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LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY OF A WEAKLY COUPLED VECTORIAL ALMOST-MINIMIZERS

FOR THE p-LAPLACIAN

MASOUD BAYRAMI, MORTEZA FOTOUHI, AND HENRIK SHAHGHOLIAN

Abstract. For a given constant λ > 0 and a bounded Lipschitz domain D ⊂ Rn (n ≥ 2), we establish that
almost-minimizers of the functional

J(v; D) =

∫

D

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi(x)|p + λχ{|v|>0}(x) dx, 1 < p < ∞,

where v = (v1, · · · , vm), and m ∈ N, exhibit optimal Lipschitz continuity in compact sets of D. Further-
more, assuming p ≥ 2 and employing a distinctly different methodology, we tackle the issue of boundary
Lipschitz regularity for v. This approach simultaneously yields alternative proof for the optimal local
Lipschitz regularity for the interior case.
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2.1. Local Hölder continuity of almost-minimizers 3
2.2. Local C1,η-regularity of almost-minimizers in {|u| > 0} 6
3. Lipschitz regularity of local almost-minimizers 7
4. Boundary Lipschitz regularity (p ≥ 2) 11
Declarations 17
References 17

1. Introduction and the main results

For 1 < p < ∞, m ∈N, a constant λ > 0, and a bounded Lipschitz domain D ⊂ Rn (n ≥ 2), we will
deal with almost-minimizers of the functional

(1) J(v; D) =

∫

D

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi(x)|p + λχ{|v|>0}(x) dx,

over an admissible class

K :=
{

v ∈W1,p(D;Rm) : v = g on ∂D and vi ≥ 0
}

.

Here v = (v1, · · · , vm), |v| =
√

(v1)2 + · · · + (vm)2, and g = (g1, · · · , gm), 0 ≤ gi ∈W1,p(D).

Definition 1.1. We say that u = (u1, · · · , um) is a (local) almost-minimizer for J in D, with constant κ and
exponent β, if

J(u; Br(x0)) ≤
(

1 + κrβ
)

J(v; Br(x0)),

for every ball Br(x0) such that Br(x0) ⊂ D and every v ∈W1,p(Br(x0);Rm) such that u = v on ∂Br(x0).
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It’s worth noting that almost-minimizers are often referred to asω-minima in the literature, where
ω : (0, r0)→ [0,∞), with r0 > 0, represents a non-decreasing function with ω(0+) = 0. In our context,
within the given definition, this ω is represented as ω(r) = κrβ. When κ = 0, the definition of an
almost-minimizer reduces to the classical definition of a (local) minimizer for J.

Definition 1.2. By the free boundary of an almost-minimizer u, we mean

F(u) := ∂{|u| > 0} ∩D,

where

{|u| > 0} = ∪m
i=1{ui > 0},

is called the positivity set of u.

Dealing with almost-minimizers presents a distinct challenge, as the conventional PDE framework
isn’t readily applicable for their further analysis. This differs markedly from minimizers, which
conform to their corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation, neatly fitting within the PDE framework.

To elaborate, minimizers are associated with functional equations that squarely place them within
the realm of PDEs—a tool not as readily accessible when addressing almost-minimizers. The concept
of almost-minimizers isn’t just a mathematical curiosity; it holds practical significance as well. It
allows for the modeling of additional terms or disturbances that have a relatively minor impact at
smaller scales.

In simpler terms, these almost-minimizers enable the characterization of perturbations with less
explicit influence or disturbances stemming from noise. The versatility of this framework permits a
broader scope of inquiries and facilitates the incorporation of slight errors and unpredictability into
models.

To be more precise, in many scenarios, a minimizer for a complex functional often emerges
as an almost-minimizer when dealing with a simplified/modified version of that functional, as
exemplified in [13]. For well-established findings concerning almost-minimizers of functionals with
smooth integrands, we refer to [18, Chapter 7] and [21, Section 4.5]. Additionally, one can explore [9,
Appendix A] for an instance of an almost-minimizer that serves as a solution to a singular system,
inclusive of lower-order terms.

The local Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers in the context of Equation (1) with specific
parameters, namely p = 2 and m = 1, was initially established by David and Toro in [5]. Subsequently,
this result was extended to a certain range of values for the parameter p by other researchers, as
demonstrated in [13] and [15]. Additionally, the study of the semilinear case with variable coefficients
is explored in [8].

Furthermore, for the case when p = 2, the regularity theory pertaining to the free boundary has
been investigated by David, Engelstein, and Toro in [4]. This study was also conducted by De Silva
and Savin in [10] using the viscosity approach and improvements related to flatness. Moreover,
an attempt has been initiated in the thesis [15] to investigate this aspect for certain ranges of the
parameter p within the range of 1 < p < ∞.

Even when dealing with minimizers of Equation (1), there is a scarcity of results, particularly in
the context of systems, as evidenced by references [3], [11], [17], and [20]. However, our primary
focus lies in studying almost-minimizers.

Our objective is to expand upon the findings presented in the recently published work [13],
which addresses the local Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers in the context of Equation (1).
Specifically, we aim to extend these results to cover any value of p within the range of 1 < p < ∞ in a
vectorial setting. It’s worth noting that the outcomes reported in [13] were limited to the parameter

range where p > max
{

2n
n+2 , 1

}

and m = 1.

Our approach for establishing the Lipschitz continuity of almost-minimizers will differ from the
methodology employed in [13].

Our main result in this paper is presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Local Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers). Assume that 1 < p < ∞, and let
u : D→ Rm be an almost-minimizer of J in D. Then, u is locally Lipschitz continuous.
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Additionally, in the last section, under the assumption p ≥ 2, we explore the boundary Lipschitz
continuity of almost-minimizers using a distinct method. This method, in turn, can be applied to
achieve the same local result as outlined in Theorem 1.1.

The structure of the paper is outlined as follows:
In Section 2.1, we demonstrate the local Hölder continuity of almost-minimizers. Subsequently,

in Section 2.2, we show the local Hölder continuity of the gradient of almost-minimizers in the
positivity set of u. Our reference for the proofs of the results in Sections 2.1 and 2.2, will be the
work of De Filippis, [6]. Moving on Section 3, we employ blow-up techniques to establish the local
Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers, as outlined in Theorem 1.1. Finally, Section 4 is dedicated
to study the boundary Lipschitz regularity, when also assuming p ≥ 2.

