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LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY OF A WEAKLY COUPLED VECTORIAL ALMOST-MINIMIZERS
FOR THE p-LAPLACIAN

MASOUD BAYRAMI, MORTEZA FOTOUHI, AND HENRIK SHAHGHOLIAN

AsstracT. For a given constant A > 0 and a bounded Lipschitz domain D C R” (n > 2), we establish that
almost-minimizers of the functional

m
160 = [ Y Vo o s, 1<p <o,
i=1

where v = (v, -+ ,vy), and m € IN, 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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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

For1 <p < oo, m e N, a constant A > 0, and a bounded Lipschitz domain D c R" (n > 2), we will
deal with almost-minimizers of the functional

M) D)= [ Y Mol + Ao,
i=1

over an admissible class

X .= {ve WY (D;R™) : v = gondD and v; ZO}.

Here v = (vi,++, ), V| = (01)2 + -+ + (vm)?, and g = (g1, -+ , gm), 0 < g&i € WP(D).
Definition 1.1. We say that u = (uy,--- ,uy,) is a (local) almost-minimizer for | in D, with constant x and
exponent B, if

J(w; B (x0)) < (1+ x7#) J(v; Br(x0)),

for every ball B,(xo) such that B,(xo) C D and every v € WP(B,(xo); R™) such that u = v on dB,(x).
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It's worth noting that almost-minimizers are often referred to as w-minima in the literature, where
w : (0,79) = [0, o), with ry > 0, represents a non-decreasing function with w(0*) = 0. In our context,
within the given definition, this w is represented as w(r) = xr’. When « = 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) :=d{lu| >0} N D,

where
{lul >0} = UL, {u; > 0O},

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 () with specific
parameters, namely p = 2and m = 1, wasinitially 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 < co.

Even when dealing with minimizers of Equation (), 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 ().
Specifically, we aim to extend these results to cover any value of p within the rangeof 1 <p < o0 ina

vectorial setting. It’s worth noting that the outcomes reported in [13] were limited to the parameter

range where p > max{n%, 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 < oo, and let
u: D — R™ be an almost-minimizer of | in D. Then, w 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 [L.1]

The structure of the paper is outlined as follows:

In Section 2.1] we demonstrate the local Holder continuity of almost-minimizers. Subsequently,
in Section we show the local Holder continuity of the gradient of almost-minimizers in the
positivity set of u. Our reference for the proofs of the results in Sections 2] and will be the
work of De Filippis, [6]. Moving on Section 8 we employ blow-up techniques to establish the local
Lipschitz regularity of almost-minimizers, as outlined in Theorem[L1] Finally, Section[lis 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 C*-regularity of almost-minimizers,
locally within D, for any exponent a € (0, 1).

2.1. Local Hélder 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 = (uy,- -, uy,). We refer to u;; as the p-harmonic replacement of u; in B;(x¢), which is the unique
p-harmonic function in B;(xp) with the same trace as u; on dB,(xo).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that1 < p < oco. Let u = (uy, -+ , uy,) be an almost-minimizer of | in D, and let xo € D
and Bs(xo) € D. Define u;} to be the p-harmonic replacement of u; in Bs(xo). Then,

2) fB ) i [V(Vui) = V(Vu)

Xo) i=1

m
2
dx < cksP f Z V[P dx + cAs",
Bs(xo) =1

where the map V : R" — R" is given by
3) V@) = 27 2

Proof. Let u be an almost-minimizer of | in D, and let xy € D and B;(xp) € D. By the minimality of
u;y’s, we know that

4) f Vui| dx < f Vil dx,
Bs(xo) Bs(xo)

and also,
P dx = f )Vuiz
BS(XO)

5) f Vi,
Bs(xﬂ)

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

r (Vu; - Vu;?) dx.

(6) cIV(z1) = V(z)P + plzil 221 - (22 — 21) < |zl — |21,

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

m m
Y [V(Vu) - V(v dx < c Y (Ivast - |[Vui[') dx.
Bs(x0) =1 Bs(x0) =1
Finally, by using v = (1%, - - - , u}) in the definition of the almost-minimizer, u, and also by @), we
obtain
m m m
f (|Vui|p - |Vu1-; p) dx < Ksﬁf Z )Vui; " dx + cAs" < Ksﬁf Z |Vu;|P dx + cAs”.
Bs(xo) =1 Bs(xo) 527 Bs(x0) =1

Therefore, we arrive at (2), and the proof is complete. a
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Theorem 2.2. Assume that1 < p < co. Let uw = (uy,- -+ ,uy,) be an almost-minimizers of | in D, with some
positive constant k < ko and exponent . Then, u belongs to Cﬁ;‘j (D;R™), for any « € (0, 1). More precisely,
for any D e D, there is constant C = C(D, p, n, o, B) such that

1
||ul|c()/a(D;IRm) S C (”Vu”U’(D;]RM) + /\p) .

