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GLOBAL WEAK SOLUTIONS FOR THE INVERSE MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN
THE HEISENBERG GROUP

ADRIANO PISANTE AND EUGENIO VECCHI

ABSTRACT. We consider the inverse mean curvature flow (IMCF) in the Heisenberg group (H",d.), where
de is distance associated to either |- |s, € > 0, the natural family of left-invariant Riemannian metrics,
or with their sub-Riemannian counterparts for ¢ = 0. For 2 C H™ an open set with smooth boundary
Yo = 0N satisfying a uniform exterior gauge-ball condition and bounded complement we show existence
of a global weak IMCF of generalized hypersurfaces {X5}s>9 C H™ which is proper. Here, both in the
Riemannian and in the sub-Riemannian setting, we adopt the weak formulation introduced by Huisken and
Ilmanen in [28], following the approach in [34] due to Moser and based on the the link between IMCF and
p-harmonic functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H™ be the (2n + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg group and let  C H" be an open set with C?-smooth
boundary ¥y = 99 such that its complement! Q¢ := H" \ Q is bounded. Throughout the paper we assume
that € satisfies an exterior uniform gauge-ball condition (HPgq) with parameter Ry (see Definition 2.1).

In the present paper we are mainly interested in positive solutions to the boundary value problem

diVO (v—o,;ll> = |VOU|0 in Q,

u=0 on 0,

(1.1)

where divg is the horizontal divergence, Vou is the horizontal gradient of u and its length is computed
w.r.to the standard sub-Riemannian metric | - |o. In the model case of the complement of a gauge-ball, i.e.,
O =H"\ Bg,(go) for some gy € H" and Ry > 0, an explicit solution of (1.1) can be written in terms of the
Koranyi norm || - || as

—1
(12) U(g) = (@~ 1)1og 1091

0

where (Q = 2n + 2 being from now on the homogeneous dimension of H".

Problem (1.1) can be considered as the natural sub-Riemannian counterpart of the level set formulation
of the classical Inverse Mean Curvature Flow (IMCF) used by Huisken and Ilmanen in their celebrated proof
of the Riemannian Penrose inequality [28]. Indeed, a smooth embedded horizontal IMCF for a manifold ¥ of
dimension 2n inside Q2 starting from Y C Q is a smooth map F : ¥ x [0,.8) — H" such that (i) o = F(X,0)
and ¥, = F(2,s) C Qfor s € (0,95), (ii) {F (-, 5)}se[o,s) are embeddings whose time>derivative for s € (0, S)
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the variable along the center of the group H".
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is given by

OF  Hpg

os  |Hul|?’
where Hy # 0 at a point (p,s) € X x (0,5) is the horizontal mean curvature vector of the hypersurface
¥, = F(%, s) at the point F(p, s). In case of regular hypersurfaces, if a smooth function u : Q — [0, 00) with
Vou # 0 in € satisfies (1.1) then the family {¥5};c(0,5), with X := {u = s}, s € [0,5) and S > 0 small
enough, is a smooth horizontal IMCF, with ¥, = F(3,s) and the map F being the flow map associated
to \Vvo—oslﬁ' In particular, when the initial surface is ¥g = 0Bg,(go) then according to (1.2) we have Xy =
dBr.(g0), where R, = Rype@=T and s € [0,00), and indeed (1.1) is satisfied at least wherever VoU # 0, i.e.,
away from the center of the group.

Thus, together with [15], our paper provides a first attempt in understanding weak solutions for the

horizontal IMCF in the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group H", in analogy with similar results for the
horizontal MCF (see [7], [8], [20] and [18]) and the horizontal Gauss flow (see [26]).

Together with (1.1), we also consider for 0 < ¢ < 1 positive solutions to the family of problems

div, ( Veu ) = |Veule in Q,

(13) |vau|€
=0 on 01,

where div. and V.u are computed w.r.to the standard left invariant Riemannian metrics | - | and the
equation (1.3) give the analogous level set formulation for the corresponding IMCFs.

As first pointed out in [28], for 0 < & < 1 equations (1.1)-(1.3) formally correspond to the Euler-Lagrange
equations for minimizers of the (non differentiable) energy functionals

(1.4) Jo(w; K) :/ |[Vew|e + w|Veule ,
K

among functions w which are compactly supported perturbations of u, i.e., {u # w} C K and K C Q any
compact set. Here and throughout the paper, all the volume integrals are computed w.r.to the Lebesgue
measure £27! in R?"*1 ~ H" (i.e., up to a factor the unique Haar measure on H"), also denoted sometimes
by |- | in the sequel, and it will be deliberately omitted in all the integrals.

In the present paper, following [28] we consider solutions to (1.1) in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 1.1. A locally d.-Lipschitz function u : Q — R is a weak solution of_(l.l) or (1.3) if u=0 on

d0) and for every compact set K C Q and every locally d.-Lipschitz function w : Q@ — R such that u = w in
O\ K the inequality

(1.5) Jo(uy K) < Jo(w; K)

holds. A weak solution is proper if | 1H1m u(g) = +o0.
gl|—o0

In order to deal with (1.1)-(1.3) we adapt the very clever approach introduced in the important paper [34]
for the Euclidean case, see also [35], and then fruitfully exploited in the Riemannian and Finsler case, see
e.g. [6,16,22,23,32,40]. Thus, for fixed £ € (0, 1] we are are going to construct solutions u¢ : Q@ C H® — R
of (1.3) as limits as p | 1 of solutions (O Q C H" — R to the regularized problems

(1.6a) dive (|Veug [P?Veus) = [Veug [P in €,
(1.6b) u, =0 on 0.

On the other hand, concerning (1.1) we construct a solution u : Q@ € H" — R as u = limu5 where we
first let € | 0 and then p | 1 or we take both limits simultaneously.

As it will be shown below, for 0 < ¢ < 1 and 1 < p < @ problems (1.6a) admit solutions ug, in

C(Q) N CY8(Q) where the validity of the equations is a consequence of (but actually equivalent to, see
Lemma 7.3) the local minimality property analogous to (1.5) for the energy functionals
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\v4 p
(17) s = [ uwagp,

where K C Q is any fixed compact and {w # ug} C K.
As observed in [34], for p > 1 and 0 < & < 1 the substitution
(1.8) u=(1-p)logv,

turns solutions uS of (1.6a)-(1.6b) into p-harmonic functions v§ : @ C H™ — R satisfying

(1.9a) div. (Vo5 P7?Vars) =0 in €,
(1.9b) v, =1 on 9.

Thus, on the Heisenberg group both in the Riemannian and in the sub-Riemannian case equations
(1.1), (1.3), (1.6a)-(1.6b), (1.8), and (1.9a)-(1.9b) give a link between IMCF and asymptotic behaviour of
p-harmonic functions as p | 1.

Concerning problem (1.9a)-(1.9b) we will only consider for 1 < p < @ finite energy solutions, i.e., those
minimizing the energy functionals

1
(1.10) B5(0) = - [ [0,
P Ja
among Sobolev functions in
(1.11) WiP(Q) = {ve WHPH") st.v=1 ae. inQ°}.

Here and in the sequel W17 (H") denotes for any e € [0,1] the homogeneous Sobolev space of functions
inu e LP (H"), p* = (5—?;:7 with weak gradient V.u such that |V.u|. € LP(H"), endowed with the norm
[ullyirr = [IVeule| e, the case e = 0 corresponding to the horizontal Sobolev space HW?P(H") first
introduced by Folland and Stein. Clearly such spaces are well defined because of the horizontal Sobolev
inequality corresponding to the embedding HW?(H") c LP" (H") and actually valid for 1 < p < Q (see
(2.4) below).

Note that such optimal functions solving (1.9a)-(1.9b) are nothing but the p—capacitary potentials of 2°.
For 1 < p < @ and € > 0 existence and uniqueness for this minimization problem is a standard consequence
of the direct method in the Calculus of Variations for the coercive weakly l.s.c. functional (1.10) on the
weakly closed convex subset (1.11) of the reflexive space WP (H"). For ¢ > 0 the C'#-regularity up to the
boundary is nowadays classical in the regularity theory for p-harmonic functions on Riemannian manifolds
(see, e.g., [17] and [31]), with exponent 8 = S(p,e) € (0,1). Interior regularity is also known in the sub-
Riemannian case € = 0, see, e.g., [37], so that p—capacitary potentials actually belong to the space C(Q),
where continuity up to the boundary is a consequence of the exterior gauge ball condition (HPgq), and with
horizontal gradient in C%#'(Q) i for some 8’ € (0,1). On the other hand, continuity up to the boundary
of the horizontal gradient is at present not available for (1.9a) when ¢ = 0 and this is indeed the major
technical reason for us to address existence theory for (1.1) through the analysis of the two-parameter family
of problems (1.6a)-(1.6b) together with their p—harmonic counterparts (1.9a)-(1.9b).

The first result of the present paper gives a uniform pointwise gradient bound for the p—capacitary
potentials v, in a form of a differential Harnack inequality (sometimes also known as Cheng-Yau'’s inequality).

Theorem 1.2. Let Q C H" be an open set with C?-smooth boundary and bounded complement satisfying
the exterior uniform gauge-ball condition (HPgq ) with parameter Ry. For any 1 <p < @ and e € [0,1] let
vy € Wll)’ap(Q) the unique j_ﬁm‘te energy solution to (1.9a) correspondmg to the minimizer of (1.10) in the
set (1.11). Then vi € C'(Q) for any e € (0,1], it is strictly positive in Q and there exists a constant C' > 0
depending only on Ry and Q such that in Q we have

hSU)

_ C
(1.12) Versle < o=
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Moreover, for 1 < p < Q and € = 0 the corresponding finite energy solution vg € Wllj(f(ﬂ) to (1.9a) satisfies
v) € C(Q), Vo) € C(;R?™) and (1.12) holds in Q with the same C' > 0 above.

In view of (1.8), as a straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.2 one gets the following uniform gradient
bound for solutions to (1.6a)-(1.6b).

Corollary 1.3. Let Q C H" be an open set with C?-smooth boundary and bounded complement such that Q
satisfying assuption (HPgq) with parameter Ro. For 1 <p < @ and € € [0,1] let v;, € Wif(ﬂ) the solution
to (1.9a) corresponding to the unique minimizers of (1.10) in the set (1.11) and ug, given by (1.8). Then
there exists C > 0 depending only on Ry and @ such that

(1.13) [Veuplell L) < C.

As already suggested above, the case € = 0 in the theorem is obtained by a limiting argument from the
case € € (0,1] for which boundary regularity is available, as the minimizers {v;} are strongly convergent

in HWLP(H”) to vg as € — 0. Concerning the latter, here the strategy in the proof of Theorem 1.2 and
in turn Corollary 1.3 is similar to the one adopted in [34], i.e., one constructs barriers to obtain the bound
(1.12) for v at the boundary Jf2 and then propagate this bound in the interior by a suitable use of the
maximum principle and with some extra care since € is not bounded (see the remarks at the beginning of
Section 6 for a more detailed discussion on this aspect).

Here, in constrast with [34] (as well as [30] and [15]), instead of working with u; solving (1.6a) and
applying the maximum principle on the equation satisfyied by |V;._-u;|2
directly with vy and the corresponding quantity |V€U;|§ -C? (02)2 with the value of C already obtained for
the gradient estimate at the boundary. In addition, compared to [34] both the steps mentioned above turn
out to be more difficult in the present case. Indeed, explicit solutions in terms of negative powers of the
Korédnyi norm are available only for e = 0, whence, still under assumption (HPgq), a suitable perturbation
of them must be used as barriers along 91 in the full range ¢ € [0, 1]. Furthermore, the maximum principle
argument alluded above actually does not seem to apply directly to [V.v5|2 — C?(v5)?, so that we have to
estimate separately first the vertical derivative |T€’U§|2 and then |V0U§|3, by exploiting the explicit structure
in H™ of the Ricci tensor Ric. in connection with a key computation adapted from [30] involving the
linearized operator (6.8) of (1.9a) at vg.

As for those in [34], both the steps our proof rely in an essential way on the C'-boundary regularity
of p-capacitary potentials on Riemannian manifolds, as they need to be differentiable at the boundary for
the first step and must be of controlled size in tubular neighborhood of 92 in order to obtain the second
step (by running a contradiction argument well in the interior where even higher regularity is available and
used). To our knowledge such boundary regularity property is not yet available in the sub-Riemannian case,
therefore we have no direct proof of the theorem in the case € = 0 but we can only infer the same bound
from (1.12) by letting ¢ — 0, as already announced above. The same lack of boundary regularity affects the
argument used for the recent existence result [15, Proposition 5.3] for the boundary value problem (1.1) in
H', so that their proof seems to contain a serious gap and our aim here is to provide an alternative approach
to such existence property for IMCF on H™ through the Riemannian approximation.

In the Riemannian case, local gradient bounds for p-harmonic functions similar to (1.13) were first ob-
tained in the literature in [30] on complete manifolds under lower bounds on the sectional curvature (see
also [39] and [32] for similar results under the weaker assumption of lower bounds on the Ricci curvature).
However, notice that along the vertical vector field T, = €0; one has |T.|. = 1 but Ric.(T.) — —o0 as
e — 0. Moreover, being uniform w.r.to €, our global bounds here are clearly stronger and do not follow
from previous results in the existing literature. On the other hand, it would be interesting to obtain directly
purely sub-Riemannian local gradient estimates as done e.g. [3] in the linear case p = 2.

we find more convenient to work

As a consequence of the uniformity w.r.to €, our estimate allows us to pass to the limit both as p — 1
and as € — 0, so obtaining the following existence theorem which is the main result of our paper.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q C H" be an open set with C?-smooth boundary and bounded complement such that
satisfies an exterior uniform gauge-ball condition (HPgq ) with parameter Ry. There exists C > 0 depending
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only on Ry and Q and for each 0 < & < 1 there exists a d.-Lipschitz function u® : H" — [0,00) such that
u® =0 in H"\ Q, Lip.(u®) < C and u® is a weak solution of (1.1) or (1.3).
Moreover, if Br,(g0) C Q¢ C Bg(go) for some 0 < Rp < 2 < R then there exist C > 1 depending only

on Ry and R and there exists Cy > 1 depending only on Q, 02 and R, such that we have
lgg ' * gll
Ry

-1
(1.14) (Q—l)logw —logCo < u(g) < (Q —1)log +etlogC,
for every € € [0,1] and every g € Q. As a consequence, for any € € [0,1] the solutions u are proper and

their level sets 35 := {u = s} satisfty

(1.15) YN By _(5(90) =0 and Y5 C Bysy(90) forany s>0,
R P
where @.(s) = 654/2*1 exp (QS_ 1) and (s) = Cy? ' Rexp (QS_ 1>.

The proof of the previous result follows from a standard compactness argument based on Corollary
1.3, passing to the limit the minimality property of the solutions uj, for the energy functionals Jg;(-) in
(1.7) as p — 1 or (g,p) — (0,1) respectively. Concerning the two-sided bound (1.14), the construction of
subsolutions for Riemannian p-capacitary potential performed in Proposition 3.3 is precise enough to get
the upper bound in (1.14) as p — 1 in the whole range ¢ € [0, 1]. However, the lower bound in (1.14) and
in turn properness of solutions turn out to be more subtle.

In the sub-Riemannian case € = 0 properness can be readily inferred from the construction of barriers in
terms of explicit p-capacitary potentials for each p € (1, Q) which give exact solutions of (1.6a)-(1.6b) in the
complement of a Kordnyi ball Bz(go) and in turn an exact solution as in (1.2) as p — 1. On the other hand,
when ¢ > 0 no such explicit solution is known for p > 1, therefore in the whole range e € [0, 1] we prefer to
follow a different strategy, exploiting decay properties of the p-capacitary potentials vy at infinity. Thus, we

obtain the lower bound in (1.14) by combining for ¢ = %(7;)_];/12) an L°° — L9 bound on annuli together with a
global weak-L? bound, for o = % > ¢, with controlled dependence on p > 1 and uniformly in ¢ € (0, 1].

As discussed in more details in Section 5, this approach allows to handle the whole range € € [0, 1], the

inequalities (1.14) being eventually a consequence of the pointwise decay vy (g) =~ || g||27f(12 as ||g|| — oo for
the p-capacitary potentials which is the natural counterpart of the weak-L? integrability.