2. Partial regularity

In this section, our initial focus will be on establishing the C0,α-regularity of almost-minimizers,
locally within D, for any exponent α ∈ (0, 1).

2.1. Local Hölder continuity of almost-minimizers. Before proceeding further, we introduce a
useful lemma concerning the p-harmonic replacement of the components of the almost-minimizer
u = (u1, · · · , um). We refer to ui

∗
s as the p-harmonic replacement of ui in Bs(x0), which is the unique

p-harmonic function in Bs(x0) with the same trace as ui on ∂Bs(x0).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that 1 < p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-minimizer of J in D, and let x0 ∈ D
and Bs(x0) ⋐ D. Define ui

∗
s to be the p-harmonic replacement of ui in Bs(x0). Then,

(2)

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣V(∇ui) −V(∇ui
∗
s)
∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ cκsβ

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn,

where the map V : Rn → Rn is given by

(3) V(z) := |z|
p−2

2 z.

Proof. Let u be an almost-minimizer of J in D, and let x0 ∈ D and Bs(x0) ⋐ D. By the minimality of
ui
∗
s’s, we know that

(4)

∫

Bs(x0)

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p
dx ≤

∫

Bs(x0)

|∇ui|
p dx,

and also,

(5)

∫

Bs(x0)

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p
dx =

∫

Bs(x0)

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p−2 (

∇ui · ∇ui
∗
s

)

dx.

On the other hand, since the following standard strict monotonicity inequality

(6) c |V(z1) −V(z2)|2 + p|z1|
p−2z1 · (z2 − z1) ≤ |z2|

p − |z1|
p,

holds true for the map (3), (see [7, Section 3.3], especially (3.19) for a proof for a general scenario);
hence, from (5) and (6), we obtain that

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣V(∇ui) −V(∇ui
∗
s)
∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ c

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

(

|∇ui|
p −

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p)

dx.

Finally, by using v = (u1
∗
s, · · · , um

∗
s) in the definition of the almost-minimizer, u, and also by (4), we

obtain
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

(

|∇ui|
p
−

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p)

dx ≤ κsβ
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣∇ui
∗
s

∣

∣

∣

p
dx + cλsn ≤ κsβ

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn.

Therefore, we arrive at (2), and the proof is complete. �
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Theorem 2.2. Assume that 1 < p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-minimizers of J in D, with some

positive constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent β. Then, u belongs to C0,α
loc

(D;Rm), for any α ∈ (0, 1). More precisely,

for any D̃ ⋐ D, there is constant C = C(D̃, p, n, κ0, β) such that

‖u‖C0,α(D̃;Rm) ≤ C
(

‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

.

Proof. Let Br(x0) ⋐ D, r ≤ 1. Now, define vi := ui
∗
r’s as the p-harmonic replacement of ui’s in Br(x0).

For the vi’s, we also have the following standard estimate (see [12, Lemma 5.8])

(7)

∫

Bt(x0)

|∇vi|
p dx ≤ c

(

t

s

)n
∫

Bs(x0)

|∇vi|
p dx,

for a universal constant c and for any 0 < t < s ≤ 1. Now, we fix τ ∈ (0, 1), recall the auxiliary map
(3), and use |V(z)|2 = |z|p and (7), together with the estimate (2) on the ball Br(x0), to have

∫

Bτr(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c















∫

Bτr(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx +

∫

Bτr(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p dx















≤ c















∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx + τn

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p dx















≤ c
(

κrβ + τn
)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλrn

≤ τn−ǫ
(

rβcκ0τ
ǫ−n + cτǫ

)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλrn,(8)

for any ǫ ∈ (0, n). Next, fixing τ ∈ (0, 1) such that cτǫ < 1
2 , and a threshold radius 0 < r < R∗ ≤ 1 such

that R
β
∗ cκ0τǫ−n < 1

2 , we have that (8) becomes

∫

Bτr(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ τn−ǫ

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλrn.

In particular, for k ∈N, we obtain

∫

B
τkr

(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ τk(n−ǫ)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλrn τ

k(n−ǫ) − τkn

τn−ǫ − τn

≤ τk(n−ǫ)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλ

(

τkr
)n−ǫ
.(9)

When 0 < s < r ≤ R∗, it’s straightforward to find a natural number k such that τk+1r ≤ s ≤ τkr. Using
equation (9), we can then obtain:

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤

∫

Bτkr
(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx

≤ τǫ−nτ(k+1)(n−ǫ)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλτǫ−n

(

τk+1r
)n−ǫ

≤ c
(

s

r

)n−ǫ
∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ.(10)

Upon relaxing the restriction r ≤ R∗, we can distinguish between two scenarios: when 0 < s ≤ R∗ <
r ≤ 1, and when 0 < R∗ < s < r ≤ 1. In the first case, as indicated by (10), we have:
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∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c

(

s

R∗

)n−ǫ
∫

BR∗ (x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ

≤ c
(

s

r

)n−ǫ ( r

R∗

)n−ǫ
∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ

≤
c

Rn−ǫ
∗

(

s

r

)n−ǫ
∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ.

While, in the second case,

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤

(

s

r

)n−ǫ ( r

R∗

)n−ǫ
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ

≤ Rǫ−n
∗

(

s

r

)n−ǫ
∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ

≤ c
(

s

r

)n−ǫ
∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + cλsn−ǫ.

Now, (10) holds for any 0 < s < r ≤ 1 and for a constant c depends only on p, n, κ0 and ǫ.
As a consequence of (10), after a standard covering argument, for any fixed ǫ > 0, we have

(11) �

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c

(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

r−ǫ,

for any 0 < r < 1, with a constant c = c(p, n, κ0, ǫ). From Poincare’s inequality and (11), we see that

�

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|ui − uir|
p dx ≤ crp

�

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ C

(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

rp−ǫ,

where uir denotes the average of ui in Br(x0). Thus after covering, for any fixed 0 < ǫ < min{n, p}, by

the Morrey and Campanato space embedding theorem, we have u ∈ C
0,1− ǫp
loc

(D;Rm), hence u is locally
Hölder continuous at any positive exponent less than one over D. �

Remark 2.3. The given argument extends to ∂D in the case of a uniformly C1-smooth domain and Dirichlet
data represented by g = (g1, · · · , gm) ∈ C0,1(D;Rm). Specifically, one can replicate the steps outlined in the
previous proof, but this time employing the subsequent boundary estimate for some q > p,

