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Abstract

In this work we establish the optimal Lipschitz regularity for non-negative almost mini-
mizers of the one-phase Bernoulli-type functional

o, Q) = / (CUVU]) + X(usoy) da

where 2 C R™ is a bounded domain and G : [0,00) — [0,00) is a Young function with G’ =
g satisfying the Lieberman’s classical conditions. Moreover, of independent mathematical
interest, we also address a Hoder regularity characterization via Campanato-type estimates
in the context of Orlicz modulars, which is new for such a class of non-standard growth
functionals.
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1 Introduction and main result

In this manuscript we deal with one-phase problems driven by the G—energy functionals, with
G a suitable function with non-polynomial growth. Specifically, we study nonnegative almost
minimizers for one-phase Bernoulli-type functional as follows

Jo(u, ) = / (G(Vul) + X(usoy) da

where 2 C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain and G : [0,00) — [0,00) is a Young function with
G’ = g satisfying

tg'(t)
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< g0 for some constants 1<0<gyp<oo (Lieberman’s condition).
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In our research, almost minimizers mean that we will consider functions 0 < u € WS(Q) such
that for some 8 > 0 and constant x > 0 it holds that

(1.2) Ja(u, Bo(2)) < (1 + k1) Jc (v, By ()

for any ball B,.(z) such that B,(z) C Q and any v € WHG(B,(z)) such that v = u on dB,(x) in
the sense of traces (see Definition 27 and Subsection 2:2] for more details).

Particularly, in this framework, we address optimal local Lipschitz regularity for such class of
almost minimizers, where the corresponding estimate depends only on universal parameters

[Vul poe ) < C(6, go, Y, B,k)G" (1 —|—/ G (|Vul) dw) for any Q' cc Q.
)

We must highlight that the functional Jg is a natural generalization of the classical one-phase
(Bernoulli type) p—energy functional, which corresponds to the choice of G(t) = %tp (for each

€ (1,00) fixed). We will denote by J, such functional.

Additionally, in the current literature, see e.g. [36], almost minimizers have been interpreted
as a sort of minimizers of “perturbed functionals”. For instance, one can consider the functional
with regional structure (which is quite similar to certain functionals arising in phase transitions
for nonlinear nonlocal models - see [17])

(1.3) Ta(,9) = Ja(u,2) + // By u(y) — u(:)dydz

where ®(y,z) = p(y)p(z) with p(x) = O(u(z)), and © : R — [0,1] fulfils © = 0 for x < 0.
Moreover, the potential ¥ : R — [0, 1] satisfies ¥ = 0 for 2 € (—o0, 0]
Now, if we define the ¥, —convolution as

@02 = ([ @)Wty - u(z)dydz,
QxQ
then ([3) turns out to be

Ja(,0) = Jolu, @) + 500y, 2) = Vuly, 2).

Then, we verify that

jG (u, Q) S j(}(’u,, Q)

On the other hand, it is easy to see
N 1 1
Ja(u, Q) < (1 + §wnr"> Ja(u, Q) < (1 + §wnr"> Ja (v, Q),

for any v € WHS(B,(z)) such that v = u on dB,(z). In short, a minimizer for the “perturbed
functional” Jq (u, Q) be revealed to be an almost minimizer for the G—energy functional Jg (u, €2)
for appropriated choices of constants 8 and k. Therefore, it becomes a necessary task to work
with almost minimizers instead of minimizers because of the impossibility of dealing with weak
solutions of certain discontinuous functionals in certain general frameworks.

Regarding to minimizers in the linear setting, in Alt and Caffarelli’s seminal paper [3] concern-
ing regularity minimizers to one-phase Bernoulli energy functional given by

o1, Q) = /Q ([Vul? + X usoy) do



it is established the locally Lipschitz regularity estimates. Moreover, it can be shown that mini-
mizers J2(ug, ) = In/Cin J2(u, Q) are solutions of the following free boundary problem

Aug(z) = 0 in {up>0}NN
(1.4) |Vug| = V2 on {ug>0}NQ
u(z) = g(x) on ON.

in an appropriate distributional sense.

The natural motivations to investigate such a class of free boundary problems of Bernoulli type
(T4 comes from the analysis of cavities and jets type problems, see e.g. [12] Section 1.1]. Another
relevant models also arise in combustion theory [6], optimal design problems [50], optimization
problems with constrained volume [2], shape optimization problems [8], [9] and [I0] and phase
transitions [47], [48] and [51] just to mention a few scenarios.

Over the past few decades, there has been extensive literature exploring this research topic,
particularly in the context of both single and two-phase problems, most notably the celebrated
viscosity approach to the associated free boundary developed by Caffarelli in the series of trail-
blazing works [13], [14] and [I5]. We must refer the reader to [28], [31] and [52] for comprehensive
modern essays on the subject.

Minimizers of the functional 7, have been also considered by Danielli and Petrosyan in [21],
in which the regularity of the free boundary near flat points was addressed. Recently, Lipschitz
estimates of the minimizers of the functional 7, has been addressed by DiPierro and Karakhanyan
in [37], where the authors also supplied the proof of the Lipschitz regularity when p = 2 without
making use of monotonicity formulaes.

We must also recall Martinez-Wolanski’s work [46], which consider the optimization problem
of minimizing

Ton(w.9) = [ (G176 + Xepunoy) do

in the class W6 (Q) with u—go € Wy (), for a bounded function ¢o > 0 and A > 0. The authors
prove that solutions to the optimization problem are locally Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, such
solutions satisfy the corresponding free boundary problem of Bernoulli-type, thereby extending the
Alt-Caffarelli’s results for the scenario of Orlicz-Sobolev framework. Additionally, they address
the Caffarelli’s classification scheme: flat and Lipschitz free boundaries are locally C1® for some
a(universal) € (0,1). In [7] the authors extend these results to quasilinear singular/degenerate
operators in the nonhomogeneous setting (i.e. with a nonzero right hand side).

Furthermore, viscosity approaches for one-phase problems driven by the p—Laplace and p(x)—Laplace
operators has been developed in [44] and [40] respectively. Additionally, in [20], the authors ob-
tain the Lipschitz regularity of viscosity solutions of one-phase problems with non-homogeneous
degeneracy (fully nonlinear operators with double phase signature) and some regularity properties
of their free boundaries were addressed.

Now coming back to the setting of almost minimizers, we observe that since almost minimizers
only fulfill a variational inequality, see (L2)), but not a proper PDE, the main obstacle in facing
their regularity properties is the lack of a monotonicity formula as minimizers do (cf. [3]). In this
regard, it seems to be challenging to derive such techniques to the setting almost minimizers (cf.
[23] and [22] for related topics). In particular, in the quite recent article [34], De Silva and Savin
developed a non-variational approach, based on Harnack-type inequality, for profiles that do not
necessarily satisfy an infinitesimal equation.

We highlight that almost minimizers of [J> were widely investigated recently by several authors.
In effect, we must cite the David et al’ work [23], where by developing an original approach
combining techniques from potential theory and geometric measure theory, the authors obtain
uniform rectifiability of the free boundary and, in the one-phase scenario, the corresponding C'*
almost everywhere regularity. Therefore, the Alt-Caffarelli’s classical results in [3] were extended



to the framework of almost minimizers. We refer the reader to [22] for generalizations concerning
variable coefficients. Moreover, the analysis of the semilinear scenario with variable coefficients

Fry(v; ) = /((A(x)VU,VU) +qr ()" +q_ (v ))dz, for 0<y<1 and g4 >0,
Q

where A is a matrix with Holder continuous coefficients was explored in [29], thereby proving sharp
gradient estimates.

