P ds

P

co(on) (] e ] i,

][/RN\B (z,y)(w(x) — k)N+(S:U(y)—k)dxdy+][ |f|(w_k)), (4.13)

& — o] .

where the left-hand right can be estimated as below,

(CF) (58 ) (Pl = e (B

Then we utilize the following fact

I(w — k)*Hzlm(BT(mo)) <CEk™ ’Ai (k,xo,r)‘ for any m > 1 (4.15)
to estimate first two integrals in (4.13). Due to (4.8), we can see

(,y)(w(z) — k)T (w(y) —k)-
/ /]RN\B N dxdy

|z — o

< [ i -n-(f . %m)dzj

/(()k)( B )
+ w(y) —k)— / —— :1:> Yy
B RM\Bag |z — @]V T

"

< Ck|A(k,zo,7)| Tail’ " (w_; 0, 2R) + Ck? | A(k, o, 7)| (R™P + R™*7)
S CH4R(]€) |A(k,£[:0,7‘)| . (416)

Here the positive constant C' depends on NV, p, ¢, s, Ag and A. Moreover, we estimate fB‘ |f|(w=Fk)_ dx
as below,

AT (ka 1170,7")‘ ’YTil

/ Flw — k)— de < K| fll 5,

o1
|A (k,.’L‘Q,T‘)| i
1B,

=kl fllzvs,) |Br |"
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< kh4R(5t) —
|By| "~

< Hyn(h) 2 (f’l‘l‘”’?' ” (17)
B, >

because of (4.8). Combining (4.13)—(4.17) tells that

(W) <C (ﬁ)(mrq)n (Hitz(ﬁ>h))ﬁ <|A(|;€éf|07r)|)uln'

Consider the sequences {r;};-, and {k;};~, defined by

ri=(1+2")R and k= (1+27")dt.

Also set Y; := |A™ (ki, @o,74)|/ | Br,
we obtain that

. By applying (4.11) with h = ki, k = k;—1,p = r; and r = r;_1,

ry=1)

}/Z_Jrl S C2i(N+2q)KY ~

i=1,2,3,....

)

The assumption on 7 ensures that
K(y—1)
Y
For p > N, we could take x larger than % ahead of time. Then in order to exploit the convergence
lemma, we force

> 1.

- w( )
|A (26t,x0,2R)| < (20)*W27<m7]¥;i{1)2 =0

Y, =
0 | Bag

)

which can be realized by choosing ¢ sufficiently small. Through Lemma 4.1, we select § € (O, 2%} , that
depends on p,q,s, N, A and ag, Ag, such that

¢ (st 4 |10g5|_7évN(i>lr)') < min{g,2"N¥-11.
14

Then we can infer from this display and Lemma 1.3 that

lim Y; =0,

1—00

which directly guarantees that w > 6t in Br. Hence, under the above choice of ¢ in the statement of
this lemma, the positivity expansion result (4.9) follows clearly. O

We now end this section by giving the proof of Holder continuity, in which we need pay much
attention to the constant ¢ in Lemma 4.2 independent of the arbitrary number M. For this reason, it
is possible to get the desired result as follows.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let § € (0,278] be the constant found in Lemma 4.2. By Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem, we can find small « satisfying

. [s 2 py—N
< — .
0<0¢_m1n{2,10g4<2_5>,Zv(p_m} (4.18)
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and

/+oo (pa _ 1)q—1 §a—1
4

dp < —————. 4.19
p1+5q P> 32q+1N |B1| ( )

Then we set

2 320tIN (1 + |Bl|)> 2y(p—1) 4
jo := max { — lo , lo _ . 4.20
Jo {Sq 84 ( sda—1 - N 84 5|B1| —— (4.20)

What follows is to utilize induction arguments to prove that there exist a non-decreasing sequence
{m;};2, and a non-increasing sequence {M;};~, of real numbers such that

mi <u<M; inBp-ig,  i=0,1,2,3,... (4.21)
and
M; —m; =4"%L, i=0,1,2,3,... (4.22)
with
L= 2% ull e (Byngryy) + Tail(us 0, 4R) + | FIT 5, - (4.23)

Let us take m; :== —4~%L/2 and M; := 4~%L/2, for any i = 0,...,jo. Then, (4.21) holds for these i
s, thanks to (4.20) and (4.23). Now we fix an integer j > jo and suppose that the sequences {mi}gzl
and {Ml}izl have been constructed. Our expected claim (4.21) will be proved once we find proper
mi1 and Mj+1.

