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Hausdorff dimension and ¢ finiteness of p—harmonic measures in space
when p >n
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Abstract In this paper we study a measure, [i, associated with a positive p harmonic function
4 defined in an open set O C R™ and vanishing on a portion I of 9O. If p > n we show [ is
concentrated on a set of ¢ finite H"~! measure while if p = n the same conclusion holds provided I’
is uniformly fat in the sense of n capacity. Our work nearly answers in the affirmative a conjecture
in [14] and also appears to be the natural extension of [I0,23] to higher dimensions.
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1 Introduction

Denote points in Euclidean n-space R™ by x = (x1,...,2,) and let E,OE, diam E, be the closure,
boundary, and diameter of the set E C R™. Let d(E, F') be the distance between the sets E, F' and
d(y, F) = d({y}, E). Let (-,-) denote the standard inner product on R™ and let |z| = (z,z)"/? be
the Euclidean norm of x. Set B(z,r) = {y € R" : |z — y| < r} whenever x € R", r > 0, and let dz
denote Lebesgue n-measure on R™. If O C R" is open and 1 < ¢ < oo, then by W9(0O) we denote
the space of equivalence classes of functions f with distributional gradient Vf = (fz,, ..., fz, ), both
of which are ¢ th power integrable on O. Let ||f|l1.4 = || fllq + || IVf|ll; be the norm in W14(O)
where || - ||, denotes the usual Lebesgue ¢ norm in O. Next let C§°(O) be the set of infinitely
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differentiable functions with compact support in O and let WO1 "1(0) be the closure of C§°(0) in the
norm of Wh4(0). If K C B(z,r) is a compact set let

C(K,B(z,2r)) :inf/ Vo™ dx
Rn

where the infimum is taken over all ¢ € W, (B(z,2r)) with ¢ = 1 on K. We say that a compact
set E C R™ is locally (n,r¢) uniformly fat or locally uniformly (n,rg) thick provided there exists
ro, 8 > 0, such that whenever z € E,0 < r < rg,

C(EN B(x,r), B(z,2r)) > B.

Let O C R™ be an open set and 2 € 9O. Fix p,1 < p < oo, and suppose that 4 is a positive
weak solution to the p Laplace equation in O N B(Z, p). That is, & € WH?(O N B(2, p)) and

/|va|P—2 (Vi, V) dr = 0 (1)

whenever 6 € W, (O N B(2, p)). Equivalently we say that @ is p harmonic in O N B(Z, p). Observe
that if 4 is smooth and Vi # 0 in O N B(2, p), then V - (|[Va|P~2 Va) = 0, in the classical sense,
where V- denotes divergence. We assume that @ has zero boundary values on 00 N B(Z, p) in the
Sobolev sense. More specifically if ¢ € C§°(B(2, p)), then 4 ¢ € W, P(O N B(2,p)). Extend 4 to
B(2,p) by putting @ = 0 on B(2,p) \ O. Then @ € WYP(B(2, p)) and it follows from (), as in
[9, Chapter 21], that there exists a positive Borel measure fi on R"™ with support contained in
00 N B(2, p) and the property that

[1vilr2 i v0 do = - [odz 2)

whenever ¢ € C5°(B(2, p)). We note that if 9O is smooth enough, then dji = |[Va[P~1 dH" ! where
H"~! denotes Hausdorff n — 1 dimensional measure defined after Theorem [
In this paper we continue our study of i for n < p < oco. We prove

Theorem 1 Fiz p,n < p < oo and let 2, p, 4, i be as in (@). If p > n, then [i is concentrated on a
set of o finite H"~* measure. If p = n and 00 N B(2,p) is locally (n,ro) uniformly fat, then fi is
concentrated on a set of o finite H* ™' measure.

To define Hausdorff measure and outline previous work we shall need some more notation. If A > 0
is a positive function on (0,7) with li_n>10 A(r) = 0 define H* Hausdorff measure on R" as follows:
For fixed 0 < § < 7p and E C R?, let L(§) = {B(z,r:)} be such that E C |J B(z;,7;) and
0<r; <9, i=1,2,... Set

A R )
o5 (E) = i%f) A(ri).

Then

HY(E) = lim 65(E).

In case A(r) = r® we write H for H”.
Define the Hausdorff dimension of a Borel measure v on R™ by

H-dim v = inf{« : 3EF Borel with H*(F) = 0 and v(R" \ E) = 0}.

From Theorem [1l and the definition of H-dim v it is easily seen that
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Corollary 1 Let i, ji, be as in Theorem[d. Then H-dim i <n — 1.

For n = 2,1 < p < oo, Lewis proved in [I4] the following theorem which generalized earlier
results in [4T3LI5].

Theorem 2 Given p,1 <p < o0o,p # 2, let 4,1 be as in (1), (@), with p = 0o and suppose O is a
simply connected bounded domain. Put

M) = \(r, A) = r exp[Ay/log 1/r logloglog1/7],0 < r < 107°.
Then the following is true.

(a) If p > 2, then i is concentrated on a set of o finite H* measure.
(b) If 1 < p <2, then fi is absolutely continuous with respect to H
provided A = A(p) > 1 is large enough.

Remark 1 Makarov in [18] (see also [8[I921]), essentially proved Theorem [2] for harmonic measure,
w, with respect to a point in O (the p = 2 case). Moreover, [I0] showed for any planar domain
whose complement is a compact set and for which w exists, that H-dim w < 1. Wolff [23] improved
this result by showing that for any planar domain w is concentrated on a set of ¢ finite H' measure.

In higher dimensions, n > 3, Bourgain [5] showed that H-dim w < n for any open set O for which
w exists. Building on an idea of Carleson in [6], Wolff in [24] constructed in R, a Wolff snowflake
for which H-dim w > 2 and also one for which H-dim w < 2. This was further generalized in [I7]
where it was shown that both sides of a Wolff snowflake in R™ could have harmonic measures, say
w1, ws, with either min(H-dim wy, H-dim wy) > n — 1 or max(H-dim wy, H-dim ws) < n — 1.