The sharpness of the bounds in (1.14) and the related fact that the spheres in (1.15) do expand with
the same speed, the latter depending on the homogeneous dimension ) = 2n + 2 of H" in accordance with
the sub-Riemannian nature of the space at infinity even for € € (0, 1], leave open the fundamental problem
concerning the asymptotic behaviour of u® as ||g|| — oco. In particular, it would be very interesting to
know whether or not both the Riemannian and the sub-Riemannian IMCF evolution of the initial surface
Yo = 09 is asymptotically equivalent to a Koranyi sphere with exponentially growing radius Rg ~ €@ T as
the time s — oo, in analogy with the results in [24] and [38] for the Euclidean case. The analysis of this
problem seems to require a much better understanding of the fine asymptotic behaviour at infinity of the
Riemannian p-capacitary potentials vy. In particular, both for a complement of a Kordnyi ball and for more
general exterior domains, it would be interesting to study their decay properties as ||g|| — oo in terms of an
asymptotic expansion with an explicit dependence with respect to p as p — 1, in analogy with the analysis
performed in [29] in the Euclidean spaces and in [4] on a class of manifolds with asymptotically nonnegative
Ricci curvature.

As the fine behaviour of p-capacitary potential on Riemannian manifold is gaining considerable interest
in recent years, see, e.g., [22], [1], [2], [23], we find this aspect worth of further investigation. At the same
time in a subsequent paper for the solution given in Theorem 1.4 we aim to investigate curvature bounds
and higher regularity of the level sets {¥5}.., € H", where £§ = {u® = s}, together with the validity of
the Geroch monotonicity formulas from [36] both in the Riemannian and the sub-Riemannian setting.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we collect basic notations and facts about the Heisenberg
group H" and the relevant functional inequalities used here. In Section 3 we construct the relevant barriers
for the boundary gradient estimate for p-capacitary potentials. In Section 4 we present two auxiliary results
for p-harmonic functions, i.e., L°® — LP gradient estimates and Harnack inequality, which hold uniformly
w.r.to the Riemannian approximation of the sub-Riemannian metric. In Section 5 we derive the weak-L?
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bound and in turn the uniform pointwise two-sided bounds for the Riemannian p-capacitary potentials which
hold globally in the domain. In Section 6 for the Riemannian p-capacitary potentials we derive gradient
estimate at the boundary 9 and we transfer it to the whole  obtaining the Cheng-Yau’s inequality. In
Section 7 we finally prove the main results of the paper, i.e., Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgments: We thank Luca Capogna and Giovanna Citti for several interesting and useful
discussions on the content of some results of Section 4 and the connections with their papers [9] and [10].

2. BASIC NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we first collect the basic definitions and properties of the Heisenberg group H" which will
be needed throughout the paper, referring to [13] for a comprehensive introduction to the subject.

The Heisenberg group H" is the non-abelian homogeneous Lie group (R?"*! x, §)), where x is the
group operation and (dx),., is the anisotropic family of dilations. More precisely, given two points

g:(Ila"'axnayla"'aynvt) a’ndg/:(‘Illv"'a:r;wyiv"'ay;mt/) in Hna
n
I __ / / / / / 1
g*xg = (xl +$17---,$n+$nay1 +y177yn+yn7t+t +§Z xlyz :Eyl )7
i=1

and
6x(9) = (AT1, -, AT, AYLL -y AU, APE) for every A > 0.

As already done in the Introduction, throughout the paper we denote by QQ = 2n + 2 the homogeneous
dimension of the group H". Moreover, we will use the notation

Ly (9) :==goxg, geH",

to denote the left translation by any given point go € H™, go = 0 being the identity element.

The Heisenberg group is the simplest model of the so called Carnot or stratified Lie groups, indeed it
presents a stratified structure at the level of its Lie algebra h = ho @ h1 ~ ToH™. By left translation
ho corresponds to the horizontal distribution, i.e., to the span at any g = (x1,...,%n,Y1,--.,Yn,t) of the
horizontal vector fields {X7,..., X,,Y1,...,Y,},

Xi =0y, — %0, Y; = 0y, + 50;.

On the other hand at the identity h; = RT, where T' = 0, = [X;,Y;], for i = 1,..., n, is the vertical vector
field and coincides with the commutator of horizontal vector fields. More generally, we have [X;,Y;] = 6; ;T
and [X;, X;] =[Y;,Y;] = [X;,T] =[Y;,T] =0 for i,j =1,...,n, which will be useful below.

For every € > 0 we introduce

T, :=€T,

and we consider the family of Riemannian metrics | - | such that {X;,Y;, 7.} form an orthonormal basis.
Thus, given V = >"" | [a;X; + b;Yi]+cT. and W = Y7, [a,X; + bY;]+ T, we denote their scalar product

and induced norms as
n

(ViW)e = faiaj +bbj] + e, |VI2=(V,V)e,
i=1
with the same formula for ¢ = 0 valid with ¢ = ¢/ =
Note that for any € > 0 with respect to the corresponding Levi-Civita connection V¢ one has for arbitrary
U,V,W € b the identity

<VEUV7 W> (<[U V] W> <U7 [Vu W]>€ - <Vv [U7 W]>a) )

l\D|P—‘

whence

Vx,X; =V3Y; =0, foralli,j=1,...,n, and V5% Y; =0, foralli#j,

T Y; X; .
Vf';(iYi:—Vf/iXizz—;, VigTEZViXiZ—Q—E, and v;TazviYizz—E, foralli=1,...,n
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For a given smooth function u : H® — R its Riemannian gradient is the vector field given by

Veu =Y [(Xu)X; + (Yiu)Yi] + (Teu)T-,
i=1
whereas for ¢ = 0 its horizontal gradient is the vector field given by Vou = >1" | [(X;u)X; + (Y;u)Y;].
On the other hand, for any smooth vector field Z, = Y1 | [0 Xi + ©n+iYi] + p2n+17T: associated to a
smooth map ¢ : R2"T1 — R2"*+! jtg Riemannian divergence is given by

n

div.Z, = Z (Xipi + Yignti) + Tepont
i=1
whereas for ¢ = 0 its horizontal divergence is given by divoZ, = > [(Xii + Yiontd] -
In the region where Vou # 0 each level set {u = s}, s € R, defines a smooth surface with horizontal

normal |Vvoo7f|0 and horizontal mean curvature

Vou " Xiu Yiu
2.1 Hyg :=divg—— = {XZ— +Y; .
@1) 0 [Voulo Z [Voulo [Voulo

i=1
Analogous formula holds for the mean curvature #H. in the region where V.u # 0, showing in particular
that H.(g) — Hu(g) whenever Vou(g) # 0.

In terms of | - | for € > 0 the Riemannian distance d. between points ¢, g’ € H" is defined by minimizing
) = fol |7/ (s)|e ds among absolutely continuous paths « : [0, 1] — H" joining ¢ and ¢’, with the further
restriction when defining the sub-Riemannian distance dy that + is a.e. horizontal. Note that d. < dy and
indeed d. 1 dy as € = 0. For € > 0 we denote by BE(go) the metric balls BE(go) = {g € H" | d.(g0,9) < r},
or sometimes simply BZ the balls with go = 0. Note that BE(go) = Lg, (B:(0)) and §,(B£(0)) = B3 (0) for
any go € H" and for any r > 0 and A > 0.

A major role in the paper is played by the Kordnyi norm. For any point ¢ = (z,y,t) € H" with

x=(21,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,Yn), its Kordnyi norm is given by
1/4 1/4
lgll = (2 + |y[2)? + 16¢22) " = (|2* + 16¢2) /|
where | - | is the Euclidean norm in R" and to simplify the notation we denote from now on (|z|* + |y|?)

simply by |2|2, with z = (z,y).
Given a point go € H" and number r > 0, we denote by B,.(go) the open Kordnyi ball of center gy and
radius 7. More precisely, for any gy € H"

Br(go) :=={g € H" : |lgg " x gl <7},

so that L, (B-(0)) = B,(go) . As it is well known, do(-,-) and ||(-)~! - || give equivalent distances and both
induce the Euclidean topology on H"”, so that only Koranyi balls will be used for € = 0.

Here we recall that for an open set with smooth boundary 2 C H™ a point p € 0f2 is characteristic if
T,Q = span{Xi(p),..., Xn(p), Y1(p),...,Yn(p)}. In case of a Kordny ball radius » > 0 centered at the
origin the characteristic points are precisely g = (0,0, £r%/4).

Definition 2.1. We say that an open set Q C H"™ satisfy the exterior uniform gauge-ball condition (HPg)
with parameter Ry > 0 if there exists Ry > 0 such that for any g € 0 there exists go € H" such that
Br,(90) C Q° and g € 002N IBR,(g0), where By(go) s a gauge-ball associated with the Kordnyi norm || - ||.

Clearly such an assumption amounts to require a quantitative one-sided flatness of 002 at any of its
characteristic point and it is clearly satisfied by the complement of any gauge-ball but also by gauge balls
themselves (for the latter observe that for any g € B,.(g) under the choice go = g* g~ ! * g and Ry = r it
is straightforward to check that the ball Bg,(go) has the desired properties because of Euclidean convexity
of gauge balls).

Given the Riemannian metrics |- |2, £ > 0, the corresponding volume measures dvol.(-) are left-invariant
and dvol.(-) = e 1L?"*! i.e., they coincide with the Lebesgue measure up to a constant factor. Note that,
besides translation invariance, the Lebesgue measure under dilation satisfies the equality £2"1(6)(E)) =
A2 L2 HL(E) for any measurable subset E C H™ and for any A > 0. For bounded open set € C H" with
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C'-smooth boundary and £ > 0 we will also consider the notion of Riemannian perimeter of Q according
to the standard definition, by duality with vector fields Z, = >"" | [¢iX; + @n4:Yi] + @an1T- associated
to a smooth map ¢ : H® — R?"*+1  given by

Per.(Q) = sup{/ydivazy, dvol. ; € Cg°(H™R*™ ) | |p| < 1} .

As it is well known, due to the Riemannian divergence theorem we have Per.(€) = H2"(99Q), where
H2"(-) is the Hausdorff measure associated to d., which is also equal to the area computed with respect
to the Riemannian volume form coming from the metric induced on 9Q. In the same way for ¢ = 0
following, e.g., [12], [33] and [21], we will consider the orizontal perimeter Pero(€2) computed with a similar
formula involving the horizontal divergence, horizontal vector fields (i.e., those with @a,+1 = 0) and where
integration is with respect to £2"*1. The useful convergence property aPerg(ﬁ) — Pero(ﬁ) ase — 0 will be
be discussed in Lemma 5.2 together with a representation formula for any € > 0 in the spirit of [12, Section
3] and [33, Section 5].

Next, we recall three basic properties of the spaces (H",d., dvol.) which will be relevant in the sequel.
Measures dvol.(-) are uniformly doubling, i.e., according to [19, Theorem 3.6], there exists constant Cp > 1
depending only on @ such that for every € > 0 and g € H" we have

(2.2) |B3-(9)| < Cp|B;(g)|  for any r>0.

It follows from the doubling property that dvol.(-) support weak (1,1)-Poincare inequality with uniform
constants. More precisely, according to [19, Theorem 4.2], there exist constants Cp > 1 depending only on
@ such that for every € > 0, g € H” and r > 0 we have

1 1
[B:@)| JB:(g 1B5,(9)] /B3, ()

where U € WH'(Bs,(g)) and Up: ) is the average of U over B (g).

Next, it is an immediate consequence of the horizontal Sobolev inequality for p = 1 (i.e., the continuous
embedding HW'(H") ¢ L' (H") proved in [12, Theorem 1.1]) that for any 1 < p < Q there exists a
constant C' > 0 (depending only on @) such that for p* = Qp/(Q — p) and for any € > 0 we have

(2.9 (/ n|U<g>|p*)1/p*s0p* ([ |v€U<g>|§)l/p for any U € WP (H")

It is a remarkable consequence of (2.2) and (2.3) that Sobolev inequality also holds in a localized version
uniformly on € > 0 (see [19, Theorem 4.6], see also [9, Lemma 7.4]). Thus, for any 1 < p < @Q there exists
a constant Cs (depending only on p and Q) such that for every e > 0, g € H"” and r > 0

1 1/p 1 1/p
(2.5) <|Ba( )] Bs(g)|U(g)|p > <Csr <|B5( )| Be(g |V5U|£> )

for any U € WP (H") with support in some ball BZ(g) C H™.
The proofs of (2.2), (2.3), and (2.5) in [19] rely on the equivalence (uniformly on & > 0, see [19, Corollary
3.9] ) of the distance d. with the e-gauge N, where N.(z,t) = |z] + mm{lt‘ |t|} (see also [9] for an

alternative definition of equivalent e-gauge). Such equivalence makes more transparent, at least on the
subgroup R ~ {(0,0,¢) € H", t € R}, the Euclidean character of d. at distances of order below €2 and
its sub-Riemannian character otherwise. Here we adopt still another definition of a (uniformly) equivalent
e-gauge, namely | - ||, where

@6 = <| 416 (win { 2, T} ) )1/4—min{<|z|4+16§>1/4,|g||},

so that || - |[c = || - || pointwise on H™ as e — 0. Then, straightforward computations in combination
with [19, Corollary 3.7 and Corollary 3.9] lead to the following result that collects relevant properties the
e-gauge above and their consequences.

(2'3) |U - UB$(§)| < Cpr—s— |V6U|E )
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Lemma 2.2. Lete >0, |||z as in (2.6) and B:(g) = {g € H" s.t. |g~xglle <r} the corresponding balls.
Then there exists C > 1 depending only on Q such that the following five statements hold.
(1) llglle < llgll for any g € H™, whence B,.(g) C Bi(g) for any g € H" and for any r > 0. Moreover,
lglle = %lg|| whenever g € H™ satisfies ||g|| > 2e.
(2) For any g € H" we have C~1r? < |B.(g)| < |B:(g)| for any v > 0 and in turn C~1r? < |Bj,.(g) \
Ba,-(g)| for any v > 0. Furthermore for any g € H" we have |BE(g)| < Cr@ for any r > ¢.
(3) C7glle < do(0,9) < Cllglle for any g € H", i.e., d. and || - || are uniformly equivalent and in
particular BE,_,,(3) € B;(g) € Bg,.(g) for any g € H" and for any r > 0.
(4) || - |le are piecewise C* on H" and V.| - [||2 + |T||- ||Z| £ C on H"; in particular each || - ||- is
d.-Lipschitz.
(5) If 0 < p1 < p2 < 2p1 and h : [0,00) — [0,1] is a Lipschitz and piecewhise linear function, with
{h=1} =[0,p1], {h =0} = [21L2 o), and h is linear otherwise, then for any g € H" the function
C(g) = h(l|g~" * gllz) is piecewise C' on H™ with ¢ =1 on B (g), spt¢ C B5,(g) and

4C
(p2 = p1)?"

The last result of this section provides a uniform density lower bound for metric balls B(g), a fact which
will be relevant in connection with the proof of the Harnack inequality.

(2.7) V(2 +7¢] <

Lemma 2.3. Let € > 0 and BS(g) C H" a fized ball. There exists C > 1 depending only on Q such that
(2.8) 1B, (9)| < C|B,(9) N Bi(g)|  forany g€ Bi(g) and pe(0,2r].

Proof. Clearly we may assume § # g, otherwise the claim holds trivially for p < r with C =1 and in view
of (2.2) for p € (r,2r]. For fixed € > 0 the space (H",d.) is a locally compact Riemannian manifold which
is complete as a metric space. It follows from the Hopf-Rinow Theorem that for any § € B:(g), § # g,
there exists a (strictly positive) constant speed geodesic T : [0,1] — H"™ such that I'(0) = g, T'(1) = ¢ and
d-(T(¢),T(t") = [t —t'|de(7, §) for any t,t' € [0, 1]. Note that the last identity obviously yields I'(t) € B(g)
for any t € [0, 1].

Suppose first that p € [r,2r], then we also have T'(t) € B5(g) for any t € [£,1]. In addition, B (g) C
Bs,.(g) by triangle inequality. Since g :=I'(7/8) € B;(g) N B;(g) and d-(g,9) = 7d:(g,9) = 2d.(g, A) then
Br16(9) € B;(9)NB1(9). Indeed for any g € By 14(g) we have d-(g,9) < d(9,9)+d=(3,9) < r/16+ r<r
and, analogously, d.(g, §) < d-(g,9) + d=(g,G) < r/16 +1r/8 < p.