Proof. Let B,(xp) € D, r < 1. Now, define v; := u;}’s as the p-harmonic replacement of u;’s in B,(x).
For the v;’s, we also have the following standard estimate (see [12, Lemma 5.8])

@) f |Vvi|”dx§c(£)f Voil? dx,
By(xo) S/ JB(x)

for a universal constant c and for any 0 < t <s < 1. Now, we fix 7 € (0, 1), recall the auxiliary map
@), and use |V(2)* = |z and (@), together with the estimate (2) on the ball B,(xy), to have

m m m
f Z IVaulP dx < ¢ f Z IV(Vii) — V(Vo))? dx + f Z Vol dx
Bry(xo) By (xo) Br(x0) 521

i=1 i=1

m m
<c f Z IV(Vi) = V(Vo))? dx + 7" f Z Vol dx
By (x0) 7 B;(xo) =1

i=1
m

<c(xr® +1" f [Vu;lP dx + cAr"
( ) By (xo) 1_21
m
(8) < 7" (rﬁCKOTE*” + CTE) f Z Vi |P dx + cAr”,
B:(x0) =1
for any € € (0,n). Next, fixing 7 € (0,1) such that ct€ < 1, and a threshold radius 0 < 7 < R, < 1 such
that Rf KT " < %, we have that (8) becomes

m n
f Z VP dx < "€ f Z VP dx + cAr'".
By (x0) =7 B (xo) =1

In particular, for k € IN, we obtain

m m Tk(nfe) _ ,.Ckn
f Y Vuip dx < 7409 Y Vil dx + At —
Bk, (x0) i1 Br(xo) =1 vt
i n—e
9) < ke f Z [Vl dx + cA (Tkr) .
B, (x0) j=1
k+1

When 0 < s < r < R,, it's straightforward to find a natural number k such that ' < s < 7*r. Using

equation (@), we can then obtain:

m m
f Y vuipdx < f Y Vuip dx
Bs(x0) =1 Bk, (x0) G=1

m
< ek Dn=e) f Z Vil dx + cAte™" (Tk”r)n_e
B, (xo) i=1

n—e m
(10) <c (5) f 3 IVuip d + cAs™,
B (xo)

r -
i=1

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 ([I0), we have:
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m 5 \—e m
f Z [VulP dx < ¢ (—) f Z Vi [P dx + cAs" €
Bs(x0) =1 R. Bg.(x0)

i=1

n-e n-e m
c (E) ( r ) f Z VP dx + cAs" ™
r R. B(xo) 527

c s\"¢ UL
— (—) f Z V|’ dx + cAs" €.
R r By (x0) =1

IA

IA

While, in the second case,

m S\"—€ [ p \n—¢€ m
f Z IVu;lP dx < (—) ( ) f Z IVuilP dx + cAs"™¢
Bs(x0) =1 r R, Bs(x0) =1

g\n—¢ m
< RET (—) f Z Vi P dx + cAs" €
r By (x0) =1

g\n—¢€ m
< c(—) f Z Vi P dx + cAs" €.
r By(x0)

i=1

Now, ([I0) holds for any 0 < s < r < 1 and for a constant ¢ depends only on p, 1, ko and €.
As a consequence of (10), after a standard covering argument, for any fixed € > 0, we have

m
(11) f IVuilP dx < c(IIVulll,, oo + A) 776,
B (x0) ; 1 ( L(OR") )

for any 0 < r < 1, with a constant ¢ = c(p, 11, ko, €). From Poincare’s inequality and (I1), we see that

m m
f Y lui = P dx < o f Y Val dx < C(IVul), oy + A) 7,
By(X()) i=1 Br(x(]) =1 ’

where u;, denotes the average of u; in B,(xo). Thus after covering, for any fixed 0 < € < min{n, p}, by

-3 .
the Morrey and Campanato space embedding theorem, we haveu € C__ "(D; R™), hence u is locally
Holder continuous at any positive exponent less than one over D. m|

Remark 2.3. The given arqument extends to dD in the case of a uniformly C'-smooth domain and Dirichlet
data represented by g = (g1, -+, gm) € C¥Y(D; R™). Specifically, one can replicate the steps outlined in the
previous proof, but this time employing the subsequent boundary estimate for some q > p,

t\" n(1-2) i
Vol dx < ¢ (-) Vo dx + 10 elrdx| |,
By(xp)ND 5/ JByxp)nD By(xo)ND

for any i1 € [n (1 - Z),n), instead of ([@) (see e.g. [14, Lemma 3.4], for the special case of flat boundary,

dD, near xo, and then by straightening out the boundary for the general case), to get the C*“-reqularity of
almost-minimizers, up-to-the-boundary, for any exponent a € (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 | in D, with constant k and exponent B, if u — g € W(l)’p (D; R™), and

