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Abstract

We provide density estimates for level sets of minimizers of the energy

1

2

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy +

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Rn\Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy +

ˆ
Ω
W (u(x)) dx

where p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, 1p

)
and W is a double-well potential with polynomial growth m ∈

[p,+∞) from the minima.
These kinds of potentials are “degenerate”, since they detach “slowly” from the minima,

therefore they provide additional difficulties if one wishes to determine the relative sizes of the
“layers” and the “pure phases”. To overcome these challenges, we introduce new barriers allowing
us to rely on the fractional Sobolev inequality and on a suitable iteration method.

The proofs presented here are robust enough to consider the case of quasilinear nonlocal
equations driven by the fractional p-Laplacian, but our results are new even for the case p = 2.
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1 Introduction
Phase coexistence models were introduced in physics to study the interfaces between regions associ-
ated with different values of a suitable state parameter, such as the density of a fluid in capillarity
phenomena [Row79], the fraction of volume occupied by two different materials in a non homogeneous
system [CH58], or the density of the superfluid component of helium [GP58]. Since these early works,
phase coexistence models have been developed to describe a variety of physical systems characterized
by the interaction of two or more components.

All these models are described by some region Ω ⊂ Rn and a state parameter u : Ω → [−1, 1],
where the “pure phases” correspond in our setting to the values 1 and −1, and the phase separation
is induced by the minimization of a suitable energy functional.

The prototype of such an energy consists of a potential and an interaction term. The role of the
potential term is to push the state parameter towards the pure phases, while the interaction term
discourages the production of unneeded interfaces by suitably “shaping” the portions of the domain
in which the value of the state parameter is either 1 or −1 (or is “sufficiently close” to these values).

In the local setting, the interaction energy is proportional to a gradient term of Lp-type with p ∈
(1,+∞), see for instance [AC81,ACF84,Bou90,PV05a,PV05b]. In order to capture long-range inter-
actions, in the nonlocal framework the Lp-norm of the gradient has been replaced by the Gagliardo
seminorm, see for instance [PSV13,SV11,SV14]. For further references regarding local and nonlocal
phase separation models we refer to the survey [DV23].

The potential energy is given by the L1-norm of a “double-well” function W whose absolute
minima are the pure phases. More precisely, W : [−1, 1] → R satisfies

W (t) > 0 for every t ∈ (−1, 1) and W (±1) = 0. (1.1)

In the study of phase coexistence models, it is often desirable to quantify the size of the transition
layer with respect to that of the pure phases (or, more precisely, of the regions close to pure phases).
This is important since, due to the complexity of the problem, it is often difficult, when not impossible,
to have general descriptions of the interfaces and the best one can do is typically to describe the phase
separation “in a measure theoretic sense” and conclude that, at a large scale, most of the space is
occupied by state parameters close to pure phases, separated by “thin” interfaces. In this spirit, the
study of density estimates, namely of obtaining sharp quantifications of the measure of the interface,
happens to be quite a cross-disciplinary topic, involving, under various perspectives, mathematical
analysis, statistical mechanics, and materials sciences.

In the framework of density estimates a common hypothesis on the potential is that its growth
from the minima is comparable to a polynomial of degree m, where m ∈ (0, p] and p ∈ (1,+∞) is
the exponent of the interaction term, see for instance formula (1.10) in [PV05a] for the local case
and formula (1.9) in [SV14] for the nonlocal one.

In the current paper, we consider the energy functional

Ep
s (u,Ω) :=

1

2

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy +

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Rn\Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy +

ˆ
Ω

W (u(x)) dx (1.2)

where W presents a polynomial growth from the minima −1 and 1 of degree m ∈ [p,+∞). We will
refer to these potentials as “degenerate”, since they have a “slow” growth rate from their minima (in
particular, slower than the homogeneity of the associated interaction energy).

In particular, we prove density estimates for every p ∈ (1,+∞) and s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
, see Theorem 1.3

below. The precise hypothesis onW , the statement of Theorem 1.3 and its corollaries are all discussed
in Section 1.3. In what follows, we introduce the concept of density estimate and we present in more
detail the implications of the presence of a degenerate double-well potential.
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1.1 Density estimates

To establish a conceptual framework in a model case, let us consider the prototype energy functional

E(u,Ω) := 1

2

ˆ
Ω

|∇u(x)|2 dx+
ˆ
Ω

W (u(x)) dx, (1.3)

with W satisfying the assumptions in (1.1) and “nondegenerate” (in the sense that W detaches at
least quadratically from its minima). From one point of view, as expected from the shape of the
potential W , a minimizer for E will be more likely to attain values close to the pure phases, to reduce
the overall contribution of W in Ω. Yet, from another point of view, the interaction term penalizes
“big jumps” of the state parameter. As a consequence of this simultaneous action, the minimizer will
be pushed to attain values close to the pure phases but in such a way that at large scales the portion
of the domain where the state parameter jumps from one pure phase to the other is negligible.

