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1 Introduction
Let u be a (weak) supersolution of the quasilinear elliptic equation
—divA(z, Vu) =0, (1.1)

in a bounded open set 2 C R”, where A: 2 x R™ — R" is a Carathéodory regular vector field satisfies the
generalized Orlicz growth

Alz,§) - £~ Gz, [¢]),

for some generalized ®-functions G(-) (see section 2). Then there is a Radon measure p > 0 such that the
equation
—divA(z, Vu) = u, (1.2)

is satisfied by u in the weak sense. In the linear classical potential theory, this supersolution is given using
the Green potential Gf, of y, precisely, we have

u(z) = Go(@) + h(z),


http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04257v2

Where h is a harmonic function. In contrast with this linear situation, this representation is not available
in the nonlinear situation as in the p-Laplacian case: G(x,t) = tP. Indeed, by the fundamental works of
Kilpeldinen and Maly in [15], [16], we only have pointwise estimates for supersolutions in terms of Wolff
potential
aWl (x,R) <u(z) <cy inf u+csWF (z,2R), 1.3
Wy (e B) S ula) < ex inf o tes WV (. 2R) (13)

where B(z, R) C €, p is the Radon measure associated to the supersolution u and Wlu p(x, R) is the Wolff

potential defined by
R 1
B —1 d
Wiu"p(x’R) :/ (M) il (1.4)
0

sn—p S

Next, Trudinger and Wang [28] gave a new method based on Poisson modification and Harnack inequality.
Mikkonen has treated the weighted situation in [25]. Bjorn and Bjorn [5], and Hara [8] have developed
the proof of potential estimates in the metric measure spaces. A new proof has been offered by Kuusi
and Mingione [18], which allows the covering of general signed measures, not necessarily in the dual
space, where their approach considers Solutions Obtained by Limits of Approximations (SOLA) instead
of considering weak solutions.

In the variable exponent case, G(z,t) = #(*), Alkhutov and Krasheninnikova in [I] and Lukkari, Maeda
and Marola in [22] gave a proof of the two-side Wolff potential which defined by.

R _ 1 R 1
p _ p(B(z,s)\r@-1 ds w(B(z,s)\ p@-1
WP()(x7R) _/0 < gn—p(z) s - 0 gn—1 ds. (1.5)

For the Orlicz case, G(z, t) = G(t), the problem has been studied by Maly in [23] and recently by Chlebicka,
Giannetti and Zatorska-Goldstein in [6], with

Wh(z,R) = /ORg—l <M> ds, (1.6)

Sn—l

where ¢ is the right-hand derivative of GG. For further informations about the Wolff potential estimates and
its extensions, we refer to [12, [17), 20, 24| [26].

In this paper, we give the Wolff potential estimates of supersolutions of the equation (1.1) under structural
conditions involving a generalized ®-function G(-). For this, as in (1.5) and (1.6), the natural definition of
the Wolff potential associated with G(-) and p is given by

R B
Wg(')(x,R) ::/0 gt <w, %) ds, (1.7

where g(z, -) is the right-hand derivative of G(z, -).

For our potential estimates, the major difficulty is that the function G(-, t) is just measurable, which does not
allow us to choose test functions containing G (-, t). The idea that makes the proof possible is using the upper
envelope function G and lower G~ and the condition (4 ,,) (see section 2) to link these two functions.
Note that this condition plays the role of the logarithmic Holder continuity in the variable exponent case.
Using the Lorentz norm, Harnack estimates, and other techniques, we establish pointwise estimates for
supersolutions of such equations in terms of the Wolff potential (1.7), which also gives us another approach
different from the previous methods.

Our main result is the following.



Theorem 1.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ap). Let u be a nonnegative supersolution to (1.1) in
Bsg = B(x0,2R) and p is the associated Radon measure of u. If u is lower semicontinuous at x( and that
one of the following holds

ns
n-+s

(1) G(-) satisfies (A1,s,) and ||ul[ «(p, ) < d, where s, = and s > max{gﬂo, 1}(¢° — g0).

Bar

(2) G(-) satisfies (A1),

0
ullyrco) gy, < dand 77_—9900 > g'.
Then there exists a positive constant C' such that

1 .
6Wg(,)(sco,R) — 2R < wu(xg) < C (R +infu + W, (o, 2R)> : (1.8)

Noting that, the conditions (1) and (2) are added to ensure the existence of weak Harnack inequality (see [2]).

As an application of the Wolff potential estimates and under an assumption on the growth order of the
measure u, we prove that the supersolutions satisfy a Harnack inequality and local Holder continuity (see
Theorem 5.14 and Corollary 5.15).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some properties of generalized ®-functions and
Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. In Section 3, we introduce weak solutions and the weak comparison
principle. In Section 4, we use the monotone operator’s theory to prove solutions to the Dirichlet problem
with Sobolev Boundary values. In Section 5, we establish lower and upper pointwise estimates for supersolutions
in terms of the Wolff potential defined by (1.7). Finally, we prove the local Holder continuity for supersolutions.

2 Preliminaries

We briefly introduce our assumptions. More information about, generalized ®-functions and Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces, can be found in J. Musielak monograph [27] and P. Harjulehto, P. Hist6 monograph [9]. We denote,

Q) a bounded domain of R™ with n > 2, L°(£2) the set of measurable functions on €. C'is a generic constant

whose value may change between appearances.