J(w; B,(x0) N D) < (1 + xr¥) J(v; By(xo) N D),

for every ball B,(xo) C R" and every v such that u — v € Wé’p(Br(xo) N D; R™).
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2.2. Local C!-regularity of almost-minimizersin {|lu| > 0}. Now, in the following theorem, we focus
on the local Holder 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 < co. Let u = (uy, -+ ,uy) be an almost-minimizers of | in D, with some
constant k < o and exponent . Then, u belongs to Clloz ({lu] > 0}; R™). More precisely, forany D € {ju| > 0},
there is positive exponent 1 = n(p, n, B) and constant C = C(D, p, n, xo, ) such that

1
||u||C1r’l(D;]Rm) < C(”Vu”U’(D,IR"’) + /\p) .

Proof. First, we claim that V(Vu;) is locally Hélder continuous in {|u| > 0}, where V is the map defined
in @).

Let By(xo) € {lu| > 0}, » < 1. Similar to the proof of the estimate () in Proposition [2.1] define the
v; := u;; as the p-harmonic replacement of u; in B/(xy). By using v = (v1,-- - ,v),) in the definition of
the almost-minimizer, u, and noting that by the maximum principle B,(xo) € {|v| > 0} also, we can
easily obtain

m m
(12) f Z [V(Vi,) — V(Vo)? dx < cxr® [f Z [Vu,|P dx + /\r”J .
B, (x0) j=1 Br(x0) =1

By following the proof of inequality (1), which commenced with the use of estimate (2); this time,
invoking (I2) in place of @), and repeating the same arguments as in (8), (@), and (10), results in

m
P 4 —€
(13) f . Z; Vil dx < ¢ (IVall) gy + A) 775,

for any fixed € > 0, while ¢ depending on n,p, ko, p and €; we fix € > 0 such that C := f —¢ > 0.
Moreover, we recall from [12, Theorem 6.4], the following well-known estimate

N ) 2 s\ P
(14) st(xo) V(V0) - (V(V0y)| dXSC(t) fm) Vol dx,

for any 0 < s < t < r, where (V(Vv;)), is the average of V(Vv;) in Bs(x9), and i = fi(p, ) a positive
universal constant. Using (12), (I3) and (14), for 0 < s < r, we have

m 5 . " m
f B Z [V(Vii) = (V(Va),| dx < C((g) f . Z_; IV(Vu) = V(Vo)* dx

i=1

+ f . Y [V(vo) - (v(vo),[ dx

i=1

+ f Z |(V(Vo), - (V(Vui))s|2 dx)
Bs(xo)

i=1
A A
(15) §c(||Vu|I’ZP(D;]Rm)+A)((g) rC+(;) r )

where for the last term we have used the following estimate

2

Y IV, - v = Y f (o) - Vv dx
i=1 i=1 IV Bs(xo)

< ; st(xo) IV(Vo;) — V(Vuy) P dx < (g) f Z IV(Vii;) = V(Vo))P dx.

B,(x0) 521
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Now by setting s := '** in ([5), and equalizing the right-hand side [5) with a = < = L. and

f+n fi+n’
further selecting € small enough such that € < afi, after standard computations, we end up with

m

2

£ Y ) - V[ < (19l + 1)
Bi(xo) =7

for some positive constant 6y. Now, Morrey and Campanato space embedding theorem implies C*%-

regularity of V(Vu;) = IVuilp%ZVui, locally in {Ju] > 0}. Hence, we can conclude that Vu; € Co’q({lul > 0})

loc

for some n € (0, 1). O

Remark 2.5. Again, for CY_smooth domain D, for some a > 0, and Dirichlet data g = (g1, ** ,9m) €
CL(D;R™), 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, dD, near xo, and then by straightening out the boundary for the general case)

2 s\E
f V(o) - (v(To)), dr<c(3) (f |Vvi|pdx+||gi||i;,a(D)),
Bs(xo)ND Bi(xo)ND

instead of [[4), one can prove the C1-reqularity of almost-minimizers up-to that boundary points of dD which

does not belong to F(u), for some 7} € (0, 1).