A common question in physics and mathematics is related to the geometrical features of these
interfaces as we “zoom out”. So far, there have a been two approaches to this question: one exploit-
ing Γ-convergence and the other relying on density estimates.

On the one hand, the idea behind Γ-convergence is to analyse the limit functional obtained by
suitably rescaling the minimizers of E and deduce qualitative information regarding the interfaces at
large scales. In particular, if u minimizes E in Ω, then for ϵ ∈ (0, 1) we consider the rescaled state
parameter

uϵ(x) := u
(x
ϵ

)
.

In [MM77], and later in greater generality in [Bou90], it is proved that there exists some set E ⊂
Rn such that as ϵ → 0+ the minimizers uϵ converge, up to a subsequence, in L1

loc(Ω) to1 a step
function u0 := χE − χEc . Interestingly, the interface ∂E is a minimal surface, namely a minimizer of
the perimeter functional.

On the other hand, the purpose of density estimates is to provide lower bounds for the measure
of the portion of the domain characterized by values of the minimizers of E close to the pure phases.
The first result in this direction is due to L. Caffarelli and A. Córdoba. In [CC95] they prove that
if u : Ω → [−1, 1] minimizes E , then, for any θ ∈ (−1, 1) and r ∈ (0,+∞) sufficiently large, one has
that {|u| > θ}∩Br is comparable to rn (i.e., to the volume of the full ball Br), while {|u| ⩽ θ}∩Br is
bounded from above by a constant times rn−1 (corresponding, for example, to the (n−1)-dimensional
surface measure in Br of a hyperplane passing through the origin). In other words, state parameters
close to the pure phases occupy a considerable portion of the domain, while the interface is negligible
in the sense of measure.

As a consequence, as the scale parameter ϵ ∈ (0, 1) approaches zero, the set {|uϵ| ⩽ θ} ∩ Br

converges in the Hausdorff distance to the hypersurface ∂E. More specifically, for any δ, R > 0 there
exists ϵ0 := ϵ0(δ, R) > 0 such that, for any ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0),

{|uϵ| ⩽ θ} ∩BR ⊂
⋃

x∈∂E

Bδ(x).

Since the pioneering work of L. Caffarelli and A. Córdoba, density estimates have been used to
study the interface convergence of minimizers and quasiminimizers of a larger spectrum of energy

1As usual, we denote here by χA the characteristic function (or indicator function) of the set A, namely

χA(a) :=

{
1 if a ∈ A,

0 if a ̸∈ A.
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functionals related to phase separation. In [PV05a] and [PV05b] gradient terms of Lp-type with p ∈
(1,+∞) are considered, together also with χ-shaped potentials W , namely W (x) := χ(−1,1)(x)Q(x)
with Q uniformly bounded away from zero. This type of potentials are related to models for fluid
jets and capillarity phenomena; see also [Val01] for the elliptic case. In [FV08] density estimates are
also proved under the weaker assumption of quasiminimality.

As already mentioned, nonlocal counterparts of (1.3) have been dealt with in the literature. A
consolidated choice consists in replacing the L2-norm of the gradient with the Gagliardo seminorm.
In [SV12] and [SV14], for s ∈ (0, 1) and ϵ ∈ (0, 1), nonlocal phase separation was examined for the
energy

F2
s,ϵ(u,Ω) := ϵ2s

(
1

2

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|n+2s dx dy +

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Rn\Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|n+2s dx dy

)
+

ˆ
Ω

W (u(x)) dx.

(1.4)

More precisely, in [SV12] it is proved that, by suitably scaling the energy in (1.4) by some factor
depending on ϵ and s, as ϵ vanishes, the minimizers are compact and the rescaled energy Γ-converges
(to a functional of geometric flavor which we discuss below). Such a gauge is proved to be ϵ−2s,
ϵ−1| log(ϵ)| and ϵ−1 respectively for the cases s ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
, s = 1

2
and s ∈

(
1
2
, 1
)
.