Definition 2.1. A function G : 2 x [0,00) — [0, 00] is called a generalized ®-function, denoted by G(-) €
O (), if the following conditions hold

* Foreacht € [0,00), the function G(-,t) is measurable.
o Fora.e x € ), the function G(x,-) is an ®-function, i.e.
1. G(z,0) = lim G(z,t) =0and lim G(z,t) = oo,
t—0+ t—o00

2. G(z,-) is increasing and convex.

Note that, a generalized ®-function can be represented as

G(z,t) :/0 g(z,s)ds,

where g(x,-) is the right-hand derivative of G(z,-). Furthermore for each x € €, the function g(z,-) is
right-continuous and nondecreasing, so we have the following inequality

g(z,a)b < g(z,a)a + g(x,b)b forx € Qand a,b >0 2.1



We denote G5(t) := supg G(z,t), Gz(t) := infp G(z,t). We say that G(-) satisfies
(SC) If there exist two constants gg, g° > 1 such that,

g(z,)

~

1<go< < ¢’
=Gy =Y
(Ap) If there exists a constant ¢o > 1 such that,
1
— < G(z,1) < ¢y, ae x €.
co

(A1) If there exists a positive constant C' such that,for every Ball B with R < 1 and z,y € Br N 2, we

have

G(x,t) < CG(y,t) when Gx(t) € [1, %] .

(A1) If there exists a positive constant C' such that, for every Ball B with R < 1 and z,y € Br N2, we

have

G(z,t) < CG(y,t) when t° € [1, %} .

Under the structure condition (SC'), we have the following inequalities

09°G(z,t) < G(z,0t) < JgOG(az,t), forx €Q, t>0and o > 1.

JQOG(aj,t) < G(z,o0t) < 0G(x,t), forz €D, t>0and o < 1.

We define G*(-) the conjugate ®-function of G(-), by

G*(z,s) = sup(st — G(z,t)), forx € Qand s> 0.
>0

Note that G*(+) is also a generalized ®-function and can be represented as

t
G*(ac,t):/ g Nz, s)ds,
0

with g71(x, 5) := sup{t > 0 : g(x,t) < s}.
By this definition, G(-) and G*(+) satisfy the following Young inequality

st < G(x,t) + G*(x,s), forz e Qand s, t>0.

2.2)

(2.3)

Furthermore, we have the equality if s = g(x,t) or t = g~ 1(z, s). So, if G(-) satisfies the condition (SC',

we have the following inequality

G*(x,g(x,1)) < (¢° — 1)G(x,t), Vo € Q,t > 0.

Remark 2.2. If G(-) € () satisfies (SC), then G*(-) satisfies the structure condition:

9°  _tg @t _ g

P —-17 G*(x,t) ~go—1

(2.4)



Definition 2.3. We define the generalized Orlicz space, also called Musielak-Orlicz space, by
LEOQ) = {u e L°(Q) : lim pa()(Alul) = 0},
A—=0

where pg(.)(t) = / G(z,t)dz. If G(-) satisfies (SC), then
Q

LEOQ) = {u € LQ) : pay(Jul) < oo}
On the generalized Orlicz space, we define the following norms

T <1

- Orlicz norm ||u\|%(,) = Sup{|/ u(z)v(z)dz| : ve LOQ), pae(y(v) < 1}
Q

- Luxembourg norm [|ul| gy = inf{A >0 : pg()(

These norms are equivalent. Precisely, we have

lullgey < lullgey < 2llullg -

Furthermore, by definition of Orlicz norm and Young inequality, we have

lullogy <l < [ Glafulydo+1. @5)

The following proposition establishes properties of convergent sequences in generalized Orlicz spaces.

Proposition 2.4. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC). For any sequence (u;) € L% (Q), we have the following
properties

1. Fatou lemma: If u; — u almost everywhere, then

/Qc(x, u(@)) de < lim [ G(z, jui(2)]) da.

1—00 JQ
2. luill gy = 0 (resp.1500) <= / G(z, |uj(x)])dx — 0 (resp.1;00).
Q
3. The functions G(-) and G*(-) satisfy the Holder inequality

/Qu(:n)v(aj) dzx

< 2[ullgey Ivllgeey, forue LEO(Q) and v € LEO)(Q).

The relation between a modular and its norm, under the structure condition (SC), is given by the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC). Then the following relations hold true
O .
1. lull < poy () < llully, - Vo€ LEOQ) with [lulgq, > 1.

0 .
2 JJullg) < por) @) < luli . Yu € LE) with ulgqy <1
Definition 2.6. We define the generalized Orlicz-Sobolev space by
WHEO(Q) = {u e LO(Q) : |Vu| € LEO(Q), in the distribution sense},
equipped with the norm
lully ey = lullgey + IVullg -
Remark 2.7. The proposition 2.5 remains true for the norm of the generalized Sobolev-Orlicz spaces.
Definition 2.8. Wol’G(')(Q) is the closure of C§°(Q) in WHC0)(Q).

Note that, if G(-) € ®(f) satisfies the condition (SC') and (Ap), then W1HE()(Q) is a Banach, separable
and reflexive space.