Let us define the function

2.4%7 M. )
V= 7 <u— J;—m3> in RY.

By (4.21), (4.22) and the monotonicity of {mi}zzl, {Mi}zzl, we can obtain that
|Mj +m;| < (1—47%) L. (4.24)

Since max{2u — M; — m;, M; +m; —2u} < M; —m, in Byi-;p, it is clear that

.4 .
o] < 2247 (M —m,
L 2

) in B41—jR,
then
|’U| S 1 iIl B417jR.

Take € Bag\Byi-ig and let £ € {0,...,j — 1} be the unique integer for which € Byi-¢g\By-¢p.
By virtue of (4.21), (4.22) and the monotonicity of {m;}I_,, we have

2. 497 M. .
(x) < (Me_mﬁml_ﬂ)

L 2
2. 497 M: +m.;
S (g, Mt
— 2'200 (Me—me—@> —9.400-0 _q

A \*
<2|———] —L
(7))
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An application of similar arguments ensures that v(z) > —2 (47|z[/R)” + 1, and hence

4] « q—l
(1+v(z)i"t <20} <(%> - 1) for a.a. x € Byp\Bji-ig- (4.25)
Meanwhile, we can derive from (4.24) that
1 2. 40\ ,
(1+o(z)tt <207t < T ) Ju|?™t 4 4ela=1)i for a.a. RN\ Byg. (4.26)

With the help of (4.25), (4.26) and changing variables appropriately, we obtain
Tail ((1+v)_;20,4" 7 R)"™
. a q—1
4 (@lel/R)™ = 1)
< A—Jsatsata—1 psq / dx
]RN\B417]‘R |x|N+sq

4"‘j>q_l/ |u(z)[a—? e dx
Y YL g+ 4¢le 1)J/ -
( L RM\Byp T[N T5 RN\ Bap ||V

Tail(u; 2o, 4R)471

“+oo a_q q—1 )
< 8IN |B| / udp + 81y (2a—59)j
4

p1+sq Lq—l
8IN |B| 4(q—sq)j
+
5q
+oo (pa _ 1)a-L 11 N(|1B 1)4(aq—sq)j
§8qN|B1|/ (p 1+) dp—I— (| 1|+ ) )
4 prred s
As a consequence of (4.19), (4.20) and (4.23), it holds that
Tail ((1 £ v)_;x0,4"/R) < g. (4.27)
Now, we have that either
1 1
}B41—jR/2 N {’U > O}| > 5 |B41—jR/2| or }B41—jR/2 N {’U > O}| < 5 }B41—jR/2 . (428)
If the first choice of (4.28) happens, we consider the function
L M; +m; L
-(1 =u— J -
R > "o
Then, we have
M; +m; L L 1
B41—jR/2ﬁ{U— J2 J +240¢J Z 2'4@}’:’341jR/gﬂ{UZOHZQIB@jR/Q .

It follows by (4.20) and (4.23) that

_1 _1 1—j _N 1 p 5 L p—1
1By ) 1 Bisml ™ < Bl @RS < (55) (5 570) - (429)

Moreover, there holds that

. M; +m,; L . 1-in) L . . 1—j g L
Tall((u— 5 +2'4aj)_,w0,4 R —2'4ajTa11((1+U)—,w0,4 R)§1.2'4aj.
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We utilize Lemma 4.2 with t = 52 and M = 2™ L t6 find that

M; j L L
w— jtm

> Toaw T e’ MBon

This directly tells that
Mj + m; L 5 L
- 2 2409 2 - 409
Mj — mj L
— -(1-9
2 2-4% ( )
L

:M]—m(2—5) iIl B4*jR.