Interestingly, in Theorem 1.4 of [SV12], it is established that if s ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
, then ϵ−2sF2

s,ϵ Γ-converges
as ϵ→ 0+ to the nonlocal perimeter Pers(·,Ω) in Ω, defined for every measurable set E ⊂ Rn as

Pers(E,Ω) :=
ˆ
E∩Ω

ˆ
Ec∩Ω

dx dy

|x− y|n+2s +

ˆ
E∩Ωc

ˆ
Ec∩Ω

dx dy

|x− y|n+2s +

ˆ
E∩Ω

ˆ
Ec∩Ωc

dx dy

|x− y|n+2s .

Additionally, in [SV12] it is proved that if s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
)

the Γ-limit coincides with the classical perimeter.
Surprisingly, this means that in the regime s ∈

[
1
2
, 1
)

and at large scales the effect of the Gagliardo
seminorm on the interfaces is similar to the one of the L2-norm of the gradient and the phase
separation resembles the classical one.

In this sense, the case s ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
(when p = 2, or, more generally, the case s ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
when p ∈

(1,+∞)) is considered as “genuinely nonlocal”, since the problem retains its nonlocal features at every
scale.

For what concerns density estimates, the cases s ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
and s ∈

[
1
2
, 1
)

can be treated separately.
As a matter of fact, in [SV11] density estimates are proved for the functional in (1.4) for every s ∈(
0, 1

2

)
using the Sobolev inequality. This approach fails when s ∈

[
1
2
, 1
)

and in [SV14] a fine measure
theoretic result is established, namely Theorem 1.6 in [SV14], to obtain density estimates for every s ∈
(0, 1), see Theorem 1.4 in [SV14].

The Sobolev inequality will be employed also in the current paper to obtain density estimates for
the energy in (1.2). Analogously to the case p = 2 dealt with in [SV11] and [SV14], this approach
only works if s ∈

(
0, 1

p

)
. The case s ∈

[
1
p
, 1
)

will be treated in a forthcoming article [DFGV].

1.2 Degenerate double-well potentials

An interesting problem surrounding the topic of density estimates is how the growth from the minima
of the double-well potential W might affect phase separation. For example, a slow growth might
induce, in some cases, the formation of “intermediate phases”. To picture this, we may consider the
extreme situation where, for some a ∈ (0, 1) and every x ∈ (−1, 1), the potential is given by

W (x) := χ[−a,a](x), (1.5)
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see Figure 1. In this case, the minimizer will occupy values close to −a and a to reduce the interaction,
whether this is prompted by a nonlocal or local type of interaction term, while the state parameters
with value in (−1,−a) and (a, 1) become empty, violating density estimates. In particular, this shows
that to obtain density estimates some assumptions on W are necessary.

As already mentioned, a common hypothesis on the potential is that if p ∈ (1,+∞) is the exponent
of the interaction term, then, for some m ∈ (0, p], λ ∈ (0, 1) and Λ ∈ [1,+∞), and every x ∈ (−1, 1),

λ(1− x2)m ⩽ W (x) ⩽ Λ(1− x2)m. (1.6)

This corresponds, in the framework of this paper, to a nondegenerate double-well potential, since the
growth from the potential’s minima is not larger than the homogeneity of the interaction term. In
particular, in the classical case of a gradient term of L2-type this translates into a (sub)quadratic
growth, see [CC95]. In such a case, a common double-well potential in the literature is

W (x) :=
(1− x2)2

4
. (1.7)

In view of (1.6) and (1.7), for m ∈ [p,+∞) and p ∈ (1,+∞) it is natural to define

W (x) :=
(1− x2)m

2m
(1.8)

as a prototype of a degenerate double-well potential. See Figure 1 for a comparison with the potential
in (1.7).

Figure 1: Plots of χ[−1/2,1/2](x), (1− x2)2 and (1− x2)8 respectively in green, blue and red.

Of course, the conditions in (1.6) may be too restrictive, and density estimates may still hold for
double-well potentials with a flatter profile close to the minima. This problem has been first addressed
in the local setting in [DFV18], where the authors prove density estimates for quasiminimizers of a
phase transition energy driven by the Lp-norm of the gradient and with a degenerate double-well
potential of the type (1.8), as far as some condition on n, m and p are met, see equation (1.7)
in [DFV18].