3 Quasilinear elliptic equations

Let A: Q x R™ — R™ be a function satisfying the following assumptions:
ay) (x,&) — A(z, &) is a Carathéodory function.

ag) There exists a positive constant ¢; such that

Az, 8) - € = erg(a, [€])[¢], forz € Qand § € R™.

a3) There exists a positive constant ¢y such that

|A(z,§)] < cag(z, [€]), forz € Qand & € R™.

ayg) (A(z, &) — A(z,&2)) - (&1 — &2) > 0, forz € Qand &1, & € R™ with & # &o.
Under the previous conditions, we consider the following quasilinear elliptic equation.
—divA(z, Vu) = 0. (3.1)

Definition 3.1. A function u € WHG()(Q) is a solution to equation (3.1) in Q if
/ A(xz,Vu) - Vedr =0
Q

whenever ¢ € C§°(2).

Definition 3.2. A function w € WG (Q) is a supersolution (resp, subsolution) to equation (3.1) in Q if
/ A(xz,Vu)-Vedr >0 (resp, <0),
Q

whenever ¢ € C§°(§2) nonnegative.

By Giorgi—Nash-Moser theory for solutions to equation (3.1) (see [2, 3, [11]), we have the following Harnack
estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC), (Ap) and (A1) If w € L>(Bag) is a subsolution to
equation (3.1) in Bag, then for any q > 0, there is a positive constant C = C(q, c1, c2, 9o, °, B, n, HuHOO’B)

such that )

q
esssupu’ SC’(][ ﬂqd$> ,
B Ban

with® = u* + R.
In [2], we have the more general version of the weak Harnack inequality for unbounded supersolutions.

Lemma 3.4. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ap) and u be a nonnegative supersolution to (1.1) in
Bop. Assume u that one of the following holds

(1) G(') satisfies (A1,5.) and |[ul| < (p, ) < d, where s, = [ and s € [9° — go, 00).

(2) G(:) satisfies (A1) and ||[ullyr.c0) (g, ) < d.



Then there exist positive constants v and C' such that

Br

1
(][ (u+ R)Y da:) T < Cessinf(u + R)
Bar

If (1) holds with s > max{%, 1}(g° — go) or if (2) holds with JL_—g;O > ¢°, then the weak Harnack inequality
holds for any v < ~g with

n(go—l) lf‘go <n
Yoi=1< "
00 ifgo>n

As in [3] or we take s = oo in the previous lemma, if u is locally bounded we can replace condition (1) by
the condition (A; ;).

Lemma 3.5. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC), (Ag) and (A1,,). If u € L°(Bag) is a supersolution to
equation (3.1) in Bapg, then there exist positive constants vy and C' such that

=

(7[ (u+ R)Y da:) k < Cessinf(u + R)
Bar

Br

Under the previous conditions (a1), (az2), (a3) and (a4), we consider the following quasilinear elliptic
equation with data measure.

—divA(z, Vu) = p. (3.2)

Definition 3.6. A function u € WHS0)(Q) is a solution of the equation (3.2) in € if

/A(:E,Vu)-Vgpd:E:/god,u,
Q Q

whenever ¢ € C§°(2).
From the density of C§°(£2), the class of test functions can be extended to VVO1 GO (©)in (3.2).

Lemma 3.7. [fu € WhC0)(Q) is a solution of the equation (3.2) in S, then
/ A(z,Vu) - Vedz = / edu,
Q Q

whenever ¢ € Wol’G(')(Q).
By the monotone condition of A, we have the following weak comparison principle [13].

Lemma 3.8. Letu,v € W-C0O(Q). If
/ A(z,Vu) - Vedr < / A(z,Vv) - Vedz,
Q Q

for all nonnegative ¢ € Wol’G(')(Q) and (u —v)T € Wol’G(')(Q), then u < v, a.e in .



4 Existence of solution

After a preliminary list of lemmas, we use the monotone operator’s theory to prove the existence of solutions
of the Dirichlet problem to equation (3.2) with Sobolev boundary values.
The next lemmas are proved in [4].

Lemma 4.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ap). Let (u;) be a sequence in LSO (Q). If u; — u in
LEC)(Q), then there exists a subsequence (ui;) of (u;) which converge to u, a.e in €.

Lemma 4.2. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ag). Let (u;) be a bounded sequence in L&) (Q). If
u; — u, a.e in Q, then u; converge to u weakly in LG (Q).

Theorem 4.3. Let G(-) € ©(N2) satisfies (SC') and (Ao). Let p be a signed Radon measure in (WOI’G(')Q)) "

and § € WHCO)(Q). Then there exists uw € WC()(Q) be a solution of equation (3.2) such that u — 0 €
Wy ().

Proof. Define a mapping 7" : WOI’G(')(Q) — (WOI’G(')(Q))* such that, for w € WOI’G(')(Q)
(Tw, p) = /Q.A(x, V(w+0))-Vede.
The mapping T is well defined, indeed by the condition (as),
(Tw.)| < @ [ ooV -+ 0|Vl do.