Remark 2.6. The results presented in this section, namely Theorems 2.2 and 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 |, we will employ the sub-
sequent proposition, which is an inequality of Caccioppoli type for almost-minimal solutions of

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p < oo, and assume that w = (uy,-- -, uy,) is an almost-minimizer of | in D, with
some constant k < ko and exponent . Then, for any B,(x9) € D, we have

m m
1
(16) f E [VulP dx < ¢ (—f luj — ui, P dx + Ar'],
By (x0) l Z " B, (xo) l !

i=1 i=1
for some universal constant c = c(p, m, 1, xo, p), where u;, indicates the average of u; in B,(x)
Proof. Let B,(xo) be a sphere strictly contained in D, and let 5 <s <t < r. Let n(x) be a function in

C(Bi(xp)), with 0 < < 1,1 = 1in Bs(x9), and |Vn| < % Denoting u;; as the average of u; in B(xy),
we set ¢; = n(u; — u;;), and consider

(17) f \Voilf dx = f Vil + Ax >0y dx + f (IVilP = VuilP — Axiu»0)) dx.
Bi(xo) Bi(xo0) Bi(xo)
Now, let v; = u; — @; = ujy + (1 — n)(w; — uy;). By the definition of almost-minimizer, u, we have
m m
f Z |V1/li|p + AX[\ubO} dx < (1 + Kfﬁ)f Z |V'U,‘|p + AX[M>O} dx
Bi(xo) =1 Bi(xo) =1

< (1+xt) fB " Zm“ Vo, + Adx.

i=1
We remark now that V; = Vu; in B,(x¢), and therefore the second integral on the right-hand side of
(I2) can be estimated by

f (IVulP + Vo, lP + A) dx.
Bi(x0)\Bs(xo)
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Introducing these relations in (I7), we get

m m m
f Z VailP dx < f Z \Vaul? dx + ¢ f Z Vol dx + cA |By(xo)|.
Bs(x0) =1 Bi(x0)\Bs(xo) =1 Bi(xo) =1

=

We have
Vol = |1~ mVu; — (u; — i) V||

<c((X=nPIVulP + (t = 5) Plu; — uilP).

Thus, we obtain

m m
1
f Y Vupde<c) (f Vuil dx + f i = ilf dx + A IBr(xo)I).
By(xo) 47 =i \ B, (x0)\B(x0) (t =5 Ip,xy)

Moreover, since we have

f i — el dx < 2771 f i — iV + gy — wigl? dx
Bi(xo) B(xo)

<ot f i — ui, P dx + 2771 |By(xo))
Bi(xo)

p

f (s = ) dx
By (xo)

p-1
<ort f |1 — 1z, [P dx + 2P~ By (o)1 P f |u; — u;, P dx (f 1 dx)
Bi(xo) Bi(xo) Bi(xo)

< cf [u; — u;, P dx,
Bi(xo)

we get

m m
1
f Z ValP dx < CZ ( f VauilP dx + f lu; — ui, )P dx + A |B,(x0)|).
By(xo) 47 =4 \J B, x0)\Bu(x0) (t = 9)" Jp,(xo)

Now, by the Widman’s hole-filling argument ([22]), i.e. adding ¢ Y.}, fB () | Vil? dx on both sides of
the preceding inequality, and subsequently dividing by ¢ + 1, we obtain

m m m
c c
Y wuaracs = [ Y wapars oY [ -l der o B
jl;s(xo) i=1 1 c+1 By 1 (t=sy i=1 v B(x0) l ! '

(x0) =1

Applying [18, Lemma 6.1] with

m
m@=f Vil dx,
Bs(xﬂ) IZ_;

and
A= Zf i —uyPdx,  B=0,  C=cAlB(x)l,
i=1 v Br(x0)
we obtain immediately the inequality (16). ]

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

Corollary 3.2. Let 1 < p < oo, and assume that u = (uy, -+ ,Uy) is an almost-minimizer of | in By with
some constant « < «o and exponent 3. Moreover, assume that By = {|u| > 0}. Then

1
Vu(0)] < C(llullig,mm + A7),
for a universal constant C = C(p, m, n, ko, p).

Proof. By the proof of Theorem[2.4] we have

1
It ey < C(IVullos e + 47).
4
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On the other hand, by invoking Proposition 3.1} we obtain
1
allcrngs, mm < C (Il @ meny + A7),
4
which completes the proof of corollary. ]

In the next proposition, we will use the following notation
u(rx)
T

ur,T(x) =

Proposition 3.3. Assume that1 < p < co. Letu/ = (u{, e,

of ] in By. Also, set

uf,,) be a sequence of bounded almost-minimizers

; ; w/(r;x) ,
v/(x) := ur/_,T/_(x) = T, in  Bog,
with0 < R < }j_, where rj — 0, as j — oo, and T; > 0. Then, vi = (v
(according to its own boundary values) of the following scaled functional

m .
f]- (vf; D) = LZ 'sz]‘r + G;’AX{lV’PO} dx
i=1

with the constant ® = K?’l; and exponent f = B, where g = ;—’] Moreover, if |v7 ) < M in Bog, for any fixed
0<R< rl/, and for some M = M(R) > O, then up to a subsequence, the following holds

j

v ,v{n) is the almost-minimizer

(i) v{ — v weakly in W'"P(B), and also in C*(Bg), for any a < 1.
(ii) Besides, if 0 = ;—’/ — 0, as j — oo, then v° is a p-harmonic function in Bg.