∫

Bt(x0)∩D

|∇vi|
p dx ≤ c















(

t

s

)ñ
∫

Bs(x0)∩D

|∇vi|
p dx + tn

(

1−
p

q

)

(∫

Bs(x0)∩D

|∇gi|
q dx

)

p
q















,

for any ñ ∈
[

n
(

1 −
p

q

)

, n
)

, instead of (7) (see e.g. [14, Lemma 3.4], for the special case of flat boundary,

∂D, near x0, and then by straightening out the boundary for the general case), to get the C0,α-regularity of
almost-minimizers, up-to-the-boundary, for any exponent α ∈ (0, 1). See [14, Theorem 5.4] for more details.
Only notice that, the definition of almost-minimizer with the prescribed boundary value g, should be revisited

as follows: u is an almost-minimizer for J in D, with constant κ and exponent β, if u − g ∈W
1,p
0

(D;Rm), and

J(u; Br(x0) ∩D) ≤
(

1 + κrβ
)

J(v; Br(x0) ∩D),

for every ball Br(x0) ⊂ Rn and every v such that u − v ∈W
1,p
0

(Br(x0) ∩D; Rm).
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2.2. Local C1,η-regularity of almost-minimizers in {|u|> 0}. Now, in the following theorem, we focus
on the local Hölder continuity of the gradient of almost-minimizers, away from the free boundary.
While the proof of this result is well-established, at least for the case when p = 2 and in the scalar
scenario, as found in references such as [1], [5, Section 3], or [18, Chapter 8], we include the proof
here for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that 1 < p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-minimizers of J in D, with some

constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent β. Then, u belongs to C
1,η

loc
({|u| > 0};Rm). More precisely, for any D̃ ⋐ {|u| > 0},

there is positive exponent η = η(p, n, β) and constant C = C(D̃, p, n, κ0, β) such that

‖u‖C1,η(D̃;Rm) ≤ C
(

‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

.

Proof. First, we claim that V(∇ui) is locally Hölder continuous in {|u| > 0}, where V is the map defined
in (3).

Let Br(x0) ⋐ {|u| > 0}, r ≤ 1. Similar to the proof of the estimate (2) in Proposition 2.1, define the
vi := ui

∗
r as the p-harmonic replacement of ui in Br(x0). By using v = (v1, · · · , vm) in the definition of

the almost-minimizer, u, and noting that by the maximum principle Br(x0) ⋐ {|v| > 0} also, we can
easily obtain

(12)

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx ≤ cκrβ















∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + λrn















.

By following the proof of inequality (11), which commenced with the use of estimate (2); this time,
invoking (12) in place of (2), and repeating the same arguments as in (8), (9), and (10), results in

(13) �

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx < c

(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

r−ǫ,

for any fixed ǫ > 0, while c depending on n, p, κ0, β and ǫ; we fix ǫ > 0 such that ζ := β − ǫ > 0.
Moreover, we recall from [12, Theorem 6.4], the following well-known estimate

(14) �

∫

Bs(x0)

∣

∣

∣V(∇vi) − (V(∇vi))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ c

(

s

t

)µ̃

�

∫

Bt(x0)

|∇vi|
p dx,

for any 0 < s < t ≤ r, where (V(∇vi))s is the average of V(∇vi) in Bs(x0), and µ̃ = µ̃(p, n) a positive
universal constant. Using (12), (13) and (14), for 0 < s < r, we have

�

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣V(∇ui) − (V(∇ui))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ c

(

(

r

s

)n

�

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx

+ �

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣V(∇vi) − (V(∇vi))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx

+ �

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣(V(∇vi))s − (V(∇ui))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx

)

≤ c
(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

(

(

r

s

)n

rζ +
(

s

r

)µ̃

r−ǫ
)

,(15)

where for the last term we have used the following estimate

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣(V(∇vi))s − (V(∇ui))s

∣

∣

∣

2
=

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

�

∫

Bs(x0)

(V(∇vi) −V(∇ui)) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤

m
∑

i=1

�

∫

Bs(x0)

|V(∇vi) −V(∇ui)|
2 dx ≤

(

r

s

)n

�

∫

Br(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx.
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Now by setting s := r1+a in (15), and equalizing the right-hand side (15) with a = ζ+ǫ
µ̃+n =

β
µ̃+n ; and

further selecting ǫ small enough such that ǫ < aµ̃, after standard computations, we end up with

�

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣V(∇ui) − (V(∇ui))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ c

(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

sθ0 ,

for some positive constantθ0. Now, Morrey and Campanato space embedding theorem implies C0,θ0-

regularity of V(∇ui) = |∇ui|
p−2

2 ∇ui, locally in {|u| > 0}. Hence, we can conclude that∇ui ∈ C
0,η

loc
({|u| > 0})

for some η ∈ (0, 1). �

Remark 2.5. Again, for C1,α-smooth domain D, for some α > 0, and Dirichlet data g = (g1, · · · , gm) ∈
C1,α(D;Rm), by using the following boundary estimate (see e.g. (4.34) in [2, Lemma 4.5] for the special case
of g = 0, and merging the results of Lemmas 4 and 5 in [19] for the case of non-homogeneous data, both for
the special case of flat boundary, ∂D, near x0, and then by straightening out the boundary for the general case)

�

∫

Bs(x0)∩D

∣

∣

∣V(∇vi) − (V(∇vi))s

∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ c

(

s

t

)µ̃
(

�

∫

Bt(x0)∩D

|∇vi|
p dx + ‖gi‖

p

C1,α(D)

)

,

instead of (14), one can prove the C1,η̃-regularity of almost-minimizers up-to that boundary points of ∂D which

does not belong to F(u), for some η̃ ∈ (0, 1).

Remark 2.6. The results presented in this section, namely Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, can evidently be extended
to two-phase functionals, i.e., without imposing the non-negativity hypothesis on the components of vectors
in the admissible class.

3. Lipschitz regularity of local almost-minimizers

To establish the Lipschitz continuity of almost-minimal solutions of J, we will employ the sub-
sequent proposition, which is an inequality of Caccioppoli type for almost-minimal solutions of
J.