Thus, using the left invariance of the measure together with the uniform doubling property (2.2) combined
with the previous inclusions we have | B ()| < [B5,.(9)| = [B5,.(9)| < C|B,14(9)| < C|B;(§)NB;(g)|, which
is the desired conclusion.

Finally, suppose instead that 0 < p < r/4. Clearly we may assume d.(g,§) > %r, because otherwise
B,(§) C B;(g) and (2.8) trivially holds with C' = 1. Then by continuity there exists ¢; € (0,1) such that
de(T(t1),9) = p and d.(D(t),§) < p for any ¢ € (t1,1]. Now we set ty = 5(t1 +1) and g = ['(t2) € B5(9),
so that we clearly have B5(g) C B5,(g). Note that de(g,9) = d=(g,9) — d=(3,9) < r — p/2 and therefore

B ,,(9) C B;(9)NBr(9). Indeed for any g € B; ,(g) we have de(g,9) < de(g,9)+d=(3,9) < p/A+r—p/2<7T
and, analogously, d.(g,§) < d-(g,9) + d=(g,G) < p/4+ p/2 < p.

Hence, using as above the left invariance of the measure together with the uniform doubling property
(2.2) combined with the previous inclusions we have [B;(9)| < [B3,(9)| < C|B; ()| < C|B;(3) N B:(9)|,
which is the desired conclusion also in this second case. Note that in both cases we proved inequality (2. 8)
with a constant C' > 1 depending only on the one in (2.2), hence only on @ as claimed.

r/lﬁ

3. CONSTRUCTION OF BARRIERS

In this section, in the range 1 < p < @ we provide a family of barriers whch will be used for establishing
the boundary gradient estimate for p-capacitary potentials. These functions are negative powers of the
Koranyi norm obtained as suitable deformation of those giving singular p-harmonic functions w.r.to the
sub-Riemannian metric. As a result of a careful choice of the exponent, they will be singular subsolutions
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for the sub-Riemannian p-Laplace operator in the whole H" and for the Riemannian p-Laplace operator in
the complement of any fixed Koranyi ball.

We first introduce a polynomial function that will be used frequently in the computation. For any
g = (z,y,t) € H" we set

(3.1) N(z,y,1) = |gl* = (|2 + |y|*)* + 16¢> = |2[* + 16¢2.
We list below some useful and straightforward computations:

(3.2) X;N = 4x;|z|* — 16y;t,

(3.3) YN = 4y;|z|? + 1624t

(3.4) TN = 32t.

(3 5) X]XlN = 46ij|2’|2 + 8{Ei$j + Syiyj,

(3 6) }/JKN = 45ij|2|2 + 81?in + 8yiyj,

(3.7) TTN = 32,

(3 8) Y}XlN = 8$iyj — 166ijt — 8£L‘jyi,

(3 9) Xj)/iN = 8:1?jy1' + 16517‘15 — 8:Eiyj,

(3.10) X, TN =TX;N = —16y;,

(3.11) Y, TN =TY;N = 16x;.

We note that, by (3.2) and (3.3), it follows that

(3.12) VoN = S (XiN) + (YiN)? = 16]2]°N

i=1
and
(3.13) > mXiN +yViN = 42",

i=1
Consequently, for € € (0,1] we also have

(3.14) IVeN|? = |[VoN|2 + 2(T'N)? = 16|2|>N + 64e216t> < 16N3/? + 64N .
Finally, by (3.5) and (3.6), with i = j, we have
(3.15) AgN = divg (VoN) = 8(2 +n)|z|>.

For every o € R, we define the function @, : H" \ {0} — R as
(3.16) Do (z,y,t) == N(2,y,6)* = ((|2]* + |y[*)? + 16t2)", (x,y,t) e H"\ {0}.
Given two vector fields Z; and Z5, we have
Z;®, = aN*1Z;N, i=1,2,

. Z;Zi®, = ala — 1)N*"*(Z;N)(Z;N) + aN*~' Z;Z;N.
Therefore,

(3.17) X;®, = aN*"'X;N = aN*(4x|2|* — 16y;t),

(3.18) Y;®, = aN“'Y;N = aN* ! (dy;|z|* + 16x;t),

(3.19) T.®, = aN“'T.N = aN“"'32¢t,

(3.20) T.Xi®o = ¢ (a(a — 1)N2(128¢ (x| 2> — dy;t)) — 16aN"1y;),
(3.21) T.Y;® = ¢ (a(a — 1) N*2(128t(y;|2|> + 4zt)) + 16aN*""z;)
(3.22) T.T.®q = * (e — 1)N*2(32t)* + 32aN*"1) .
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The following lemma provides smooth explicit sub-Riemannian p-subharmonic functions in H"™ \ {0}.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 <p < Q, a <0 and ®, as defined in (3.16). Then
_ 2 -1 -
(323) divo (|90 l} 2V02,) = (o) 2["Nda (lalp - 1) - (0~ Q). B= 2L DZP
As a consequence, in H™ \ {0}

< 0.

3 p—2 > < p_ Q
divo (|v0<1>a|0 vo%) 20 < a<i—T

Proof. To simplify the notation, we will denote ®,, simply by ®. Firstly, notice that

divo (|V0@[f Vo) = (Vo ([Vo@|"~2), Vo@)o + [Vod|* 2A,@
(3.24) b2
= |VodP~ (T<V0 (IVo®[?), Vo®)o + |V0<I>|2A0<I>) :

It follows from (3.17) and (3.18) that

(3.25) Vo® = aN®*"'VoN and |Vo®|2 = 16a2|z]2N?*~ 1,

hence

(3.26) V@[5~ = (4]a])P~4|z|P~ A NCa-DE-/2
Since for ¢ =1,...,n,

X; (|Vo®[5) = 160” (22;N**~ + (200 — 1)|2[PN**?X;N)
and

Y; (|[Vo@[§) = 160® (2y; N** " + (2o — 1)|2|>N**7?Y;N) ,
combining the previous identities with (3.2), (3.3) and (3.12) we obtain

(3.27) 1%2% (Vo [2), Vob)o = (40)*(da — 1)(p — 2)|2[*N%~2.
Let us now consider the second term in the r.h. side of (3.24). By (3.12) and (3.15) we have

Ag® = a(a — 1)N*2|VoN2 + aN* T AGN

(3.28) =16a(a — 1)[z|*)N*"! +8(2 + n)a|z|>?N**
=8a(2a +n)|z|* N*71,
whence
(3.29) [Vo®2A0® = (40)®2(2a + n)|z|[* N3>~2,
Finally, combining (3.27) and (3.29) with (3.24) and (3.26) we see that
divo (|v0<1>|g—2v0<1>) = (4)a])P"2|2[PN? (4a(da — 1)(p — 2) + 8a(2a + n)),

where
20—-1)(p—4 2 —-1) -
g 2o 2)(19 ) 4 30_9— 04(192) P
whence (3.23) holds and the conclusion follows. O

We now consider the function @, as in (3.16) for a < jp;f)l) and for any given point go € H™ and Ry > 0
we consider the auxiliary function Plgo-Fo)  n \ {g0} — R given by
Dy 0Ly (x,y,t)

Ao
RO

(3.30) 0L (2, y, 1) =

Some elementary properties of PR are given in the following auxiliary lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Forp > 1 and K > 0 let a = —p—l_(l < 0 and @&qO’RU) as in (3.30). Then @&qO’RU) =1 on
OBr,(g90) and there exist Cy > 0 depending only on Rg such that for any e € (0,1] we have
CoK
(331) H|v€¢(();q07R0)|5||L°°(aBRo(go)) S po_ 1 :
Moreover, for the function ®¢°R0) — min{l,@&go’Ro)} we have ®T) ¢ WP (H") whenever K >

% and the norms are uniformly bounded for € € (0, 1].

Proof. Up to translations we may assume go = 0. Next for & = o) inequality (3.14) yields

2

N\ V.N|?
(3.32) V.02 = ‘v&. (ﬁ) = a2<1>2|;72|€ < a?®*(64N"! + 16N ~/2).
0

€

Evaluating on 0Bpg,(0) gives the conclusion with Cy = %\/4 + R3.
0

Concerning integrability, assuming up to translations go = 0 and denoting A; = {2/ Ry < ||-|| < 291 Ry},
for any j > 0, by change of variables we have H?(A;) ~ (29)7 and in turn

/ @g_R“QPZ/ (N ~
11> Ro

As a consequence é&gO’RO) € L?" if and only if 4ap* + Q < 0, which holds for K > 0 precisely as in the
statement above.

On the other hand, applying again (3.32) we have |V.®|. < ®N /% in H"\ Bg, uniformly on ¢ € (0, 1],
whence

o0 o0
2404? JHQ ) Z 2404? +Q
7=0 7=0

[ ez s > [ vy e St rnR(ay) = Y (ate e,
[I-l>Ro j=0"4Aj =0 =0

so that the integral is finite and uniformly bounded on ¢ € (0,1] whenever (4o — 1)p + @ < 0, which is
precisely the same choice of K > 0 in the statement above. 0

Aiming to use functions in (3.30) as barriers in the next section for e > 0, in the following preliminary
result we show that they are subsolutions in the complement of Koranyi balls.

Proposition 3.3. For any Rp >0, 1<p< @ ande € (0,1] let K > % +¢et (ng + %). Then for any
go € H" the function Pgo-Fio) defined in (3.30) with a(p — 1) = —K satisfies

(3.33) div. (|9 00ROV 0 0)) > 0 in B, (90).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume up to a translation that go = 0. To simplify further the
readability, we set ® = &, and we define

(3.34) P = q)((lo,Ro) _ R0—4aq).
We further observe that

div. (|9.90-2v.0) = B, ** Vaiv. ((v.02) " v.0)

4 1 p2
(3.35) = Ry =1 {(|V€<1>|§) 2 A0+ (V. (IVe2L2) 7 , V).

=: Ry "7V () + (i) .
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Now, for every smooth vector field W, it holds that

p—2 p—4
W (IVe@2) 2 =232 (IV-[2) 2 W(V.2f)

n

p—4
(3.36) =2 (Veoff) 2 W <Z [(X,0)? + (V;®)?] + (T5<D)2>

=1

_4 n
=(p—-2) (V-2 [Z (Xi®PaWX;® + VB WY;®) + T.O WD | .
=1

Applying (3.36) with W = V.® in Bg,(0)¢ yields

=)

—4

(i) = (p—2) (|V=®2) 2~

*d

M- F

(X,;®) <Z(Xi<I>Xin<I> +Y,0X,Y;®) + T8<I>XjT8<I>>
i=1

j=1

+(p—-2) (|VE(I)|§)T

*d

-

(Y;®) <Z(Xi<I>Yin<I> +Y,0Y;Y;®) + T€<I>YjTE<I>>
i=1

j=1

p—4 n

+(p-2)(v.2]?) 2 1.0 (Z(X@TEX@ + Y, ®T.Y;®) + T€<I>T€T€<I>> .
i=1

Commuting X; and Y; with T, = €T and reordering with respect to the powers of £ we obtain

p—4

(ii) = (p—2) (V.02) 2

NE

(X;0) ) (Xi®X;X;® + V;0X,Y;®)

1

p—4
+(p—2) (|V8@|§)T

M= 1M
M= 1

¥;®) S (XY, X;® + V;DY;Y;®)

1
4 N

+282(p—2) (V@) 2 Y (X,;0TX,;TP + Y;0TOY;T®)
j=1

i=1

? ..
Il

(3.37)

+e'(p—2) (V22 ) 7 (T®)*TT®
=(p-2) (V.22 ) T B(VO|VO<I>|(2J,VO<I>>O+52T<I>T(|V0<I>|(2J) +a4(T<I>)2TT<I>} .

On the other hand, using again the identity 7. = €T we also have

(i) = (IVe®[2) T (IVo[3 + £*(TD)?) (Ag® + *TT®)
= (|Ve2?) E [[Vo@[§A0® + & (|Vo@FTT® + (T9)°Ag®@) + e(T9)*TTP] .

Thus, (3.35), (3.38) and (3.37) yield

(3.38)

p—4
(3.39) div. (|v o|P-2y q>) (i) + (i6) = (1V.8[2) 7 [(1) + (I]) + (I11)],

where

(I) : = [Vo@[5A0® + (v ; 2 (Vo V@[5, Vo®)o
(3.40) (I1) : = & (V. ORTT® + (T9)*Ae® + (p — 2TOT (|Vo®f3)) .
(IIT) : = *(p — 1)(T®)*(TTP) .
Concerning the first term in (3.40) identities (3.27) and (3.29) give
(3.41) (I) = (4a)’[z[*N***(da(p — 1) + Q — p) > 0,
for any K > %.
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Next for @ < 0 and restricting to H" \ Bg, we bound separately from below the terms (IT) and (II]) in
(3.40). To this end, notice that on H" \ Bg,(0) we have N > R3 an therefore

(3.42) —NY >Ry, for every v < 0.
Concerning (1), using (3.19), (3.22), (3.25) and (3.28) we compute all the terms and obtain
(T®)?*Ag® = 16(8a)*(2a + n) N33 |22 12,
IVo®|>TT® = (80)° N33 |22(|2]* + (200 — 1)16¢?)

(b — 2)TOT ([Vo®[2) = 32(p — 2)(80)* (20 — 1)N—3 |22,
whence
(IT) = £*(8c)* N** 73| 2|* [16(2a + n)t* + |2|* 4 16(2c — 1)t* + 32(p — 2)(2c — 1)¢7]

=%(8a)’ N** %2 [|2|* + 8£*(Q + 4(2a — 1)(p — 1))] .

Note that for p > 1 we have Q +4(2a — 1)(p — 1) < 0 by our choice of «, hence combining on H" \ Bg, the
last identity with (3.1) and (3.42) we obtain uniformly w.r.to € € (0, 1]

(3.44) (IT) > £2(80)?|2|° N33 > e*(4a)3|2|* N3 28N ~1/2 > ¢4 (4a)3|2|* N3 28R, 2.
On the other hand, applying (3.19) and (3.22) we get
(I11) = e*(p — 1)(TD)*(TT®) = *(p — 1)(32aN*"1t)? [32aN*"?(N + (a — 1)32t%)]

(3.43)

3.45
(3.45) =e*(320)%(p — N3 42 ||2|* + 16(2a — 1)t? | ,
—_———
<0
therefore on H™ \ Bp, for all ¢ € (0,1] by (3.1) and (3.42) we obtain
(3.46)

(IT1) > e*8%(4a)(p — 1)N3*42|2|* > £*32(40)*(p — 1)|2[*N3*2N1 > e*(4a)3|2|* N3*7232Q R, * .
Combining (3.39), (3.41), (3.44), and (3.46) in the whole H" \ Bg, we infer

. _ _ p—4 8 32
div. (|v€<1>|gp 2>vaq>) > (40%)[2[AN32 (V. 02) 2 |—4K +Q—p+¢&? (ﬁ'ﬁ‘R—?)} ,
0 0

whence the conclusion follows from the choice of K as a < 0. O

Remark 3.4. Note that in order to construct subsolutions in a Riemannian case one has to adjust the
exponent comparing to the one in the sub-Riemannian case treated in Lemma 3.1. However, the difference of
the exponents corresponding to the two choices can be made smaller and smaller as € gets smaller or Ry > 0
gets larger. We will exploit this fact in the proof of Proposition 5.1. On the other hand, the construction
of Riemannian supersolutions via neagative powers of the Koranyi norm seems to be impossible. Indeed,
considering (3.41), (3.43) and (3.45) restricted to the vertical axis (i.e. for |z| = 0) clearly gives the opposite
of the desired sign. A similar behaviour will be faced even considering the e-gauge defined in (2.6), as they
agree with the Kordnyi norm for [¢| > e.

4. TWO UNIFORM ESTIMATES IN MUSTISCALE GEOMETRIES.

In this section we present two results concerning p-harmonic functions on the Riemannian Heisenberg
group (H™, d.) which for fixed p € (1, Q) hold uniformly w.r.to the parameter ¢ € (0, 1], namely, an L? — L*>°
estimates for their gradient in Proposition 4.1 and a local Harnack inequality in Proposition 4.2. As it will
be clear in the next sections, the these two results will be essential in Proposition 6.1 in order to establish
decay properties at infinity for Riemannian p-capacitary potentials in exterior domains and in turn to prove
the gradient bounds announced in Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3.