In [33], using non-variational techniques, De Silva and Savin provided a different approach from
that of [23] and [24] to deal with almost minimizers of J» and their free boundaries. Precisely,
based on ideas developed by them in [34], they showed that almost minimizers of J> are viscosity
solutions in a more general sense. Once this was confirmed, the regularity of the free boundary
for almost minimizers follows by applying the De Silva’s techniques first developed in [30].

Recently, Dipierro et al in [36] obtained a Lipschitz continuity result to nonnegative almost

2—"}<p<oo.

minimizers for the nonlinear framework, namely for [, in By, in the case max {1, P~

Precisely, there exists a universal constant C = C(p,n, 8, k) > 0 such that

IVull e (5, 0y < C (1 + lullwrngs))

Additionally, u is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in a neighborhood of contact set {u = 0}. In
effect, the authors’ approach was strongly inspired by the method introduced by De Silva and
Savin in [33]. In their setting, the main obstacles faced in are concerned the lack of linearity
and the loss of exact descriptions of p—harmonic profiles in terms of mean value properties. To
overcome such complication, the authors exploit some regularity estimates available in the classical
literature.

For the vectorial scenarios we must quote the following contributions:

1. For a singular system with free boundary, De Silva et al in [32] study the regularity properties
of vector-valued almost minimizers of the functional

J2(u; D) = /D (IVu(z)|® + 2|u|) dz,

which is strongly related to a version of the classical obstacle problem (see [41]).

2. For the weakly coupled vectorial p—Laplacian, given constant A > 0 and a bounded Lipschitz
domain D € R™ (for n > 2), Shahgholian et al in [5, Theorem 1.1] address local optimal
Lipschitz estimates for almost minimizers of

Tp(v;D) = / Z [Vui(z) [P + Axgv|>0y(@)dz, (for 1 <p < oo),
D=1

where v = (v1,--- ,v), and m € N.

Taking into account the above results, we will derive uniform Lipschitz estimates for a general
class of almost minimizers of functionals with non-standard growth. Even if our approach is
inspired by the works [33] and [36], we highlight that the non-homogeneous nature of our functional
entails several difficulties that add to the nonlinear character of the problem already present in
the p—Laplace case. The lack of sharp embedding results and the hard task of handling modulars
and norms (for instance when applying Holder’s inequality) are two of these challenges which are
successfully tackled in this manuscript, together with the general technical difficulty of dealing
with general behavior different from a power and hence not necessarily homogeneous.

Another gap that we needed to fill was the absence of Campanato-type results dealing with
modulars instead of norms. We consider this point to be of independent mathematical interest,



as the results proved here (see Appendix) may be useful in other contexts that pertain regularity
in Orlicz-Sobolev settings.

The main regularity result of this proposal is the following (see Section [2 for details on the
hypothesis):

Theorem 1.1. Let G : [0,00) — [0,00) be a Young function such that g = G’ is convex and

satisfies ([CI) with
n(d+1)

n—(0+1)
Let u € WHS(Q) be an almost minimizer of Jo with exponent 3 > 0 and constant k > 0. Then,
u is Lipschitz continuous in the interior of Q. Moreover, for any Q' CC  one has

> go + 1.

[Vl gy < CG™F (1 + | G(|Vu|) dw) for any Q' cc Q.
Q

where C = C(6, go, Y, B, k) > 0.

We stress that the nonlinear setting driven by Jg(u,2) provides further technical obstacles,
e.g. the sum of two weak solutions is no longer a weak solution. Therefore, it plays an essential
role to develop a theory of g—harmonic replacements for our nonlinear scenario to overcome such
complications.

Furthermore, we point out that the regularity results in this work do not follow from the nowa-
days classical literature from calculus of variations for operators with Orlicz-Sobolev structure:
Indeed, the integrand of the G—energy functional has a discontinuous signature, instead, the non-
standard growth scenarios that dealt with continuous integrand or even Lipschitz continuous one,
see e.g. [1] and [45] for such related topic.

Concerning the strategy of the proof of Theorem [[LT} a dichotomy result is the main step
to establishing the optimal Lipschitz continuity. In effect, the dichotomy property ensures that
either the average of the G—energy of an almost minimizer to Jg decreases in a suitable ball or
the Luxemburg norm between its gradient and a fixed vector becomes sufficiently small in a proper
sense.

Summarizing, either the average of the G—energy of an almost minimizer decreases in a smaller
domain, or the almost minimizer is close enough to a linear profile (with good a priori estimates).
Once this dichotomy is proved, the next step is to show that one of such alternatives might be
improved. Precisely, it will hold a kind of geometric improved of flatness, namely, if an almost
minimizer is close to (in the sense of the average of the G—energy) a suitable linear profile, in a
ball, then it will be closer to a possibly other linear profile in a smaller ball. Therefore, by iterating
such a reasoning, together with the dichotomy property, provides the desired Lipschitz regularity
of almost minimizers to Jgq,

Finally, in our scenario, we need to show that the sum of G—harmonic replacements solve an
equation for which C1:® estimates hold. In effect, this holds true using a linearization strategy,
together with the assumptions of the dichotomy. The main difficulty appears in the proof of the
improvement of dichotomy’s second alternative. The original strategy to solve such an obstacle
strongly relies on De Silva-Savin’s work [33], where the authors often use harmonic replacements
as competitors. This property holds, for harmonic replacements allowing achieve estimates for the
average of their energy, exploiting Schauder estimates instead of gradient estimates.

Some extensions and further comments

We will present a number of interesting building-block models in which our results work as well.

1. Models arising of non-autonomous functionals:

First, by considering the quantitative results (e.g. regularity estimates, Harnack inequality,
see references below) we can to deal with the following model cases:



e Problems with (p&q)—growth.

ug + Wol’p(Q) S W (7'/,0(337 VU)) + X{w>0}) dr,
Q

as long as the integrand #, enjoys an appropriate double phase type structure
Loew o Liga Loew o L
Ly —[€lP + =€l ) < Hol(w, &) < La- [ —[€1P +—[¢]7 ),
p q p q

where 0 < L1 < Ly < o0 and 1 < p < ¢ < oo, which make possible to access available
existence/regularity results for weak solutions. We recommend to reader see the series
of fundamental manuscripts [4], [19], [25] , [26] and [27] for related topics.

e Problems with Uhlenbeck’s type structure.
We also stress that our approach is particularly refined and quite far-reaching in order
to be employed in other classes of problems. Indeed,

We can also extended our results for Musielak—Orlicz Spaces with non-homogeneous
term as follow (see [35] §2.3])

uo + WhH9(Q) s v H/ ((z, Vo)) + X{u>0y) da
Q

for (x,&) — ¢(x,]¢]) with particular structure, including;:
v p—growth, i.e., o(z, |t]) = %|t|p;
v Orlicz growth, i.e., o(z, [t|) = G(|¢]);
k
v Multi phase growth, i.e., p(z, [t]) = %|t|p + Z ai(a:)ql|t|q for < a; € C*1(Q);
i=1

3

just to mention a few, (see [I8] and [43] Section 2]).
In this case, ¢ must satisfy the Uhlenbeck’s structure: for constants 1 < p < ¢ < oo

t"(z,) < max {¢; — 1}.