Proof of PropositionB3) First of all, we show that v/ is an almost-minimizer of ;, with the constant
R = K?’l; and exponent f§ = ; namely

(18) Ji (V/; Bo(xo)) < (1 + 1" pF) Ji(w; Bo(x0)),
for every ball B,(xo) such that By(xo) C B1, and for every w € wlr (Bp(x0); R™) such that w = v/ on
9B, (xo). j

By almost-minimality, we have

J (w3 B (o)) < (1 + x(rjp)’) T (W' By o(y0)),

where 1o = rjxp and wi(x) = Tjw(3). Thus

(19) f ( Z'W(y' + AX{jueo) 4 < (14 177 pF) f Z'Vw (y)‘ + AXfjwi0) 4Y
rjp(¥0)

i=1 (o) 121
rip i=
Furthermore, using the change of variable y := rjx in the right-hand side (19), we see that

f ( )Z|Vw](y)' + AX {jwils0) Y = r”f Z'Vw (r]x)' + AX fjwils0) (%) dx
rip\Yo

B(x)],

(20) =1 f . )(r ) Z|Vw1(x)|p+)t)(”w|>o (x) dx,

and a similar identity holds true with u/ and v/ = ui _
o

and (20) into [I9), we obtain
ri Y 58 L ri
v
f . 1|Vv| (T,-) AX o) 8% < (1+ wrpf) fB (XO)ZWwA +( ) AXiwiso) 4%,
i= P i=1

P

i.e. the desired result (18).

T, replacing w/ and w. Plugging this information
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Moreover, using )vj ) < M in Byg, and by the help of Proposition 3.1} one can obtain the uniform

WP (BR) estimates for U{‘/ j large enough. Thus, at least for a subsequence, we get
v{ - v weakly in  W'7(Bg).

Moreover, applying the uniform Hoélder estimates of v{ , Theorem[2.2] we get

v/ - v in C"(Bg),
for any a < 1. This completes the proof of (i).

Now, define zf as the p-harmonic replacement of v{ in Bg. Then, Lemma[2.Tlimplies that

(21) fBR ‘V (Vv{) — V(Vz{)'z dx < cxr’;Rﬁ f Zm: ‘Vv{'p dx + co?/\R”,

Br =1

Now, passing to the limit j — co in (1)), we obtain that, up to a subsequence, V (Vv{) -V (Vz{ ) -0,

in L2(Bg; R"). Now, it follows that v{ - z{ — 0, in W'#(Bg), and hence, z/ — v° weakly in W'7(Bg).
On the other hand, since zf ’s are p-harmonic in Bg, thus v}° should be p-harmonic in Bg, too. This
finishes the proof of (ii). O

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 < co. Let u = (uy,- -+, uy,) be an almost-minimizer of | in B1(xo), and
xo € F(u). Also, suppose that supy . lul < M. Then, there exists a universal constant C > 1 depending on
M, such that

0 < |u(x)] £ CM|x — xo),
forall x € By(xg), and any 0 <r < 1.

Proof. First notice that, without loss of generality, we may assume that xo = 0. Also, it is enough to
prove that there exists a universal constant C > 1 such that

CM S(k,u)
2k+1” D /

(22) Stk+1,u) < max{
where S(k,u) := supp_ lul. The reason is that, we can deduce inductively from (22) that
S(k,u) < CM27F,
Now, for an arbitrary r € (0, 1], choose k > 0 such that 2-*1) < » < 2% Then,
alliws,) < llullwgs, ) = St w) < CM27™ < (2C) M2 < (2C) 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 w’ of | in By, and integers k/, j = 1,2, -- -, such that:

(23) S (kf + l,uf) > max{zkm, >

Here S (kf, uf) = supy |uf ,and |uf ) < M. Observe that )uf | < M implies k/ — co. Now, define the
-k

following scaled auxiliary function
uw/ (27¥x)

R el
V)= sl Ly

in B Zkf 7
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and let
27 ¥
TS+ 1, w)
which 0; < 2j7'M™ — 0, by @23). Also, consider the following scaled energy functional

m
sl i
Ji (Vl; D) = f Z 'VZ)IJ.‘ + O?AX{|V/|>O} dx.
=
Since |vj ) < 2 in By, due to @3), so by Proposition B3 v/ = (v{, e, vf,,) is an almost-minimizer of fj
with the constant & = 1<r’; and exponent § = g, and 0 = im0 v{ satisfies Ayv;° = 0in By. On the
other hand, since
° OSU;"’SZinB%;
* 07°(0) = 0;
e supy v =1;
2
we arrive at a contradiction with the strong minimum principle. ]

Proof of Theorem[Ll Letu be an almost-minimizer of  in D, with some constant x < x and exponent
B. Consider a set D € D, and let rp = } min {2, dist(D, 8D)}. Define D,, := {x € D : dist(x, dD) > ro}.
We know that u € C%(D,,; R™) by Theorem[2.2l Let

M := |[ull~ (D, ;rm).-

For an arbitrary point xo € D N {lu| > 0}, in order to estimate [Vu(xo)|, we distinguish two cases:
Case I: (d := dist(xg, F(u)) < rp)
Choose o € dB4(xp) N F(u). Then, according to Proposition[3.4] for any x € B4(xo), we have
[u(x)| < CMlx — yo| < 2CMd.