Theorem 4 of [12] implies for fixed p, 1 < p < oo, and 4, it as in (@) that H-dim i < n — 7 where
7 =7(p,n) > 0. Theorem [l was proved in [I6] when p = co and O is a sufficiently flat Reifenberg
domain. Also Wolff’s method was extended to the p harmonic setting and produced examples of
Wolff type snowflakes and p harmonic functions u, vanishing on the boundary of these snowflakes
for which the corresponding measures, say jioo, had the following Hausdorff dimensions.

Theorem 3 If p > n, then all examples produced by Wolff’s method had
H-dim fiso|B(o,1/2) <m0 — 1.

Moreover for p > 2, near enough 2, there existed a Wolff snowflake for which
H-dim piso|B(0,1/2) > 1 — 1.

In view of Theorem [Bl and the above results it is natural to conjecture that Theorem [ remains
valid for p = n without the uniform fatness assumption on 90N B(Z, p). A slightly wilder conjecture
is that there exists pg,2 < pg < n, such that if pg < p and 4, i, are the p harmonic function-
corresponding measure as in (2]), then H-dim g <n — 1.

As for our proof of Theorem [I] here we first remark that it is embarrassingly simple compared
to the proof in Theorem 1(a) of [14]. Moreover the main idea for the proof comes from [23] where
a simple proof for harmonic measure in planar domains, whose boundaries are uniformly fat in the
sense of logarithmic capacity, is outlined. Our proof also makes important use of work in [14] and
[16]. More specifically suppose for fixed p,1 < p < oo, that 4, 1,0, 2, p are as in [2)). Then from
Lemma [l we see that 4y, ,1 < k < n, are Holder continuous in O N B(z, p). If also & € O N B(Z, p)
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and Va(Z) # 0, then 4 is infinitely differentiable in B(#,d) for some ¢ > 0. Let £ € 9B(0,1)
differentiating the p Laplace equation, V - (|Va|P~2V4) = 0 with respect to £ it follows that both
¢ = ¢ and ¢ = 4, satisfy the divergence form PDE for = in B(z,9):

.9
L((z) = Z 9. [bik(7)Ca, (2) ] = 0, (3)
i,k=1 g
where at x
bir(x) = |Va|P 4 [(p — 2)tie, G, + 0ir|Vi?](x), 1 <i,k <, (4)

and d;; is the Kronecker 4. From smoothness of & we see that b, are infinitely differentiable in
B(%,6) and at x € B(%,4),

min{p — 1, 1}|¢]* [Vi(2)[P™2 < > b & < max{l,p— 1}Vi(z)|P > ¢]*. (5)
i,k=1

The PDE in @) for 4, dy,,1 < k < n, was used in Lemma 5.1 of [I5] to show that if v = log |V
and Viu(z) # 0, then for x € B(%,9),

Luv(xz) > 0 when p > n. (6)

B)-[@) are used throughout [4LI3|[I516]. Another key inequality in these papers was called the
fundamental inequality:
1 u(x
LIVila) < 220 < Vi) @
where ¢ = ¢(n,p). [@) was shown to hold for all  near JO in the special domains considered in
Theorems 2 Bl Observe that if (@) holds, then from (@) it follows that L is locally a uniformly
elliptic operator. Hence in these papers results from elliptic PDE were used.
The upper inequality in () follows from PDE type estimates and is true for O as in Theorem
Il However the lower estimate is easily seen to fail when 9O is not connected. Thus we are not able
to use either of the strategies in [I4] or [I5] in our proof of Theorem [Il The argument in section [3]
essentially uses only ([B)) - (6]) and the basic estimates for p harmonic functions in section
As for the plan of this paper, in section 2] we list some basic estimates for p harmonic functions.
In section Bl we use these estimates and (B)-(@) to prove Theorem [Il Finally in section ] we make
closing remarks and discuss future research.

2 Basic Estimates for p Harmonic Functions.

In the sequel ¢ will denote a positive constant > 1 (not necessarily the same at each occurrence),
which may depend only on p, n, unless otherwise stated. In general, ¢(aq, ..., a,) denotes a positive
constant > 1, which may depend only on p,n, a1, ..., a, not necessarily the same at each occurrence.
A ~ B means that A/B is bounded above and below by positive constants depending only on p, n. In
this section, we will always assume that 2 <n < p < oo, and r > 0. Let {2 be an open set, w € 942,
and suppose that @ is p harmonic in §2 N B(w, 4r). If p = n we also assume that 952 N B(w, 4r) is
(n,79) uniformly fat as defined above ().

We begin by stating some interior and boundary estimates for @, a positive weak solution to
the p Laplacian in £ N B(w,4r) with @ = 0 on 92 N B(w, 4r) in the Sobolev sense, as indicated
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after (). Extend @ to B(w,4r) by putting @ = 0 on B(w, 4r) \ 2. Then there exists a locally finite
positive Borel measure fi with support C 92 N B(w, 4r) and for which (2 holds with @ replaced

by @ and ¢ € C§°(B(w,4r)). Let n(lax) a, n(lin) @ be the essential supremum and infimum of @ on
B(z,s B(z,s

B(z,s) whenever B(z,s) C B(w,4r). For proofs of Lemmas[Il- [ (see [9, Chapters 6 and 7]).

Lemma 1 Fiz p,1 < p < oo, and let 2, w,r, 4, be as above. Then

c B(w,r) —orn

B(w,r/2) B(w,2r)

1
—rP™" / |[Va|P de < max a? < < / P du.