Note that the LP — L*° estimates for their gradient discussed here is the counterpart of the one obtained
in [37] for the horizontal gradient of p-harmonic functions on the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group. The
result presented here is essentially contained in [10], although not explicitely stated there. Indeed, in [10]
the key estimate concerning a weighted Caccioppoli inequality for the gradient is obtained and here we
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fill the missing details to derive the claim through uniform local Sobolev inequality from [19] and Moser
iteration. Similarly, the uniform local Harnack inequality discussed here is the Riemannian counterpart
of the one proved in [11] for the sub-Riemannian case (see also [9] for analogous results concerning the
Riemannian approximation for parabolic equations modeled on the p-Laplacian for p > 2). Here, following
closely the argument in [11] for the sub-Riemannian case, we detail how to obtain the Harnack inequality
for p-harmonic functions in the Riemannian case uniformly on € € (0, 1], relying on the main results in [19]
(see also [9]), i.e., the uniform doubling property and the uniform Poincaré inequalities reviewed in Section
2 in combination with Moser iteration and John-Nirenberg inequality.

Since we were not able to find a reference in the literature and although the arguments are essentially
standard and well-known to the experts, for all the three results in the sequel we sketch the proofs mainly
for the reader’s convenience, so that uniformity w.r.to ¢ € (0, 1] will be transparent and the dependence on
p will be made explicit when needed.

Proposition 4.1. Let 1 <p < Q, € € (0,1], and let Q@ C H™ be an open set. There exist constants C' > 0
and 0 > 1 depending only on p and Q such that for every e € (0,1] and every v = vy € W;;ZC(Q) which s
weakly p-harmonic in Q) we have

1/p
1
4.1 v o < C p
Y 150 <€ 5, %)

whenever BS.(g) C Q, for some g € Q and r > 0.

Proof. The proof relies essentially on the uniform Caccioppoli inequality for the gradient of p-harmonic
functions proved in [10, Theorem 5.3] combined with the with the Moser iteration technique. However,
instead of working with the metric balls BZ, here we prefer to perform the iteration using the balls B:

associated to the e-gauge || - ||, so that well-behaved cut-off functions are available in view of Lemma
2.2-(5).

For fixed ¢ € (0,1] and B5,(g) €  we consider the auxiliary domain Q' := B5~_, (3) € B5,(9), i.e.,
a ball associated to the e-gauge || - || discussed in Lemma 2.2 for a constant C' > 1 depending only on Q

obtained there. Thus, chosing § = 2C? > 1 and setting for brevity 7 = (2C)~!r, Lemma 2.2-(3) yields
B5_1,.(9) € Bi(g) € Bgr( ) € B:(g) and the lemma is proved once we show that

1 1/p
(4.2) 11Vevlell Lo (52(g)) < C <|B O S, )|V5v|€> :
5+(9

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on p and @ (note that the volumes of the balls above are all
comparable uniformly on ¢ € (0,1] and r > 0 because of (2.2)).

In order to prove (4.2) we rely on the approach in [10] and proceed by a further regularization of (1.9a)
and (1.10), thus for any o > 0 we consider the Euler-Lagrange equations

(4.3) div, ((a + |Vew|? )(p 2)/2 sz) —0 inQ,
w=v on 98,
corresponding to the minimization of the energy functional
1
(4.4) By (w) = 5/ (0 + [Vewl? )p/2

among Sobolev functions WP(€Y) = {w € W2P(Q') s.t. w=wv a.e. on 9Q'}. Note that by definition of
| - |le the domain €' has piecewise smooth boundary, hence W, '?(€') is a well defined closed convex subset
of WhP()') in view of standard trace theory for Sobolev functions.

By the direct method in the Calculus of Variations equations (4.3) do have unique solutions w? = wy?
which are minimizers of (4.4) in the class above (here uniqueness follows from the strict convexity of the
energy functionals). Thus, 57 (w”) < E;?(v;) < C uniformly on o, so that w” — w* as ¢ — 0 (possibly
up to subsequences) weakly in W2 and strongly in L? , in particular w* € Wvlf by weak continuity of the
trace operator. Since E57(v;) — E7(v5) as 0 — 0, by weak lower semicontinuity of EF () and monotonicity
of the map o — E;»?(w) for any fixed w we conclude that EJ(w*) < E5(vg), so that w* = vy because the
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latter is the unique minimizer of E€ in the class above again in view of the strict convexity of E;() Thus,
E:(w?) = E5(v5) as 0 — 0, so that w” — v§ as o — 0 strongly in W} and (possibly up to subsequences)
a.e. convergence of the gradients holds. Taking into account the previous regularization scheme and its
convergence properties as o — 0, inequality (4.2) follows once we prove that

1/p
o 1 2
(4-5) |||sz |€||L°°(B?(§)) = <|B ( )l 55.(3) (U+ |V | )p/ > )

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on p and @ (in particular, independent of o).
In order to obtain (4.5) we rely on [10, Theorem 5.3], so that for any 8 > 2 and any n € C5°(£Y) we have

P—2+8 p+B
@0 [ o o+ V) T (Ve < 08 (Nl + Inlie) [ (o V)

sptn

where C' > 0 depends only on p and @ and |V2w?|? is the sum of the squared second derivatives w.r. to
the orthonormal frame {X1,..., X,,Y1,...,Y,, T.}.

Now notice that Q' = Bj:(g) and chosing 7 < p1 < p2 < 27 < 2p; < 47 we have B, () C B, (9) € &',
so that by a simple limiting argument inequality (4.6) still holds for n = ¢, the Llpschltz cut- off function
given in Lemma 2.2-(5). Thus, combining (4.6) with the elementary inequality |V. (o + [V.w?|2) |2 <

4 (o4 |Vew?|2) [V2w? |2 we obtain for any 5 > 2
*_Cc(+p) 4

¢ gi/ o+ Vo 2) T
/B;2<g> .= (p2—p)? 852@)( le)

On the other hand still by Lemma 2.2-(5) we have for any § > 2

p+B

Ve (o + |V5w‘7|§) B

+8

B8 C B8
/ Vol (o + [Veur )5 < — & / (0 +|Vew 2) %
) (p2 = p1)? JBz_(9)

e
P2

which combined with the previous inequality and Leibnitz’s rule easily yields for any 8 > 2
8 )12 CO(1 + B)'2 pi8
(47) / Vs {C (U + |szg|g) * } M/ (U + |szg|g) o
B, (9) B, ()

< (p—m)?
From now on we set for brevity ¥, = (o + |V8w"|§)%. Since spt( C B, (g) € Q' C B5,.(g), from the
localized Sobolev inequality (2.5) (with p = 2 and on the ball B5.(g)) we infer for any 5 > 2

Q-2
! TN e v {@#}2 "
S ar o I
|Bzr( )| Bs,.(9) |Bzr( )| Bs,.(9) ) e

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on p and Q.
(9), hence all the balls have

Now we observe that B (g) C B, (g) C spt{ C B5,(9) € Q' C B5,.(9) = Bis,
uniformly equivalent volumes in view of (2.2). T hus combining the last inequality with (4.7) and taking
into account the properties of {, for any § > 2 and 7 < p; < p2 < 27 < 2p; < 47 we finally get

IN

p+B

(Uo*

Q-2

Qo
(4.8) ( 1 (\I,pw)&) Scp%(1+6)12 1 vy

55, @) ’ (o2~ % 1B, @) Ji:, 0

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

Next we perform Moser iteration, i.e., for i € N we repeatedly use (4.8) with the choice (p1, p2,8) =
(piv1, pis Bi), where p; = #F(1+2741) fori > 0 and 3,11 = &Bi—l— %, Bo = 2. Note that {3;} is positive,
increasing and 3; — 400 as ¢ — 0o, moreover p+ ;41 = (p—i—ﬁi)% and po — p1 = p; — piy1 = 72772 for
any ¢ > 0. Thus, under the previous choice (4.8) leads to

) , BT _ L 1 , e
(49) \I/ng i1 < 410(p+ﬂi)12 1B _ / \Ingr i ,
|BE¢'+1 ( )l Bs  (9) ( ) |B/§z (9)| Bs, (9)

Pit1
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whence the pointwise bound |V.w?|. < ¥,, the inclusion BE(g) C B
lence of volumes, and a simple iteration of (4.9) give

1 5 W
V. o (Be( 1 V. w? |PTPi+1
IV el = i (g [ V=l
(4.10) 1

Ptz
A 1

p+2
-l-ng"gT ,
B, Ba<g>(0 [Vaurle)

5.1 (9) C B5:(g) with uniform equiva-

IN

. , 1
where C =112, (410(17 + Bi)m) PP < 0o depends only on p and @ and in particular it is independent of o

log(p+6;) :
B < 00 and in turn the

(notice that by its very definition 8; > (%)Z for any ¢ > 0, whence Y .2,
convergence of the infinite product follows easily).

In order to conclude the proof it remains to show how to infer (4.5) from (4.10), i.e., how to decrease
the exponent from p + 2 to p on the r.h.s. of (4.10) (while inflating slightly the corresponding ball), and
to do this we adapt the interpolation argument in [27, Lemma 3.38]. First, using (4.8) with 5 = 2 for any
7 < p1 < pa <27 < 2pp <47, so that A = p1/p2 € [p%, 1) C [4,1), we deduce that the following inequality
holds

T 7z
(411) 1 (\I/ngQ)% S ¢ - 51 \I/ngQ ,
185, @) B5,,(@) 1 —n7z \IB5, @) /5, (9)

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on p and Q.
[i
P2

Next we optimize (4.11) with respect to A € 1) while keeping py € [T, 27] fixed. Since p < p+2 <

(p+2)&,ifwe choose p € (0,1) such that
1 1 1—
(4.12) ——1:97 ie., _:ﬁ+7%7
15 p p+t2 p (p+2)g%

then in view of Holder’s inequalty, (4.11) and 1 < p < @ we have for fixed py € [T, 27]

1

2(1—p) 1 »i2 1 p+2
(4.13) ®(p2;p) := sup (1—A)reTD yr+2 <C yrt2 ,
)\E[%,l) |B)\p2( )| BE ([]) |B ( )| BE ()

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

For given \ € [p%, 1) C[3,1) weset N = 2(1+X\) € (A1) C[4,1), so that X is admissible in (4.13) and
F<pr=2Ap2 < Nps <2F <2p < 477 so that (4.11) also holds with radii (Ap2, N p2) instead of (Ap2, p2).
Note that 1 — A/X = (1 — X)/N = L2, so that 1 — A/X and 1 — X are uniformly comparable to 1 — X" for

A € [3,1), hence combining the previous two inequalities with (4.12) we have the estimate
(4.14)

Q-2 1

Q(p+2) —2 )

w1 (vr+2) 7 < U= N L s < CD(po;p)
1B50. (] JBs,_ () (1= x/N)7e2 \ B, (9)] 3

where C' > 0 depends only on p and @ and \ € [p%, 1) is arbitrary.

Now for any § > 0 we chose A € [p%, 1) in (4.13) so that in view also of (4.12) and Holder inequality we
have

1
p+2
B(paip) < (1— s [ 1 P(o+2) g (1) (0+2) i
bl £ — o o I
|B;\p2 @) Jp: (9)
b . bz (1=
(1= niees [ 1 v ! (wp+2) 14
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Next, for v > 0 to be chosen later and a,b > 0 we use Young’s inequality ab < ¢(v, u)al/” + b /(=) to
infer from the last inequality that

1 N 1 e
D(p2;p) < e(v, ) |B ( I g )\pg +v(l— )\)wpaz) (wpt2)e-z 15,
5.3

whence equivalence of volumes between B/?\p (9) and B;,(g) for the first term together with (4.14) for the
2

155, (9)] B (9)

second one yield

(4.15) ®(p2;p) < (v, p1,p, Q) (|B 1( D Jos 0 ‘1”3) +vC®(p2;p) + 4.

=

Finally, chosing v = % and letting § — 0 in (4.15) we get ®(p2;p) < 2¢(v, p, p, Q) (\BE @) fBE (3 g) ’
which together with (4.13) for p; = 27, py = 27 and A = Z—; =32 > 1 give

p+2

1 1 v
wht? <Co(p)<C o)
RO/ W=\ B @ g, 0

for constants C' > 0 depending only on p and Q. Combining the last inequality with (4.10) the estimate
(4.5) follows and the proof is complete.
O

The second tool needed in the next sections is the following uniform Harnack inequality for p-harmonic
functions.

Proposition 4.2. Let 1 <p < Q and 7 > 0 be fized and for any e > 0 and g € H" let v = v5 € C*(B§;(9))

be a nonnegative p-harmonic function w.r. to the metric | -|>. There exists a constant Cy > 1 depending
only on p,Q and T such that

DN | =
=

(4.16) esssup v < Cy essinf v for any 0 <r <
B:(9) B:(9)

Proof. As already announced, we follow closely the strategy in [11], although with some simplifications in

treating the two involved L°° — LP bounds through Moser iteration in a unified way and without relying on

the Dahlberg and Kenig trick (compare [11, Lemma 3.29]). Moreover, relying on Lemma 2.3, we can apply

the abstract John-Nirenberg inequality for BMO functions on homogeneous spaces from [5] and infer (4.16)

from the L*° — LP bounds.

We first notice that v > 0 in B§.(g) by the strong maximum principle, unless v = 0 and (4.16) holds
trivially. Now we derive a Caccioppoli-type inequality for arbitrary powers of v. Thus, for fixed € > 0,
B € R\ {—1/p} and for nonnegative d.-Lipschitz function ¢ compactly supported in Bgr( ) to be specified
later, we test the equation for v with (Pv'*PP  hence integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz and Young
inequalities yield

1 _
/ ( )CPWEUEUBP B _1+ﬁp/ @) Veole™ ™0, V.07)e
67 (g 57(3

< P17 _y P~ 1,8(—1) ( P 1+8)y >
_:éa@(c V.of? ) (e 19l

N Ay e
B P/ JBs.(9) : P JBe, (g \ |1+ Bpl :

Thus, for 8 = —1 the previous inequality in lerms of logv becomes

p
(4.17) / (P|Velogul? < (Ll) / IV([E,
BE.(3) p—= B5(9)




IMCF IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP 19

while for 8 # —1 in terms of v'*# we have

L+ Bp\* (1+8) P
(PIVu PP < ( VL)
/BST(g) : |1+ Bpl B:..(3) ( ) E)

which combined with Leibniz rule and a convexity inequality gives

p
418 V. (Cotth op—1 [(H"‘MP) 1] A+8)v_¢l. P
(118) [, e <2t (gn) e [ (o)

Next, we specialize inequalities (4.17) and (4.18) by chosing test functions adapted to the metric d..
Instead of resorting to the general theory of spaces of homogenous type as in, e.g., [9, Section 7], here we
argue as in Lemma 2.2. Notice that |V.d(-,§)|c < 1 on H" for any g € H" and for each £ > 0 because such
function is 1-Lipschitz w.r.to d. just by triangle inequality. Thus, if 0 < p; < p2 < 2p; and h : [0, 00) — [0, 1]
is a Lipschitz and piecewhise linear function, with {h = 1} = [0, p1], {h = 0} = [2F£2 c0), and h is linear
otherwise, then for any g € H" the function ((g) = h(d-(g,g)) is Lipschitz on H", with ( = 1 on B; (g),
spt( C B;,(g) and |V, C|E_p2 vl

Thus, for g € Bi(g) and 0 < p < 27 we have Bj,(9) C B%:(9) and Bj,(9) C Bs:(g), hence for
(p1, p2) = (3p,4p) in view of the properties of ¢ inequality (4.17) together with the doubling property (2.2)
and the uniform Poincaré inequality (2.3) yield for w = logv

1/p
1 0 1
(4.19) |w — wpe(g)| < [V-wle < Cp CPIVew|? <C,
[B:@) Jp:s) B0l = Ol Gy SO S T B3, @) Jo: )0

where C' > 0 depends only on p and ). Then, setting BE(A) B;(g) N B:(g) and applying inequality (2.8)
we easily infer from (4 19) and the triangle 1nequahty that for § € BE(g) and 0 < p < 27 we have

—ws | <C / / w(g)|
|B€ )| B B0 IBE =@ I Bs(

|w wBs(g)| <C,

(4.20)
C|Bs< I

where C' > 0 depends only on p and Q. In particular, the last estimate shows that w € BMO(B:(g), de, |- |)
as the ball E; (g) C BE(g) is an arbitrary ball in the metric space (B:(g), de).