. . 1 2 _
t— p(r,t) isin  C([0,00))NC*((0,00)) and p—1< S SR

2. Models with generalized doubly degenerate growth.

Finally, we may consider a wide class of nonlinear degenerate models with non standard
growth properties (cf. [T1], and [I8] for a survey). An archetypical example we have in mind
concerns models of the form

JG6 n(u, Q) 5=/Q(gG,H($,|VU|)+X{u>o})dw

where

Gau(z,€) = G(|¢]) + a(@)H(|¢]) with 0<ae C®(Q),

for Young functions G,H : [0,00) — [0,00) with G,H € Ay NVy, G < H < G5, and
satisfying the Lieberman’s condition: there exist constants cq, ¢, cu, ¢y > 1 such that

1G/(t) HH/ ()

< for all ¢ .
<0 0 <cy fora >0

co < <cg and cy <

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section[2lwe present the preliminary definitions
and results that will be needed throughout the paper; Section [ is devoted to the proof of the
most important technical results of the paper, namely Lemmas Bl and B3 and, as a consequence,
the crucial interior gradient estimate in Corollary 3.4l In Section ] we prove the main result of
this paper, i.e. Theorem [[LJ1 Finally, the Appendix contains the proof of the Campanato-type
regularity result that is used in Corollary B4l summarized in Theorem



2 Preliminaries

In this section we present some preliminary definitions and results that will be used in the proofs
of the main results of the manuscript. We start with some basic facts regarding Young functions
and Orlicz-Sobolev spaces; these are rather well known but we include them for the sake of
completeness.

2.1 Young functions
An application G: [0,00) — [0,00) is said to be a Young function if it admits the integral

¢
representation G(t) = / g(7)dr, where g is a right continuous function defined on [0, 00) and
0

satisfying:

g(0) =0, g(t)>0fort>0,
¢ is nondecreasing on (0, 00),
tlim g(t) = oo.

—00

From these properties it is easy to see that a Young function G is continuous, nonnegative,
strictly increasing and convex on [0,00). Further, we recall that we may extend g to the whole
R in an odd fashion: for ¢t < 0 g(t) = —g(—t). And we may (and will) assume without loss of
generality that G(1) = G~!(1) = 1. Note that G is strictly increasing and hence G~! is well
defined.

In this work we will consider the class of Young functions such that g = G’ is an absolutely
continuous function that satisfies the condition

tg'(t)
(2.1) 0 < < 9o

g(t)
for some constants 1 < § < gg. This condition was first considered in the seminal work of G.
Lieberman [45] and is the analogous to the ellipticity condition in the linear theory. For our
purposes, we will make the (rather standard assumption) that

(2.2) (0+1)*>go+1

n(d+1)

(1) We will also assume

where (0 + 1)* is the Sobolev conjugate of (§ + 1), i.e. (6 4+1)* =
that
g is convex.

This last assumption is analogous to the degenerate setting in the homogeneous problem, i.e. the
case where p > 2.
Equation (ZI)) implies that that G satisfies

~

—~

t)
(t)

this condition is equivalent to ask G and G to satisfy the Ay condition or doubling condition, i.e.,

9

(2.3) §+1< <go+1;

P

(2.4) G(2t) < 2911G(1),  G(2t) < 2'T3G(t),

where the complementary function of a Young function G is the Young function G defined as
G(t) = sup{ta — G(a): a > 0}.

The doubling condition allow us to split sums as

(2.5) G(a +b) < 29°(G(a) + G(b)).



Moreover, integrating (2.3) we have that
(2.6) ot <G <Ot ifo<t<1

T <G <ttt if > 1.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the lack of homogeneity is a serious technical difficulty in
our context. The following lemma gives the alternatives that hold in this scenario; its proof is
elementary so we omit it.

Lemma 2.1. For 6 € [0,1] andt >0
G(ot) < 0G(1),

and for 0> 1 andt >0
G(0t) > 0G(t).

More generally, for any, 6,t >0
(2.7) G(t) min{95+1,990+1} < G(6t) < Q1) max{95+1,9g0+1}7
(28) G_l(t) min {65741’1 s eﬁ} S G_l(et) S G_l(t) max {6@717990%} '

2.2 Orlicz-Sobolev spaces

Given a Young function G and a bounded open set Q C R™, we consider the spaces L%(€) and
WHG(Q) defined as follows:

LE(Q) = {u:R—R measurable such that ®gq(u) < oo}
WG (Q) = {ue L%Q) suchthat g o(|Vu|) < oo}

where the modular ®¢ q(u) stands for

(I)G_’Q(’UJ) = / G(|u|)da¢
Q
These spaces are endowed with the so-called Luxemburg norm defined as follows:
[ull Lo = inf {/\ >0: Pag (;) < 1}

and
llullwrc) = llullLe) + IVull L)

In general, it is easy to see that

_1 1
(2'9) Hw”LG(Q) < max {‘I)Gyg (w) 90+L (I)G,Q (w) B}Fl } .

2.3 Technical results concerning g—harmonic functions

The notion of g—harmonic function will of course be of great importance in our work; In effect,
g—harmonic functions are weak solutions of the equation Ajv = 0 where A, is the g—Laplacian
operator given by

Ayv = div (g(|VU|)&) .

[V
More precisely, we will be interested in unique weak solutions of the Dirichlet problem
Agv = 0 in Q
(2.10) { v = h on 09



Such weak solutions can be constructed as minimizers of the energy functional v — / G(|Vul|) dz

(with fixed Dirichlet boundary condition) via the Direct Method of the Calculus of \?ariations.

The following proposition will be used, its proof is contained in the Lieberman’s fundamental
work [45] Section 5]. Before stating it, we recall that a constant will be called universal if it
depends only on n,d and go (and eventually 8 or x in Definition 277)); multiplicative constants will
be denoted by C' and in the proofs they may change from line to line.

Proposition 2.2. Let v € WYY(Bg) be a g—harmonic function. Then,

1. there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for any x € Bg/o

(2.11) sup G (|Vy|) < C][ G (|Vv]) dx
Bpr/a(x) r/2(T)

2. there exist universal constants C > 0 and o € (0,1) such that

(2.12) osc |Vu| < Csup | V| (ﬁ) , 0<p<R.
B, Br R

Remark 2.3. The estimates in Proposition (2.2)) still hold under the more general assumption that
v satisfies div(A(x)Vv) = 0 with z — A(z) satisfying the structural condition:

D) 29Uz
MR

M z|

[€° < A(z)g - € < j€1°.

See [45] for details.

Another important concept that will be used is that of harmonic replacement in a ball, which
roughly speaking is the g—harmonic that coincides with a given function on the boundary of a
ball:

Definition 2.4. The g—harmonic replacement of a function v € W% (Q) in B,(z) is the unique
g—harmonic function v € W1%(B,.(z)) that coincides with u on dB,.(z) in the sense of traces, i.e.
the unique weak solution of (ZI0) with Q = B,(x) and h = u.

The following technical lemmas will be used later: the first one is a bound on the energy of
difference between and function and its g—harmonic replacement and the other one is needed to
ensure the desired ellipticity (in the sense of Remark 2.3)) so that interior estimates apply:

Lemma 2.5. Let G a Young function satisfying 1) and such that G' = g is a convex function,
u € WHC(B,) and v the g—harmonic replacement of u in B,.. Then the following inequality holds
for a universal constant C > 0

G(|Vu —Vu|)dx < C G(|Vu|) = G(|Vv]) dz
B, B,
Proof. As v is a weak solution of Aju = 0, we know that

(2.13) /B (|Vv|)| |V<pda:—0

™

for all ¢ € Wy "9(B,).
We consider the following convex combination

u®(x) = su(x) + (1 — s)v(x) 0<s<1



Observe that u0 = v and u! = u. Now using that v — v € W% (Q) and ZI3), we have

G(|Vul) = G(IVo)dz = [ G(IVu']) - G(|Vu’]) dz
B, B,

- [ ([ se0vwnas)
:/ (/Olg(IVusl)|v S| V(u—v)d5> da
/ /01 (9 |v :| 9(IVv I)IV |> V(u — v) ds da.