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, and assume that u = (u1, · · · , um) is an almost-minimizer of J in D, with
some constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent β. Then, for any Br(x0) ⋐ D, we have

(16)

∫

B r
2

(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c

m
∑

i=1

(

1

rp

∫

Br(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx + λrn

)

,

for some universal constant c = c(p,m, r, κ0, β), where uir indicates the average of ui in Br(x0)

Proof. Let Br(x0) be a sphere strictly contained in D, and let r
2 < s < t ≤ r. Let η(x) be a function in

C∞c (Bt(x0)), with 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in Bs(x0), and |∇η| ≤ 2
t−s . Denoting uit as the average of ui in Bt(x0),

we set ϕi = η(ui − uit), and consider

(17)

∫

Bt(x0)

|∇ϕi|
p dx =

∫

Bt(x0)

|∇ui|
p + λχ{ui>0} dx +

∫

Bt(x0)

(

|∇ϕi|
p − |∇ui|

p − λχ{ui>0}
)

dx.

Now, let vi = ui − ϕi = uit + (1 − η)(ui − uit). By the definition of almost-minimizer, u, we have

∫

Bt(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p + λχ{|u|>0} dx ≤

(

1 + κtβ
)

∫

Bt(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p + λχ{|v|>0} dx

≤
(

1 + κtβ
)

∫

Bt(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p + λ dx.

We remark now that ∇ϕi = ∇ui in Bs(x0), and therefore the second integral on the right-hand side of
(17) can be estimated by

∫

Bt(x0)\Bs(x0)

(|∇ui|
p + |∇vi|

p + λ) dx.
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Introducing these relations in (17), we get
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤

∫

Bt(x0)\Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + c

∫

Bt(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p dx + cλ |Bt(x0)| .

We have
|∇vi|

p =
∣

∣

∣(1 − η)∇ui − (ui − uit)∇η
∣

∣

∣

p

≤ c
(

(1 − η)p|∇ui|
p + (t − s)−p|ui − uit|

p) .

Thus, we obtain
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c

m
∑

i=1

(∫

Bt(x0)\Bs(x0)

|∇ui|
p dx +

1

(t − s)p

∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uit|
p dx + λ |Br(x0)|

)

.

Moreover, since we have
∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uit|
p dx ≤ 2p−1

∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uir|
p + |uir − uit|

p dx

≤ 2p−1

∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx + 2p−1|Bt(x0)|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

�

∫

Bt(x0)

(ui − uir) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ 2p−1

∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx + 2p−1|Bt(x0)|1−p

∫

Bt(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx

(∫

Bt(x0)

1 dx

)p−1

≤ c

∫

Br(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx,

we get
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤ c

m
∑

i=1

(∫

Bt(x0)\Bs(x0)

|∇ui|
p dx +

1

(t − s)p

∫

Br(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx + λ |Br(x0)|

)

.

Now, by the Widman’s hole-filling argument ([22]), i.e. adding c
∑m

i=1

∫

Bs(x0)
|∇ui|

p dx on both sides of

the preceding inequality, and subsequently dividing by c + 1, we obtain
∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx ≤

c

c + 1

∫

Bt(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx +

c

(t − s)p

m
∑

i=1

∫

Br(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx + cλ |Br(x0)| .

Applying [18, Lemma 6.1] with

I0(s) =

∫

Bs(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx,

and

A =

m
∑

i=1

∫

Br(x0)

|ui − uir|
p dx, B = 0, C = cλ |Br(x0)| ,

we obtain immediately the inequality (16). �

For the remainder of the paper, we will denote with Br := Br(0).

Corollary 3.2. Let 1 < p < ∞, and assume that u = (u1, · · · , um) is an almost-minimizer of J in B1 with
some constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent β. Moreover, assume that B1 = {|u| > 0}. Then

|∇u(0)| ≤ C
(

‖u‖L∞(B1;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

,

for a universal constant C = C(p,m, n, κ0, β).

Proof. By the proof of Theorem 2.4, we have

‖u‖C1,η(B 1
4

;Rm) ≤ C
(

‖∇u‖Lp(B 1
2

;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

.
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On the other hand, by invoking Proposition 3.1, we obtain

‖u‖C1,η(B 1
4

;Rm) ≤ C
(

‖u‖L∞(B1;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

,

which completes the proof of corollary. �

In the next proposition, we will use the following notation

ur,T(x) :=
u(rx)

T
.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that 1 < p < ∞. Let u j =
(

u
j

1
, · · · , u

j
m

)

be a sequence of bounded almost-minimizers

of J in B2. Also, set

v j(x) := u
j

r j,T j
(x) =

u j(r jx)

T j
, in B2R,

with 0 < R < 1
r j

, where r j → 0, as j → ∞, and T j > 0. Then, v j =
(

v
j

1
, · · · , v

j
m

)

is the almost-minimizer

(according to its own boundary values) of the following scaled functional

Ĵ j

(

v j; D
)

:=

∫

D

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇v
j

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ σ
p

j
λχ{|v j|>0} dx,

with the constant κ̂ = κr
β

j
and exponent β̂ = β, where σ j :=

r j

T j
. Moreover, if

∣

∣

∣v j
∣

∣

∣ ≤ M in B2R, for any fixed

0 < R < 1
r j

, and for some M =M(R) > 0, then up to a subsequence, the following holds

(i) v
j

i
→ v∞

i
weakly in W1,p(BR), and also in C0,α(BR), for any α < 1.

(ii) Besides, if σ j =
r j

T j
→ 0, as j→ ∞, then v∞

i
is a p-harmonic function in BR.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. First of all, we show that v j is an almost-minimizer of Ĵ j, with the constant

κ̂ = κr
β

j
and exponent β̂ = β; namely

(18) Ĵ j

(

v j; Bρ(x0)
)

≤
(

1 + κr
β

j
ρβ

)

Ĵ j(w; Bρ(x0)),

for every ball Bρ(x0) such that Bρ(x0) ⊂ B 1
rj

, and for every w ∈ W1,p(Bρ(x0);Rm) such that w = v j on

∂Bρ(x0).
By almost-minimality, we have

J
(

u j; Br jρ(y0)
)

≤
(

1 + κ(r jρ)β
)

J
(

w j; Br jρ(y0)
)

,

where y0 = r jx0 and w j(x) = T jw( x
r j

). Thus

∫

Brjρ
(y0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇u
j

i
(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ λχ{|u j|>0} dy ≤
(

1 + κr
β

j
ρβ

)