Note that for all ¢ > 0 the spaces (B:(g),d.,| - |) are of homogeneous type, the doubling property for
them holds uniformly w.r.to € > 0 due to (2.2) together with (2.8). Then, it follows from the bound of
the BMO norms (4.20) and the abstract John-Nirenberg inequality (see, e.g, [5, Theorem 1]) that there
exists p > 0 and for each p € (0,p) there exists a corresponding C = C(p) > 0 both dependent on p and
Q, possibly depending on 7 but independent of €, such that fBi(é) exp (]§|w — Wpe(g) |) < C|B:(g)| for any
0 < r < 7. Then, the identity w = logv and e*P1°8?V = y*P together with exponential integrabiliy readily
yield for any 0 < r <7 the estimate

1/p -1/p
1 - 1 -
@z <|B 20 ) <C(|B @ Joso ) |

where C' > 0 depends only on p, p, Q and 7.

In order to proceed in the proof we go back to (4.18) and use the localized Sobolev inequality for fixed
0 < r < 7. Taking the cut-off function ¢ as above, since spt( C B;, (g) C B;(g), from inequality (2.5) and
(2.2) we infer for any 8 € R\ {—1,—-1/p} and r/4 < p1 < pa <7 that

1 rQ %
(U(1+B)) (Q@—p)
|B5, @) /5 L@
1
- ( Cps )ua KllJrﬁ'p)erl}# 1 ( (Hﬁ))p PET
_— - —_— U ,
p2 — p1 |1+ Bp| |B;2(g)| 55, (5)

(4.22)
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where the constant C' > 0 depends only on p and Q.

Next we perform Moser iteration with exponents {f;}:>0 where 5y € (—1,—1/p) U (=1/p, o0) is to be
chosen later and 3,41 = p/(Q —p) + B:Q/(Q — p), so that {8;} C (—1,00) and it is increasing. Note that if
s=p(B+1)then 8 > —1iff s > 0 and [3 ;é —1/p iff s # p — 1. Hence, setting for brevity s; = p(5; + 1),

we have that s;41 = $,Q/(Q —p) = SOW — +oo as i — 00, so that the sequence {f;} is eventually

nonnegative and increasing to +o0o as S;+1 > C'(Q 1) for any ¢ > 0 large enough. Moreover, for such
11+5p

alli >0 (ie., 5; € (-1,—-1/p) U (—=1/p,0) for all i > 0).

Thus, for fixed 0 < r < 7 we repeatedly use (4.22) with the choice (p1,p2,8) = (pi+1,0i, Bi), where
pi =r(3 +2771) for i >0, so that inequality(4.8) rewrites for all i > 0 as

_1 1
1 lsit1l i1 1 [ER
(4.23) St < Ol v ,
|BP1+1( )| 1(.‘?) |B ( )| 6

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on p and Q.
Tterating (4.23) as in the proof of the previous lemma we easily obtain the inequality

positive 8 = B; one has (M) + 1 < 2pP . Thus, we can select so = p € (0,p) such that s; # p—1 for

1

1 B P
(4.24) lvllLe(Be (g < C’ vP ,
L (Bg,,(9)) |Bs( )] B:(3)

it1
where C" = II32,C'T*il < oo depends only on p and @ (notice that s; = S0Ta—p) for any ¢ > 0, whence

Q'
Q-p)*
Yoico Zjl < oo and in turn the convergence of the infinite product follows).

On the other hand, for fixed 0 < r < 7 we perform again Moser iteration to show that

. , 1/p
4.25 essinfv| =|vY . .. <C e
(4.25) <35/2(9> ) o~ (Br)2) <|BE( )N JBe ) )

where C > 0 depends only on P, @ and 7. Indeed, note that for {8;}i>0 and {s;};>0 as above and
By < —1 one has [31-.< —1 and in turn B;41 < B; for all ¢ > 0. On the other hand for sy < 0 one has

K3
both s; = s¢ (&) — —oo and in turn §; — —oo as ¢ — oco. Then, we can chose Sy < —1 such that

so = p(145p) = —p and as above we can repeatedly use (4.22) with the same choice (p1, p2, 8) = (Pit1, Pis Bi)
and where still p; = r(3 +27"71) for i > 0 to get once more (4.23) for all i > 0. As in the proof of (4.24),
iterating (4.23) for these new set of exponents inequality (4.25) follows easily as i — oo .

Finally, combining inequalities (4.24), (4.21), and (4.25) the desired inequality (4.16) follows with Cp > 0
depending only on p, @ and 7. O

5. TWO-SIDED CONTROL AT INFINITY FOR p-CAPACITARY POTENTIALS.

In this section, we consider p-capacitary potentials associated to exterior domains, the model case being
the complement of a Koranyi ball, and we discuss their two-sided behaviour at infinity. On the one hand,
we are going to establish a sharp universal pointwise lower bound through an iterative use of the barriers
constructed in Section 3. This lower bound will be relevant to obtain for the limit u of solutions to (1.6a)-
(1.6b)-(1.8)-(1.9a)-(1.9b) as p — 1 a lower bound for the size of their level sets of the form diam.({u =
s}) > es/ (@1,

Concerning the upper bound, we first obtain it in the form of integrability at infinity below the Sobolev
exponent p* in the space L7*°, where o = Mjl) is the natural exponent dictated by the explicit singular
solutions provided in Lemma 3.1 , from which higher integrability follows by interpolation. Then, as a
byproduct of our analysis performed in Proposition 4.2, in Proposition 5.4 we derive a Harnack inequality
for p-harmonic functions on annular regions which holds uniformly on ¢ € (0,1] and with constants of
controlled growth as p — 1. As a consequence, for p > 1 we provide a power-type decay of p-capacitary

potentials of the form v5(g) < Hg||I;;T(12 as ||g|]| — oo and with constant of controlled growth as p — 1. In
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turn, this pointwise behaviour of the potentials guarantee that for solutions u® = lim, 1 uj, one has an

upper bound of the form diam.({u = s}) < es/(Q@-1)
The pointwise lower bound is given by the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let 1 < p <2, ¢ € [0,1], and let Q C H" be an open set with C%-smooth boundary and
bounded complement satisfying assumption assuption (HPgq ) with parameter Ry such that Br,(go) C Q°
and H"\Q C Bg(go) for some Ry < 2 < R. There exist C > 0 depending only on Ry and Q and there exists
C>1 depending only on Ry, R and Q such that for v = v, the minimizer of (1.10) in the set W1 P(Q) we
have

A [ A 5 o Q-p 4 ([, R\°
(5.1) v(g) > C~ ( o on €, with W_p—l’ C= 4R0 .

Proof. First notice that the claim is true for € = 0 by chosing any C > 0. Indeed in that case both sides
in (5.1) are continuous and finite energy p-harmonic functions in 2 with respect to the sub-Riemannian
metric | - |g, moreover they are clearly well ordered on 912, so that inequality (5.1) holds in the whole Q as
it follows from the comparison principle for finite energy p-harmonic functions.

Assuming € € (0,1] in the sequel, up to traslations we may also assume gg = 0. Notice that the right
hand side in (5.1) is no longer p-harmonic in Q but a slight tilt in the exponent still gives a subsolution
according to Proposition 3.3. Then we iterate this property at different scales and with different tilts in the
exponent in order to prove that (5.1) actually holds for suitably chosen C>0.

In what follows for € € (0, 1] we set p(e) = = (—82' + 3’;—?) so that in view of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition

€

p—1

3.3 the function | - || ~(*+#(%)) has finite energy and it satisfies (3.33), i.e., it is weakly p-subharmonic w.r.to
the metric | - | outside the ball Bg,(0), whence comparison principle ylelds Ry mEy > -1 (7*‘“(5))_111
Q. Now for R > 2 > Ry such that H™ \ ©Q C Bx(0), if @ = H" \ Bz(0) then we have v € W2?(2) N C(Q).
Next, using homogeneous dilations we define by induction

vo(9) = Rw(@r(9)),  viri(9) = 270;(02(9)) = (27) " wo(6airi(9)), jEN.
Clearly if we set R; = R27 and &; = ¢/R; then ¢; € (0,1] for all j, e — 0 as j — oo, moreover
vi(g9) = R]v(0g,(g)) for any j € N and each v; is p-harmonic in B1(0)¢ w.r. to the metric |- |, .

Note that, as above, if w € W2 (B, (0)°) N C(B1(0)°) is p-harmonic in B;(0) w.r. to the metric | - |
then w > (mingp, o) w) | - |~O+#) on B;(0)¢, hence the same holds on B;(0)¢ N By(0) and in particular
we have the inequality 27 (minaBQ(o) w) > 92— 1(E) (minaBl(o) w) Applying the latter inequalities to w = v;
and € = ¢; as defined above and setting m; = mingp, () v; we obtain for each j > 0

(5.2) v; > myl| - H—(7+u(€j)) on B1(0)¢ N B(0), mjp1 > Q—M(Sj)m4 > mog—Zi:o ZCN
Clearly pu(e; <5 Cet 727 J=1 for all j > 0, where C' > 0 depends only on Ry and @, whence (e Cet
J J

= p— H—1°
my > mo (2)° 107 D and vy >l [ > m ()P on Bi(0) N Ba(0).
Thus, by construction

4
- R\ RO R\ it
my = R HllI(lO) v> RY (Ro) > Ry <_>

and in turn for each j > 0

— cet _ ced
R\ » 1T 4,01 R\ 71T -
wlo) 28 (1) g = () T (M) o can g € B0 0 B0),
Ro RO RO
therefore the identity v;(g) = R}v((SRJ_ (9)) for any j € N yield inequality (5.1) on H" \ B(0) by chosing
~ =\ C — _
C = (4}%) > 1. Finally, since ROHY*“(E)U > |- |~O+#E) in Q yields Ry v > (4R/Ro)™*©)| - |77 in

QN Bg(0), then from the choice of C above and the corresponding definition of C inequality (5.1) actually
holds in the whole €. This closes the proof. g
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In order to obtain a pointwise upper bound for the p-capacitary potentials we start with the following
auxiliary result announced in Section 2 about the Riemannian perimeters Per. () and their relation with the
horizontal perimeter Perg(-). The reader should refer to [33, Section 5] for a similar statement, although for
a slightly different definition of Per.(-) corresponding to a family of vector fields different from {X;,¥;, T.}.

Lemma 5.2. Let Q C H" be a bounded open set with C*-smooth boundary, H*" be the Eucledean 2n-
dimensional Hausdorff measure and let n be the Euclidean outer normal vector field.
For each € > 0 we have the equality

n 1/2
(5.3) ePer.(Q) = /~ (Z [(Xl- )2+ (Y- n)?| +e2(T - ﬁ)2> dH™ .
o0 \imy
As a consequence & — e Per.(Q) is non decreasing, e Per.(2) < Pery(Q) for any e € (0,1], and ePer.(Q) —

Perg(Q) as e — 0.

Proof. Tt is clearly enough to establish the validity of (5.3), whence the the other properties follow easily
taking into account the representation formula for Py(€2) already proved in [12, Section 3] (see also [33]
and [21, Section 7]).

The proof of (5.3) is very similar to the one in [12, Section 3] for Perg(€2). Indeed, recall that for any
smooth vector field Z, = 37", [0 X; 4+ ¢n1iYi] + pont1T: associated to a smooth map ¢ : H* — R**+!
its Riemannian divergence is given by div.Z, = > | [(Xs¢; + Yignti] + Tepant1 . and moreover that we
have the identities X;p; = 0z, 0i — 0:(% i), Yivi = Oy, 0nyi + 0e(Fpnti) and Tepon 1 = O¢(e02nt1)-

Then using the identity e dvol.(-) = £L?"*! and the Euclidean divergence theorem we obtain

€ /~ div.Z, dvol. = /~ <Z [piXi - N+ ontiYi - 1] + want1T - ﬁ) dH*
Q Gy)

=1
whence (5.3) follows from the definition of Per.(-) taking the supremum over maps ¢ € C§°(H"; R?"+1)

satisfying |p| < 1 everywhere in H".
O

Next, relying on the previous lemma we prove a global weak-L? integrability of p-capacitary potentials
foro = (p— 1)&. Recall that for any ¢ > 0 the weak-L space L7°°() is the set of measurable functions
w: ) — R (up to a.e. equivalence) having finite (quasi)norm (see, e.g., [25]),

(5.4) [[w|| Lo () = sup p [{|w| > p}|.
p>0

The following result gives control of ||v5|| . (o) uniformly in e € [0, 1] and quantified w.r.to p € (1,2].

Lemma5.3. Let1 <p<2,e€(0,1] ando = Qg:pl). Let Q C H™ be an open set with C%-smooth boundary

and bounded complement, Q@ = H" \ Q and let v = vy, be the minimizer of (1.10) in the set Wllsp(Q)
Then there exists C > 0 depending only on @ such that

(5.5) [0]] ovee 0 < ClIVev]|Foe sy Per ()P

As a consequence, if Q0 satisfies also assumption (HPgq) with parameter Ry > 0 then there exist C' > 0

depending only on Q and Ry such that ||v]|po.q) < C'.

Proof. For fixed 0 <7 < p < % we consider auxiliary piecewise affine functions g, : [0, 1] — [0, 00) given by

g-(r) = min{r, p, 2(1 —7)}, so that in particular g/ (r) = x(0,p)(7) = Zx(1—7,1)(r) a.e. in (0,1) and g-(1) = 0.
Since 0 < v < 1 and it is continuous in H", by the chain rule we have ¢ = ¢, (v) € W;bp(ﬂ), p=0in Q

and Ve = (X{v<p} — ZX11-r<v})Vev ace. in Q. Using ¢ as an admissible test function for v we obtain

p -1 p
v vv’:—/ Vo2 < Verle Pt —/ V2vl.
/{v<p} e T {1-7<v} e S (s })T {1-7m<v} o

In order to estimate the right hand side as 7 — 0, for fixed € we rely on the C''-boundary regularity of v to
obtain control of |V v|.. Note that v < 1 in Q by the strong maximum principle, moreover V.v # 0 on 99
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because of the Hopf lemma applied at any (maximum) point of 2. As a consequence N;so{v > 1—7} = Q
and [[|[Vevlel| Lo (1-r<oy) = (L + o(D)[[[VevlellLo a0y as T — 0.

On the other hand, since  has smooth boundary 9Q = 9Q, the same holds for QT e ={v>1-r}for any

0 < 7 < 7 and for 7 small enough because V.v # 0 on 9. As a consequence Per.(,..) = (140(1))Per(Q)
as v — 0. Since L1 = edvol.(-), then the Riemannian coarea formula together with the previous
expansions yield

[ Vel < @ oIl 2 [ Verleed,
{v<p} T J{1-7<0}

1
p ~ _ ~
= (1 + oIV 5 oy 2 /1_ cPero(@,2) dr = (14 o(1))pl|[ Vool 2 ooy ePer= (D),
hence, from Lemma 5.2 as 7 — 0, we conclude that
(5.6) [ 192 mino. )iz = /{ Ve < Il oy Pers ().
v<p

for any € € (0,1], 1 <p < 2and p € (0,1].
Next, applying Chebyshev’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality (2.4) for p € (0, ] from (5.6) we infer
that

p/p* ~
P> P < ((fainto o) < @AV gy Pera ).

for C' > 0 depending only on Q.

Finally, for 1 < p < 2 we have p* < 2Q/(Q — 2) and ¢ < Q/(Q — 2), therefore raising both sides of the
previous inequality to p*/p we get

[Vl o) = sup p7[{v>p}NQ[ < sup 2797 {v > p} N Q| < C|||Vev]e]|] w90y Pert () /@77,

0<p<1 0<p<1/2

for C' > 0 depending only on @, which completes the proof of (5.5).