If B(z,2s) C 2, then

max ¢ < c¢ min u.
B(z,s) B(z,s)

Lemma 2 Let p,2,w,r, 4, be as in Lemmalll Then there exists « = a(p,n) € (0,1) such that @
has a Holder o continuous representative in B(w,4r) (also denoted @). Moreover if z1, 22 € B(w,r)
then

«
u(z1) —u(z9)| < ¢ M max U
r

Lemma 3 Let p, 2, w,r, @, be as in Lemmalll and let [i be the measure associated with @ as in (2).
Then there exists ¢,y = vy(p,n) > 1, such that

1
—rP7" 4[B(w,r/2)] < Bn(lax) aP™t < erP™" §[B(w, 2r)].
& w,r

For the proof of Lemma [3 see [II]. The left-hand side of the above inequality is true for any open
{2 and p > n. However the right-hand side of this inequality requires uniform fatness when p = n

and is the main reason we have this assumption in Theorem [Il The reader is referred to [4] for
references concerning the proof of the next lemma.

Lemma 4 Let p, 2, w,r,, be as in Lemmalll Then @ has a representative in WP(B(w,4r)) with
Hélder continuous partial derivatives in 2NB(w, 4r). In particular, there exists o € (0, 1], depending
only on p,n, such that if x,y € B(w,#/2), B(w,47) C 2N B(w,4r), then

(|x — ) ) 7 .
— ) max 4.
7 B(,27)

If x € B(w,47) and Vu(x) # 0, then @ is infinitely differentiable in an open neighborhood of .
Moreover,

o

c

1|V&(:c)—va(y)| < (u) max |Va| <

o
=
=
=

vap-? Y a2, de < / IVii|P da.

Tilj P2

B(#,M)N{|val>0} hi=1 B(,27)

Lemma 5 Letp, 2,w,r,a, be as in Lemmalll Suppose for some z € R™,t > 100r, that w € B(z,t)
and

B(w,4r) \ B(z,t) = B(w,4r) N £2.
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There exists 0 = o(p,n) € (0,1) for which @|onp(w,3r) has a CLo N WP extension to B(w,3r)
(denoted ). If x € B(w,3r)\ 0B(z,t) and Vu(zx) # 0, then @ is infinitely differentiable in an open
neighborhood of x. Moreover,

n
vart Y@ de< 5 [ v

QAB(w,r/2)n{|Va|>0} b=l 2NB(w,2r)

and if v,y € 2N B(w,r/2), then

¢ |Va(z) — Va(y)|

IN
~~
B
=
<
~—
q

max |V
2NB(w,r)

[eg
< ¢ (‘zfy‘) max 4.
r 2NB(w,2r)

Proof We assume as we may that z = 0 and ¢ = 1 since otherwise we consider u*(z) = @(z + tz)
and use translation - dilation invariance of the p Laplacian. Let

I @(z) when x € 2N B(w,3r)
u(x) = —&(ﬁ) when z € B(0,1) N B(w, 3r).
If y = z/|z|*> € B(0,1) N B(w,3r) and Va(z) # 0, one can use the chain rule to calculate at y that

o 2oy N O
V- (Jy|*P~?"valP*va) :Zayi

=1

3

ou
2p—2n P27 ) —
(w2 vap=222 ) —o, 0

(z) = |z|#»=2" when |z| < 1
N = 1 when |z| > 1.

We assert that @ is a weak solution in B(w, 3r) to
V- (v|VafP?va) = 0. (9)
Indeed from the assumptions on @ we see that @ € WP(B(w, 3r)). Let ¢ € C5°(B(w,3r)) and put

(@) = 5(6(0) = (7))

while 1 .
62(x) = 5(0() + 9{15).

Using the change of variables theorem and the knowledge garnered from () we see that

/ Y|Va|P~2Va - Vo dz = 0
B(w,4r)

and
/ v|\Va|lP~2Via - Vg de = 2 / |Va|P~2Va - Ve dz = 0

B(w,4r) 2NB(w,4r)
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Since ¢ = @1 + ¢2, we conclude from the above displays that @ is a weak solution to (@) in B(w, 3r).

From our assertion we see that u satisfies the hypotheses in [22], except for v being continuously
differentiable. However the argument in [22] and all constants use only Lipschitzness of v, so is also
valid in our situation. Applying the results in [22] (similar to Lemma Hl) and using the definition of
4, we obtain the first and second displays in Lemma O

Lemma 6 Let p, 2,w,r, @, be as in Lemmalll and —oco < n < —1. Let L, (bi,) be as in (3), {4,
when x € 2N B(w,4r) and Vi(z) # 0. Let b; = §;; when Viu(z) = 0 and put v = max{log |V, n}.
Then v is locally a weak sub solution to L in 2N B(w,4r).

Proof From Lemma Ml we see that v is locally in W12(2 N B(w, 4r)). Given ¢€,d, 0 > 0 small define
g by
g(z) = (max{v —n —¢€,0} +0)° — 0%,z € 2N B(w, 4r).