The aim of this paper is to obtain density estimates for minimizers of the energy in (1.2), when the
potential W presents a polynomial growth from the minima comparable to the one of the degenerate
potential in (1.8).

In the following section we introduce all the necessary mathematical notation, state precisely the
main results and provide the structure of the paper.
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1.3 Mathematical framework and main results

In what follows n ∈ N, Ω ⊂ Rn is open, p ∈ (1,+∞) and s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
. We considerW ∈ C1([−1, 1],R+)

such that for some θ ∈ (−1, 1), λ ∈ (0, 1], Λ ∈ [1,+∞) and m ∈ [p,+∞), for every x ∈ [−1, 1],

λχ(−∞,θ](x) |1 + x|m ⩽ W (x) ⩽ Λ |1 + x|m . (1.9)

Moreover, we assume that, for some q ∈ (0, θ+1]∩(0, 1) and c1 ∈ (0,+∞), for every x ∈ (−1,−1+q),

c1 |1 + x|m−1 ⩽ W ′(x). (1.10)

Note that the prototype of a degenerate double-well potential in (1.8) satisfies (1.9) and (1.10).
Also, for every measurable function u : Rn → R we define

Kp
s(u,Ω) :=

1

2

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy +

ˆ
Ω

ˆ
Rn\Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy (1.11)

and rewrite the energy in (1.2) as

Ep
s (u,Ω) := Kp

s(u,Ω) +

ˆ
Ω

W (u(x)) dx. (1.12)

Furthermore, in analogy with [SV12], for every ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we consider the rescaled energy

Fp
s,ϵ(u,Ω) := Kp

s(u,Ω) + ϵ−sp

ˆ
Ω

W (u(x)) dx. (1.13)

A convenient function space to study Kp
s is

Ĥs,p(Ω) :=
{
u : Rn → R measurable s.t. Kp

s(u,Ω) < +∞
}
.

Note that W s,p(Rn) ⊂ Ĥs,p(Ω). Since W is defined in the interval [−1, 1], we consider the subspace
of all those functions u ∈ Ĥs,p(Ω) such that |u| ⩽ 1 a.e., namely

Xs,p(Ω) :=
{
u ∈ Ĥs,p(Ω) s.t. ∥u∥L∞(Rn) ⩽ 1

}
. (1.14)

With these choices we have the following definition:

Definition 1.1 (Minimizer for Ep
s and Fp

s,ϵ). If Ω ⊂ Rn is bounded, we say that u ∈ Xs,p(Ω) is a
minimizer for Ep

s (·,Ω) in Xs,p(Ω) if
Ep
s (u,Ω) ⩽ Ep

s (v,Ω)

for any v ∈ Xs,p(Ω) such that v ≡ u in Rn \ Ω.
If Ω ⊂ Rn is unbounded, we say that u ∈ Xs,p(Ω) is a minimizer for Ep

s (·,Ω) in Xs,p(Ω) if it
minimizes Ep

s (·,Ω′) in Xs,p(Ω′) for every bounded and open set Ω′ ⋐ Ω.
Similarly, one also defines a minimizer for Fp

s,ϵ.

Remark 1.2. Note that if u minimizes Ep
s (or Fp

s,ϵ) in an open and bounded set Ω ⊂ Rn, then it
minimizes Ep

s (or Fp
s,ϵ) in every measurable subset Ω′ ⊂ Ω.

The main result of this paper is the following density estimate:
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Theorem 1.3 (Density estimates). Let p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
and θ1, θ2 ∈ (−1, θ].

Let also
θ∗ := min {θ1, θ2,−1 + q} and θ∗ := max {θ1, θ2,−1 + q} . (1.15)

Assume that u is a minimizer for Ep
s in Ω and that, for some c0, r0 ∈ (0,+∞) such that Br0 ⊂ Ω,

Ln(Br0 ∩ {u > θ1}) > c0. (1.16)

Then, there exist R∗ := R∗
s,n,p,m,θ∗,r0

∈ [r0,+∞), c̃ := c̃s,n,p,m,Λ,c1,θ∗,r0,c0 ∈ (0, 1), and c := cm,θ∗ ∈
(0,+∞), such that, for any r ∈ [R∗,+∞) with B 3r

2
⊂ Ω,

c

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx+ Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ2}) ⩾ c̃ rn. (1.17)