Finally, in order to finish the proof we rely on Proposition 6.2, so that inequality (6.4) for some C' > 0
depending only on Ry and @ together with (5.5) yield

Q

Perq (Q)) -

!
(p—1)p!

and the conclusion follows as the right hand side is uniformly bounded for p € (1,2]. O

lv]| Loy < C (

The following result provides uniform Harnack inequalities on annular regions.
Proposition 5.4. Let 1 < p < 2, p, = %(_p_;/l; and for r > € > 0 let us set , = BE,.(g) \ B(g) and
Q, = B (g )\ B5,(3) C Q. . There exists C, > 1 depending only on Q such that if v = vs € WhP(Q,) is
2

nonegative and p-harmonic in Q, w.r. to the metric |- |z then for any q > p« we have

(5.7) 1]l @,y < CF (|Q | )

Proof. First notice that v € C*(£,.) by the regularity theory for p-harmonic functions on Riemannian
manifolds and, as in Proposition 4.2, v > 0 by the strong maximum principle unless v = 0 so that (5.7) is
trivially satisfied. In addition, in view of Holder inequality it is clearly enough to prove (5.7) for ¢ = p.,
moreover, since both the p-harmonic equation and the inequality (5.7) are translation invariant, from now
on we may assume g = 0 and drop the dependence on g in the sequel.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.2 we first derive a Caccioppoli-type inequality for suitable powers of v.
Thus, for 8 > —1/p and for nonnegative d.-Lipschitz function ¢ compactly supported in €, to be specified
later, we test the equation for v with ¢Pv'*#P hence integration by parts, Holder and Young inequalities
combined as in the proof of (4.18) yield

P P
(5.9 [ovecorsy < (AR [ (o)’
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ffg) >1forp>1and g >—1/p.

Next, in analogy with the previous proof we specialize inequality (5.8) by chosing suitable test functions
defined in terms of the metric d. in order to obtain (5.7) from (5.8) through Moser iteration. For § <
$p2 < p1 < p2 < 2r we consider h : [0,00) — [0,1] a Lipschitz and piecewhise linear function, with
{h=1} = [Br—p1,3r+p1], {h =0} = [0,3r — 2F22] U [3r + 2222 o0), and h is linear otherwise. Hence, in
view of the inequality |V.dc(+,§)|e <1 on H" the function ((g) = h(d:(g,0)) by construction is d.-Lipschitz
on H" with ( =1on B5,,, \ B5,_,,, spt( CC B, \ B5,_,,, and [V(|c < pzfpl a.e. in H".

Now note that for p; and ps as above we have the following chain of inclusions, namely B% '\ Bg . C
2 2

where we have used that

By \ B5,_,, C B%.ip, \ B5,_,, C B5,.,,, C Bi,, hence all the volumes are uniformly equivalent for
r > ¢ > 0 because in such a range of parameters there exists absolute constant Cy > 1 depending only on
Q such that C;'|Bg,| <79 < Co|B%, (2.2) and Lemma 2.6.

2

Going back to (5.8) we apply the uniform Sobolev inequality (2.4) for functions supported on Bj, » With

uniform constant Cp* < C for a constant C' > 0 independent of p € (1,2]. Thus, taking the aforementioned
equivalence of volumes into account, the previous choice of ¢ and Lemma 2.2-(5 ) for e < 3r+ p2 < 5py yield

(1+ll3)p p* (1+/13)p*
(5.9) ( / U(1+ﬁ)p*> ( / Cv(lJrB)) )
|B3r+p1 \Bsr p1| BS, iy \Bsr— sy 3T+p2| BS iy,

[e=on
Ve (Co'*F) |§>

<y GO 61/(1-"_[3 | B4 py | QOF) o <ﬁ/
3T+p2

3r+p2

92(1 ﬁ 1 a+8)p
< {C P2 (1+ ﬂ)p] L(1HB)P
o P2 — pP1 1+pp |BBT+p2 \ Bs, _ p2| B;, (9)

where we have also used that Cé/p* < Cpas Cyp > 1 and p* = % > p > 1, and (5.8) to obtain the last
inequality. Note that for p € (1,2] the constant C' > 0 in the square brackets depends only on Q.
Next, using (5.9) we perform Moser iteration with exponents {3;};>0 where 8y > —1/p is chosen such

that (14 Bo)p = p« and Biy1 = p/(Q — p) + 8:Q/(Q — p), so that {8;} C (—1/p,00) and it is increasing to
infinity. Indeed, note that if s = p(8 4+ 1) then 8 > —1/p iff s > p — 1 so that for s; = p(8; + 1) we have

Siv1 = $:Q/(Q —p) = p*% is increasing and s; > (p — )% 1 +00 as i — oo. Moreover, since

8 — G2 ig decreasing for 8> —1/p one has G322 < UBolb < 90) for any i > 0 and p > 1.

“T+B8p 1+8ip 14+Bop
For fixed r > ¢ > 0 and 3 ;pg < p1 < p2 < 2r we repeatedly use (5.9) with the choice (p1, p2,8) =
pit1, Pi, i), where 1_7"1—|—2 for i > 0, so that = D <92 for any i > 0.
Pi+1; Pi p Y

_pl Pi—pPi+1 —
Thus, inequahty(4.8) rewrites for all i > 0 as

1
Si4+1
/ v5i+l
|BST+p1+1 3?“ Pz+1| B3t s, +1\ 3r—piq1
1

) 1 1 K
< (C22)TE < B . \B. . / v) !
| 3r+4pi \ 3r—p; 37‘+p \B% pi

for a constant C' > 1 depending only on Q.
Since sop = p« and po = 2r, iterating (5.10) as in the proof of the previous lemma we easily obtain (5.7),
with a constant factor C, > 1 depending only on @) ensuring the bound

(5.10)

2(Q—1/2)%+1 (@-1/2)it!

12, (C27+2) = < 12, (C27F2) e=na ™™ = <Hg’30 (CM”%W) - Of%l < 00,

where the convergence of the infinite product is a simple consequence of » .-, QTl/m < 00. This closes

the proof. O
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The pointwise upper bound for the p-capacitary potentials is given by the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Let 1 < p <2, ¢ € [0,1], and let @ C H" be an open set with C%-smooth boundary and
bounded complement satisfying assumption assuption (HPgq) with parameter Ry such that Br,(go) C Q°
and H" \ Q C Bg(go) for some Ry < 2 < R. There exist Cy > 1 depending only on Ry, R, 9Q and Q such
that for v = vy, the minimizer of (1.10) in the set Wi’f(ﬂ) we have

lgg ' * gll 5 : Q-—vp

(5.11) ()<CP ( & ) on €, with Fy_p—l'
Proof. First we notice that inequality (5.11) trivially holds in QN Bg(go) for any Cp > 1 because 0 < v < 1
in Q. Then the claim is still true for ¢ = 0 in the whole Q by chosing any Cy > 1. Indeed in that case
both sides in (5.1) are continuous and finite energy p-harmonic functions in H™ \ Bg(go) with respect to
the sub-Riemannian metric | - |o, moreover they are clearly well ordered on Bz(go), so that inequality (5.1)
holds in the whole H" \ By (go) and in turn on , as it follows from the comparison principle for finite
energy p-harmonic functions.

When dealing with (5.11) for € € (0, 1] we rely instead on Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.3. More precisely,
for 1 < p <2 we derive an upper bound for v = v, from the intrinsic Harnack inequality (5.7) with exponent

qg=p. = Qp ;/12) applied to the corresponding potential v on dyadic annuli and we combine it with the

- Q(p 1)

global Weak L7 integrability, with > ¢, given in (5.5) and further localized on the annuli.

Indeed, note that by assumption Qc C Bp(go0) and Bg(go) C Bgg(go) for C > 1 depending only
on @ given by Lemma 2.2, so that H" \ B z(g0) C Q. For g ¢ BCQR(Q()) we select i € N such that
C2™*'R < d.(go,9) < C2772R and we apply Proposition 5.4 with r = r; = C2'R, because v, is p-harmonic
in Q, =Q,, = {C2R < d.(go,-) < 5C2R} C Qand g € Q, = {C27'R < d.(go,g) < C2°T2R} in view of
the choice of i € N. Thus inequality (5.7) yields

e 1 1/p«
(5.12) v(g) < CF! vP
<|QT¢| Qr; )
for a constant C, > 1 depending only on Q.

On the other hand, notice that still Lemma 2.2 gives 2Ce < C2'R < d.(go,9) < Cllgo " * g||c, whence
llgo* * gll < 2llgo" * glle < 2Cd-(go,9) < 8C?2'R = Ry#; and in turn v(g) > 61/(177”)7:;7 on {2, where
7 = 8C?2'R/ Ry = 8Cr;/ Ry, because of Proposition 5.1.

Thus, from Lemma 5.3 and o/p, =1+ p/2 > 1 we infer that

~ P o0
/ o = / P Mo > 7} N9 Jdr = [0, (GV0P) +/ per? v > 7} N Q. |dr
Q 0

- 61/(1717);;7

o0

~ Px
<19, (01/(1—;7)7:1_—7) + ||U|\vaoo(sz)/ perPr 7 ldr

61/(%;’)7:;‘Y

—~ N\ P 1 ~ N\ Px—oO
= [, | (Cl/(l e 7) + Y- (01/(1 7 7) V]| Looe (0)

~Q
~ _ o D — ~ _ Ti
=, (Cl/(l P v) <1+ %CQ/(Q p>|gT'“””’°°<”>> ,

Now, observe that Q| > (c.r;)? for a constant ¢, € (0,1) depending only on Q because of (2.2) and
Lemma 2.2-(2), hence the choice of 7, = C2'R = 7;Ry/(8C) combined with the previous inequalities for
1 <p<2give

1 ~ C\P- R 8C \ @
— P < 1/(1=p) =7 Q/(Q-2) .
|QT¢| /QT. Y o (C "i ) 1+ 2QO C*RQ HUHL 12 (Q) s
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C, \ 71 P 8C \“ " (d(go.9)\ T
1y () (1”@0@/(@ Y (o) ””'L"”(“’) (%52)

whenever g ¢ B?,,5(g0) and in turn for any g € Q, because for g € Bg,,5(90) we have v(g) < 1 but each
factor on the right hand side is greater than one.

As already recalled above, by Lemma 2.2-(3) when g ¢ BZ,,z(go) we have lgo ™ * glle > 2R > 2¢R >
2¢ > 0, so that d-(g,g0) > C~lgo " * gll > (2C)~Ylgy* * g]|. On the other hand, observing that the same
lemma yields Br,(go) C Br(g0) C B%(g0) C BSyz(90) C Bhys(90), if we set M(R) = max{||gg" =gl , g €

Bl -(g0)} and m(R) = min{di(go,9), g € BL,~(g0) N} > 0, then for any ¢ € (0, 1] we get

so that from the last inequality, (5.12) and 7; > %da (90,9) > 587d=(g0,g) we infer that

C2R C2R
M(R _
(5.14) ||go_1 xg|| < [ 2C+ Q d-(90,9) for any g€ 9.
m(R)

~ Q
Combining (5.13) with (5.14) and observing that 2QC?/(Q—2) (%) > 1 we eventually obtain

1 - Lk -
(5.15) olg) TP (14 ol ™ (12280
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on @, Ry and R. Finally, the uniform bound for ||v|| Lowoe() contained
in Lemma 5.3 combined with (5.15) yield the desired conclusion.
O

6. UNIFORM GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR p-CAPACITARY POTENTIALS.

In this section we lay the technical ground for the proof of Theorem 1.2 and in turn Corollary 1.3, i.e.,
to obtain the poinwise gradient estimate (1.12) for the p—capacitary potentials v, associated to Q° and
in turn the corresponding bound (1.13) for solutions ug, of (1.6a). For the sake of clarity, here only the
preliminary results are discussed concerning the boundary gradient estimate and the way to propagate in
the interior (see Proposition 6.2, Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.3), while the proofs of the main results above
are postponed to the next section.

The strategy for those proofs is essentially the one outlined in the Introduction. However, when trying to
apply the maximum principle in the exterior domain 2 an extra ingredient which is needed is the condition
|Vevgle = o(v5) as ||g]| — oo and this is the main content of Proposition 6.1 below. Indeed, both in the
setting of the Euclidean space treated in [34] and in the case of sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group H*
as attempted in [15], such property for the p-capacitary potentials follows from a scale-invariant Harnack
inequality for p—harmonic functions and L? — L* estimates for their gradient obtained in [37]. On the other
hand in the Riemannian Heisenberg group no such scale invariance is available, therefore in the present case
we rely on the two uniform properties for p-harmonic functions established in the previous section.

The next result gives the key decay property at infinity for p-harmonic functions in exterior domains.

Proposition 6.1. Let 1 <p < @, € € (0,1], and let Q@ C H" be an open set with bounded complement and
smooth boundary 9S). Let v = vy be the minimizer of (1.10) in the set Wi’f(ﬂ). Then v € CY(Q) and there
exists a constant C > 0 depending only on p and Q such that for every e € (0,1] the gradient bound (4.1)
holds. Moreover, |V v;|. = o(vg) as [|g| — oc.

Proof. As already recalled, the C'-regularity property up to the boundary is a consequence of the interior
and boundary regularity theory for p-harmonic functions from [17] and [31]. Then, the global L*°-bound
for Vv follows directly from Proposition 4.1 applied to arbitrary balls B5(g) C §.

In order to justify the asymptotic decay at infinity we adapt the original proof from [34], relying on
Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.2 and a simple scaling argument. Thus, setting fo brevity v = v} we have
v € C1(Q) by elliptic regularity and for any sequence {g,} C € such that |g,|| — oo we are going to
show that |V.v(gn)|e = o(v(gn)) as n — oo. To do this, we first chose a sequence {r,} C (1,00) such that

rn — 400 and 7, = o(||gn||) as n — co and then we consider rescaled functions w,(g) = v(Lg, © 6r,(9)).
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Setting &, = er, !, by construction for n large enough we have w, € Cl(ng), where we have also the
identity

(6.1) Ve, wnl2, =13 VevlZo (Lg, 06r,)

5’”
Note that in particular the function w,, is weakly p-harmonic in Bz w.r. to the rescaled metric | - 2
because v is weakly p-harmonic in B3, (gn) w.r.to the metric |- |2 for n large enough.
Now, applying Proposition 4.2 to {w®"} C C'(B5") it follows from the gradient bound (4.1) that

(6.2) Ve s, <C [ Vawlz,
Bi"™(0)

for a constant C' > 0 independent of n.

Next, we let 1z(g) = min{1, max{—1+dz(g,0),0}}, so that 0 < ¥ <1 on H", ¢z = 1 on BS, sptz C B
and, being 1-Lipschitz w.r. to dz, we have |Vss|s < 1. Testing the equation for w, with ¥2w,, where
¥n, = Yz, , and using Young’s inequality we have

1 e -1 _
Lo Vet <p [ Vel or Ve v e, < P [ Ve w2 ot [ 9z wlz, u
n H™ H™ Hn

whence we have the following Caccioppoli inequality with uniform constant,

(6'3) /_ |v5nwn|§n S]‘jp‘/ - wfl'
B BS"

Finally, combining (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3) with the Harnack inequality (4.16) in Proposition 4.2 (with the
choice 2r = 4 = 7) we have

2|V o(ga)l? < C /

Ve w2 < O/
B (0)

En
B2

wP < O |B5"| essinf w? < C(w,(0))? = Cv(g,)?,
v B;"

for constant C' > 0 depending on p but independent of n (compare also Lemma 2.2-(2)). Since r, — 0o as
n — oo then the conclusion follows. O

The next result provides uniform control for the gradient of each Riemannian p—capacitary potential at
the boundary as a consequence of the exterior gauge-ball condition.

Proposition 6.2. Let Q C H" be an open set with C?-smooth boundary and bounded complement satisfying
assuption (HPgq ) with parameter Ry. For 1 <p < @Q and ¢ € (0,1] let v =v; € Wif(ﬂ) N CHA(Q) be the
solution to (1.9a) corresponding to the unique minimizers of (1.10) in the set Wll)’ap(Q).

Then, there exists C > 0 depending only on Ry and Q such that the following inequality on OS2 holds

c
A4 eVle <
(6.9 Vel € =5

v.

Proof. The claim will follow from the comparison principle between v and suitable subsolutions constructed
in terms of the functions given by (3.30). More precisely, inequality (6.4) will follow with the choice
C = K, with Cy = Cy(Rp, Q) as in Lemma 3.2 and K = K(Rp, Q) as in Proposition 3.3.