As mentioned earlier in Lemma 5.1 of [15] we showed that Lv > 0 at = € £ N B(w,4r) when
v(x) # n. For the reader’s convenience we repeat this calculation after the proof of Lemma
From this fact we deduce that if 0 < 6 € C§°(£2 N B(w, 4r)), then

n

0< / OgLvdx = — Z bik(09) g, vz, dx
2NB(w,4r) k=1 2NB(w,4r)
k=1 N Blw,dr)

where in the last inequality we have used (f]). Using the above inequality, the bounded convergence
theorem, and letting first €, second o, and third §—0, we get Lemma [Gl a

To show Lv(z) > 0 when v(x) # n, put 7(z) = 2v(z) = log |Vi|?. We calculate at z,

n ~ ~
20 U
TI# == T e— ~ 106 *
J z : Vi 2
= vl

Furthermore,

- 20Uy, Ugy s
Lr= Z <bij |V’I~L|2 J)mi

i,j,k=1
"L 24 - a
T ~ ~ T
= Z —|Vﬂ|k2 (bijufkmj)mi + Z 2b13 ul?kfj <|v’;|2> .
i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1 z;

The first term on the right is zero since Li,, = 0 (see ([@)). We differentiate the second term to get

n n
=27 o~ ~ =4~ o~ ~ o~
Lt = E 2|Va| bty z; Uyw; — E VU™ Ty Ty Ui Uy Uy | - (10)
i,j. k=1 0.4,k =1
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We assume as we may that t,, = 0 for j # 1, since otherwise we rotate our coordinate system and
use invariance of the p Laplace equation under rotations. Under this assumption we have

biy = (p—1)|Val’~?,
bi = |Va|lP™? i #1,
bij =0 i#j.

Using these equalities in (I0) we obtain, at x,

Lt = 2|Vﬁ’|p74 (p - 1) Zﬁ‘ikzl + Z ﬂikml - 2(p - l)ﬂilml - Z 2ui1m1

Collecting the z1x1 and z1x; (¢ # 1) derivatives yields
Lr =2|VaP ™ | =(p= 1)l + (P —=2) D s, + O Tins, |- (11)

k=2 k,i=2

The last sum contains the pure second derivatives of @ in the zj direction when k # 1. These
derivatives may be estimated using the p-Laplace equation for u at the point z, i.e., at x we have

(p - 1){1’11961 + Zﬂmkmk =0.
k=2

Solving for 4,4, , taking squares and using Holder’s inequality we see that

n _1\2
Zﬁz >(p 1) a2

TpTr — n—1 r1T1’
k=2

Substituting this expression into () gives

~1p— —1)? ~ ~ - ~

n

Thus, LT > 0 when % -(p-1) = w > 0. In particular, LT > 0 if p > n. Note that
when p = n then @(z) = log || is n harmonic and L(log|Va|) =0 when z # 0.

3 Proof of Theorem [1l.

Let p,n, 0,1, fi, p, 2, be as in Theorem [I] and suppose that A is a positive nondecreasing function
on (0,1] with lim;—o =" \(¢) = 0. Theorem [I] follows easily from the next proposition(See section

B2).
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3.1 Proof of Proposition [

Proposition 1 There exists ¢ = ¢(p,n) and a set Q@ C 00 N B(Z, p) with the following properties.
(B0 N B(2,p)\ Q) = 0 and for every w € Q there are arbitrarily small r = r(w),0 < r < 10710,
such that

(a) B(w,100r) C B(%,p) and [(B(w,1007)) < ci(B(w,T)).
Moreover there is a compact set F = F(w,r) C 00 N B(w, 20r) with
(b) HMF) =0 and Q(F) > L p(B(w,100r)).

Proof To prove (a) of Proposition[Ilwe note that i(B(z,t)) # 0 whenever z € 90 and 0ONB(x,t) C
00 N B(z,p) and t > 0 as follows from Lemma [Bl Let

6= {3: € 00N B(z, p) : lim inf A(B(, 100t)) > c}
t—0 (

(B, 1)
If x € O, then there exists to(x) > 0 for which

f(B(x,100t)) > gﬂ(B(:v,t)) for 0 <t < to(x).
Tterating this inequality it follows that if ¢ is large enough then
i(B(z,1))
T

Since H"1(R™) = 0, we conclude that (@) = 0. Thus we assume (a) holds for some ¢’ =
d(n),w € 00N B(%,p), and r > 0.
To prove (b) of Proposition [l let

= 0 whenever x € O.

7T lwaon
and put
u(z) = yu(w + rx) when w + rz € B(Z, p).
Let

R={x:w+rc€ONB(Zp)}.

Using translation and dilation invariance of the p Laplacian we find that u is p harmonic in {2 and
if ¢ = r~1(2 — w), then u is continuous in B((, p/r) with u = 0 on B((, p/r) \ 2. Moreover there
exists a measure p on R™ with support in 92N B((, p/r) corresponding to u. In fact if E is a Borel
set and T(E) = {w+rz : x € E} then u(E) = r?~"v?~14(T(E)). From Lemma [ and Proposition
[ (a), we obtain for some ¢ = ¢(p,n) > 1 and 2 <t < 50 that

ol

< u(B(0,1)) < < < cu(B(0,100)) < 2. 12
< w(B(O, ))_é?gg)u_gggf)u_cu( (0,100)) < ¢ (12)

From (I2)) and the definition of u we observe that to prove Proposition [ (b) it suffices to show that
there exists a compact set F' C B(0,20) and ¢é = é(p,n) > 1 with

w(F')> < and HF')=0. (13)

=
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To prove ([I3) we first show for given €,7 > 0 that there exists a Borel set £ C B(0,20) and
¢ =c(p,n) > 1 with

¢ME) <e and u(E) >

nl»—‘

(14)

(@) follows easily from (I4]). Indeed, choose E,, relative to T =e=2""m =1,2,... and put

E= O <ka Em> :

Then from measure theoretic arguments it follows that (I3)) is valid with F’ replaced by E and ¢
by ¢”. Using regularity of u we then get (I3]) for a compact set F C E. Thus to complete the proof
of Proposition [I] we need only prove (4.

To prove (I4)) we note from the definition of u that u(2) = 1 for some zZ € 9B(0, 10). This note,
([2), and Lemma 2 imply for some ¢— = c¢_(p,n) > 1 that

a(z,00)> —. (15)

In fact otherwise it would follow from Lemma 2 that maxg 20y v is too large for (I2)) to hold.