Using the Holder inequality and inequalities 2.5 and 2.4, we have
[(Tw, )| <2 |lg(@, [V(w +0) gy IVella

<20 ( [ 6" (@te T+ 0 ds +1) [Vl wh
<2 ((¢" = 1) /Q G, [V (w + 0)) da + 1) IVl -

We apply the general result [21] which asserts that if 7" is a bounded, coercive, demicontinuous map, then
forall € (Wol’G(')(Q))* the equation 7w = p has a solution w € Wol’G(')(Q).
-i) By the inequality (4.1), the map 7 is bounded.

-ii) Next, we show that 7" is coercive. For any w € Wol’G(') (©) and ¢ € Wol’G(')(Q), by the condition (as2)
and, the condition (SC'), we have

(Tw, w) :/Q(A(x,www)).vmx
> a1 [ g(o.[Vw+ O))IVul o
261/99(33,|V(w+¢9)|)|V(w+¢9)|dﬂ?—61/Qg(ﬂ%|V(w+9)|)|V9|dﬂj
2clgo/ﬂc:(:c,w(w+9)|)d:c—cl/gg(m,|ww+9)|)|ve|dm.

Using inequality (2.1), for a = |V(w + 0)| and b = ¢°| V@

, and the condition (SC'), we get
1
/ o[V + 0))IVOldr < / oz, [V (w + 0))|V (w + 0)| dz
Q Q
1
+ /Q oz, °|V6))g°| V6] dz

g/ﬂG(w,\V(w—i—@)])dx—i—(go)g /QG(x,]VQ\)dw.

8



Hence,

(Tw,w) > e1(go — 1) /G V(w4 0)]) de — e1(g /G Vo) d

—
—_

Choosing w sufficiently large, we can assume that || V0|, + 5 < 5 [[Vw| (). Then

\)
\)

1
1< [Vullgey IV +0)ligy + VOl < IV(w+0)lige) + 5 IVwllg -

So,
L < [[Vwllgy < 2[V(w+ 0l -
Hence, by Proposition 2.5, we have

(Tw,w) _ ci(go — 1) 1 calyg /
> Vw|| % G(z,|V0)|)
Wl = 20 V160~ [ufgq, Jo O VO

The right hand side goes to 400 as |[Vwl| ) — oo. Hence, T'is coercive.

-iii) Now we show 7' is demicontinuous. In fact, let w; be a sequence that converges to an element w in
WOI’G(')(Q). By Lemma 4.1, there exists a subsequence w;; of w;, such that w;; — w, a.e. in {2

Since the mapping £ — A(x, £) is continuous, then

A(z, Vw;;) = Az, Vw), ae. in (.

Or by the condition (a3), Remark 2.2 and inequalities (2.2), (2.4), we have

/G*(:E,|A(3:,Vwij)|)d:n S/G*(az,czg(az Vg, |) da
Q Q
90

< max <c2,( ) 90— 1 /G* z,9(z,|Vw;,|) dz

< (g° — 1)max (02, (c2) 90*1 /QG z, [V, |) dz.

Hence, from the inequality (2.5), the L& ()(Q)—norms of A(z, Vw;,) is uniformly bounded. So, by
Lemma 4.2, we have

Az, Vw;,) = A(z, Vw),

weakly in LG () (€2). Since the weak limit is independent of the choice of the subsequence, it follows that
Az, Vw;) = A(x, Vw),
weakly in L& ()(Q). Consequently, for all ¢ € WOI’G(')(Q).
(Twi, ) = (Tw, ).

Hence, 7" is demicontinuous on I/V1 G )(Q)
Therefore, u = w + fisa solutlon to equation (3.2) O



S Wolff potential bounded

In this Section, we proof pointwise potential bounds for solutions. First, we introduce the Wolff potential in
the generalized Orlicz setting.

Definition 5.1. Let i1 be a nonneagative Radon measure on R™ and R > 0. We define the Wolff potential of

wand G(+) by
R
(. m(B(z,s)
Wg()(ﬂj,R) ::A qg 1 <[L’7 T ds.
(@)
Examples 5.2. In the variable exponent case, G(x,t) = @ (see |1, 122])
p(x

R 1 R 1
p _ p(B(z,s)\r@-1 ds w(B(z,s)\ p@-1
WP()(-Z'7R) _/0 < Sn—P(x) s - 0 Sn—l ds.

In the Orlicz case, G(x,t) = G(t), (see [23])

Wh(z,R) = /OR g ! (%) ds.

The following lemma establishes that the functions G~ is an ®-function [3].

Lemma 5.3. IfG(-) € () satisfies (SC) and (Ay), then G~ is an P-function and 1 < gy < t9(t) < ¢°

— G (@)
where § is the right-hand derivative of G~.
The following lemma gives a more flexible characterization of (A1 ,,) [9].

Lemma 5.4. Let Q C R" be convex, G(-) € ®(Q) and 0 < r < s. Then G(-) satisfies (A ) if, and only
if; there exists 3 > 0 such that, for every x,y € Br C Q with |Bgr| < 1, we have

Gp(z,Bt) < Gp(y,t) when t € [r, %} .

5.1 Potential lower bounded
The following Lemma gives the Caccioppoli type estimate of supersolution to equation (3.1) (see [3]).

Lemma 5.5. Let u be a nonpositive supersolution of (3.1) in a ball 2B, n € C§°(2B) with0 < n < 1 and
|Vn| < %. Then, there exits a constant C such that

—Uu

g° + 2
/%BG(:E,|VU|)77 dxgc/%BG (2 dr.