Next, note that u®(z) — v(z) = su(z) — sv(x) = s(u(x) — v(z)); then using that

a b
(g<|a|>m - g<|b|>m) V(- b) > OG(Ja—b)

for a constant C = C(d) > 0 (see [16, Lemma 3.1] for a proof) and ([2.7) the last above term is
bounded in the following way

/é/ol <g<'V“5'>|§ZS| 9(Ivv |)|v |> V(' —v)dsdz > C/;%/B G(IVu* — Vo)) dz ds

890+{
> C/ G(|Vu — Vv|) dzds
& oo
> —
Z woF1 TG(|VU Voul) dx
and the desired inequality follows. O

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢ € R™ and |h(z)| < Izil. If ?(z) = g(|z|)ﬁ for a Young function satisfying

&I and
1
- / DF (q + th(z)) dt
0
then
2.14) A 6p < ageg ¢ < A%
for any £ € R™\ {0} and for some constants 0 < X\ < A depending only on ¢ and go.

Proof. We start by computing D?: ifi£j

DF,(:)=D ( o1z |) — 1025 - 9023

while

DF(2) =D (502 ) = =02 +atll) (- 25 ).

E

10



Then,

@ef:E:@ﬂm%%—<Hfﬁ)@@+§j( ()25 +00eh (5 - 25 ) ) &

i£]
—§j( (I2) - )%fﬁé eDleP
i#]

@WD—QW‘)fL< e ¢ 9D

2 IZI

This implies

o> [ olasma)aig? =g (1)1 >0 (f )|5|2>A9|("|1')|§|2

where A := 217996, and we have used that |q + th(x)| > L4l 1y hypothesis, that ¢ is increasing
and the doubling condition for g. This gives the lower bound on (214).
Similarly, we find that

¥ < (HEL o (e - L2 ) 162 = (D

E

and

w
NE
O

now with A := (%)go_l go, this time using that |g + th(z)] <

2.4 Almost minimizers

In this section we give the rigorous definition of an almost minimizer and show that they satisfy
a nice scaling property:

Definition 2.7. A function u € W1%(Q) is an almost minimizer of Jg with exponent 8 > 0 and
constant k > 0 if

1. w>0a.e. in Q;

2. for any ball B,(x) such that B,(x) C Q and any v € W% (B,.(x)) such that v = u on B,.(z)
in the sense of traces (i.e. v —u € W'“(B,(z))) it holds that

Jo(u, Br(x)) < (1+ m"B)jg(v, B,.(x)).

Almost minimizers satisfy the following scaling property:

Lemma 2.8. If u € WYY(By) is an almost minimizer of Jg in By with exponent B > 0 and
constant k and 0 < r < 1 then u,(z) := @ is an almost minimizer of Jg in By, with exponent

B> 0 and constant rP k.
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Proof. Assume u is an almost minimizer of Jg in By with exponent 8 > 0 and constant k. Let
Z € By, and p > 0 be such that B,(z) C By, and v € Wh%(B,(Z)) such that v = u, on B,(z)
in the sense of traces.

Denoting § = r& we have

B,(%) C Bijy = Boy(§) C B, € 0B,,(5) = ; € 0B,(1).

Then, by hypothesis

when = € 0B,,(y) and therefore

o, Bry@)) < (14 w(rp) )6 (10 (%) . Bro(@) -

But changing variables we have that

To(w, Bry(7)) = / (V) + xqusoy dy
By, (9)

— " /B N G(I\Vu(re)]) + Xqusoy (re) da

:rﬂ/ G(|VUT|) +X{ur>0} dx
By (%)
=r"Ja (ur, B,(T))
and a similar computation can be done to show that
e (rv (=) Bro@)) = 1" T (v, By(x)

and get the desired inequality. O

3 Dichotomy lemmas

In this section we prove the main technical results needed in the proof of Theorem [[LT1 We being
with the following dichotomy lemma:

Lemma 3.1. There exists o € (0,1) such that for every 0 < e < ey there exist n € (0,1), M > 1
and oy € (0,1) depending on €,n,8 and go such that: if o < oo, a > M, u € WHS(By) and the
following inequality holds for all v € WG (By) such that v =u on OB :

Ja(u,B1) < (14 0)Jc(v, By)

then, if we denote

(3.1) Gla) ::][ G(|Vul) da
B,
the following dichotomy holds: either
a
. < Z
(3:2) ]i G(|Vu|)dx_G(2)
or
(3.3) ]l G(IVu — qf) dz < G(ea)
B,

12



where ¢ € R™ verifies

(3.4) G <éG (%)) < lq| < Coa.

Proof. Let v be the g—harmonic replacement of v in B;. We start by computing, with the aid of
Lemma 2.5 and the definition of almost minimizer,

G(|[Vu—WVo|)dz <C | (G(|Vu]) = G(|Vv])) dz
B; B

< ([ 6vuD s o - GOV de
B

—=C (j@(u,Bl) - /B G(|Vv|)d:c)
(

/ G(|Vv|)dz + [{v >0} N Bl|> +[{v>0}n Bl|)
B

1

o/Bl G(|Vv|)d:v+1>
<C <a/B G(Vu]) de + 1> ,

the last inequality owing to the fact that v minimizes the energy. Taking average and recalling

BI) we have

<C

][ G(|Vu = Vo) dz < C(oG(a) + 1).
B1
On the other hand, if we fix # € By, by [II) in Proposition 22 we have

G(Vo(@))) < sup G(IVo]) sc]é  GlIvey < c][ G(|Vul) dy < OG(a)

B (x) B,
1

]

so that
(3.5) G (JVv|) < CG(a) in By .

Further, if we denote ¢ = Vuv(0), and recall (ZI2)) in Proposition 2:2] we have

][ G(|Vv — q|) dx S][ G (C (g) sup|Vv|) dx
By By, 2 B%
a~ 0+1
< <C (g) > ][ G | sup|Vv| | dx
2 By B%

= Cpethg (sup |Vv|)
Py

G(|Vv —q|) dz < Cp*tYG(a) for all n <

and by (3.3

N =

By

13



Now, using the Ay condition (see ([2.4))),

][G|Vu—q| v < C <]£

=J34+737

G(|Vu — Vo)) d:c—i—][ G(|Vv —q|)d )

These two terms are bounded using the previous estimates:

1
J< — G(|[Vu — Vu|)dx < g(UG(a)—I—l).
|B77| Bq nn
and
33 < Cp*0*tDG(a).
So we get
(3.6) ]l G(|Vu — q|) dz < Cnp~"0G(a) + Cp~" 4+ CG(a)n*+V
BTI
and
(3.7) ][ G(|Vul) dz < Cn~"0G(a) + Cp~" + CC(a)n"@ D) 4+ CG(Jq]).

n

Next, we choose o = n"*!
Cn"oG(a) + Cn~" 4+ CG(a)n*®*tY = CnG(a) + Cn~" 4+ CG(a)n*®+Y
and a such that
(3.8) CnG(a) +Cn~" 4+ CG(a)n*C®*tY < G(ea).
The inequality (8] holds if

Cn—"
-1
a>G (agf)“ —Cn—Cno‘(‘”l))'

(Note that the denominator is positive if 7 is small enough.) Then,

]é G(|Vul) dz < G(ea) + CG(|q).

n

Next we split the two possible cases; if

s (2o(2)
][ G(Ivul)de < 26 (2) < 252+1G(§) <a(d)

which is the first alternative in the Lemma.