+dx) -
w is an

Note that Bi(yo) € Dy, and so |u] < M in By(yo). The scaling function uy(x) :=
almost-minimizer of the functional

(24) Vi Z IVoilP + Adx,

with the constant xd? and exponent g, in B;. Moreover, [uy| < 2CM. By Corollary[3.2] we obtain that
[Vu(xo)| = [Vug(0) < C,

where C depends only on p, m, n, Korg, B, /\flﬂ, and CM.

Case II: (d > rg)

u(

Define u,(x) := %V”x) Then u,, is an almost-minimizer of 24) with the constant Ki’g and exponent

B, in By, which also satisfies [[uy,|lr=(5,) < ]y\—f Thus, [Vu(xo)| = [Vu,,(0)| < C, where C depends only on

1
1 M
p,m,n, Korg,ﬁ,/\P, and o a

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 C*-smooth domain D, as mentioned in Remark 2.5 the Lipschitz continuity of almost-

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

It might be natural to assume that the appropriate boundary versions of Propositions[3.Iland
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 B.4ldoes not extend to the (general) contact points.
More precisely, upon examining the proof, it becomes evident that if:

[ IBG0) 0 D 0 flul = 0
iminf
0 1B,(x0) N DI
then Lipschitz regularity up-to xo 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 x¢. This situation
does not contradict the strong minimum principle, which is essential for the indirect argument of
Proposition B.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 9D to be C%, for some a > 0 and we will use the following notations

|B(z) N {lul = 0}
Bf@)l

>0,

B (z) := B,(z) N D, w,(z,u) :=

for any z € F(u).
The approach outlined below also offers an alternative proof for Theorem [T 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 C'-smooth domain, and 2 < p < oo. Let u = (uy, -, uy) be an almost-
minimizer of | in D, with some constant x and exponent B, and the prescribed Lipschitz boundary value
g € CVY(D; R™)). Define v; to be the p-harmonic replacement of u; in B, (z), z € F(u), and let v = (v1, -+ , Op).
Then,

b 1
(25) ||u - V”L“’(Bt (2);Rm) < C (rl+2(n+p) + rl_ewr(z, 11) Z(”lﬂ’) ) ,
2
for any € € (0,1), and the constant C = c(p,n, «, B, €, A, [[Vullo.rm), 18llcor p:rm))-

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

m m

f Z (Vi = Vo) dx < «r? f Z Vil dx + 1A (B} (2)| + A B (2) N {lul = 0}
B (2) =1 Bi(z) =1

Now, using the uniform Holder continuity of u;’s (see (L) in Theorem Z2land also remark2.3), we

get

4

m
(26) f Z (IVuilP = |Voil!) dx < Lr'"F~¢ + Aw,(z, u) )Br*(z)
B (2) {9

for any € > 0, where
(27) L = c(p,n,x0,€, lIgllcosomen) (VU] ey + A) -
Now, recalling the following inequality from [7Z, equation (3.13)]

cplz1 — 2l < |V(z1) - V(z2)P,

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

(28) ¢ f [Vut; = VoilP dx < f IV(Viy) = V(Voy) dx.
B/ (2) B/ (2)
At this point, we remind that by using (6), again we have
(29) c f IV(Vii) = V(Voy)l* dx < f (Vuil = Vo) dx.
B (z) B/ (2)

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

(30) f V(u; = 0P dx < ¢ (L~ + AP wy(z, w)),
B} (2)
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with ¢ = ¢(p). Since u; —v; € Wé’p (B# (z)), by Poincaré inequality we conclude that
(31) f [u; — vl dx < cr” (Lr'“ﬁ‘e + A w,(z, u)).
B/ ()
Since both u; and v; are uniformly Holder continuous in B}, (z), for any exponent a € (0, 1), then if
4
u = (u; = vi)(yo)l, say at yo € Bg(z), we get

(32) (i = 03) ()] > |(ui = vi)(Yo)l — holx = yol* = = horg, ~ in By (vo),

B
2hg

considered a universal constant,

1
where 7y := min {ﬁ,( )“} and h is an upper-bound for the Holder norm of u; — v; which can be
i = Villcoa s, (o < IMllcoas,, roymm) + IVlicoa, oy mm)
1 -
<clp,n,x, B, a,liglcoyprm) (”Vu”U’(D;]R”’) + /\”) +c(p, n, l1gllcorpre))™ Ml (B: 2)r7)

1

(33) < Cp, 1,7, B, 0, liglleos o) (IVullore + A7) =t ho.