Theorem 5.6. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC), (Aog) and (A1 ). Let u be a nonnegative weak solution
to (3.2) with nonnegative Radon measure v in Q) and Br = B(xo,R) C Bar € S0 If u is lower

. . . flwll
semicontinuous at x, then there exists a constant C = C <cl, 2,90, 9%, 1, | g?’B > 0 such that

u(zo) > C'Wg(_)(aco, R) + 12r119fu —2R.

10



Proof. Weseta = infypuand, b =infgu, v = min{u,b} —a+ R, u; = min{u, j}. Choose w = o’
C
such that n € C’(C)’O(%B) with0 <7 < 1,and |Vn| < L we have
(b—a+ R)u(B) g/ wdp
2B
:/ A(z,Vu) - Vwdzx
2B

< / (A(z,Vu) - Vv)ngo dz + / (A(z,Vu) - Vn)ngo_lv dx.
3B 3B
By the conditions (a3) and (SC'), we have

I ::/3 (.A(:E,V’LL)'VU)UQO dz
3B
2

<o’ [ Gl Vo de.
3B
By the conditions (a3), we have

L = /33<A<x,w> Vo da

2

= /33 9(a, [Vo)) [Vl o da.

2

C
Asv <b—a+ Rand|Vp| < E,wehave

Using inequality (2.1) and the condition (SC), we get

I, <C </ G(z, ]Vv])ngo dz +/ G (x, w) dx) .
%B 3B R

2

Collecting the previous estimations of /; and I, we obtain

(b—a+ R)uB) < C / G(z, |Vo))n?’ dx—l—/ G(m, w) dz | .
15 15 R

Or, by Lemma 5.5, we have
/ (z, V(v —(b—a+ R))’)Tlgo dex < C/ Gt <M> dz.
" 3B R

Hence,

(b—a+ R)u <C/ G+< “+R> da.

11



Since, LE()(B) c L9(B) (see [9]), we have

llull g

_ £ 41
| < b—a+R < b+ 1 B .
- R - R — R
U
Then by Lemma 5.4, there exists a constant C' > 0 depend of H|HT?T’B such that
b—a+R b—a+R
G| ——— ) <0oa — .
(=) =eo (o m=5)
Hence,
h—
(b—a+ R)u(B) < CR'G <3:0, “TJFR) .
So, by the condition (SC'), we have
b— R
u(B) < CR™ g (xo, GT+> .

From Remark 2.2, condition (SC') and inequalities (2.2), (2.3), we have

-1 u(B) . .
< — . .
CRg <:E0, R"—1> < u%fu 121%fu + R 5.1

Let R; := 217J R, Iterating inequality (5.1), we get

CZRjg_l (:L"o, _j ) §meu—1nfu+R)
j=1 =1

J

o0

< lim (infu) —infu + ) R;.
k—o0" By 2B ~

As u is lower semicontinuous at g, then

Rt [z, HB) ,

Or, by Remark 2.2, condition (SC') and inequalities (2.2), (2.3), we have

R; .
/] g (xo,i“(B(fo’S»dssCR-g—l ro M) )
n—1 J n—1
Rj11 S R;

Hence,
— 5 1(B;)
j=1
Therefore,
L infu — 2R < :
CWG(.)(JEQ, R) + inf u R < u(xp)
This gives the claim. O

12



5.2 Potential upper bounded
In order to give the potential upper bound estimate, we briefly recall some results on Lorentz spaces [7].

Definition 5.7. Let f € L°(Q). For g > 0, we define

o] 1
I£1IG> = supt {z € Q + |f(z)] = t}[«,
t>0

I1£115* :=q/0 e eQ : |f(x)| >t} ar.

By L%>°(Q) (resp., L%1(Q)), we denote the space of all measurable functions f on Q such that || f|| &> < oo

(resp., ||f ||g2’1 < 00 ). Such space are called Lorentz space.

Proposition 5.8. We have the following properties
1. LYY(Q) C LY(Q) C L9>=(Q).
2. For any nonnegative constant l,
l ’
IFelle™ < dels + [[(F =07 [lg™ -

3. Forq>land f,g € L%(Q), we have the Holder type inequality

e

Lemma 5.9. Ler G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ao). If (t;) is a family in R™, then there exists a positive
constant C' such that

*71 )
<IAIE NgllG™

1 1
where ; + r 1.

g(z,supt;) < Csupg(z,t;).
>0 >0

Proof. First case sup;~qt; < co. For any € < 1, there exists 79 > 0 such that

supt; < t;, +e€.
i>0

Then, by the condition (SC'), the inequalities (2.2), (2.3) and (Ap), we have

g(z,supjsoti) < ggﬂc, tiy +€)

0_
< z—oag gl ti,) + g, €))
go 0_1 go _1
=29 (supg(w,t;)) + =—€*" g(x,1)).