On the other hand, if
1 a
—1 — -
al> G (CG (4))

]l G(|Vu — ¢q|) de < G(ea).
B

n

making £ < 1/4 we get

then by (B.6])

Noting that (X)) implies the bound on |g| we finish the proof.

14



Remark 3.2. Using the Ay condition (see in particular (Z7)) we can replace (83) by
(3.9) ][ G(IVu — gf) do < £+1G(a).
B,
The following lemma can be seen as an improvement of the previous one in the case where ¢

and o are (universally) small enough.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < ag < a1 and G a Young function satisfying 21) such that G' = g is a
conver function. Let u € WHY(By) with u > 0 and:

jG(uv Bl) S (1 + O')jG(U, Bl)
for all v € WHS(By) such that v =u on By. Define G(a) be as in 1) and assume
ap <a<ai.

Assume also that
][ G(IVu — q) de < G (a) ™+
B

for e small enough with g € R™ satisfying

(3.10) Gt (éG (%)) < lql < 2Coa

with Cy given in (34).
Then there exist universal constants g, o, 7 € (0,1) such that if e < g9 and o < ¢oG(e) then

][ G(|Vu — |) dz < r*O+tDG(a)eH?

"

where ¢ € R™ verifies
_0+1

Cgo+1

Proof. Let © be the g—harmonic replacement of u in By, and define

v =10 in Bl/27
v=1u in By \ Bys.
Since v € W% (B;) and v = u on 9B we have

Ja(u, Byj2) + Ja(u, Br \ Bij2) = Ja(u, Br)
< Ja(v, B1) + oJa(v, By)
= Ja(v, Byj2) + Ja(v, B1 \ Byj2) + 0Ja (v, By).

lg—q| < Ce™a where T

SO
Ja(u, Byj2) < Ja(v, Byj2) + 0Ja (v, By).

Now using the definition of Jg on the previous inequality we have

G(|Vul)dz + [{u > 0} N By s] < / G(IVol) de + |Byjs| + 0.Jc(v, Br)
B2 B2

and hence

/ G(|Vul) = G(|Vv|) dx < |By | = {u > 0} N By jo| + 0Ja (v, By).
B2

15



Using Lemma 2.5 the fact that
|Bija| — [{u >0} N By o = [{u =0} N By
and that

t%@J%MQL(XWMMx+Bﬂéum«%®+U

we arrive at the following inequality:
(3.11) / G(|Vu — Vu|)dr < Co(G(a) + 1) + [{u= 0} N Byl
Bys

Next we will prove that
(3.12) [{u=0}N B, <CeY
for some v € (0,1). We start out by defining

(z):=q-z+0b

:_éﬂ@ﬂx

]il(u(:v)—[(:v)) dac:—]glq-:vdxzo.

fkwm—umwx:w—oa
B

with
Notice that
Denote

we have by Poincaré inequality
(3.13) lu—1—(u— [)BlHLG(Bl) = |ju— [”LG(Bl) <C|V(u~— [)HLG(Bl)'

Now, we want to use the fact that
][ G(|Vu — g|) dz < CG (a) e
B

so we need to compare modulars and norms. Applying (Z9) to w = V(u —[) and using the
previous inequality we have

(3.14) [V(u—10)rem,) < Ce"G(a)mTT.
and by BI3)

w— 1| aip,y < CeTG(a)T.
(B1)

Next, we point out that if we denote [T := min{0, [} then [~ < |u — I| and hence
- |u—1|
G|(—)<G
( A ) - ( A )

1
(3.15) TNl Loy < lu—1les,) < Ce™G(a)o .

and we get

16



Next, we claim that

1

(3.16) ((z) > &G (a) 70T

in By, for sufficiently small ¢ and some constant ¢. Let us denote

1

o= G(a)wFT

to ease notation and suppose that ([3.16) does not hold, i.e. for any c there exists x9 € By, such
that
[(zo) < co.

Since l(xg) = q - o + b and hence

l(x)—be [#, %}

this yields

lq|
p— 2
co > 9
or
(3.17) co + % > b.

Let

tq 6 7
Bi={az=—"%4+nte|-, - B
e =g rnee[gig]omemnt
so that, in particular, B C Bj.
Now, for x € B and using (3.17)

g 6 1 1
l(z) = —t : b — - = —lgq| =co — =
() lal +n-q+b<co+ 5 —clal+ glal = co— Zlal
but then BI0) gives
1 1 o
[ e R et (—)
(x) <co 5 (C 3
from which we get the bound
[((E) < co — 6—40'.

which taking ¢ > 0 small enough gives [(x) < —Co for a positive constant C. Inserting this into

BI5) gives

"o > |7 ]|ze(my) > ICol e

which is a contradiction if € > 0 is small enough. Therefore (310 must hold.
The next step of the proof is divided into two cases according to the embedding properties of
Orlicz-Sobolev spaces (see [II, Sections 8.27-8.35]). First, if

[0

1
ritw

we consider the the Sobolev conjugate of G

(G (t) = /O S

T THh
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Then, we have that
lu=Ulre () < ClIV(u =Dl

(here we have also used (BI3])) which combined with (BI4) gives
lu = tl6° () < CCa) w7
On the other hand, (B16) gives that

G Z CG((J,)ﬁ |{’LL — 0} N B1/2|1/(5+1)*

1
1712 (B = ¢Ga) T X {u=0}nB, .|

and putting both inequalities together we obtain
cG(a) T |{u = 0} N By | /C+D" < Ce™CG(a) 7T

or
uw=0}nN < Ce T =0t
|{ 0} Bl/2| < C T(6+41) C 6+1_y
which is B12) with v =7(6 +1)* — (§ + 1) > 0 (being positive owing to (Z.2))).

The second case is when - .
G (7
/ T (1 ) dr < o0,
1 ritw

in which the Morrey-type embedding holds and (again using Poincaré)
sup [u — [| < C[|V(u — | rc(s,)
By

so that

sup|u —I| < CETG(a)WIH.

1

But then, using again (3.16]), we have that in By,

EG(a)W1+1 —u<l—u<suplu—1I < CETG(a)ﬁ

B,

so that, for z € By /s
G(a)ﬁ (¢ —Ce™) <u(x)

which means that u(z) > 0 if £ > 0 is small enough. In this case

and (312 is therefore proved.
With the aid of B12]), (BII) reads

(3.18) / G(|[Vu — Vo)) dz < Co(Gla) + 1) + Coe® e,
B2

This readily implies, using (2.5) and the hypothesis, that

/ G(|Vv —¢|)dz < C (/ G(|Vu—Q|)d3:+/ G(|Vu—Vv|)dx>
B2 B2 B2
< Ce9*1G(a) + Co(G(a) 4+ 1) 4+ CoetleT.
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Now using the fact that o < coe’*! (co > 0 to be chosen later) and recalling that ¢¥ < G(a) and
a € [ag,a1] and the we arrive at

(3.19) / G|V — qf) dx < Ce™1G(a).
B2

The next step is to show that (BI9) implies
(3.20) |Vu(z) —q|dx < C-(ea)”, Vz € By o

for some C > 0, € (0,1) and ¢ small enough.
Assume that ([3.20) is false, then there exists & € By, such that

[Vu(z) — q|dz > C- (ea)”.
By interior regularity, for any 2 € By /5(%) we have
[Vo(z) — Vo(z)|de < Clz — &|*
with a constant C > 0 that, thanks to (2I1)), depends only on n, go and a;. Then,
[Vo(x) —ql > [Vu(2) — g = [Vo(z) = Vo(2)]

> C-(ea)” — Clz — 2|

- C-(ea)”

- 2

as long as x € B(c,(m)u )1/a () which is contained in By/o for € small enough. Then
Slea)

G(Vela) —ql) do > [ G(Vola) - al) dao
B2 B(c.gzsgzu)l/a(i)
C-(ca)\ |C - (ca)” "
> .
2 G < 2C ) ‘ 2C Bl

This, together with (B19) gives

or, using (Z4)),

. v\ got1+%
<@> |B| < 55“(}(@)

which gives a contradiction choosing v appropriately and for & small enough thus proving ([3:20)).