In view of (4.18), we can derive that
M; —4=U+Dep <y < M;  in By jp.
This directly guarantees (4.21) for i = j + 1 with M := M; and mjyq = M;q — 4~ 0FDeL If

instead the second alternative in (4.28) holds, we shall deal with the function (12:1—1;)} and utilize an

analogous argument as above to obtain the same conclusion by taking mji1 := m; and M;4; =
Mjt1 —+ 47(j+1)aL. O

5 Harnack inequality
This section is devoted to establishing Harnack estimates on the minimizers of (1.1). The forthcoming
lemma can be inferred in a very similar way to Lemma 4.2 with M = 0.

Lemma 5.1. Assume K, and F satisfy (1.2) and (1.3) with ag > 0. Let u € A(Q)NLZL! (RN) be a
minimizer of (1.1) which is nonnegative in a ball Bigr := Bisr(zo) CC Q with R < 1. The function
flBren belongs to LY (Bigr) with v > 1. Suppose that

|BrN {u>t}| > 0" |Bg|

for some v € (0,1), t > 0 and k € NT. Then there erists § € (O, 2%} that depends only on
N7p7Q787a07A0 and v, Zf

_1 80 g—
I3 (Bigr) | Biorl > + (16R)™*I Tail’™ " (u_; zo, 16R) < higr(5*t)

; @yt (g nat ; ;
with higr(dt) := Tomr T (Tokyse 4S given in (1.9), then there holds that

u> 6% in Bg.
With Lemma 5.1 at hands, we can conclude the following weak Harnack inequality.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Ky and F satisfy (1.2) and (1.3) with ag > 0. Letu € A(Q)NLI " (RY),
nonnegative in a ball Bigr := Bisr(xo) CC Q with R <1, be a minimizer of (1.1). Suppose that the
function f|p,e, belongs to LY (Bigr) with v > max {1, %} Then there exist constants g9 € (0,1) and

C > 1, both depending on s,p,q, N, A, ag and Ay, such that

1
(][ U d:v) " < Cinfu + Chigr (d+ (16R) ™" Tail” ' (u_; 20, 16R)), (5.1)
Br R

2=

where d := (meR f(x) da:)
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Proof. Let § € (O, 2%} be the constant determined in Lemma 4.2 under the choice v = % We
accordingly set
log v 1

=0 2logd  2logy o €©.1) (52)

We claim that for any ¢ > 0,

At (t,xo, R)| **
mfu + higg (d+ (16R) 1 Tail” " (u_;z0,16R)) > & (%) " (5.3)
R
We only consider the case t € [O, supp,. u) Otherwise the above inequality holds trivially.
For each t € [0,supp,, u), let k = k(t) be the unique integer fulfilling

|A*(t, 20, R)|

Bl (5.4)

§k<1+log%

Notice that (5.2) and (5.4) indicate

1

A+(t xo R)|) 2¢0
5k >4 ('% )
| Br|

Now we only consider the case that
d+ (16R)™* Tail’ " (u_;x0, 16R) < higr (6%t) .
Otherwise it is easy to see (5.3) is true based on the definition of k. Still by (5.4), there holds that
|A*(t,z0,R)| > 27% |Bpg],
which in conjunction with Lemma 5.1 infers that
u>6tin B R,

and so
1nfu + higr (d+ (16R) ™ Tail” " (u_; 0, 16R)) > 6*¢.

This along with (5.4) guarantees (5.3). At this moment, a similar argument as in the proof of [18,
Proposition 6.8] deduces the desired result. O

Next, we combine the supremum estimate in Theorem 1, the weak Harnack inequality in Lemma
5.2 and the tail estimate below to infer Harnack estimate, Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. We first are going to obtain a tail estimate. Fix any z € Br(z¢) CC 2 and
7 € (0,2R]. By denoting M :=supp (,)u > 0, we apply Lemma 2.1 with k = 2M to get that

(u(y) — 2M)%!
/rm >(u($) M- (/RN oy ¢ ) dw

w—2M)_|7, u—2M) |5 (s
SC(I( )-IZa(B,( @ I )-Ilzo(5,( >>>

rsq rp

C . —
g 10 = 2M) 1 g, o)) Taill” Y((u—2M)—;2,7/2)
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+ Cll(w = 2M) |+ (B, ) 1 27 (B (2)) - (5.5)
It is easy to find out that
(u(y) — 2M)i_1 > min {1,2*79} ui_l(y) —2a=tppat,

From the above two observations and the fact that « < M on B,(z), it follows that

B (u(z) —2M)4" N
/&/2<z>(u(x) 0= </RN |z — y|[Ntsa dy) !