90 i>0 90

<

Taking the limit e — 0, we get
97 g0
g(ﬂj, sup tl) S _2g -1 sup g(ﬂj, tl)v
i>0 90 i>0
9" g0
so the claim holds with ¢ = Z-29 —1,

go
Second case sup;-t; = oo the inequality is holds. U
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Theorem 5.10. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC), (Ag) and (A1 ). Let u be a nonnegative weak solution
to (3.2) with nonnegative Radon measure 1 in Q) and Bp = B(z9,R) C Bar € Q. Ifu € LXIvOO(%B)

with X' = % and lower semicontinuous at xq then for any v > 0, there exists a positive constant
0 llally 2°
Cc=C C1,C2,490,9 7/77717% such that
|58

1

;
u(zg) <C | R+ ][ wdz | + Wg(.)(azo, 2R)
B\3B

Proof. Let u be a nonnegative solution to equation (3.2) and A = B\ $B. As in [4], there exists v €
WG (A) be the solution to equation

—divA(z,Vv) =01in A,

such that v —u € WOI’G(')(A).
First step: Fix ¥ ¢ W(}’G(')(%B) such that 0 < ¥ < 1. Extend ¥ as ¥ = 0 outside of 2B and v as v = u
outside of A, we show the following inequality

/ A(x, Vo) - VU dz < 2u(B). (5.2)
B
Indeed, from the definition of u and v, we have

0< / pdu = / (A(z,Vu) — A(z, Vv)) - Ve dz. (5.3)
A A

for any nonnegative ¢ € WOI’G(')(A). So, by Lemma 3.8 and inequality (5.3), we have v < u, a.e in A.
Using the inequality (5.3) with ¢ = I.(u — v)¥ where I.(t) = ¢! min{¢, ¢}, we obtain

/A ((A(z, Vv) — A(z,Vu)) - VU) I (u — v) dz
< /A((A(w, Vu) — A(z, Vv)) - VI (u—v))¥ dz
< / (A, V) — Az, Vo)) - VI (u — v) da.

A

Again, we use the inequality (5.3) with ¢ = I.(u — v), we get

/(A(x,Vu) — A(z,Vv)) - VI (u—v)dz < / I.(u—v)du < u(B).
A B

Hence,

/A (A2, Vo) — Az, Va)) - V) L (u — v) dz < u(B).

Take the limit € — 0, we get

/ (A(x, Vv) — Az, Vu)) - VU dz < u(B).
{z€A:u(z)>v(z)}

Since, Vu = Vvaeon {x € A : u(x) =v(x)} and, u > vaein A, v = u outside of A, then

/B(A(x, Vo) — Az, Vu)) - VU dz < p(B). (5.4)

14



On the other hand, as ¥ € VVO1 GO) (B). Then, by the definition of solution u, we have
/ Az, Vu) - V¥ de = / Udy < u(B). (5.5)
B B
Combining the two inequalities (5.4) and (5.5), we obtain the inequality (5.2)
/ Az, Vv) - VU dz < 2u(B).
B

Second step: We show the following inequality

1 /
— ||UH>§§OO
|3B|¥ :

1
i B
<C ][ Wdr| + Ry <:130,'u(n_3>—|—R ,
B\LB R

where x' = —5(go — 1). In one hand, we have v is a solution in A to equation (3.1), then, by [3], we have
v is locally bounded in A. So, by Lemma 3.3

(5.6)

%
esssupvT < C (][ 7! dac) ) (5.7
A

S

where S = UxeazBB(ac, %) and U = v™ + R. Denoting [ = esssupg v, then, by the conditions (SC) and
(a2), for any positive constant k, we have

clgo/ G (2, |V min{(v* — )", k}]) da

< BQ(% [V min{(v" — )7, k})|[Vmin{(v* - )7, k}|dz
< / A(z, Vmin{(vt — )T, k}) - Vmin{(vT — )", k} dx
S/ZA(Q:,VU)-Vmin{(v*—l)*,k}dx.

Note that (vt — )T = 0, a.e on S, so (v — )T € WOI’G(')(%B). Then, by the inequality (5.2) for
U =k~ tmin{(vt - )", k} € W&’G(')(%B), we get

/ A(z, Vo) - Vmin{(v" — )", k} do < 2ku(B).
B
Hence,

/BG (2, |V min{(* — ", k}) de < Chu(B). (5.8)

DT k
In the other hand, by the Sobolev inequality for the function G~ <min{%, E}> e Whi(3B),

15



there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

<][33G_ (min{w, %} " dac)%

where y := 1* = n
n—1
. . . . (1)+ - l)+ k 0 .
Using inequality (2.1), for a = mm{T, E} and b = 2¢°C|V min{ (vt — [)*, k}|, we have
N 1
(. (vt =D K X
<][ZBG (mm{T, E} dz

1 . (vt =DT k (Tt =DT &
S@][g39<mm{77ﬁ}> mln{TaE} dx

+%][ZB§(CWHHH{ (wt =0T, k}) C|Vmin{(vT — )", k}| d=

< %][izB G~ <m1n{( = l) ) dz + —][ ~(|Vmin{(v" = )*,k}|) da.

][33 G~ @m{%’ Z}) dz < <][ZB G~ <miD{W=%}>X dw)?