Next we consider the vectorial function F : R” — R™ given by
z
F(2) i= g2 =
||

and compute

F (Vo) - F(g) = %F (q+ (Vo —q)) dt

0
1
:/O DF (q+H(Vv—q) - (Vo —q) dt
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1
with 20(x) := / DF (¢ + t(Vv —q)) dt. Nonetheless, we have that
0

div F (Vo) = div F () = 0
and hence
div (A(z)(Vv — q)) = 0.

Applying interior estimates (i.e. using Proposition 22l with Remark 23 and Lemma [2:6)) and using
BI9) we have that

GIVe(@) ~ ) < swp G(Vo-ah<Cf G- ) dr < Gl
Brya(z) Brya(z)

or, since G is increasing,

|Vo(z) —q| < CG™1 (G(a)€5+1) .

In particular,
) = [Vo(0) —q| < CG" (G(a)e” ™)

so that
|Vou(z) —q—q| <2CG™1 (G(a)€5+1) , T € Byys.

This, using again ([2.12)) in Proposition 2.2l we have

o
]Z G(|Vv —q—q|)dx S][ G|C (;) sup |[Vo — g — q| | < Cr*@TDG(a)e*.
B, B B1

- 2

This and [BI8)), together with the doubling condition, give

]1 G(|Vu—q—tj|)dx§(]<7£ G (|Vu — Vo) dx+][ G(|Vv—q—q|)d:z:>

< % (0(Ga) + 1) + Coc®1e7) + CritHD G (a)ed!
< Cr"o(G(a) + 1) + Crmed+1e 4 CrrlFTDG(a)e .

Now defining ay := g and for a < g, we set

P (30) et gp e (Ta(5+1)+~nG(ao)) 5 R m~(5+1)+nG(ao)
5C 30(Glay) + 1)

so that

Erp+D) G (g)ed 1 = Gpleo=a) 641 a(6+1) G (g)o5+ — %Ta(5+1)G(a)56+1

Crmeftler < Gpn 7”“(5+1)+~"G(ao)
o 4C

~ N a(d+1)+n

Cr"o(Gla) +1) < Gpn T 1"G(A0) 54

4C(G(a1) + 1)

EtH-l < %Ta(tﬂ-l)G(a)atH-l

(G(a) +1) < =r*0+HDG(a)e L.

Wl =

All this gives
C(|Vu — ¢ — q|) dz < r*C+HDG(a)e’

S~

r

and hence the desired result with ¢ :== ¢ + . O
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As a consequence of the previous lemma we obtain the crucial L estimate for the gradient of
an almost minimizer for sufficiently small .

Corollary 3.4. Let ay > ag > 0 and let u be an almost minimizer of Ja in By with constant k
and exponent [3. Set

G(a) ::]]{g G(|Vu|) dz

and assume there exist ¢ € R™ and constants Cy, C1 > 0 such that

(3.21)  G(a) € [ao, a1, ]i CG(|Vu — q|) dz < C1e°G(a), G7! (%G (Z)) < |q| < 2Cya.

Then there exist eg,k0 > 0 and v € (0,1) depending on n,d,go, B,a0 and a1 such that for
O<e<eggand <k < mos‘”l there exists a linear function

(z):=q-z+0b

such that
lu—lera(p,,,) < CG (CP_"_O‘(HI)E‘;HG(G))

where C = C(n, d, go) > 0.
Moreover

(3.22) IVullpoe(s, ) < Ca

where C > 0 1s a universal constant.

Proof. We may assume that u is an almost minimizer in By with the same constant and exponent.

The goal is to iterate Lemma B3] with o := min { 5 # }, oo from Lemma

We are going to show by induction that for some p € (0,1), C > 0 universal and all k£ > 0
there exists g, € R" such that

(3.23) ][ G (|Vu — qi|) de < Cpre0+H+1G(a),
B i

B 1 a N 1_pka7' ~ 1_pka7'
.24 HZg(=2))=-Ceal—L—) < <2 Ta | —C—
(324) G (Cc(g)) Caa<1_pm)_|qk|_ Coa—l—Csa(l_pM ,

(325 G @) < ]é G (IVaul) do < 2G (|q))

0+1
7= .
go+1
For k = 0, pick qp := ¢; then (B823) and (3:24)) follow just from the corresponding inequalities
in (3.21)).
Now for the inductive step let r := p¥ and u,(z) :=
that

with

1

+u(rz) and get, by inductive hypothesis,
]][3 G (|Vu, — qi|) do < CypFO+D1G(a) = C1e21G(a)
1
if we set e, := pF®e. Then, Lemma B3] implies that there exists gz 1 € R™ such that

][ G (|Vu, — gry1]) do < Credt1G(a)p0+he = ¢, pk+ a0+ 0+ G (g)
B

P
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and
(3.26) gk — qr1| < Cael, = Cag™p*T.

But, rescaling the integral back (and recalling the definition of 7), we have that

1
£ GOVu g do= o [ G(ITur g do
B p" | Bil B,

P

1
= G(|Vu—gq dx
(rp)"| B1| . (1 k+1l)

Z][ G (IVu = qr1]) dz
B k1

so [B23)) is proved. Incidentally, we point out that the application of Lemma B3] is where the
smallness restriction on x appears.
Regarding ([3:24), we can compute, using the inductive hypothesis and ([3:20)),

lgk1] < lgk+1 — al + |axl

X N 1— pkom'
< Cae™p™" 4 2Cpa + Ce"a T )
_ pom'

Then, we have that

kot

- 1— -
(3.27) lgr+1] < 2Cpa + Ce'a <pk°” + 7{)) =2Cpa + Ce"a <

1— p(kJrl)aT
1 — por )

1_pa7'

which is the upper bound on [B24)). For the lower bound, recall again that the inductive hypothesis

and [B20) give

|gk+1] > ak] — lar+1 — axl
1 N 1— kot ~
Z Gil (EG (%)) — CETCL <$) — CCLETpkaTCL.

It remains to prove ([3:23)).