Since ZhOrg < u, then

u; — vl >

%, in Bu(yo).

From this and (T), we get

p
IBllrg% <c (Lr”**“ﬁ_e + AP w,(z, u)).

1
Ifrg = (%{)) ‘, by substituting the value of ry,
pat? < ch§ (Lr’”’”ﬁ’€ + AP w,(z, u)).
Hence, p should satisfy

< Chénm (Lrn+p+ﬁ—e + AP w,(z, u)) -

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

L L
I"l S C (rl+2(n+p) + rl_ea)r(zl u) 2(n+p) ) .

where C = c(p, n, x, B, €, A, [Vullpo;rm, Igllcorp;rm)- If 7o = §, then similarly from BI) we get
noup
|B1|% % <c (Lr”*’”ﬁ*e + AP w,(z, u)) ,
and then

u< C(r“é + rwy(z, u)).
This completes the proof of (25). o

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

Proposition 4.2. Assume that D is a Cl-smooth domain, 2 < p <oo,andu = (uy, -+ ,Uy) is an almost-
minimizer of | in D, with constant k and exponent p. Also, let v; as the p-harmonic replacement of u; in B} (z),

z € F(u). Then,

34 3 i—o)[ dx<cC P*ﬁ"f mvivd,
(34) L:Zku v))x<1<r [r+BZ|u| x]

@) =1 G Ry

where f* := max{f,0}and C = C(p, n).
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Proof. We define the following auxiliary functions

{ui(x), for xeD\B(),
wi(x) =

(35) min{u;(x), vi(x)}, for x € Bj(2),

which has the properties w; € W' (B} (z)) and w; = u; on dB}(z). By using w = (w1, -+ ,w,) in the
definition of almost-minimizer, u, we have

(36) J (w;Bf (@) < (1 +5r") ] (w; B (2).

We further define the sets G; := {x € B/ (z) : wi(x) # ui(x)} = {x € Bf(z) : vi(x) < u;(x)}. Since
Vw; = Vu; a.e. in Bf (z) \ G;, and Vw; = Vv; a.e. in G;, by (B6), we get

B7)  J(WB/() -] (wB/(2) < fB Y (Ve — Vup) dx < ) fc (Vo = Vi) dx.

roi=1 i=1

Next we claim that

(38) Yy fc IV (Vi) = V(Vo)P d<c ) fc (Yl = [Voil) dx.
i=1 i i=1 i

To establish (38), begin by defining z;(x) := max {u;(x), vi(x)} for x € B;(z). Notably, this function
belongs to W'#(B; (z)), and its trace coincides with v; and u; on 9B (z).
Now, leveraging the p-harmonicity of v;, it is straightforward to observe that:

f IVoilf dx = f IVoilP =2 (Vo; - Vz;) dx.
B} (2) Bf (z)

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

m m
Z f Vu; — VoilP dx < cxr®] (w; B (2)) < CxrP |7 + f Z Veoil? dx
i=1 VGi B () ‘=5

m
< Ckr?|r" +f Z|Vui|p dx|,
Bi(2) i1

where in the last line, we have used the definition of w;, and the p-energy minimality of v;. Finally,
applying the Poincaré inequality to the function (1; — v;)*, gives

m m m
f Yl -0y dx<cr f YV i =) dx < Crer*F |+ f Y Vup d |,
Bi(z) 121 Bi(2) =1 Bl (2) =1

since #; < v; in B} (z) \ G;, and hence V ((1; — v;)*) = x¢, (Vu; — Vu;). This completes the proof. O
Proposition .2 has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that D is a Cl-smooth domain, and 2 < p < oo. Letu = (uy, -+ ,uy) be an
almost-minimizer of | in D, with some constant k and exponent B, and the prescribed Lipschitz boundary
value g € COY(D;R™)). Define v; to be the p-harmonic replacement of u; in Bi(z), z € F(u), and let
v =1(v1,-+-,0p). Then,

(39) “(”" - Z’i)+HLm(B+, @ = Cr“fi_;:,
2

for any € > 0, and the constant C = c(p, n, x, B, €, A, |Vullporm), lIgllcor (o.rm))-

Proof. If u = (u; — vi)(yo), say at yo € G; = {x € B (z) : vi(x) < u;(x)}, then, by the uniform Holder
continuity of u; — v;, for any exponent a € (0,1), and the same arguments of (32) and (33), we get

(ui = 0i)(x) = (ui — v:)(Yo) — holx — yol* = p — hory, in By (y0) NG,
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where hy = C(p,n,x, B, a,, Igllcor (p,rm)) (IqulI (DR + /\%) is the upper-bound for the Holder norm of