∫

Brjρ
(y0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇w
j

i
(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ λχ{|w j |>0} dy.(19)

Furthermore, using the change of variable y := r jx in the right-hand side (19), we see that
∫

Brjρ
(y0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇w
j

i
(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ λχ{|w j |>0} dy = rn
j

∫

Bρ(x0)

m
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇w
j

i
(r jx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ λχ{|w j|>0}(r jx) dx

= rn
j

∫

Bρ(x0)

(

T j

r j

)p m
∑

i=1

|∇wi(x)|p + λχ{|w|>0}(x) dx,(20)

and a similar identity holds true with u j and v j = u
j

r j,T j
replacing w j and w. Plugging this information

and (20) into (19), we obtain
∫

Bρ(x0)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇v
j

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+

(

r j

T j

)p

λχ{|v j|>0} dx ≤
(

1 + κr
β

j
ρβ

)

∫

Bρ(x0)

m
∑

i=1

|∇wi|
p +

(

r j

T j

)p

λχ{|w|>0} dx,

i.e. the desired result (18).
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Moreover, using
∣

∣

∣v j
∣

∣

∣ ≤ M in B2R, and by the help of Proposition 3.1, one can obtain the uniform

W1,p(BR) estimates for v
j

i
, j large enough. Thus, at least for a subsequence, we get

v
j

i
→ v∞i weakly in W1,p(BR).

Moreover, applying the uniform Hölder estimates of v
j

i
, Theorem 2.2, we get

v
j

i
→ v∞i in C0,α(BR),

for any α < 1. This completes the proof of (i).

Now, define z
j

i
as the p-harmonic replacement of v

j

i
in BR. Then, Lemma 2.1 implies that

(21)

∫

BR

∣

∣

∣

∣

V
(

∇v
j

i

)

−V
(

∇z
j

i

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dx ≤ cκr
β

j
Rβ

∫

BR

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇v
j

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dx + cσ
p

j
λRn,

Now, passing to the limit j→∞ in (21), we obtain that, up to a subsequence, V
(

∇v
j

i

)

−V
(

∇z
j

i

)

→ 0,

in L2(BR;Rn). Now, it follows that v
j

i
− z

j

i
→ 0, in W1,p(BR), and hence, z

j

i
→ v∞

i
weakly in W1,p(BR).

On the other hand, since z
j

i
’s are p-harmonic in BR, thus v∞

i
should be p-harmonic in BR, too. This

finishes the proof of (ii). �

Finally, we are prepared to demonstrate the Lipschitz continuity of almost-minimizers. Before
that, we have the following proposition regarding the linear growth of almost-minimizers at the free
boundary points.

Proposition 3.4. Assume that 1 < p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-minimizer of J in B1(x0), and
x0 ∈ F(u). Also, suppose that supB1(x0) |u| ≤ M. Then, there exists a universal constant C ≥ 1 depending on

M, such that

0 ≤ |u(x)| ≤ CM|x − x0|,

for all x ∈ Br(x0), and any 0 < r < 1.

Proof. First notice that, without loss of generality, we may assume that x0 = 0. Also, it is enough to

prove that there exists a universal constant C̃ ≥ 1 such that

(22) S(k + 1,u) ≤ max

{

C̃M

2k+1
,

S(k,u)

2

}

,

where S(k,u) := supB
2−k
|u|. The reason is that, we can deduce inductively from (22) that

S(k,u) ≤ C̃M2−k.

Now, for an arbitrary r ∈ (0, 1], choose k ≥ 0 such that 2−(k+1) < r ≤ 2−k. Then,

‖u‖L∞(Br) ≤ ‖u‖L∞(B
2−k) = S(k,u) ≤ C̃M2−k ≤

(

2C̃
)

M2−(k+1) ≤
(

2C̃
)

Mr,

which provide the proof of the proposition.
Hence, to prove (22), let’s assume the contrary, and towards a contradiction, suppose otherwise.

Then, there exist almost-minimizers u j of J in B1, and integers k j, j = 1, 2, · · · , such that:

(23) S
(

k j + 1,u j
)

> max















jM

2k j+1
,

S
(

k j,u j
)

2















.

Here S
(

k j,u j
)

:= supB
2−kj

∣

∣

∣u j
∣

∣

∣, and
∣

∣

∣u j
∣

∣

∣ ≤ M. Observe that
∣

∣

∣u j
∣

∣

∣ ≤ M implies k j → ∞. Now, define the

following scaled auxiliary function

v j(x) :=
u j

(

2−k j
x
)

S
(

k j + 1,u j
) , in B

2kj ,
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and let

σ j :=
2−k j

S
(

k j + 1,u j
) ,

which σ j ≤ 2 j−1M−1 → 0, by (23). Also, consider the following scaled energy functional

Ĵ j

(

v j; D
)

:=

∫

D

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇v
j

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ σ
p

j
λχ{|v j|>0} dx.

Since
∣

∣

∣v j
∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2 in B1, due to (23), so by Proposition 3.3, v j =
(

v
j

1
, · · · , v

j
m

)

is an almost-minimizer of Ĵ j

with the constant κ̂ = κr
β

j
and exponent β̂ = β, and v∞

i
:= lim j→∞ v

j

i
satisfies ∆pv∞

i
= 0 in B 1

2
. On the

other hand, since

• 0 ≤ v∞
i
≤ 2 in B 1

2
;

• v∞
i

(0) = 0;
• supB 1

2

v∞
i
= 1;

we arrive at a contradiction with the strong minimum principle. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u be an almost-minimizer of J in D, with some constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent

β. Consider a set D̃ ⋐ D, and let r0 =
1
4 min

{

2,dist(D̃, ∂D)
}

. Define Dr0
:= {x ∈ D : dist(x, ∂D) ≥ r0}.

We know that u ∈ C0,η(Dr0
;Rm) by Theorem 2.2. Let

M := ‖u‖L∞(Dr0
;Rm).

For an arbitrary point x0 ∈ D̃ ∩ {|u| > 0}, in order to estimate |∇u(x0)|, we distinguish two cases:

Case I: (d := dist(x0, F(u)) ≤ r0)

Choose y0 ∈ ∂Bd(x0) ∩ F(u). Then, according to Proposition 3.4, for any x ∈ Bd(x0), we have

|u(x)| ≤ CM|x − y0| ≤ 2CMd.