C
]1 G (IVul) dz— G(lq) < & QG (Vi — gaa]) dz + Cllgra]) — Cllal)
B k+1 2 B k+1
C k
< 5 [ ot G ) 1+ 371Gy ]) - Gl
§=0

Now, for some ¢} between g;+1 and g; we have

IG(lgj+11) = G(lg; D = g (I¢51) lgj41 — ;]
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and recalling that ¢ is increasing we have

k

k
> 1G(gi41]) = G Dl <D g (gjel) g1 — a5l
=0

Jj=0

k
<C) (cgla) + e g(a)a(ep’)"
j=0

k
= Cleg(a)ac™ + ce%7g(a)as™) Z proT
j=0
1
1 — paT

<C (G(a)aT + a(‘”l)TG(a))

1 T
:C<1+1_pm)£ G(a)

Putting this inequality together with the previous one, we wind up with

< C(e™ +£%Ga) <G (%)

{ GVl dz - Glla)
B k41

as desired.
Now we want to apply the Campanato-type estimate in the Appendix (Theorem 3] with
Q= By and A =n+ a(d + 1) > n; for that, we must first show that

(3.28) o= inf / G|V — q — &]) dz < C=*1G(a).
geRm Bl/szQ(mO)

For that we split the cases p € (0,1) and ¢ > 1.
In the latter case the bound is obtained by

o~ inf G(|Vu—q—¢&|)da < G(|Vu —q|) dx < |Bl|][ G(|Vu — q|) dz
gERn B1/2NBy(wo) B2 B

and the hypothesis.
If o € (0,1) then we use a p—adyc argument: let p**! < o < p¥ and use the [323) to bound

o~ inf / G(|Vu —q—¢|) dx < pf)‘(kJrl)/ G(|Vu — q|) dz
€eRn Bl/gmBQ(Io) Bl/ZQBPk (:Eo)
< p—)\(k-‘rl)-‘rkn'Bll][ G(|Vu o Qk|) dx
Bpk (Io)

< Cp—(n+a(5+1))(k+1)+kn+ka(5+1) |Bl |<€5+1 G(a)
_ Cpfnfa(JJrl) |B1|55+1G(a)

and we get (3:2]).

Since we already have a bound on G(|Vu — q|) dz, Theorem 3] says that Vu — ¢ belongs
By
to CO”Y(Bl/g) and
(3.29) [V = gl (, ) < CG™ (p*"*a<5+1>55+1(;(a)) .

Now if we define [(x) = u(0) + x - ¢ then in By /5 it holds

[u(z) — I(x)] = ’% /01 (Vu(tz) —q) - x dt‘ <cG™! (p_"_o‘(6+1)55+1G(a))
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and therefore
w—1|poo(p ) < CG (p 0D+ G(q
(B1/2)

which together with ([:29) and a standard interpolation inequality (see for instance [39, page 9])
gives the first part of the result.
As for ([B:22)), simply note that

IVullLoe (B, 2) < V(= a)llLoe(B,,2) + 14l

But taking limit in ([B27) we have

~ 1
lg] <2Cpa+ Ce"a ( )
1 — pOtT

and therefore

~ 1 ~
[Vullpoe (s, ) < cG! (Cp_"_o‘(6+1)55+1G(a)) +2Cpa+ Ce"a (1 — pm) < Ca

as desired. O

4 Proof of the Theorem 1.1

In this section we give the proof of Theorem [[LT} As is customary we reduce the proof to the case
where 2 is a ball, the general case following from a covering procedure.

Proof of Theorem[I1l Let us define
G (a(r)) ::][ G (|Vu]) dz
B.

and for r € (0,n] we want to show that

(4.1) G(a(r)) < C(n, M) (1 + G(a(1))),

Let consider the set £ C N ={0,1,2,---} containing all the k such that
(4.2) Gla(n®)) < n "M +27"G(a(1)).

It is easy to check that 0 € K, then K # (. So, we have two different possibilities: £ = N or
K CNand K #N.

In the case K = N we have that for » € (0,1) there exists a (minimum) value of & > 0 such
that n*+! < r < n¥. Then

Gla(r)) :]i G (IVul) dz
|B77k| u|) dx
<ot v
< "G(a(n®))
<0 " (n "M +2"G(a(1)))
< C(n,M)(1 + G(a(1)))

so (@T) holds.
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In the other case, there exists a minimum integer k + 1 for which the inequality fails (2]
Further, it must happen that

(4.3) G(a(n®)) > M;
if not, we have that
Gla(n*™)) <n "G(a(n")) <n "M < g7 "M+27FVG(a(1))

and (£2) is also satisfied for k + 1.
Now, G(a(n*)) > M gives, owing to Lemma Blin B, we have that either

Glar ) < 6 (422)

G(|Vu — q]) dz < ' G(a(n"))

nk+1

S

where g € R" verifies

G <“(’7k)) < G(jgl) < CG(a((r")).

Suppose that G(a(nf*1)) < G(a(gk)) < %”k)) Since

(4.4) G(a(nkJrl)) >0 "M + 27(k+1)G(a(1)) > n "M + 2;’“(}(&(1)) G(a;nk))

this leads to a contradiction.
If the second alternative holds true, then we are in situation to apply Corollary B4l Observe
that by (£3) and (4] we have that

Gla(+) > 5
On the other hand,
Gla(m™™)) < "Gla(n®)) < n~"(n "M +27*G(a(1))) < n "(n "M+ G(a(1))).

Now, we apply Corollary B4l with ap = ¥ and a1 =7~"(n""M + G(a(1))) and taking 2¢ instead
e. Then

G (IVu - q|) dz < (26)"'G(a(n"))

k+1
B"7

(4.5) [Vull (
L= B

k41
By (£3), for all r € (O,"2 )

G(a(r)) ]é G (|Vul) dz < CG(a(n")) < Cln~ "M +27"G(a(1)))
< C(n "M+ G(a(1))) < C(M,n)(1 + G(a(1))).

Ifre [@, 77) then there exists k, such that n*+! < < nFr. Then

L _1_ 2
e
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and
k. <k+4 C,

So, there are two cases, first suppose that k. € {0,--- , k} then
1

- |Bnkr+l | Bf]r

<n ("M + G(a(1))) < C(M, n)(1 + G(a(1))).

G(a(r)) G (IVul) dz <0~ "G@*) < i7" (n7"M +27"G(a(1)))

If k. > k then
1

" By Ja

< 7 C=HD (="M + G(a(1))) < COM, 7)(1 + G(a(1))).

G(a(r)) G (|Vul) de <9~ "CFDGE") <GV (7" M+ 275 G(a(1)))

so, the proof of ({1 is completed.
Now, we extend ([@I]) for balls with center zo and radius small enough. So, for all r € [0,7] we
have

(4.6) G(a(r,z)) < C(n, M) (1 + G(a(1))),

where

G (a(r,zg)) :z][ G (|Vu|) dz

BT (Io)

For zg € B%

G u(a0)) =ty Glarau)) < 1. M)(1+ Gla(1) = - (14 [ G(Tu) d )

Finally, we obtain

HVUHLw(B ) <Gt (1+ ; G (|Vul) dx)

1
2

Appendix: a Campanato-type estimate

In this section we prove a Campanato-type result in the context of Orlicz modulars, i.e. that
functions with appropriate average decay are Holder continuous. As far as the authors’ are con-
cerned, this result is new in the specialized literature and hence has independent interest. The
proof follows Fernandez Bonder’s personal notes [38] for the homogeneous setting.

Let us denote

1
Duoo ' =QN By(zo) and gy, = ——— / u(z) dx :][ u(z)dz.
|on,g| Qzg,0 Qa0

For our purposes, the analogous of the L? norm and Campanato seminorm (see for instance [42])
will be given, for A > 0, by

(4.7 D(u) = / G(lul) dz, ®x(u):= sup ng/ G(|u — ugy,o|) dz
Q z0€0) Qugo
e

These quantities are not homogeneous and hence not a norm/seminorm, but they capture the
essential properties that will be used to prove the desired continuity.
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We will work with functions satisfying
(4.8) ®(u) + Pa(u) < Co
for some constant Cg. The first step is to prove that every point in 2 is a Lebesgue point of u:
Proposition 4.1. If u satisfies [E8)) and A > n then there exists 4 = u a.e. such that

i gy = i20)

uniformly in €.