Let Ry be as in assumption (HPg) and for any g € 09 let us choose go € H" such that Br,(go) C Q°
and 0Q N 9OBRr,(g0) = {g9}. Now consider ¢, = ) ag in (3.30) and v € Wllsp(Q) the Riemannian

p-harmonic function associated to €2, so that v < 1 in © in view of the the weak maximum principle
(equivalently, v = v A 1 since truncation decreases the energy). Here o = —K/(p — 1) and K > %,
K = K(Ro,Q), is chosen independent of p € (1,Q) and such that inequality (3.33) holds for any go as
above and any € € (0, 1]. Note that by construction Bg,(go) C ¢, hence ®, < 1 on Q. On the other hand,
by the previous choice of K the function @, is p-subharmonic in H"” \ Bg,(go), hence in 2, as proved in
Proposition 3.3. Thus, by the weak comparison principle for (sub/super) p-harmonic functions in W2 ()
we have &, < v a.e. in ©Q and in turn everywhere in Q because such functions are both continuous in Q.
Next, note that in view of (HPgq) both Bg,(90)¢ = {®» < 1} and © have smooth boundaries which
are tangent at g € 9Q N 0 (Bg,(go)¢), therefore they have the same outer normal vector there. Now, @,

(resp. v) has zero tangential grandient at g because it is identically one on 8 (Bgr,(g0)¢) (resp. on 992) by
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construction. On the other hand since 0 < ®, < v < 1 on § then their normal derivatives are ordered as
well and in turn |V.v(g)le < |Ve®al:(g). Hence, inequality (6.4) on 0N follows from inequality (3.31) in
Lemma 3.2 since v(g) = 1 and g € 99 is arbitrary. O

The next result propagates the boundary gradient estimates for the p-capacitary potentials vy to the
whole exterior domain.

Proposition 6.3. Let Q C H" be an open set with C?-smooth boundary and bounded complement such

that Q satisfies an exterior uniform gauge-ball condition (HPg ) with parameter Ryg. For 1 < p < Q and

O<e<lletv=u;€ Wllsp(ﬂ) NCYB(Q) be a weak solution to (1.9a) such that |V.v|. = o(v) as ||g|| — oo.
Then

|Vevle

|Veole
o 12 :

S\/l—i—nH

L>(Q) L (89)
The previous result is a consequence of the following stronger claim for the vertical derivative T.vj,.
Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.3 for v = v, we have the estimate
2 2
(7v7) (Tev3)

(v5)” (v5)”

Proof. First notice that for v = vy the r.h.side of (6.6) is finite in view of Proposition 6.2. We argue by

)

L (99)

(6.6) |

Loo(Q) |

contradiction and suppose (6.6) is false. Note that in view of the CA-regularity of v in the whole Q and
the assumption |V.v|. = o(v) as ||g|| — oo the left hand side of (6.6) is by continuity a maximum denoted
by M in what follows. Being by contradiction an interior maximum, there exists g € €2 such that

(6.7) =T g > | T

Lo (892)

Next, in view of the assumption |V v|. = o(v) as ||g|| — oo we fix can fix R > 0 so large that g € Qg :=
QN Bg(0) for any maximum point g as in (6.7), 0Bg(0) N 92 = 0 and |V.v|. < v on 0Bg(0).

Now let us define the auxiliary function

w = (Tov)* — Mv?

and notice that w < 0 in Qg, w(g) = 0 and w < 0 on IQr because v > 0 on Qg and (6.7) holds. Thus,
any g as in (6.7) is an interior local maximum for w on Qg and w(g) = 0 yields (Tv)?(g) = M (v(g))? # 0,
hence V.v(g) # 0; in particular, v being C! it satisfies T.v # 0 and V.v # 0 near g and therefore it is
smooth near g by elliptic regularity.

Similarly, for any ¢ > 0 define the auxiliary functions

Wy = (Tev)? — (M + o)v?,

and notice that w, < 0 in Qg, because w < 0 and ming—v > 0. Clearly w, — w uniformly on Qr, hence
for ¢ small enough the set of maximum points for w, is well inside g, as the same property for w has
been shown above; furthermore for ¢ small enough there are maxima g, € Qg for w, such that up to
subsequences g, — g € Qi for some g as above.

Sufficiently close to g let us now consider the following linear (uniformly) elliptic operator

(6.8) L,(¢) :==div. (A, Vo),
where - -
A, = |V. p—2 L, _2—51; _Vev .
| v|a < 2n+1 + (p )|VE’U|5 ® |VEU|€

Note that L,(v) = 0 near g because of (1.9a). Moreover, since v is smooth near g we can differentiate (1.9a)
and since [X;,T] = [V;,T] =0 for all i = 1,...,n we also obtain L,(T.v) = 0 near g.

Since L, is an elliptic operator and g, is an interior local maximum point for w,, from the smoothness
of v and in turn of w, near g (i.e., near g, for o small enough) we have

(6.9) Ly(ws) (o) < 0.
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On the other hand, the identities L,(v) = L,(T:v) = 0 and L,(f?) = 2fL,(f) + 2(A,V.f,Vef)e for a
sufficiently smooth function f, yield

(6.10) Ly(ws) = Ly (Tev)? — (M 4 0)v?) = 2(A,V.Tov, V. Tw)e — 2(M + o) (p — 1)|Veo]?.
Since g, is an interior local maximum point for w,, at that point V.w, = 0 yields V. T.v = (M + o) UIYEU ,
v
therefore, again in g,, we get :
2
v
2(A,V.Tv,V.Tv). =2(p — 1)(M + J)2W|st|€ .

Combining the last identity with (6.9) and (6.10) together with w,(g,) < 0 we obtain

_ _ vt
02 Luf1a)(5a) =20 = DT + ) Vt(@o)l? (M +0) -z00) 1) 0.
g
2/- 2/ . (Tev)? o :
because (T:v)*(gs) < Mv*(gy). Thus, the contradiction proves that 5— attains its maximum at the
v

boundary 0f) as desired. g

Before giving the proof of Proposition 6.3 we need the following auxiliary identity for solutions to (1.9a).
The proof here is given just for the sake of completeness, as it is a mere adaptation of the one in [30, Lemma
2.1] where exactly the same identity is established but for solutions to (1.6a) instead of (1.9a).

Lemma 6.5. Let 1 <p <@, e >0, Q C H" an open set and v € Cg(ﬁ) such that Vev # 0 in Q. If v is
p-harmonic in Q and L, is the linear operator defined as in (6.8) then

_ . -2 _
(6.11) Ly(|[Vev]2) = [Vevl2™? (2|D§U|g + 2ch€(V5v)) + pT|V8U|Zs) Ve IVeol22,
where D?v is the covariant Hessian and Ric. is the Ricci (2,0)-tensor corresponding to the Riemannian
metric | - |2.

Proof. First notice that p-harmonicity of v together with the assumption Vv # 0 in  give v € C’OO(SA)) by
elliptic regularity. As e > 0 is fixed, for simplicity we drop the dependence on ¢ in the sequel and, following
the notation in [30], we let f := |Vv|?, v;; the Hessian of v and Ric;; the Ricci curvature w.r. to any fixed
local orthonormal frame. Then the equation (1.9a) satisfied by v yields the identity

PP A (g - 1) PPV V) = 0.
Taking the gradient on both sides of the latter, and then computing its scalar product with Vv we obtain

(g - 1) FP22A0(V £, Vo) + fP/271(V Av, Vo)

+(5-1) (5 -2) 2V V02 + (5 = 1) 722 (figvin; + vigfivg) = 0.

(6.12)

Now, following almost verbatim the computations made in [30, Lemma 2.1], we get
Lo(f) = (5 =1) FA2VIE + fPTIAS + (p— 2)A0(Vo, V) /272
(6.13) +(p—2) (g - 1) FPI23 (T, V)2
+ (p = 2) (i fivy fP/2 7% + figoiv fP1272 = (Yo, V)2 £P7279).
On the other hand, recalling that the Bochner’s identity gives
Af = 2|D*v]* + 2(VAwv, Vo) + 2Ric(Vv),
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inserting this identity in (6.13) we get
Lo(f) = f/*7' (2| D*v[* + 2Ric(Vv)) + 7%2fp/2—2|w|2
+ (p—2)fP22 Av(Vu, Vf) + 2P/~ 1V Av, Vv)
+(p—2) (5 —2) FPEHT0 VI 4 (0= D2 0 frvy + Figvivy)

Finally, taking (6.12) into account identity (6.11) follows from the previous formula as the last two lines
vanish identically. O

Before presenting the proof of Proposition 6.3, we state a technical result which provides an explicit
formula for the Ric. tensor.

Lemma 6.6. Let U,V € b be two vector fields. Then the Ricci tensor is given by
n+1

1
<U7 V>5 2

3 (U Te)e (V. Te)e

n

1
In particular, Ric.(U) := Ric.(U,U) = @|U|§ - 2——;| <U,T.>. | for any U € b.

Proof. We write U,V € b as linear combinations with constant coefficients,
n n
U= Z (i Xi + wignYs) +u2p1Te and V= Z (i X + vignYi) + v2nga1 T
i=1 i=1

Taking into account the commutation rules recalled in Section 2, it follows that

[U,Xi]z—“i;"z;, [U,YZ-]:%TE and [U,T.] =0

Moreover, the action of V¢ on the orthonormal base recalled in Section 2 yields

n

n n
UitnV2n+1 + U2n+1Vitn U V2n+1 + U2n4+1V4 Vitn Ui — UitnVj
VeV = Hn X — N s U N O Ny o
U Z ( % v Z % it Z % €

i=1 i=1 i=1

Now recall that for U,V € b the corresponding curvature operator R*(U,V) : h — § is given by
(6.15) RE(U VYW =V VLW =V VLWV — V‘[EUy]W, W e,

so that we have to compute
Ric.(U,V) = ((RE(U, Xi)V, X;)e + (R (U, )V, Yi)e) + (RE(U, To)V, T2)e..
i=1
To this aim, recalling (6.15) and the explicit computations made for the Levi-Civita connection V¢, it follows
that

(%) 1 V;
Vs V= —28y, + HT foreveryi=1,...,n,
: 2e 2e
n
U2n+1V2 1 U v V2n+41U4 .
VoV, V=- n421:2n+ HHE UjpnXj — H E - "+ =TT, foreveryi=1,...,n,

n
UiV;5 — ViU, Ui V211 + ViU2pt1 .
V},V‘?]V:—g < Jgtn JJF")Yi—< Lt Lot )Ts, for every i =1,...,n,
i 482

: 4e2
Jj=1
U n U n
£ o 1+n i+n .
wx)V = “ 52 VjgnXj + —5- 922 v;Y;, foreveryi=1,...,n,
Jj=1 j=1

and hence

n n

3 n
(6.16) Z<R8(U7 X))V, Xi)e = 122 Zui-i-nvi-l-n - Eu2n+lv2n+l-
i=1 i=1
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Similarly,
v,V = v2n+1X — 2_5T8’ for every i =1,...,n,
vV = _4%2 ZujJran - % i Z u;Y; — MTE, for every i =1,...,n,
=1
= UjVj4n — Vjljin Ui4+nU2n + VitnlU2n .
V5. %]V—jzl( 1t 1o I It >X1-— ( tn2 +14€2 tn 2 Jr1>T€, foreveryi=1,...,n,
Ui .
V[UX] 22zvg+n @;vﬁ/j, for every i = 1,...,n,
and hence
(6.17) Y AR(UYVY)e = 5 Z — Uz Va1
i=1
Finally,
V= Z X Z 52V
. U2n+1 U2n+1 UjVj + UjpnVjtn
ViV Dk~ et Dy - 3 (e )
. UjV2n+1 + U2n4+1V; Uj+nV2n+1 + U2n+1Vj4n
R
j=1 j=1
V‘FU7T5]V == 0,
and hence
1 n

(6.18) (RE(U TV, To)e = = Z UiV5 + Ui Vitn)-
Combinign (6.16), (6.17) and (6.18), we finally get (6. 14) as desired. O

Proof of Proposition 6.3. As above we set for brevity v = vy in what follows. First notice that the r.h.side
for the claimed inequality is finite in view of Proposition 6.2. We argue by contradiction and suppose the
claim is false. Note that, as for Proposition 6.4, in view of the C*#-regularity of v in the whole Q and the
assumption |V.v|e = o(v) as ||g|| — oo the left hand side of (6.5) is by continuity and the contradiction
assumption indeed an interior maximum denoted by M in what follows. More precisely, by contradiction
assumption, there exists § € 2 such that

o Ve v|2 Ve vl
(6.19) M= 5

2
> (n+1) ’—'Vé‘“'g

v

(%

L>(Q) L>(0%9) '

In analogy with the proof of Lemma 6.4 we consider the auxiliary function
W = |V.|? — Muv?,
so that by the definition of M we have @ < 0 in Q, @(§) = 0 and V.v(§) # 0 because v > 0 in Q by the
strong maximum principle. As above, the latter cond1t10n assures that v is smooth near § applying elliptic

regularity theory to (1.9a). In particular, stationarity condition yields V. w(g) = 0 which in turn implies at
the point g the identity

(6.20) | Ve|Vev|22 = 4M20?| V0|2 .
Applying once more the elliptic operator L, defined in (6.8) we have at the maximum point § the inequality
(6.21) Lu()(g) < 0.



32 A. PISANTE AND E. VECCHI

On the other hand, since v is smooth near § we can apply Lemma 6.5, hence identity (6.11) holds near

2|2
g. Thus, recalling that 2|D?v|? > %% and arguing as in (6.10) near § we have,

Ly(w) = Lv(|vsv|§) - MLU(UQ)
_ . -2 _ -
= [Vool2™? (2| D20[? + 2Ric. (V.v)) + F5= Voot~ V| Veol2[2 = 20 (p = 1) V.of?

(-1
2
In particular, evaluating the last inequality at the point § and taking into account (6.20) and (6.21), since

w(g) = 0 we get

> 2|V5v|§_2Rica(V5v) + |V8U|§_4|V8|VEU|§|§ - 2M(p - 1)|VEU|£ .

02> Ly(w)(9) = 2|st(g)|§72RiC€ (Vev(9)) ,
which in view of the explicit structure of Ric. (see (6.14) with U =V = V_.v) finally rewrites as

(6.22) Vov(@)I§ < n (Tv(9))* -
To finish the proof, it is enough to combine (6.22) with Lemma 6.4. Indeed, it follows from the definition
of M in (6.19), inequality (6.22), the structure of | - |> and inequality (6.4) that

2 2 2 2
T. T.

H |Vevle _ |Vs2v|a () < (1+n) ( 512)) () < (1+n) ( s';))
v e v v v (o0
(6.23) . (69)

<(1+n) ‘M .
v Lo (09)
Finally, since (6.23) contradicts (6.19) the conclusion follows. O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS
In order to prove Theorem 1.2 we start with the following auxiliary result.

Proposition 7.1. Let 1 < p < Q, € € [0,1], and let Q@ C H"™ be an open set with bounded complement
and smooth boundary 0. If v are the minimizers of (1.10) in the set Wll)’ap(Q) then v5 — v strongly in

Wllé’(Q) and, up to subsequences, |Vevgle = |[Vouvplo a.e. ase — 0.

Proof. First we fix R > 0 so large that H" \ Q C Bg(0). In view of Lemma 3.2, we have 0 ¢ Wll)’ap(Q)

with finite norms for each ¢ € (0,1], and therefore for each € € (0,1] the function ) is admissible

competitor for each v;. Hence, it follows from energy minimality that
By (1) < B (15) < B (807)) < B (807) < o0

for each ¢ € (0, 1], i.e., the sequence {v;}. C Wllé’(Q) is bounded.

Next, for any sequence ¢; — 0 as j — 400, possibly passing to a subsequence, there exists v, €
HW™bP(H") such that v’ converges to v, weakly in HWLP(H"), strongly in L and a.e. in H", so that in
particular we deduce that v, € Wlljéj(ﬂ). It is now enough to prove the convergence in norm together with
the energy minimality of v, on Wlly’é”(Q) , whence v, = v§ by strict convexity of Ep(-) and in turn the full
convergence holds as ¢ | 0.

Note that for every v € Wllf(Q), since 2 is smooth with bounded complement and ¢ —
on H" \ , there exists a sequence ¢; C C§° () such that ¢; — 0 — 5&0’%) in HWP(H") as j — +o0.
Since ¢, + PO ¢ Wllé’(Q), the weak lower semicontinuity of Ep(-), the monotonicity of ¢ — E£(-) and
the energy minimality of each vy yield for each m > 1 and in turn as m — oo that

&)&O’R) =0 a.e.