Next let M be a large positive number and 0 < s < e~™. For the moment we allow M to
vary but shall later fix it to satisfy several conditions. We then choose s = s(M). First given
0 < 7 < min(7,1075) choose M so large that if

2 € 002N B(0,15) and u(B(z,t)) = Mt""* for some t = t(z) < 1, then t < 7. (16)

Existence of 1 < M = M(7) follows from (I2)). Next following Wolff [23] we observe from (L)) that
for each z € 02N B(0, 15) there exists a largest ¢t = t(z), s <t < 7, with either

(o)  w(B(z,t)) = Mt"Lt > s,
or (17)
B) t=s.

Using the Besicovitch covering theorem (see [20]) we now obtain a covering {B(z;,t;)}{ of 02N
B(0,15), where t; = t(z;) is the maximal ¢ for which either (I7) («) or (5) holds. Moreover each

point of Ujvzl B(zj,t;) lies in at most ¢ = c(n) of {B(z;,t;)}. Let c_,Z, be as in ([I5) and set
= (8c_)~!. Choosing 7 smaller (so M larger) if necessary we may assume, thanks to (6], that

Cz

B(z;,6t;) N B(Z,6r1) = 0. (18)

j=1
Also put

Q' =0nB0,15)\

Z],

uCz

and
D= '\ B(3,2r).
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ZN

z1

radius=10

radius=15

Fig. 1: An example of £2' = 21 B(0,15) \ UL, B(z;,1;).

Let u’ be the p harmonic function in D with continuous boundary values,

0 when z € 00
u'(x) =

_min u when z € 0B(Z, 2r1).
B(3,2r1)

Extend ' continuously to B(0,15) (also denoted u’) by putting
/ 0  when z € B(0,15)\ &'
u'(x) = min u when x € B(Z,2r;).

B(E,Q’I"l)

We note that v’ < u on D so by the maximum principle for p harmonic functions v’ < u in D.
Also, 9D is locally (n,r() uniformly fat where r{, depends only on p,n, and r¢ in Theorem [l
To continue the proof of (4] we shall need several lemmas.

Lemma 7 Ifx € D, then
1
|Vu'(z)| < cMv1.

Proof To prove Lemmal[fllet € D and choose y € D with |[zr—y| = d(z,0D) = d. If y € OBz, tx)
and x € B(zy, 2t;) we put

p—

flw)y=A (|w — zk|r’_*7f — t,f_l) ,w € Bz, 2tk) \ B(zk, ty),

when p > n and
f(w) =A (log |w — Zk| — 10gtk) , W E B(Zk,Ztk) \B(Zk,tk)
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when p = n. Then f =0 on dB(z, tx) and A is chosen so that

= 0B (zk, 2t
f B(Iiagik)uon (zk, 2tk).

Then from u’ < u and the maximum principle for p harmonic functions, v’ < f in B(zk, 2tx) \
B(zk, t). Using this inequality and applying Lemma Ml to «’' we conclude that

2

f(z) < C max w (19)

V' (z)| <
Vel (@)l < t, B(zk,2tk)

u'(x) <

ST

Also from Lemma Bl and (I6])-(I8]) we find that

7 max wuP~t < ctl " u(B(zk, 4tg)) < M. (20)
B(Zk th)

Taking 1/(p—1) powers of both sides of ([20) and using the resulting inequality in (I9) we get Lemma
[ when y € 0B(zk,tr) and z € D N B(zk,2t;). If y € dB(0,15) or dB(Z,2r1) a similar argument
applies. Thus there is an open neighborhood, say W, containing 0D for which the conclusion of
Lemmal[7lis valid when x € W N D. From this conclusion, Lemma [ applied to «’, and a maximum
principle for weak sub solutions to L, we conclude that Lemma [7is valid in D. a

Next we prove

Lemma 8 The functions |Vu'[P~2 |u! for 1 <,k <n are all integrable on D

TRTi |

Z /|Vu/|p *luly, 4, | de < oo

ik=1 7,
Proof Let A C 8¢’ be the set of points where 8£2’ is not smooth. Clearly H"~*(A) = 0. If # € D\ 4,
then Z lies in exactly one of the finite number of spheres which contain points of dD. Let d'(&)
denote the distance from Z to the union of spheres not containing Z but containing points of 0D.
If d = d'(£) < s/100, then from Lemma [ applied to ' we see that each component of Vu’ has a
Holder continuous extension to B(%,3d’/4). Also from Hoélder, Lemma[5, and Lemma [7] we see that

> S BN NP RO Sl I B A

i,k=1 i,k=1

DNB(z,4) NB(&,%)
%
o(d) "= M- / |Vu'|P dz
"B, %)

< C2M (dl)(n—l)'
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To prove Lemma [§] we assume as we may that B(z;,t) ¢ B(z,,t,) when v # [, since other-
wise We discard one of these balls. Also from a well known covering theorem we get a covering
{B(y;, 55d'(y;))} of 0D\ A with {B(y;, 155’ (y;))}, pairwise disjoint. From (ZII) we find that

>y / IV P2, Jde < e M (d ()"

i-d:k DﬂB Uj7§d (UJ J (22)

< EMH" (D).

For short we now write d(z) for d(z,dD) and choose a covering {B(zp, 3d(zm)} of D with
{B(¢m, 55d(xm)}, pairwise disjoint. We note that if 2 € D and y € 9D with |y — 2| = d(=),
then y € 9D \ A. Indeed otherwise y would be on the boundary of at least two balls contained
in the complement of D and so by the no containment assumption above, would have to intersect
B(z,d(x)), which clearly is a contradiction. Also we note that if d(z) < 1000s, then d(x) < k d'(y)
where k can depend on various quantities including the configuration of the B(zy,t;) balls but is
independent of z € D with d(x) < 1000s. Indeed from the no containment assumption one just
needs to consider d(z)/d (y) as d(x),d (y)—0. To do this suppose z € A with |y — z| = d'(y). Then
one sees, from consideration of half planes containing z and tangent to two intersecting spheres,
that z,y eventually lie in a truncated cone of height v with vertex at z, and of angle opening
< «a < /2, where «, v are independent of z,y, z. Moreover the complement of this truncated cone
in a certain hemisphere of radius v with center z lies outside of 2. Then a ballpark estimate using
trigonometry gives d’'(y) > (1 — sin a)d(x)(See Figure [2)).