Here above and in the rest of the paper, Ln(E) denotes the Lebesgue measure of a set E ⊂ Rn.
The proof of the density estimates in Theorem 1.3 relies on the construction of a suitable barrier

(see Theorem 3.1 below) that is inspired by Lemma 3.1 in [SV14], where a barrier is built in the
case p = 2 and m = 2. The extension to the cases p ̸= 2 and m ∈ [p,+∞) that we provide in
this paper is nontrivial, due to the nonlinearity of the operator and the precence of a degenerate
potential. In the case of the classical p-Laplacian, barriers have been built in [VSS06] in a different
context. The case p = 2 in the nonlocal setting with a degenerate potential has been also considered
in [DPDPV].

The presence of the first term in the left-hand side of (1.17) is a consequence of the weak lower
bound in (1.9). More precisely, under some additional assumptions on the lower bound for W
(see (1.19) below) it is possible to reabsorb such term in the right hand-side of the inequality, obtaining
the “full density estimates”. This is made possible thanks to the following upper bound on the
energy Ep

s . Its proof is contained in the forthcoming paper [DFGV].

Theorem 1.4 ([DFGV]). Let p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
and u be a minimizer of Ep

s in Xs,p(BR+2)

with R ⩾ 2. Then, there exists C̄ > 0, depending only on s, n, p, m and Λ, such that

Ep
s (u,BR) ⩽ C̄Rn−sp. (1.18)

From Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 we obtain the following density estimate:

Corollary 1.5. Let θ1, θ2 ∈ (−1, 1) and u be as in the statement of Theorem 1.3.
Assume that, for every µ ∈ (−1, 1), there exists λµ ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every x ∈ (−1, 1),

λµχ(−∞,µ](x) |1 + x|m ⩽ W (x). (1.19)

Moreover, let θ∗ and θ∗ be as in (1.15).
Then, there exist R̃ := R̃s,n,p,m,θ∗,r0,λθ∗ ∈ [r0,+∞) and ĉ := ĉs,n,p,m,Λ,c1,θ∗,r0,c0 ∈ (0, 1) such that,

for any r ∈
[
R̃,+∞

)
with B 3r

2
⊂ Ω,

Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ2}) ⩾ ĉ rn. (1.20)

As already mentioned, an important consequence of the density estimates is the uniform conver-
gence of the interface of the minimizers of the rescaled energy functional to a hypersurface. To prove
this result we require an additional condition on the potential W . In particular, we assume that
there exists some c2 ∈ (0,+∞) such that for every x ∈ (−1, 1)

W (x) ⩾ c2(1− x2)m. (1.21)

7



Theorem 1.6 (Compactness). Let p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
and W satisfy (1.21). Assume that the

sequence {uϵ}ϵ ⊂ Xs,p(Ω) satisfies

sup
ϵ∈(0,1)

Fp
s,ϵ(uϵ,Ω) < +∞. (1.22)

Then, there exists a measurable set E ⊂ Rn such that, up to a subsequence,

uϵ → u∗ := χE − χEc in L1
loc(Ω). (1.23)

This compactness result is a consequence of the scaling chosen for Fp
s,ϵ. Indeed, it follows

from (1.13) and (1.22) that the Gagliardo seminorm of uϵ is bounded on all compact subsets of Ω.
Then, it is enough to use compact embeddings of W s,p to conclude. The case s ∈

[
1
p
, 1
)

is more
involved, and it will be dealt with in the forthcoming paper [DFGV].

As a byproduct of the density estimates in (1.20) and the compactness in Theorem 1.6 we obtain
the Hausdorff convergence for the interfaces:

Corollary 1.7 (Hausdorff convergence). Let p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
and W satisfy (1.21). For ϵ→

0+ let {uϵ}ϵ ⊂ Xs,p(Ω) be such that uϵ is a minimizer of Fp
s,ϵ in Ω and (1.22) holds. Moreover,

let E ⊂ Rn be as in the statement of Theorem 1.6.
Then, for every Θ ∈ (0, 1), δ ∈ (0,+∞), and R ∈ (0,+∞) satisfying BR ⋐ Ω, there exists ϵ0 :=

ϵ0(Θ, δ, R) > 0 such that, if ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0),

{|uϵ| < Θ} ∩BR ⊂
⋃

x∈∂E

Bδ(x).