: 2—q g—1 __9g—1 q—1
oy [ ([ e )
B,2(2) \JRN\B,(2) ly — z|N+sq

M N —sq
> TT Tail (uy;z,7) — CrN 1M1, (5.6)

where we utilized the fact |x —y| < 2|y — z| for any x € B,(z) and y € RV\B,(2). On the other hand,
since u > 0 on B,.(z), we have

u—2M)_||4 u—2M)_|P
IC )q”wBr(z)) L )p”LP(Br(z)) < PN=D(saD AP 4 9. (5.7)
TS r

The last two terms can be estimated as:
1 o—
prt I(w — 2M),||L1(BT(Z)) Tail?™ ((u—2M)_;2,7/2)
+ [(w = 2M) |l (B, 2y I fllL2 (B 2))
< MrN = Tailt ™ (u_s 2, ) + Mr | £l s, o))
< MrN7SUTailt ™ (u_s 2, 7) + MrNd. (5.8)

Substituting (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8) into (5.5) infers that
MrN =54 Tailt™! (uy; z,7) < OrlV =34 (M Tail?” " (u_; z,r) + Mrsld 4+ 57 P MP + Mq) ,
which directly ensures the following tail estimate that
Tail’™ " (ug;2,7) < C(Tail’™ " (u_;2,7) + r°h, (M) + r*dd).
By applying the reverse operator h, !, we obtain
hyt(rs Tail?™! (uy; 2, 7) ) < Chyt(rm®d Tail?™" (u_; 2, 7)) + M+ h'(d).

From Lemma 3.2, one can say that for any 01,

sup uq < Cs, H{Tl ( Hay (ug) dw) + 61hgrl((2r)_sq Taiqul(qu;xo,r)) + (5192;1(d)
BT(Z) BQT

with some C5, > 0 depending on §;. A combination of the above two estimates implies that
sup u < Oéle_rl ( Hs, (uy) da:) + O5lh;1(7ﬁsq Tail? ! (u—; z,r)) + 51g2_7¢1 (d)
B;(2) Ba,
+C6 M + h, H(d)

25



< Cs H! ( H, (uy) dx) + C6; Tail(u_; z,7) + d1g, *(d) + C6 M + h 1 (d), (5.9)

Ba,

where we used the regularity of the functions H,,g,, h,.. Using Jensen’s inequality with the convex
function ¢ — [H;l(t)]q, we can see that for any d2 > 0,

1
H! ][ H, (uy)de ] < ][ ul dx
Bar(2) Bar(2)

4—c0 1

< | sup u ][ u®® dx
Bar(2) Ba,(2)
1

0
<2 sup u+ Cy, ][ u®® dx (5.10)
B, (2) B, (2)

with g9 > 0 determined in Lemma 5.2. With taking 1, J2 sufficiently small, we derive from (5.9) and
(5.10) that

1

1 0
sup u < = sup u+C <]l u° da:) + C Tail (u_; z,7) + Ch, ! (d,) + Cg, *(d,)
BQT(Z)

Br(z) Bar(2)
1
1 0 .
< - sup ut+C <][ u° dw) + C Tail (u—_; z,7)
2 Bar(2) Bar(2)
1 1
+ O NP fllea o) T+ C N fllnsaa) T (5.11)

By employing (5.11) along with a suitable covering argument and the technical lemma [18, Lemma
4.11], we arrive at

supu < (]l uso dx) EO + Tail (u—;x0, R)
Br Bar

_NY /(e =1 -5/ (G~ 7
+ RO=/ =) 7y RO/ @D T

This together with (5.1) yields the desired Harnack’s inequality. O
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