Fig. 2: d'(y) > (1 — sin)d(z).

From this analysis and our choice of covering of D we see that for a given B(z,, %d(xm)) with
d(zm) < 1000s, there exists j = j(m) with B(@m, 5d(zm)) C B(y;, x'd (y;)) for some 0 < &’ < 0o
independent of m.
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Let S;,1 = 1,2, 3, be disjoint sets of integers defined as follows.

m € Sy if d(z,,) > 1000s,
m € Sy if m ¢ Sy and there does not exist j with B(zpm, 3d(zm)) C B(y;, 5d' (y;)),
m € S3 if m not in either S; or Ss.

Let
K=Y / V' |P=2 |, |dz for 1 =1,2,3.
MESL DAB(2, L d(xm))
Then
/|vu’|P*2|u;m|d:z: < K; + Ky + Ks. (23)
D
From Lemma [l and the same argument as in (2I]) we see that
Ki<eM > d@m)" ' <Ms™! (24)
meESy

where we have used disjointness of our covering, {B(p, 55d(zm))} . Using disjointness of these
balls and ([22]) we get
K3 <cMH" 1 (0D). (25)

Finally if m € Ss, then as discussed earlier there exists j = j(m) with d(z.,) =~ d'(y;), where
proportionality constants are independent of m, so B(#m, 3d(zm)) C B(y;,x'd (y;)). From dis-
jointness of {B(Zm, 35d(xm))} and a volume type argument we deduce that each j corresponds to
at most k" integers m € S5 where £” is independent of j. From this fact, [2I), and disjointness of

{B(y;, 755 (y;))} we conclude that there is a 7,0 < & < oo, with

Ky < &M Y d(wm)" ' < &MY _d(y,)" " <&MH"'(0D). (26)
meSs J
Using (24)-(28) in 23] we find that Lemma [§ is valid. O

Recall that Vu/ is Holder continuous in D\ A. We use this recollection and Lemmas [, B to prove
Lemma 9 There exists ¢ = c(p,n) such that

/ |V [P~ log |V || dH™ ! < clog M.

oD

Proof From smoothness of v’ in D \ A, (@), and integration by parts, we see that

dy' JdH™ ' = |[Vu/|P~1 > 0 on 002"\ A. (27)
We claim for some ¢ = ¢(p,n) > 1 that

! < 1/ (02" N B(0,10)) < p/'(072') < e. (28)

c

To prove the left hand inequality in (28]) we first observe from u(Z) = 1 and Lemmas [I 2] and
([I8) that c*u’ > 1 on 0B(Z,4r;) for some ¢* = ¢*(p,n) > 1. Let | denote the line from the origin
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through Z and let ¢; be the point on this line segment in OB(Z, 4r1) N B(0,10). Let 2 be the point
on the line segment from (; to the origin with d(¢z,08’) = %rl while d(¢,00") > %rl at every
other point on the line segment from ¢; to (2. Then from (I5]), Lemma[Il and the above discussion
we see that ¢**u((z) > 1 for some ¢**(p,n) > 1. Also, B((2, 371) C B(0,10). Let ¢ be the point in
012 with | — Ca| = d(Ca, 882'). Applying Lemma Bl with w = ¢, = 2d((a, 92'), we deduce that the
left hand inequality in (28] is valid. The right hand inequality in this claim follows once again from
Lemma Bl and v’ < u.
Let
log™ t = max{logt, 0}

and
log™ t = log™ (1/t)

for ¢t € (0,00). From Lemma [7 1), @8), and H"~!(A) = 0 we obtain for some ¢ = c¢(p,n) > 1,

/ |V [P~ logt |V | dH™ ™ < clog M 1/ (052") < c*log M. (29)
o0

To estimate log™ |Vu/|, fix n, —oo <7 < —1, and let v/(x) = max{log |Vu'|,n} when z € D\ A.
Given a small § > 0 let

A(0) = {z € D : d(z, A) < 0} and D(8) = D\ A(9).

From Lemma H and Lemmas [7, B we deduce that |Vu/[P~2u/, has a W2(D(6)) extension with
distributional derivative (|Vu/[P~2u/, ),, = 0 when |Vu/| = 0 and 1 < i,j < n. Moreover these
functions are continuous near dD(6) thanks to Lemmas [l and Bl Let {b;x}, L, be as defined in (),
@ relative to v’ and note from the above discussion that

L/ (z) = (p— 1)V - (V' |P72Vu) (z) = 0
exists pointwise for almost every z € D(6). Put

1(9) = / L’u/ ,U/ dx + Z blku;k ’U;Zd;[: = Il (6‘) + 12(9) (30)

D(8) D(g) Wk=1

Clearly I;(¢) = 0. To handle I5(6) we first argue as in (I9), i.e, use a barrier argument, and
second use Lemma 5 to deduce for some ¢ = ¢(p,n) > 1, that if ro = (14 ¢~ 1)ry, then
1 _
- < |VY| <con B(z,2r2) \ B(Z,2r1). (31)
c

Let + be infinitely differentiable and 0 < 1) < 1 on R™ with ¢ = 1 on R™ \ B(Z,2r2) and |V¢| <
cry L < ¢2, where the last inequality follows from (I5)) and the definition of 1. Suppose also that 1
vanishes in an open set containing B(Z,2r;). Then

BO) = [ 3 ba@ivdet [ 3 bal - vp), vl do

D(#) i,k=1 D(8) i,k=1 (32)