4

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(][ “ @mw, %}>X dx) X (5.9)

<C'][ ~ (|Vmin{(vt = )", k}|) do

[

Combining the inequalities (5.8) and (5.9), we obtain

<][§B G- (mm@, %})X d:n) o Ck“](f). (5.10)

4
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Otherwise, by Lemma 5.3, we have

(%Bcr>Gnm{ﬁfigﬁi,%}>xdx>%

1
+ )+ X X
][ G~ <min{u, i }> dz
(vl B: (vt 1)+ >k} R

-7 <£> {2 €4B : (vF —D* 2 k)]r

Y
=

K 3B~
1
> Lk (E) [{r €38 : (vF —F > k}x
CPRAR IZE |

Then, by the inequality (5.10), we have

SO CELEGET .

1 — n—1"
" 3B]> i
So, .
1\ 90— _
[k {z € 3B : (v =)t > k}|¥ wu(B)
9\ 5 1 <C :
R 1BI¥ R
2
where X’ = x(go — 1). Using inequality (2.3), we get
1 _
kl|{z€iB: (vF =) >k}¥ u(B)
R P < CRn—l'
|53 B|¥
Using Lemma 5.9 and definition of Lorentz norms, we obtain
+ + (X500 —
(ICANOAS % H(B) s
1 - 7 Rn-1° .
R|%B|X’
Since,
[l ey
/7 /’ 2 _|_ 1
1< I™ — o] %(BOO +1< I~ %(BOO +1< ‘%B\%
= i S ——— 1 =
R|3B|Y R|3B|Y R
a5
Then, by Lemma 5.4, there exists a constant C depend of 1721 such that
|3 BIY
(0t = DT 15" [0t = DF1 "
G | zo, —=— +1| <CG™ = +1
RIABIY RIABIY
So, by the condition (SC') and Lemma 5.3, we have
(o™ = D71 5° " = DFI "
g | Zo, 1 2 +1 < Cg 1 s +1
R|3B|¥ R|3B|Y
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Hence, by the condition (A() and the inequality (5.11), we have

/ ’
e N A [Car )

g | %o,

Lo oL
R|5B|Y R|5B|¥

So,

(ot = 1F Y 5
25 < Rg~! (xo,C (2(53 + 1>> )
E

1 B|
From Remark 2.2, the condition(SC)

(G l)+1|’>§§o < CRy (mo’ (u(§)>> + CRg'(1) < CRy™! (330, (M(E)» +CR.

L
X
b

inequalities (2.2), (2.3) and the condition (Ap), we have

‘lB‘? Rn—1 Rn—1
2
Using Proposition 5.8 and inequality (5.7), we obtain
1 41X 00 1 + 41X 00
. [vrlis" <i+ M. [ =[x
IR K :

1 _
<C <][ 77 dx) ! +CRg! (xo, M?i) + CR.
A R"

1
Since u = v in §B and v < u in B, we get the inequality (5.6)

; J—
% lully ;" < € <][ s dx) +CRg™! <:co, ’jﬁ) +CR.
3Bl 2 B\3B

Iteration step: We show the following inequality

;
u(zg) < C | R+ ][ u” dzx + Wg(.)(xo, 2R) | . (5.12)
B\iB

Let By = Bg,for j = 0,1, ..., take R; = 27JR, Bj = Bg,. Also, for § € (0,1) we consider a sequence

1 1 !
lp :==0, lj+1 = lj S E— |u— l]| %;iol :
0x" |Bjya|¥

By the definition of /; and the inequality (5.5) for (u — [;), we have

lj+1 =
= —— lu—Ll5%
57 |Bjaa|¥ a
1
c g B
< 1 <][ (U — lj)fy d:L') + Rjg_l (:L'(], 'u(n_]l)> + Rj (513)
X Bj\Bj+1 R}

1
7 B
< Cl' ][ (u—lj)v dx +Rjg_1 X0, M(n_Jl) +Rj
X B; R;

18



/
If, we choose v < ’, then by Proposition 5.8, for ¢ = X—, we have
v

.

J

1
vy vy
(u—1;)"de = ][ (u—1;)"de
{{EGB]‘ ) u>lj}

1
1 1 / ™
X Lo\
<Cr|{zeB; : ul@) =} (H(u—lj)'yllﬁj )

1
|Bj|7

1 1
Xy« Y ’
cu(z) > 1S ||u—lj||>]§j’°°.

<C

\B\

Since,
e € By u@) 2L} =[r € By ul@) ~ a2 b 1)

u\x X
= (Hwe B, - Hhzt > 1)

/

()
- u_ ._ ’
- lj — lj_l J=1lB;

< 4|Bjl.

Moreover, by the definition of /;, we have
i i
Ju—1;- 1HX > = (Ij — 1j—1)0X | Bj| X"

Then,

1

1
<][ (u—1;) dx) <8 L fu = gy
B; |BJ‘X

1_1

<8 Lo lu— Gl
|Bf\><
% X} *+
<08 T (=)

< O8 (I~ ).