Note that B2d(y0) ⊂ Dr0
, and so |u| ≤ M in B2d(y0). The scaling function ud(x) :=

u(x0+dx)
d is an

almost-minimizer of the functional

(24) v 7→

∫

B1

m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p + λ dx,

with the constant κdβ and exponent β, in B1. Moreover, |ud| ≤ 2CM. By Corollary 3.2, we obtain that

|∇u(x0)| = |∇ud(0)| ≤ C̃,

where C̃ depends only on p,m, n, κ0r
β

0
, β, λ

1
p , and CM.

Case II: (d ≥ r0)

Define ur0
(x) :=

u(x0+r0x)
r0

. Then ur0
is an almost-minimizer of (24) with the constant κr

β

0
and exponent

β, in B1, which also satisfies ‖ur0
‖L∞(B1) ≤

M
r0

. Thus, |∇u(x0)| = |∇ur0
(0)| ≤ C̄, where C̄ depends only on

p,m, n, κ0r
β

0
, β, λ

1
p , and M

r0
. �

4. Boundary Lipschitz regularity (p ≥ 2)

In this section, we delve into the boundary behavior of almost-minimizers. To begin, we recall
that for a C1,α-smooth domain D, as mentioned in Remark 2.5, the Lipschitz continuity of almost-

minimizers holds up-to the fixed boundary points on ∂D except for those located at F(u)∩∂D. These
particular points are referred to as contact points.

It might be natural to assume that the appropriate boundary versions of Propositions 3.1 and 3.3
should extend to cover the result of Proposition 3.4, specifically to achieve linear growth around the
contact points.
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However, regrettably, the proof of Proposition 3.4 does not extend to the (general) contact points.
More precisely, upon examining the proof, it becomes evident that if:

lim inf
r→0

|Br(x0) ∩D ∩ {|u| = 0}|

|Br(x0) ∩D|
> 0,

then Lipschitz regularity up-to x0 can be achieved once again. However, in general, the argument
concludes with a non-trivial p-harmonic function in a half-space with a zero value at x0. This situation
does not contradict the strong minimum principle, which is essential for the indirect argument of
Proposition 3.4, to re-establish linear growth.

The objective of this section is to bridge this gap, assuming also that p ≥ 2. Before delving into it,
we gather the following estimates.

In the sequel, we assume ∂D to be C1,α, for some α > 0 and we will use the following notations

B+r (z) := Br(z) ∩D, ωr(z,u) :=

∣

∣

∣B+r (z) ∩ {|u| = 0}
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣B+r (z)
∣

∣

,

for any z ∈ F(u).
The approach outlined below also offers an alternative proof for Theorem 1.1 when p ≥ 2. We

initially prove the extent to which almost-minimizers deviate from their p-harmonic replacements.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that D is a C1-smooth domain, and 2 ≤ p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-
minimizer of J in D, with some constant κ and exponent β, and the prescribed Lipschitz boundary value

g ∈ C0,1(D;Rm)). Define vi to be the p-harmonic replacement of ui in B+r (z), z ∈ F(u), and let v = (v1, · · · , vm).
Then,

(25) ‖u − v‖L∞(B+r
2

(z);Rm) ≤ C
(

r1+
β

2(n+p) + r1−ǫωr(z,u)
1

2(n+p)

)

,

for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1), and the constant C = c(p, n, κ, β, ǫ, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm)).

Proof. By using v in the definition of almost-minimizer, u, and invoking the p-energy minimality of
vi’s, we have

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|
p − |∇vi|

p) dx ≤ κrβ
∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx + κλrβ|B+r (z)| + λ

∣

∣

∣B+r (z) ∩ {|u| = 0}
∣

∣

∣ .

Now, using the uniform Hölder continuity of ui’s (see (11) in Theorem 2.2 and also remark 2.3), we
get

(26)

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|
p − |∇vi|

p) dx ≤ Lrn+β−ǫ + λωr(z,u)
∣

∣

∣B+r (z)
∣

∣

∣ ,

for any ǫ > 0, where

(27) L = c(p, n, κ0, ǫ, ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm))
(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

.

Now, recalling the following inequality from [7, equation (3.13)]

cp|z1 − z2|
p ≤ |V(z1) −V(z2)|2 ,

where V is again the map (3), we get

cp

∫

B+r (z)

|∇ui − ∇vi|
p dx ≤

∫

B+r (z)

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx.(28)

At this point, we remind that by using (6), again we have

(29) c

∫

B+r (z)

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx ≤

∫

B+r (z)

(|∇ui|
p − |∇vi|

p) dx.

Now, by considering (28) and (29), then (26) implies

(30)

∫

B+r (z)

|∇(ui − vi)|
p dx ≤ c

(

Lrn+β−ǫ + λrnωr(z,u)
)

,
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with c = c(p). Since ui − vi ∈W
1,p
0

(B+r (z)), by Poincaré inequality we conclude that

(31)

∫

B+r (z)

|ui − vi|
p dx ≤ crp

(

Lrn+β−ǫ + λrnωr(z,u)
)

.

Since both ui and vi are uniformly Hölder continuous in B+3r
4

(z), for any exponent α ∈ (0, 1), then if

µ = |(ui − vi)(y0)|, say at y0 ∈ B+r
2
(z), we get

(32) |(ui − vi)(x)| ≥ |(ui − vi)(y0)| − h0|x − y0|
α ≥ µ − h0rα0 , in Br0

(y0),

where r0 := min
{

r
4 ,

(

µ
2h0

) 1
α

}

and h0 is an upper-bound for the Hölder norm of ui − vi which can be

considered a universal constant,

‖ui − vi‖C0,α(Br0
(y0)) ≤ ‖u‖C0,α(Br0

(y0);Rm) + ‖v‖C0,α(Br0
(y0);Rm)

≤ c(p, n, κ, β, α, ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rn))
(

‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

+ c(p, n, ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rn))r
−α‖u‖L∞(B+r (z);Rm)

≤ C(p, n, κ, β, α, ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rn))
(

‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

=: h0.(33)

Since 2h0rα
0
≤ µ, then

|ui − vi| ≥
µ

2
, in Br0

(y0).

From this and (31), we get

|B1|r
n
0

µp

2p
≤ c

(

Lrn+p+β−ǫ + λrn+pωr(z,u)
)

.