= I51(0) + Ix2(0).
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From Lemmas M B @I, and an argument similar to the one in ([2I) we deduce for some
¢ =c(p,n) > 1 that
[I22] < c. (33)

Turning to I»1(#) we note from Lemmas [l and [ that the integrand in the integral defining
151 () is dominated by an integrable function independent of §. Thus from the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem,

lim 1, (6 / Z bir(Yu' )y, vl do = I'. (34)
D i,k=1
We assert that
I' <o. (35)

To verify this assertion let u” = «”(§) = max(u’ — §,0). Using the convolution of ¢u” with an
approximate identity and taking limits we see from Lemma [6] that

Z bik (Y ), V), da < 0.
7 ik=1

Now again from Lemmas[fand[8] we observe that the above integrand is dominated by an integrable
function independent of §. Using this fact, the above inequality, and the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem we get assertion ([B0]). Using [B0) - (35]) we conclude (since Io2(f) is independent
of 0) that
lim I(6) < c. (36)
0—0

On the other hand from [7, Chapter 5] and the discussion above (B0 we see that integration by
parts can be used to get

n

11(9) = —IQ( / Z ku;kl/idHnil (37)

aD(8) i,k=1

where v = (v1,...vy) is the outer unit normal to dD(6). From (BI]) we see that

/ Z bik uly, v;dH" ™ < ¢ = c(p,n). (38)

OB(Z,2r1) k=1

From Lemma [7] dominated convergence, and the definition of D(#), we have

n n

v’ Z ik U, JVidH™ LN / Z ik U, JVidH™ Las 6 — 0. (39)
aD(ON\OB(z,2r) bkl ana  bR=1
Observe that v = —‘g—gil on 02"\ A. From this observation and () we calculate

n

bl v == VU (p — 2) ()3, (02, + ik VU Pt s
i, k=1 i,k=1 (40)

=—(p-1|Vu'Pt.
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From (B0), B8)-@Q) we find that

-(p-1) / v| V[P dH" T < (}11%1(9) +c < 2e (41)
—
g
Letting 7 — —oo in ([@I]) and using the monotone convergence theorem we see that ({@I]) holds with

v replaced by log|Vul. Finally from (&I) for log|Vu| and (29) we conclude the validity of Lemma
) O

With these lemmas in hand, we go back to the proof of (4] and Proposition [Ib. We note from
Lemma Bl and v < u that for given j,1 < j < N,

1—n >, 1— — 1-n
G (Bl 1) S ety max wPh < 47" (Bl 4)). (42)

For given A >> 1, we see from (7)) that {1,2,..., N} can be divided into disjoint subsets @1, P, P3,
as follows.

jedqif t; > s,

jEdyift; =s and |Vu/'[P~1(x) > M~4, for some = € 92’ N IOB(z;,t;) \ A

j € &3 if j is not in @1 or Ps.

Let ¢, =t; when j € &1 and t); = 4s when j € ®5. To prove (I4)) set

E=002n J B(z,t).

JEPL1UD,

To estimate ¢ (E) we first observe that if

ze |J B(z,t)) then z lies in at most ¢ = c(n) of {B(z;,t})}. (43)
JEDP1UDo

This observation can be proved using t; > 5,1 < j < N, a volume type argument, and the fact that
{B(z;,t;)}¥ is a Besicovitch covering of 92 N B(0,15). If j € &5 we get from ([[d), (), that for
some ¢ = c(p,n) >1

M~ < |V (2)[P7 < es' " u(B(zj,45)) .

Rearranging this inequality, summing, and using ([I2), [@3]), we see that

ST ()t < eMA( | By, 1)) < (92 MA
JEP2 JED2

provided ¢ = &(p,n) is large enough. Now since t; = s for all j € &5 we may for given A, M, € choose

s > 0 so small that .
1—n
A(s) € ———— 44
sTAMs) < 2002 MA (44)

where we have used the definition of A. Using this choice of s in the above display we get

A < e/2. (45)

JED2
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On the other hand we may suppose 7 in (I6) is so small that A(t;) < ¢}~ Yfor 1 < j < N. Then

from ([I2)), (I7), and ([@3]), we see that
DA < Do)

JEP1 JEDP,

= M- 12” (zj,t5)) <¢€/2

JEP1

(46)

provided M = M (e) is chosen large enough. Fix M satisfying all of the above requirements. In view
of @A), (@), we have proved the left hand inequality in ([I4]) for E as defined above, i.e. 92 (E) < e.
To prove the right hand inequality in (I4)) we use Lemma [0 and the definition of @3 to obtain

p o2 n | Blaty) | <p ({o €02« |V ()P~ < M—1})
JEDP3

< (p— 1)(Alog M) / VP |log |Vl || dH™ !
a8

<

o

Choosing A = A(n) large enough we have from (28]), 7)),
w U B(0,10) N B(zj,t;) | > 1/ (B(0,10)) — 1’ U B(zj,t)) | > ¢t
JEBIUB, jEPs

for some c¢.(p,n). Finally from [@2), @3]), and @8], we get for some ¢ = ¢(p,n) > 1 that

pE) > Z w(B(z;, ])) >c? Z W(B(zj,t5)) = ¢

JEDPL1UD, JEDP1UDo
For j € @1 we have used the definition of ¢; so that
1(B(z5,4t5)) < M4 1071 = 4" u(B(z5,t5)) = 4" u(B(25, )

Thus (I4) is valid. Proposition [ follows from (I4]) and our earlier remarks.