2=

~

Hence, by the inequality (5.13), we have

L
X/

B;
lj+1 — lj < C5’1Y (l — l] 1) ¢ Rjg_l (330, /gn—Jl)) + CR]
J

1
We choose § > 0 such that 057 v < 5 we get

B;
Liy1—1; < = (z —1lj-1)+CRjg™ 1<x0, il )>+CR

Rj™
Hence,
j=k 1 j=k
byt =l =) (1 — 1) < 5 (Ui = lo) +CY Rig~ 1(3:0, - >+CZR
7j=1 7j=1 ]
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By the definition of /; and inequality (5.6), we have

LII ulls;
x’

B
v dx
Bo\Bl

1 .
1 T =
lk+1§—lk+0<][ mdx> +cszg—1<xo, _>+CZR
2 Bo\B1

J=0

By
+ Rog_1 <w0, %) + Ry
RO

2=

So,

Taking the limit & — oo, then

1
1 Y >
=l <C ][ wWdz| +CY Rig | o, +C)» R;.
: (%w > 20 <°R"> Z:

J=0

where lo, = limy_, o . Or, by Proposition 5.8 and the definition of /;, we have

T Hu” <loo + 1; ”u_loou)épo
|B;| X | Bj \X
Sloo + — llu—1;- 1H
\BIJ\X

<loo + 60X (1 — lj-1).
Taking the upper limit, we obtain

. !
limsup;_, ., ;;, HUHEJ’OO <l

| x
w(B;)
<C R+][ uw dx —i—E Rig™! w,g
(%w. > . (03“1

As u is lower semicontinuous at xq, then

u(zg) <C | R+ (jé 5 u”dw) +ZRJQ (mo; R(F_Jl)>

J

|B;

Or, by Remark 2.2, the condition(SC') and inequalities (2.2), (2.3), we have

. . 2R; 2R;
Rjg—l T, /’L(‘B_Jl) — g—l zo, /’L(‘B_Jl) / 7 ds S C/ ’ g—l <I’0, M(B(:f(i7s)> ds.
R;L R;L R; R; s™
o0 2R
ZRjg_l (1‘ R ) C/ <x0, (B;y(zfol,S)> ds.
j=0

J

So,

Therefore,

[

;
u(zg) <C [ R+ ][ uY dx WG()(l’o,QR)
Bo\B1

This complete the proof.
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Remarks 5.11. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC') and (Ayp)
1) If go < n, by Corollary 3.7.9 in [9] and Proposition 5.8, we have L%C)(B) C L% (B) c LX"*(B).

2) If u be a nonnegative supersolution to (3.1) in Bap satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.4, then
u € LX'°°(Bg). Indeed, by the weak Harnack inequality, we have u € LY (BRg) for any v < ~o with

n(go—1) .
o = nggo ifgo<n
00 if go > n.

As X' < o, then u € LX"°(Bg).

3) Let us mention, the result of Theorem 5.10 still holds for a signed Radon measure (1 if || € Wol G() (Q)
and the solutions of equation (3.2) are locally bounded.

Finally, combining Theorem 5.6, Theorem 5.10 and weak Harnack inequality (see Lemma 3.4), we obtain
the following main result.

Theorem 5.12. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and (Ayp). Let u be a nonnegative supersolution to (3.1) in
Bsr = B(x0,2R) and p is the associated Radon measure of u. If u is lower semicontinuous at x( and that
one of the following holds

(1) G(') satisfies (A1) and ||ul| ;«(p, ) < d. where s, = 2% and s > max{%, 1}(g° — go).
(2) G() satisfies (A1), |ullyr.co)(pyy) < d and 758> q°.

Then there exists a positive constant C such that

1 .

EWg(,)(me) — 2R < u(zg) < C (R + néfu - Wg(.)(xo, 2R)> . (5.14)
Remark 5.13. Noting that the result of the theorem 5.12 can be extend, in similar way as in [8], to

superharmonic functions related to equation (3.1).

As in [14], we apply our Wolff potential estimates to prove that the supersolutions satisfy a Harnack
inequality and local Holder continuity under an assumption on the growth order of the measure .

Theorem 5.14. Let G(-), u and 1 satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.12. If there exist o € (0,1) and
C > 0 such that )
w(B(z,r) < Cr" gz, roh), (5.15)

whenever x € B(xg, R) and 0 < r < 4R. Then there exists C > 0 such that

sup u(z) < C( inf wu+ R%).
B(Io,R) ( ) (B(:E(),R) )

Proof. If z € B(xg, R), then, by the upper estimate from Theorem 5.12, we have

u(z) < C(infguop u+ R+ Wg(.)(az, 2R))

2R n—1 a—1
<C <infB(xO7R) U+ R+/ gt <w, %) ds)
0

S C (infB(:Co,R) u + Ra) .

Hence, we take supremum over in B(xg, R), we obtain the Harnack inequality. O
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Corollary 5.15. Let G(-), u and p satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.12. Then p satisfies (5.14) if and
only if u is locally Holder continuous.

Proof. Let u be a nonnegative supersolution to (3.1) in Bop = B(x,2R) and p is the associated Radon
measure of . If the condition (5.14) holds, then by Theorem 5.14, u satisfies the Harnack inequality. So,
by standard arguments as in [13], we get locally Holder continuity of w.

For the other implication, let u € C’loo’g(Q), we apply the lower estimate from Theorem 5.12 for u —
inf g5 2r) u, we obtain

2r
! (x u(i@ﬂ) < Q/ 4! (x u(i(_wf))ds
r r J, s
C

u(z) — inf w4+ r>
B(z,2r)
a—1

IN
=

<Cr
Then
u(B(z,r) < Cr"tg(z,r*").
Therefore, we have the equivalent. O
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