Proof. Step 1. Let 0 < 71 < 2. Then for y € By, (z¢) and using (Z3]) we have that
G(|U$O,T1 - uwo,rzl) <29 (G(|UIO,T1 - u(y)D + G(|UI07T2 - u(y)D) :

Integrating over By, (zg) we get that

|Bl|’r?G(|u$0,T1 - Uzo,r2|) < 2g0(1))\(u)(Ti\ + T%)

and we get

A A

ry 4+
G(|u$0ﬂ“1 - uﬂﬁoﬂ“2|> < 290 |1Bl|7°; A(u)

or

A A

_ ry 4+
(4'9) |uwo,n - uwo,rzl <G ! (290W¢>\(u)) .
1177

Step 2. We will iterate ([£9) dyadically; for j € Ny and fixed r > 0 we have
2= (DAL 4 9=5ApA

| By |2(=i=Dnpn Pa(w).

G(|um0,2*(j+1)r - Umo,zﬂ'rD <29

This means that

1 290 A=n j(n=X)
|umo,2*(j+1)r - uw072*1r| <G (I)A(’U,) T 90+t 2 s0FT

| B1]
and since
k
Ugy,r — umo,2*kr| < Z |uz0,2*(j+1)r — Ugy,2—ir
j=0
we get
k )
1 [ 29 A=n i(n=X)
(4.10) Uggr — Uy 2—kr| < GT m@,\(u) 790TT 22 90+ T
1 -
7=0

Step 3. Now we can use ([{.I0) in the following way

- 290 r j(n—2X)
|umo,2*kr - uzo,2*(k+i)r| <G ! (m‘b)\(u)> (—) g0+t 92 go+1
1 4

290 7\ 9071
<CGH ([ =— — )
< CG (|Bl|‘1’/\(u)> (57)
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where C > 0 depends only on gg,n and A. In particular {umo’szr} . is a Cauchy sequence
(uniformly in x¢) and hence has a limit which we call @(xg):

klggo Uy 2—ky = U(T0).
Notice that: a) for almost every xy Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem says that @(zg) = u(xo);

and b) @ does not depend on the specific choice of r. Indeed, passing to the limit as i — oo above

we obtain that
290

e — <0G | =— LAY
e~ ) < 06 () ()

and then, if we consider a 7’ > 0, we can bound, using (£9) and the previous inequality

|uzo,2*’€r’ - ﬁ($0)| < |uaco,2*’€r’ - uzo,2*’cr| + |uzo,2*’“r - ﬁ($0)|

A—n

2 A
290
<Gt (290 7T|B;|;j" q>A(u)2k<A">> +0G™! (| Bl|<1)>\(u)) (5:)""

2 A
_pA=n 290 —n

which goes to 0 as k — 0.
Finally, we go from discrete to continuous: we pass to the limit on & to obtain in (£I0) to get

290 Aon o i(n=2)
(4.11) g, — i(o)| < G (—%(u)) roott Yy 2%
| B =
and taking the limit r — 0T we get the desired uniform convergence. O

Next we want to show that u is indeed Holder continuous in 2. We identify it with @ and drop
the ~ for simplicity.

Proposition 4.2. If u satisfies [L8)) and A > n then there exists C = C(n, go, \) > 0 such that
— 290
wp MU0 ¢ g1 (2 ,)

eye |T—yl |Bi|
TH#Y

A—n
go+1°

with v =
Proof. We start with the following claim: if 2,y € Q and r = 2|z — y| then

- 290
gy — 1y ] < OG <®@A<u>> o=y

with v = ;‘01’;.

To prove the claim we note that for z € B,.(x) N B, (y) it holds that

G(|uz,r — uy,rl) <29 (G(Jug,r — u(2)|) + G(Juy,r —u(2)]))

and so integrating over B, (z) N B, (y) we get that

1B (o) 0 By G — ) < 27 ( [, Gl —u@ =+ [ Gl —ute)) dz)

By (y)
< 290 LpAD (u)
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which leads to )

|Br(2) N Br(y)|

The claim follows simply by noting that B (z) C By.(x) N B.(y).
Since

|uz,r - uy,r| S G_l < 29°+1T)‘<I)>\(u)> .

() = u(y)] < [u(@) = var| + [z, =y + |uy,r —u(y)]
the proposition follows using the claim and (Z11]). O

We remark that ®y(u) is equivalent to

sup o™ inf G(Ju(z) — &) da;
z0EQ SER JO, 00
0>0

indeed, one inequality being trivial, the other one follows by noting that Jensen’s inequality gives

) < ][ G (ju(x) — &) da

zo,e

{ -9

Q

G(|tzg,0 = &) = G (

x0,e

from where

J

G (@) =t o) o < 2 ( | Glu@ e et [ Gle—u) d:c>

z0,0 zg,e Qag,e

<ot [ Gt —¢) de

x0,0
In summary, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.3. Let u be a measurable function satisfying

/ G(|ul) dz + sup o~ inf G(Ju(z) = &) dz < Co
Q 20€EQ SER J 000
0>0
for some positive constant Co and X\ > n. Then, u € C*7(Q) with v = ;0;"1 and
sup [u(z) = u(y)] <CG7 | sup o~ inf G(Ju(z) — &])dx
syea |z —y| 20€EQ €ER Ja, .,
TF#Y 0>0

Remark 4.4. One could consider A = n + go + 1 in the previous theorem and obtain u € C%1(Q),
i.e. u is Lipschitz continuous in €.

Definition 4.5 ([49] Definition 1.2]). Let p € [1,00) and a 9: (0,00) — (0,00) be a continuous
function. We define the generalized Campanato space

1
1 P
Ly )= f:Q=R: |[fllg, = sup —— (Ji ( )|f(a?) — fBT(IU)|pda:> < 00
r{(Zo

B (wo)c ¥ ()
Remark 4.6. Observe that || f||z, (o) is a norm (modulo constant functions), thus £, ,;(£2) defines

a Banach space. Moreover, if p = 1 and ¢ = 1, then £;1(2) = BMO(£). Finally, if p = 1 and
Y(r) =17 (for some 0 < v < 1), then £y ,~(9) coincides with standard spaces C%7((2).
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We also consider now the following functional space

BMO*(Q) :=<u: Q= R: |ullgmor(q) = sup][ [t — Ug, pldx < 00
z0€Q JO

p>0 xTO,P

Now, we will suppose that ) satisfies a ¢o—uniform positive density (¢g—UPD for short), i.e.,

there exists a universal constant ¢y € (0,1) such that
Q QNB —
€220 | :| p(IOHEéO YV o € Qand p > 0.
|Bp (o) |Bp (o)

Remember we are assuming that €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain, thus it fulfils ¢g—UPD property
for some ¢y € (0,1).

Finally, taking into account the above definitions and using Jensen’s inequality for concave
functions, we can conclude in the borderline case, i.e., A = n (see [@7) and ([LF))) the following:

fulsvorie) = s f = g ldo
0 €L JQ).
050 xg,p
= sup G (G(Ju = gy o)) da
rHEN ng,p
p>0
< sup G1 <]l G(ju — um07p|)dx>
E IS Y Q
p>0 T0.P
< Gt sup]l G(|u — gy, p|)dz
xp€EN (O
p>0 0P
1 a-1 1 1
< G ¢y w, ! sup — G(|u — ugy,p|)dz

n
a:poféz P Iy
< G (eglwylCo).

Therefore, u € BMO™(Q2) provided A = n and  fulfils a ¢&,—UPD property.
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