3.2 Proof of Theorem [I]

Next we show for A\, Q as in Proposition [Il that there exists a Borel set Q1 with

Q1 CQ, (00N B(2,p)\ Q1) =0, and HNQ1) =

(49)

(50)

To prove (B0) we assume, as we may, that (00 N B(2,p)) < oo since otherwise we can write
00 N B(%,p) as a countable union of Borel sets with finite fi measure and apply the following
argument in each set. Under this assumption we can use Proposition [Il and a Vitali type covering
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argument (see [20]), as well as induction to get compact sets {F}}, Fj C Q, with FyNEF; =0, k # 7,
L4(Fy) > 0 and with

clﬂ( m-‘rl Q\U‘Fl _1727"'7

=1

for some ¢/ = ¢/(p,n) > 1. Moreover H*(F};) = 0 for all I. Then @1 = |J;2, Fi has the desired
properties as follows from measure theoretic arguments.
To prove Theorem [I] we first note from a covering argument as in [I5] or [23] that if
(1(B(x,t
P={xedO0ONnDB(2p):limsup M > 0},
t—0 tn—

then P has o finite H" ! measure. For completeness we prove this statement after finishing the
proof of Theorem [Il Thus to prove Theorem [ it suffices to show that

Q1 \ P) = 0. (51)
Indeed otherwise from Egoroff’s theorem there exists a compact set K C @1 \ P with
1(B(x,t
A(K) > 0 and }in% w = 0 uniformly for z € K. (52)
—

Choose ay, € (0,1),k =1,2,..., with axy1 < ax/2 and so that

1(B(x,t
sup MB(.t) <2 % for all z € K.

0<t<ay n-l
Let ag = 1. With (a)§® now chosen, define A(t) on (0,1] by A(a) = 27%(ay)" 1,k =0,1,..., and
t1="\(t) is linear for ¢ in the intervals [ayy1, ] for k = 0,1,... Put A(0) = 0. Clearly t! =" \(t)—0
as t—0. Also, if a1 <t < ayg, and z € K, then

MB@Y) _ iy

NS (53)

Given m a positive integer we note from (GU) that there is a covering {B(xzj,r;)} of K with

rj < /2 for all j and
> oA@r) <1
J

We may assume that there is an 2, € K N B(x;,7;) for each j since otherwise we discard B(z;,7;).
Moreover from (G3) we see that

<Z” [,2r5)) <207y T A(2r) < 207
J

Since m is arbitrary we have reached a contradiction to fi(K) > 0 in (52). From this contradiction
we conclude first (BI)) and second Theorem [l O

To prove that P has o finite H"~! measure we once again may assume (00 N B(Z,p)) < oo.
Let

1
P, = {z € P:limsupt' "a(B(x,t)) > —}
t—0 m
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form=1,2,... Given § > 0 we choose a Besicovitch covering { B(y;, r;)} of P, with y; € Py, r; <
3, B(ys, ;) C B(2,p) and

n—1
w(B(yi,ri)) > rim .
Thus
Z el < mZﬂ(B(xi, 1)) < em (00 N B(2,p)) < . (54)

Letting §—0 and using the definition of H"~! measure we conclude from (54) that H"~1(P,,) < oco.
Hence P has o finite H"~! measure.

4 Closing Remarks

The existence of a measure, say p, corresponding to a positive weak solution u in O N B(Z,r) with
vanishing boundary values, as in (2)), can be shown for a large class of divergence form partial
differential equations. What can be said about H-dim pu? What can be said about analogues of
Theorems [I] 2? Regarding these questions we note that Akman in [I] has considered PDE’s whose
Euler equations arise from minimization problems with integrands involving f(Vv) and v € WP,
More specifically for fixed p,1 < p < oo, the function f : R?\ {0} — (0,00), is homogeneous of
degree p on R?. That is,

Fn) = £ (%) >0 when 1= (11,72) € B2\ {0}.

Also Vf = (fn., fy») is 6 monotone on R? for some § > 0 (see [3] for a definition of § monotone).
In [I], Akman considers weak solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equation,

2 5 of
Z G (8—W(Vu(x))) =0 when 2 = (21,22) € 2NN, (55)
k=1

where 2 C R? is a bounded simply connected domain and N is a neighborhood of 8f2. Assume also
that v > 0 is continuous in N with v =0 in N \ 2. Under these assumptions it follows that there
exists a unique finite positive Borel measure p with support in 942 satisfying

Jwsvw, veyda = [ oan
a0

R2
whenever ¢ € C§°(N). He proves

Theorem 4 Let p, f, 2, N,u, i be as above and put

1 1
Ay /log — loglog —] for 0 <r < 107°,
r r

(a)  Ifp>2, there exists A = A(p) < —1 such that p is
concentrated on a set of o—finite H» Hausdorff measure.

(b)  If1<p<2, there exists A = A(p) > 1, such that p is absolutely
continuous with respect to H Hausdorff measure.

A(r) =r exp
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For p = 2 and f(n) = |n|? the above theorem is slightly weaker than Theorem 2l It is easily seen
that Theorem @l implies

H-dim 4 <1 for p > 2 and H-dim p > 1 for 1 < p < 2.

A key argument in the proof of Theorem Ml involves showing that ¢ = log f(Vu) is a weak subsolu-
tion, supersolution or solution to

2
L¢(x) = Z % (fnkn](Vu(z))a§;T)> when x € 2NN
k=1

and p > 2,1 < p < 2, p=2, respectively. In [2] this was shown pointwise at x € 2NN when Vu, f,
are sufficiently smooth and Vu(z) # 0. We plan to use this fact and the technique in Theorem H] to
prove analogues of Theorem [l when n = 2 and also higher dimensional analogues. The case p = n
in Theorem [Tl and p = 2 in the proposed generalization of Theorem M are particularly interesting.
Can one for example do away with the uniform fatness assumption in Theorem [I] or the proposed
generalization of Theorem [ when p = 2,n = 27 The argument in [23] and [I0] relies on a certain
integral inequality (see Lemma 3.1 in [10]).
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