E%w,) < liminf E2(v%7) < limsup E%(vS7) < limsup E57 (v
p(v+) = T inf 7, (v7) < limsup B, (vy) < limsup 57 (v;)

(7.1) . -
<limsup lim sup £’ (<pm + <1>§§7R>) = lim Eg (<pm + <1>§§7R>) = Eg (D).

m—o0o  j—+00 m=—00
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Since ¥ € Wll)’éj(Q) is arbitrary, the latter shows that v, is actually the minimizer and hence v, = v).
Moreover, chosing & = vp in (7.1) we infer that Tovj — 0 in LP(H") as ¢ — 0 and EJ(v5) — E)(vp) as
€ — 0, from which the desired strong convergence follows. Finally, once Vouvy — Vovg in L?  passing to a

subsequence we also get |V.ov5|. = [Voudlo ae. as e — 0. O
Now we are ready to prove the first result of the Introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < p < Q be fixed and for ¢ € (0, 1] let us consider v; € Wll)’ap(Q) the minimizer
of (1.10) in the set (1.11) which is the unique finite energy solution to (1.9a). As already recalled in
the introduction, since Q has C2-smooth boundary by the interior and boundary regularity theory for p-

harmonic function we have v5 € C'(Q) (the gradient V.vj being actually Hélder continuous up to the

boundary) and it is strictly positive in Q by the strong maximum principle.

Next, we are going to prove that for & € (0, 1] when the domain  satisfies the uniform gauge-ball condition
(HPg) with parameter Ry > 0 each solution vj satisfies (1.12) for a constant C' > 0 depending on Ry and
Q. To do this, first notice that the inequality holds on 90 in view of Proposition 6.2 with some constant

C > 0 depending only on Ry and Q. Moreover, in view of Proposition 6.1 we have |Vevgle = o(vg) as

llgl] = oo, therefore we can apply Proposition 6.3 and the inequality (1.12) follows just by taking C' = V2cC.

Finally, if ¢ = 0 and v} € Wllf(Q) is the unique finite energy solution to (1.9a) corresponding to the
minimizer of (1.10) then the interior regularity theory for p-harmonic function in the sub-Riemannian
Heisenberg group proved in [37] yields v) € C(Q) and Vov) € C(2). Moreover v5 — vy as € — 0 strongly
in Wlly’é”(Q) and |V.v5|- — [Voug|o a.e. in Q because of Proposition 7.1. Since dy < d. for any € > 0, the
functions {v5}.c(0,1) are do-equiLipschitz in H" due to the bound (1.12) and the fact that 0 < v5 <1 on Q.
As a consequence v, — vg locally uniformly on H™ by the Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, hence US € C(Q), and
(1.12) follows for v from the same inequality for each vf as ¢ — 0. O

In order to prove the main result of the paper, i.e., Theorem 1.4, we need three auxiliary results. The
first one relates weak solutions of (1.9a) and (1.6a).

Lemma 7.2. Let 1 < p < @, ¢ € [0,1] and v, € W2P(Q) nonegative and nonconstant. If v, 18 a weak
solution of (1.9a), i.e., for test functions ¢p € WLP(Q) with compact support in 2, then vy, 1S continuous
in Q, it is strictly positive and Vcvy, is continuous in . As a consequence, if v, # 0 then the function
ug, := (1 — p)log(vy) is well-defined, it is de-locally Lipschitz and it is a weak solution of (1.6a), i.e., for

test functions o € WHP(Q) N L>(Q) with compact support in Q.

Proof. First, to simplify the notation we just write throghout the proof v = v; and u = uj,. Note that by

regularity theory recalled in the introduction both v and V.v are continuous in , moreover v > 0 in Q by

the strong maximum principle.

Under this assumption we take ¢ € W1P(Q) N L> () with compact support and we consider 1) = %.
v
Since v > 0 in Q, ¢ € WHP(Q) and it is an admissible test function for (1.9a), so that

- |st|§72

12 0= [ [Vl (Vo V. (557))e -

pp—1

|Vevl
op—1 (Vev,Vep)e — (p— 1) o T@-
Vv

Q

Clearly u = (1 — p)logv is d.-locally Lipschitz by construction, because V.u = (1 — p) , and u being a

solution of (1.6a) amounts to

_ / IV euP (Veu, Vo) = / VuelPp,
Q Q

for every test function ¢ € W1P(Q) N L% () with compact support in Q. Finally, since the latter equation
can be inferred from (7.2) up to multiply it by (p — 1)P~! and ¢ is arbitrary the proof is complete. ]

The next lemma describes solutions to (1.6a) in terms of the minimality property for the associated
energy functional (1.7).

Lemma 7.3. Let 1 <p < Q, € € [0,1] and Q C H" an open set. For a function u;, € WhP ()N L2.(Q)
the following are equivalent
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i) the function uS is a weak solution of (1.6a) with respect to test functions in WEP(Q) N L>(Q) with
p €
compact support in §;
ii) for every compact set K C Q the function u satisfies J02° (us; K) < J2:F (w; K) for every competitor
Y D u D u Y
P P

we WP (Q)N L (Q) such that w = uS a.e. in U\ K.

€,loc loc P

Proof. As for the previous Lemma, we simply write u = u; wherever it appear. We start showing that
(i) = (i1) arguing as in [15,34]. Since u is a weak solution of (1.6a), for every compact set K C € it holds
that

(7.3) [ 19l Vg == [ vtz

for every p € WP(2) N L>°(Q) such that ¢ = 0 a.e. in Q\ K. Now, for w € W;f)c(Q) NLS,
w=uS a.e. in Q\ K and ¢ = w — u equation (7.3) yields

P
/ |V5u|§(u—w)=/ |V€u|§_2<vau,vaw>a—/ |Voul?.
K K K

We now estimate from above the first term on the right hand side, first by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and then Young inequality (with conjugate exponents T and p), getting

p P
a0 [ waru-w < (1-3) [vaps [ T [ oy [Tk ] T
K P/ JKk Kk D

Finally, a simple rearrangement of the latter gives the deswed conclusion.

Let us now prove that (ii) = (i). For every compact set K C 2, we can fix any ¢ € W1P(Q) N L>(Q)
such that ¢ = 0 a.e. in Q\ K and for any ¢ € R the function u + t¢ is now an admissible competitor for
the minimality property of the functional J(-, K). Therefore, differentiating under integral sign gives

d
0= — JP(u+tp, K) = / |VouP~2(Vou, Vo). —|—/ |V oulPo,
dt t=0 K K

and this concludes the proof. O

() such that

The last auxiliary result describes how the minimality property for the energy functional (1.7) stated in
the previous lemma passes to the limit.

Proposition 7.4. Let 1 < p < Q, € € [0,1], and Q C H" be an open set with bounded complement and
smooth boundary 0Q. For vy : H" — (0, 1] the minimizer of (1.10) in the set Wllsp(Q) let ug, : H" — [0, 00)
the corresponding functions given by (1.8), so that they minimize the functionals JY:° defined in (1.7) in the
sense that for every compact set K C € it holds that '

(75) TE i ) < T2 (i ),

for every locally d.-Lipschitz function w : Q — R such that w = ug, in Q\ K.

Assume that {us} satisfy the uniform bound (1.13), so that, up to subsequences, u;, — u as (¢,p) — (0,1)
locally uniformly in H", where u is a do-Lipschitz function. Then u : H" — [0,00) is a weak solution of
(1.1), i.e., for every compact set K C Q, it holds

(7.6) Jou; K) < J2(w; K),

for every locally do-Lipschitz function w : Q — R such that w = u in Q\ K. Analogous conclusion holds for
€ = const (resp., forp=1) asp — 1 (resp., as € — 0).

Proof. We give the prooof only in the case (g,p) — (0,1), as the two others are similar and even simpler,
adapting the argument in [34] for the Euclidean case (see also [15] for the case H! when ¢ = 0).

We consider a nonnegative test function n € C5°(£2) such that supp(n) CC € satisfying the normalization
condition 0 <7 <1 in Q, together with a bounded open set V' CC Q such that supp(n) CC V. Then, for a
compact set K C Q we fix a locally dyp-Lipschitz function w : @ — R such that w =u in Q\ K.

Note that, according to [14, Theorem 2.15], there exists a sequence of smooth functions (wy)gen € C°(V)
such that

i) wy — w uniformly on compact subsets of V;
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ii) |[Vowsl|| o (w) is bounded for each W CC V and k sufficiently large;
iii) Vowg — Vow a.e. in V.

Thus, for each fixed k we use the function nwy + (1 — n)uj, as test function in (7.5) for the functional
Jﬁ;(-; supp(n)) and we find that

1
supp(n

1
< / (—IVa(nwk + (1 =n)uy) |2 + (nwg + (1 — n)UZ)IVaUZIE) ,
supp(n) \P

which readily yields

1
/()@WM%HM?MM%@@
supp(n

1
(7.7) < —/ [nVewr + (1 — n)Veus, + (wi — uj, 577}
D Jsupp(n)
R
<Z [ Tk + (= D+ o = I Tenl).
P Jsupp(n)

Since 0 <1 —n <1 we can rewrite (7.7) as

+ (1
/ (ﬁ—i——lwsAP+Mu—w%MVu|ﬂ
supp(n)
3p 1

[ PITan + = IVa + o - g PIVal?).
supp(n)

which in turn is equivalent to

1
Mmmn <pmVQUZK—%n@@<—umNVGUZ@>
3p—1
(7.8) < / (PP |Vewr|? + Jwk — ug[P|Ven[?)
supp(n)

p
gp—1 _

-/
+ — (1 —=n)|Veus 2.
p supp(n) e
Now we estimate the right hand side of (7.8). Since 0 < n < 1 and each wy, is smooth on supp(n) we obtain
3p—1 3
[ v <
D Jsupp(n)

Concerning the second term in the right hand side of (7.8), we have |wy,—u [P — |wi,—u| and [Vn|2 — [Vonlo
uniformly on supp(n) as (¢,p) — (0,1), hence

3!
2

p—1

(7.9) /’ NIV ewif — nVowrlo, as (e,p) = (0, 1),
supp(n) supp(n)

(7.10) / |wg — up|P|Venll — |lwk —u||Vonlo as (e,p) — (0,1).
supp(n) supp(n)

Finally, since 3;,7;_1 — 0 as p — 1 then for the last term of (7.8) it follows from (1.13) that

3=t
(7.11) -———/ (=2 =0, as (e,p) = (0,1),
p supp(n)

Concerning the left hand side of (7.8), chosing w = u and combining (1.13), the uniform convergence
ug, — u and (i) we infer that

limsup limsup / nlug — wi||[Veug |2 < hmsup/ Cnlu —wg| =0,
supp(n) supp(n)

k—oo (e,p)—(0,1) k—o00

whence (7.8)-(7.11) together with (ii) and (iii) and dominated convergence yield
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1 1
lim sup / —n|Veugy|? < limsup limsup / (—|V5ufo|§ +n(uy — wk)|V5u;|£)
(7.12) (e.p)=(0,1) Jsupp(n) P ko (e,p)=(0,1) Jsupp(n) \P

< limsup/ N|Vowg|o + |wr, — u||Vonlo = / n|Voulo .
supp(n)

k—o0 supp(n)

On the other hand, note that Vou; — Vou *-weakly in L*(H") because (1.13) holds uniformly and
uy, — u locally uniformly, whence weak lower semicontinuity and Young’s inequality give

1
/ N|Voulop < liminf nVouylo < liminf =n|Veu |2,
supp(n) (e,p)—(0,1) supp(n) (e,p)—(0,1) supp(n) p
p—1
because - fsupp(n) n—0asp— 1.
Combining the last inequality with (7.12) we conclude that

(7.13) [ vl - nlVoulo, s (e,p) = (0,1),
supp(n) P supp(n)

for any nonnegative test function n € C§°(€2) such that supp(n) CC © and such that 0 < n < 1, whence
the same holds if 7 has the same properties but it is merely continuous, by approximation and (1.13). In
turn, (7.13) holds for any test function n € C5°(2) such that supp(n) CC Q, by decomposition in positive
and negative part and normalization.

Now for w # u and K as above we fix n € C§°(Q2) such that supp(n) CC Q,0<n<landn=1inan
open neighborhood of K. Once more we take a bounded open set V' CC Q such that supp(n) CC V and a
sequence {wy, } satisfying properties (i)-(ii)-(iii) above. It follows from (7.13) that

[ = wvage s [ g w) ol as (=) - 0,1)
supp(n) supp(n)

where for fixed k& we used the uniform convergence of n(u;, — wy) to n(u — wy) as a test function, so that
(7.13) together with (7.8)-(7.11) imply

/ nIVoulo + n(u — w)|Vouly < / nIVowklo + [ — ul[Voro.
supp(n) supp(n)

Finally, taking into account (i), (ii), and (iii), and passing to the limit as k — +oo on both sides by
dominated convergence, we get

/ 0 Votlo + n(u — w)|Voulo < / 1 Vowlo + [w — ul|Vorlo,
supp(n)

supp(n)

hence n = 1 near K and w = u in Q\ K yield

/ (IVoulo + ulVouly) < / (IVowlo + w|Voulo) ,

K K

i.e., (7.6) holds and the proof is complete. O
Finally we are in the position to prove the main result of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let us fix e € [0,1] and for any 1 < p < @ let v, be the minimizer of (1.10) in the

set Wll)’ap(Q) and let u, the corresponding functions given by (1.8). According to Theorem 1.2 we know that
(1.12) holds for {vg} for a constant C' > 0 independent of p as well as of ¢. Hence, in view of Corollary 1.3
functions in {ug} satisfy the uniform bound (1.13), so that {u;},e(1,0) are equi-Lipschitz with respect to
d., strictly positive in Q and vanishing identically on H" \ Q. Moreover, they are weak solutions to (1.6a)
due to Lemma 7.2, so that they minimize the functionals JS;; defined in (1.7) with respect to competitors

w E Wi’f(ﬂ) such that w — uj, is compactly supported because of Lemma 7.3.
According to Proposition 7.4, up to subsequences, for each € € [0, 1] there exist functions v® : H" — [0, c0)
which are d.-Lipschitz on H"”, with bound on Lipschitz constant independent on € € [0, 1], such that (e

as p — 1 when € > 0 or uj — u® as (&,p) — (0,1) if € = 0 locally uniformly in H". Alternatively, for e = 0
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we can let first £ — 0 and then p — 1. In addition, {u®}.¢[o,1) vanish identically on H" \ © and they are
weak solution of (1.1) and (1.3) in the sense of Definition 1.1.

In order to conclude the proof it is enough to establish (1.14) and we treat first the case ¢ = 0 because
it is much simpler. Indeed, combing weak comparison principle for sub-Riemannian p-harmonic function

applied on the open sets Q and H" \ By (go) with the explicit form of p-capacitary potentials from Lemma
3.1 we have

lgg '+ al\ " _ o lgg =gl 7 - : Q-p
. - < < [ == -~
(7.14) ( o < Up(g) < % on £, with P

where the second inequality trivially holds in © N Bx(go) because vg < 1 in H™. Taking logarithm and
multiplying by 1 —p < 0, as p — 1 inequality (1.14) follows in the form stated in the case £ = 0.

As for the case € > 0, concerning the upper bound for each u® = lim ug, we rely on Proposition 5.1. Thus,
fore € (0,1] and 1 < p < 2, since 2 C H" satisfies assumption (HPg) with parameter Ry and Br,(go) C Q¢
then for each R > 2 > Ry such that H" \ Q C By(go) there exists C > 1 depending only on Ry and R such
that for v5, us, = (1 — p) log vy, we have

o -1 -y _ _
(7.15) vE(g) > O (”goT:QH) on 0,  with 7:%.

Thus, taking logarithm of both sides in (7.15) as p — 1 the upper bound follows because u® = lim,, U,

When dealing with the lower bound in (1.14) for ¢ € (0,1] we rely instead on Proposition 5.5 so that

inequality (5.11) holds in © for some Cy > 1 depending only on Ry, R, 9. Taking logarithm of both sides

for v = % and g € Q we obtain

u(g) = lim ug(g) = — lim log (vf,(g))p_l

p—1 p—1

—1 p—Q —1
> lim log [ ¢ (1909l :(Q—l)logw—logco,
p—1 R R

which completes the proof of the lower bound. Note that the previous argument still applies in the case of
the joint limit (e,p) — (0, 1), hence inequality (5.11) holds no matter how u = lim. ;, uj, is constructed.
|
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