1
u; — v;, and also 7y := min {i, (%)’ } Then,

(uj —v)(x) > %, in By, (yo),

and therefore B, (o) C G;. From this and (34), together with the boundary version of (1T) (Remark
23), we get

P
|Bllr6’% < ckr? P (r" + o),

1
for any @ € (0,1), and any € > 0. If rp = (ﬁ)“, by substituting the value of ry, and choosing an
appropriate value of @ < 1 (close enough to 1), we get

5
p < Cr”ﬁ,

for any € > 0, and the constant C = c(p, 1, , B, €, A, [[Vullorm, lI8llcor (p;rm))- Also, for the case o = %,
we will get

This completes the proof. m|

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 C'-smooth domain, xo € D, and 1 < p < co. Let u € W'*(D) be a
non-negative function. Then, there exists c > 0, depending only on p, n, and the reqularity of the domain D,
such that for any r > 0 we have

P
(40) 1 sup v| [Bi(xo) N{u =0} < cf [V(u — o)l dx,
r By (xo)nD B,(x0)ND

where v is the p-harmonic replacement of u in B,(xo) N 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 C!/I-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 C'-smooth domain, and 2 < p <oo. Letu= (uy,- - ,uy) be an almost-
minimizer of ] in D, with constant x and exponent B, the prescribed Lipschitz boundary value g € C*'(D; R™)),

and moreover z € F(u). Then, u has linear growth at z; in other words there exist constants ry and C depending
only on p,n,«, A, [IVullp ey, and ||gllcor p;rmy such that

sup |u| < Cr, forall v < ry.
Bl (2)

Proof. Invoking [@0) with v = v; and u = u;, and applying the estimate (30), yields
p
1
(41) 7 Sup i )B:(Z) N{u; = 0}) < C(r”*ﬁ_e + Ar'w,(z, u)),
B3 (2)
2

for any € > 0; here C = c(p, n, x, €, ||gllcor(p;rm)) (IIVuIIZJ(DﬂRn,) + /\). We claim next that

(42) % sup v; < (2C/\)r17, for any 0 < r < rg, and r¢ small enough.
B (2)
2
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To prove this, by an indirect argument, assume that

1 1
(43) —sup v; > (2CA)r.
"B
Then, () implies
(44) CAw,(z,u) < CrP~¢,

Putting (@4) in (25), and selecting appropriate values of € in (25) and (@4), implies
i i i
(45) It = 0ill o 0 < c(r“w + r“‘*("_*w) < Crlr T,
2
Observing that z € F(u) and considering (@3), we obtain, along with the Harnack inequality,

5
supv; < C inf v; < Cr'H T,
+
B*% @) B% ()

which, for sufficiently small ry, contradicts @3) and establishes claim @2). This in turn implies the
linear growth of v; at z, i.e.
(46) 0 <ovi(x) <2QCA)[x—z|,  for xeBf o
2

Now, we are ready to complete the proof. In the set {#; < v}, the linear growth of u; is the direct
consequence of @d). So, assume that we are in the set {i; — v; > 0}. Then, by using the estimate ©9),
and choosing € < 8, we get

@ 6= 0y < G5 < C,

or, equivalently
0 < ui(x) < Cr + [[villp=(s: ) ,

for any x € {u; — v; > 0}. Finally, recall (46) to get the linear growth of u; 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 LT} Proposition L2} Corollary
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)NdD. It is important to highlight that these points were the only gap in the previous
sections concerning up-to-boundary Lipschitz reqularity. 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 C'*-smooth
domain, and 2 < p < co. Let u : D — R™ be an almost-minimizer of | in D with the prescribed boundary
value g € C*(D; R™). Then, u is up-to-boundary Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Let u be an almost-minimizer of | in D, with some constant k¥ < ko and exponent . For an
arbitrary point xg € {Ju| > 0}, in order to estimate |Vu(xo)|, we argue as follows.

Let rg be given by Theorem[4.5), and define
d := dist (xo, F(u)),
and consider the following two cases:

Case I: (d < %ro)
Choose 1o € dB4(xo) N F(u). Then, according to Theorem F.7] (see also Remark [.6)), we have

[u(x)| < Clx — yol < Cd,
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for any x € B;(xo). Now, the scaled function uy(x) := M, satisfying |uy| < C, will be an almost-

minimizer of the functional
m
v fz IVoilP + Adx,
i=1

over By N (D — x;) with the constant xdf and exponent . By virtue of a modified boundary version
of Corollary[3.2] which can be easily established (see also Remark[2.5), we obtain that

IVu(xo)l = [Vua(0)l < C,

where C depends only on p, m, n, Ko?‘g, B, A, IIVully orm), 1gllcor (p,;rmy, and the regularity of the domain
D.

CaseII: (d > %ro)
In this case, |Vu(xg)| is uniformly bounded by considering the Remark [2.5] and arguing similar to
Case II in the proof of Theorem [l m
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