We remark that the results presented in this paper are stated and proved for all p ∈ (1,+∞), but
they are new even for the case p = 2.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall some known results that
will be used in the proofs of the main statements. In Section 3 we construct a suitable barrier, see
Theorem 3.1 below, which will be used to prove Theorem 1.3. The construction of this barrier relies
also on some technical results that are collected in Appendix A.

The proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5 are contained in Section 4. Finally, in Section 5 we
prove Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.7.

2 Some auxiliary results
In this section we recall some auxiliary results that will be used throughout the proofs of our main
theorems.

2.1 A general estimate

The following statement is provided in Lemma 3.2. in [SV14]. We point out that by a careful
inspection of the proof presented in [SV14] one can check that the dependance of the constants c̃
and R∗ is as claimed here below (this will be important in the forthcoming paper [DFGV]).

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 3.2. in [SV14]). Let σ, R0 ∈ (0,+∞), ν ∈ (σ,+∞) and γ, µ, C ∈ (1,+∞).

8



Let V : (0,+∞) → (0,+∞) be a nondecreasing function. For any r ∈ [R0,+∞), let

α(r) := min

{
1,

log(V (r))

log(r)

}
.

Also, suppose that
V (R0) ⩾ µ (2.1)

and that, for any r ∈ [R0,+∞),

rσα(r)
(
V (r)

) ν−σ
ν ⩽ C V (γr). (2.2)

Then, there exist c̃ ∈ (0, 1), depending on C, σ, µ, γ, ν and R0, and R∗ ∈ [R0,+∞), depending
on R0 and γ, such that, for any r ∈ [R∗,+∞),

V (r) ⩾ c̃ rν . (2.3)

2.2 Hölder regularity for minimizers

In what follows, we let F ∈ L∞(R,R). Also, for every u ∈ Ĥs,p(Ω) we consider the renormalized
energy

Ēp
s (u,Ω) := (1− s)Kp

s(u,Ω) +

ˆ
Ω

F (u(x)) dx.

As customary, given some open set B ⊂ Rn and β ∈ (0, 1), we denote the Hölder seminorm of a
function f : B → R by

[f ]Cβ(B) := sup
x,y∈B

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|β

.

If β = 1, we denote the Lipschitz seminorm of f : B → R by

[f ]C0,1(B) := sup
x,y∈B

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|

.

Also, given x0 ∈ Ω and R ∈
(
0, dist (x0, ∂Ω)

)
, we set

Tail(u, x0, R) :=

[
(1− s)Rsp

ˆ
Rn\BR(x0)

|u(y)|p−1

|y − x0|n+sp

] 1
p−1

.

With this notation, we now recall the following result on the Hölder regularity for the minimizers
of Ēp

s . Such result is contained in [Coz17], where the Hölder regularity is established using fractional
De Giorgi classes.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 6.4 and Proposition 7.5 in [Coz17]). Let n ∈ N, s0 ∈ (0, 1), s ∈ [s0, 1)

and p ∈ (1,+∞). Let u ∈ Ĥs,p(Ω) be a minimizer for Ēp
s in Ω.

Then, u ∈ Cα
loc(Ω) for some α ∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, for any x0 ∈ Ω and R ∈
(
0, dist (x0,∂Ω)

8

)
,

[u]Cα(BR(x0))
⩽

C

Rα

(
∥u∥L∞(B4R(x0))

+ Tail(u;x0, 4R) +Rs ∥F (u)∥
1
p

L∞(B8R(x0))

)
for some C ⩾ 1.

The constants α and C depend only on n, p, s0 when n ⩾ 2, and also on s when n = 1.
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3 Construction of a suitable barrier
The following Theorem 3.1 is the extension to the cases p ̸= 2 and m ∈ [p,+∞) of Lemma 3.1
in [SV14].

We point out that, in our construction, the dependence of the constants with respect to s is
explicit. In this way, as it will be discussed in detail in [DFGV], it is possible to obtain density
estimates that are stable as s→ 1−, recovering local density estimates from the nonlocal ones.

In what follows, for every t ∈ R we denote by [t] the integer part of t. Also, for every z : Rn → R
measurable and x ∈ Rn, we denote its p-fractional Laplacian at x ∈ Rn as

(−∆)spz(x) :=

ˆ
Rn

(z(x)− z(y)) |z(x)− z(y)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy.

Throughout this section we will also make use of some technical results collected in Appendix A.