If r0 =
(

µ
2h0

) 1
α
, by substituting the value of r0,

µ
n
α+p ≤ ch

n
α

0

(

Lrn+p+β−ǫ + λrn+pωr(z,u)
)

.

Hence, µ should satisfy

µ ≤ ch
n

n+pα

0

(

Lrn+p+β−ǫ + λrn+pωr(z,u)
)
α

n+pα
.

Choosing α < 1 close enough to 1, and by substituting (27) and (33) in the above inequality, finally,
we arrive at

µ ≤ C
(

r1+
β

2(n+p) + r1−ǫωr(z,u)
1

2(n+p)

)

.

where C = c(p, n, κ, β, ǫ, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rn)). If r0 =
r
4 , then similarly from (31) we get

|B1|
rn

4n

µp

2p
≤ c

(

Lrn+p+β−ǫ + λrn+pωr(z,u)
)

,

and then

µ ≤ C
(

r1+
β
2 + rωr(z,u)

)

.

This completes the proof of (25). �

We also prove a generalization of [5, Lemma 10.1] to any 2 ≤ p < ∞.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that D is a C1-smooth domain, 2 ≤ p < ∞, and u = (u1, · · · , um) is an almost-
minimizer of J in D, with constant κ and exponent β. Also, let vi as the p-harmonic replacement of ui in B+r (z),

z ∈ F(u). Then,

(34)

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣(ui − vi)
+
∣

∣

∣

p
dx ≤ Cκrp+β















rn +

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx















,

where f+ := max
{

f , 0
}

and C = C(p, n).
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Proof. We define the following auxiliary functions

(35) wi(x) =















ui(x), for x ∈ D \ B+r (z),

min{ui(x), vi(x)}, for x ∈ B+r (z),

which has the properties wi ∈ W1,p (

B+r (z)
)

and wi = ui on ∂B+r (z). By using w = (w1, · · · ,wm) in the
definition of almost-minimizer, u, we have

(36) J
(

u; B+r (z)
)

≤
(

1 + κrβ
)

J
(

w; B+r (z)
)

.

We further define the sets Gi := {x ∈ B+r (z) : wi(x) , ui(x)} = {x ∈ B+r (z) : vi(x) < ui(x)}. Since
∇wi = ∇ui a.e. in B+r (z) \Gi, and ∇wi = ∇vi a.e. in Gi, by (36), we get

J
(

w; B+r (z)
)

− J
(

u; B+r (z)
)

≤

∫

B+r

m
∑

i=1

(|∇wi|
p − |∇ui|

p) dx ≤

m
∑

i=1

∫

Gi

(|∇vi|
p − |∇ui|

p) dx.(37)

Next we claim that

(38)

m
∑

i=1

∫

Gi

|V(∇ui) −V(∇vi)|
2 dx ≤ c

m
∑

i=1

∫

Gi

(|∇ui|
p − |∇vi|

p) dx.

To establish (38), begin by defining zi(x) := max {ui(x), vi(x)} for x ∈ B+r (z). Notably, this function
belongs to W1,p(B+r (z)), and its trace coincides with vi and ui on ∂B+r (z).

Now, leveraging the p-harmonicity of vi, it is straightforward to observe that:
∫

B+r (z)

|∇vi|
p dx =

∫

B+r (z)

|∇vi|
p−2 (∇vi · ∇zi) dx.

Hence, using (6) gives (38), and the claim is proved. Now, (38), (37) and (36), together with (28) yield

m
∑

i=1

∫

Gi

|∇ui − ∇vi|
p dx ≤ cκrβ J

(

w; B+r (z)
)

≤ Cκrβ















rn +

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

|∇wi|
p dx















≤ Cκrβ















rn +

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx















,

where in the last line, we have used the definition of wi, and the p-energy minimality of vi. Finally,
applying the Poincaré inequality to the function (ui − vi)

+, gives

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣(ui − vi)
+
∣

∣

∣

p
dx ≤ Crp

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣∇ (ui − vi)
+
∣

∣

∣

p
dx ≤ Cκrp+β















rn +

∫

B+r (z)

m
∑

i=1

|∇ui|
p dx















,

since ui ≤ vi in B+r (z) \ Gi, and hence ∇ ((ui − vi)
+) = χGi

(∇ui − ∇vi). This completes the proof. �

Proposition 4.2 has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that D is a C1-smooth domain, and 2 ≤ p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an
almost-minimizer of J in D, with some constant κ and exponent β, and the prescribed Lipschitz boundary

value g ∈ C0,1(D;Rm)). Define vi to be the p-harmonic replacement of ui in B+r (z), z ∈ F(u), and let
v = (v1, · · · , vm). Then,

(39)
∥

∥

∥(ui − vi)
+
∥

∥

∥

L∞(B+r
2

(z))
≤ Cr1+

β−ǫ
n+p ,

for any ǫ > 0, and the constant C = c(p, n, κ, β, ǫ, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm)).

Proof. If µ = (ui − vi)(y0), say at y0 ∈ Gi = {x ∈ B+r (z) : vi(x) < ui(x)}, then, by the uniform Hölder
continuity of ui − vi, for any exponent α ∈ (0, 1), and the same arguments of (32) and (33), we get

(ui − vi)(x) ≥ (ui − vi)(y0) − h0|x − y0|
α ≥ µ − h0rα0 , in Br0

(y0) ∩ Gi,
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where h0 = C(p, n, κ, β, α, , ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm))
(

‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm) + λ
1
p

)

is the upper-bound for the Hölder norm of

ui − vi, and also r0 := min
{

r
4 ,

(

µ
2h0

) 1
α

}

. Then,

(ui − vi)(x) ≥
µ

2
, in Br0

(y0),

and therefore Br0
(y0) ⊂ Gi. From this and (34), together with the boundary version of (11) (Remark

2.3), we get

|B1|r
n
0

µp

2p
≤ cκrp+β (rn + crn−ǫ) ,

for any α ∈ (0, 1), and any ǫ > 0. If r0 =
(

µ
2h0

) 1
α
, by substituting the value of r0, and choosing an

appropriate value of α < 1 (close enough to 1), we get

µ ≤ Cr1+
β−ǫ
n+p ,

for any ǫ > 0, and the constant C = c(p, n, κ, β, ǫ, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm)). Also, for the case r0 =
r
4 ,

we will get

µ ≤ Cr1+
β−ǫ

p .