Theorem 3.1. For any n ∈ N, τ ∈ (0,+∞), p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈ (0, 1) and m ∈ [p,+∞) there
exists Ĉn,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) such that if we define

R̄ = R̄s,τ,n,p,m :=

(
Ĉn,p,m

s(1− s)τ

) 1
ps

(3.1)

the following statement holds true.
For every R ∈

[
R̄,+∞

)
there exists a rotationally symmetric function w ∈ C(Rn, (−1, 1]) such

that
w ≡ 1 in Rn \BR (3.2)

and, for every x ∈ BR,
−(−∆)spw(x) ⩽ τ(1 + w(x))m−1. (3.3)

Also, if we set q := p
m−1

and
Cs,τ,n,p,m := 2q+1max

{
1, R̄qs

}
, (3.4)

then, for every x ∈ BR,

1 + w(x) ⩽
Cs,τ,n,p,m

(1 +R− |x|)qs
. (3.5)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be based on the following construction. We take a large r ∈ [1,+∞),
to be conveniently chosen with respect to R and τ here below (see formula (3.41)).

We consider the integer quantity

k = k(s, p) :=


0 if p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈

(
0,
p− 1

2p

)
,[

sp

p− 1

]
+ 1 if p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈

[
p− 1

2p
, 1

)
,

1 if p ∈ [2,+∞) and s ∈ (0, 1) .

(3.6)

We set q := p
m−1

and we define, for every t ∈ (0, r),

g(t) := t−qs

and f(t) := g(r − t) +
k∑

i=0

(−1)i+1

i!
g(i)
(r
2

)(
t− r

2

)i
.

(3.7)
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Furthermore, we also define the functions

h(t) :=


0 if t ∈ (0, r/2],

min {f(t), 1} if t ∈ (r/2, r),

1 if t ∈ [r,+∞)

and v(x) := h(|x|) for every x ∈ Rn.

(3.8)

We provide the following estimate for the function h:

Proposition 3.2. Let s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,+∞), m ∈ [p,+∞) and q := p
m−1

. Let h : (0,+∞) → [0, 1]
be as in (3.8).

Then, there exists c̄k,q,s ∈ (1,+∞) such that, for every t ∈ (0,+∞),

min
{
1, (r − t)−ps

}
⩽ (h(t) + c̄k,q,sr

−qs)m−1. (3.9)

Proof. We observe that if t ∈
(
r
2
, r
)

and h(t) < 1, then

h(t) = f(t)

= g(r − t) +
k∑

i=0

(−1)i+1

i!
g(i)
(r
2

)(
t− r

2

)i
⩾ (r − t)−qs −

k∑
i=0

∣∣g(i) ( r
2

)∣∣
i!

(
t− r

2

)i
⩾ (r − t)−qs −

k∑
i=0

cq,s,i

(r
2

)−qs−i (r
2

)i
= (r − t)−qs − ck,q,s

(r
2

)−qs

,

(3.10)

where

cq,s,i :=

i−1∏
j=0

(qs+ j)

i!
and ck,q,s :=

k∑
i=0

cq,s,i. (3.11)

On this account, if t ∈
(
r
2
, r
)

and h(t) < 1 and we adopt the notation

c̃k,q,s := 2qsck,q,s, (3.12)

we can use (3.10) to deduce that

(h(t) + c̃k,q,sr
−qs)

p
q ⩾ ((r − t)−qs)

p
q = (r − t)−ps ⩾ min

{
1, (r − t)−ps

}
. (3.13)

Moreover, if h(t) = 1, then we have that

(h(t) + c̃k,q,sr
−qs)m−1 = (1 + c̃k,q,sr

−qs)m−1 ⩾ 1 ⩾ min
{
1, (r − t)−ps

}
. (3.14)

Finally, if t ∈
(
0, r

2

]
,

(h(t) + 2qsr−qs)m−1 = (2qsr−qs)
p
q = 2psr−ps ⩾ (r − t)−ps ⩾ min

{
1, (r − t)−ps

}
. (3.15)

Gathering these pieces of information, we obtain the estimate in (3.9), as desired.
In particular, from (3.13), (3.14) and (3.15) we evince that (3.9) holds true with c̄k,q,s given by

c̄k,q,s := max {2qs, c̃k,q,s} . (3.16)

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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The next observation provides a uniform bound in s for c
1
qs

k,q,s. For this, we define the constant

ĉp,m := 2ec
(1)
p,m , (3.17)

where

c(1)p,m :=

([
p

p− 1

]
+ 2

) [ p
p−1 ]+1∏
j=1

(
p

m− 1
+ j

)
. (3.18)

Lemma 3.3. Let p ∈ (1,+∞), m ∈ [p,+∞) and q := p
m−1

. Let c̄k,q,s be given by Proposition 3.2.
Then, for every s ∈ (0, 1),

c
1
qs

k,q,s ⩽ ĉp,m.