This completes the proof. �

Now, we present the following general approximation result, the proof of which involves a minor
modification of [16, Lemma 2.5].

Proposition 4.4. Assume that D is a C1-smooth domain, x0 ∈ D, and 1 < p < ∞. Let u ∈ W1,p(D) be a
non-negative function. Then, there exists c > 0, depending only on p, n, and the regularity of the domain D,
such that for any r > 0 we have

(40)

















1

r
sup

B r
2

(x0)∩D

v

















p

|Br(x0) ∩ {u = 0}| ≤ c

∫

Br(x0)∩D

|∇(u − v)|p dx,

where v is the p-harmonic replacement of u in Br(x0) ∩D.

As stated earlier in this section, our objective is to establish the Lipschitz regularity of almost-
minimizers at the contact points. It’s worth noting that Lipschitz regularity (and even C1,η̃-regularity)
near Dirichlet data and in the absence of free boundary points has been previously discussed (refer
to Remark 2.5). Our primary focus is on the following result.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that D is a C1-smooth domain, and 2 ≤ p < ∞. Let u = (u1, · · · , um) be an almost-
minimizer of J in D, with constant κ and exponent β, the prescribed Lipschitz boundary value g ∈ C0,1(D;Rm)),

and moreover z ∈ F(u). Then, u has linear growth at z; in other words there exist constants r0 and C depending
only on p, n, κ, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), and ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm) such that

sup
B+r (z)

|u| ≤ Cr, for all r ≤ r0.

Proof. Invoking (40) with v = vi and u = ui, and applying the estimate (30), yields

(41)



















1

r
sup
B+r

2
(z)

vi



















p
∣

∣

∣B+r (z) ∩ {ui = 0}
∣

∣

∣ ≤ C
(

rn+β−ǫ + λrnωr(z,u)
)

,

for any ǫ > 0; here C = c(p, n, κ, ǫ, ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm))
(

‖∇u‖
p

Lp(D;Rm)
+ λ

)

. We claim next that

(42)
1

r
sup
B+r

2
(z)

vi ≤ (2Cλ)
1
p , for any 0 < r < r0, and r0 small enough.
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To prove this, by an indirect argument, assume that

(43)
1

r
sup
B+r

2
(z)

vi > (2Cλ)
1
p .

Then, (41) implies

(44) Cλωr(z,u) ≤ Crβ−ǫ.

Putting (44) in (25), and selecting appropriate values of ǫ in (25) and (44), implies

(45) ‖ui − vi‖L∞(B+r
2

(z)) ≤ C
(

r1+
β

2(n+p) + r1+
β

4(n+p)

)

≤ Cr1+
β

4(n+p) .

Observing that z ∈ F(u) and considering (45), we obtain, along with the Harnack inequality,

sup
B+r

2
(z)

vi ≤ C inf
B+r

2
(z)

vi ≤ Cr1+
β

4(n+p) ,

which, for sufficiently small r0, contradicts (43) and establishes claim (42). This in turn implies the
linear growth of vi at z, i.e.

(46) 0 ≤ vi(x) ≤ 2(2Cλ)
1
p |x − z|, for x ∈ B+r0

2 (z)
.

Now, we are ready to complete the proof. In the set {ui ≤ vi}, the linear growth of ui is the direct
consequence of (46). So, assume that we are in the set {ui − vi > 0}. Then, by using the estimate (39),
and choosing ǫ < β, we get

(47)
∥

∥

∥(ui − vi)
+
∥

∥

∥

L∞(B+r (z))
≤ Cr1+

β−ǫ
n+p ≤ Cr,

or, equivalently

0 ≤ ui(x) ≤ Cr + ‖vi‖L∞(B+r (z)) ,

for any x ∈ {ui − vi > 0}. Finally, recall (46) to get the linear growth of ui at z. �

Now, we are ready to state and prove the following theorem regarding Lipschitz continuity
(assuming p ≥ 2), irrespective of whether we are at contact points or free boundary points. Before
that, let’s emphasize the following remark.

Remark 4.6. Note that the results presented in this section, namely Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.2, Corollary

4.3, and Theorem 4.5, have been established for all points z ∈ F(u) in a uniform manner, rather than exclusively

for the contact points F(u)∩∂D. It is important to highlight that these points were the only gap in the previous
sections concerning up-to-boundary Lipschitz regularity. Consequently, the following argument also provides
a second proof for the local Lipschitz continuity of almost-minimizers when p ≥ 2.

Theorem 4.7 (Boundary Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers). Assume that D is a C1,α-smooth
domain, and 2 ≤ p < ∞. Let u : D → Rm be an almost-minimizer of J in D with the prescribed boundary
value g ∈ C1,α(D;Rm). Then, u is up-to-boundary Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Let u be an almost-minimizer of J in D, with some constant κ ≤ κ0 and exponent β. For an
arbitrary point x0 ∈ {|u| > 0}, in order to estimate |∇u(x0)|, we argue as follows.

Let r0 be given by Theorem 4.5), and define

d := dist
(

x0, F(u)
)

,

and consider the following two cases:

Case I: (d ≤ 1
2 r0)

Choose y0 ∈ ∂Bd(x0) ∩ F(u). Then, according to Theorem 4.5 (see also Remark 4.6), we have

|u(x)| ≤ C|x − y0| ≤ Cd,
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for any x ∈ B+
d

(x0). Now, the scaled function ud(x) :=
u(x0+dx)

d , satisfying |ud| ≤ C, will be an almost-
minimizer of the functional

v 7→

∫ m
∑

i=1

|∇vi|
p + λ dx,

over B1 ∩
1
d (D− x0) with the constant κdβ and exponent β. By virtue of a modified boundary version

of Corollary 3.2, which can be easily established (see also Remark 2.5), we obtain that

|∇u(x0)| = |∇ud(0)| ≤ C̃,

where C̃ depends only on p, m, n, κ0r
β

0
, β, λ, ‖∇u‖Lp(D;Rm), ‖g‖C0,1(D;Rm), and the regularity of the domain

D.

Case II: (d > 1
2 r0)

In this case, |∇u(x0)| is uniformly bounded by considering the Remark 2.5 and arguing similar to
Case II in the proof of Theorem 1.1. �
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