Proof. To show this, from (3.16) (and recalling also (3.11) and (3.12)), we evince that

ck,q,s = max {2qs, c̃k,q,s} = 2qsmax {1, ck,q,s} ⩽ 2qs (1 + ck,q,s) . (3.19)

Moreover, we notice that, by (3.6),

k ⩽

[
sp

p− 1

]
+ 1.

Therefore, recalling (3.11), we see that

ck,q,s ⩽ (k + 1)
k∏

j=0

(qs+ j)

⩽ qs

([
p

p− 1

]
+ 2

) [ p
p−1 ]+1∏
j=1

(
p

m− 1
+ j

)
= qsc(1)p,m.

(3.20)

From this and (3.19) we obtain that, for every s ∈ (0, 1),

c
1
qs

k,q,s ⩽ 2 (1 + ck,q,s)
1
qs ⩽ 2

(
1 + qsc(1)p,m

) 1
qs . (3.21)

Now, we define the function z : (0, 1) → (0,+∞) as

z(s) :=
(
1 + qsc(1)p,m

) 1
qs

and we notice that z is decreasing in (0, 1). Therefore, from (3.21), we find that

c
1
qs

k,q,s ⩽ 2z(s) ⩽ 2 lim sup
s→0+

z(s) = 2ec
(1)
p,m ,

which, together with (3.17), gives the desired result.

The barrier w in Theorem 3.1 will be built by suitably rescaling and translating the function v
in (3.8). Thus, as a preliminary step in this direction, we now estimate the p-fractional Laplacian
of v, according to the following statement:
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Proposition 3.4. Let s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,+∞), m ∈ [p,+∞), q := p
m−1

and r ∈ [1,+∞). Let v :
Rn → [0, 1] be as in (3.8).

Then, there exists C̃ ∈ (0,+∞) depending only on n, m and p such that, for every x ∈ Br,

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C̃

s(1− s)

(
v(x) + c̄k,q,sr

−qs
)m−1

, (3.22)

where c̄k,q,s is given in (3.16).

Proof. In order to prove (3.22), we show that there exists C̄ ∈ (0,+∞), depending only on n, m
and p, such that, for every x ∈ Br,

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C̄

s(1− s)

(
(r − |x|)−qs(p−1)−ps + (r − |x|)−ps

)
, (3.23)

and also
−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽

C̄

s(1− s)
. (3.24)

If equations (3.23) and (3.24) hold true, then using them together with the estimate in (3.9) we
obtain that, for every x ∈ Br,

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C̄

s(1− s)
min

{
1, (r − |x|)−qs(p−1)−ps + (r − |x|)−ps

}
⩽

2C̄

s(1− s)
min

{
1, (r − |x|)−ps}

⩽
2C̄

s(1− s)

(
h (|x|) + c̄k,q,sr

−qs
)m−1

=
2C̄

s(1− s)

(
v(x) + c̄k,q,sr

−qs
)m−1

,

and therefore (3.22) holds true with C̃ := 2C̄.
Hence, from now on, we focus on the proof of (3.23) and (3.24). To accomplish this, in what

follows we denote by C ∈ (0,+∞) a constant depending only on p, m and n and possibly changing
from line to line.

If p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)
, we write that

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy + 2p−1∥v∥L∞(Rn)

ˆ
Rn\Bρ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp .

As a result, applying Lemma A.5 with ρ := r−|x|
2

we find that

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
Cn,p,m

1− s
ρ−qs(p−1)−ps +

cn,p
s
ρ−ps

⩽
C

s(1− s)

(
(r − |x|)−qs(p−1)−ps + (r − |x|)−ps

)
,

which establishes (3.23), while making use of Corollary A.7 with ρ = µ := 1 we obtain that

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C1,p,m,n

p− sp
+
cn,p
s

⩽
C

s(1− s)
,
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which proves (3.24) in the case p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)
.

Now we let p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈
(
0, p−1

2p

)
. In this setting, recalling (3.6) and (3.8), we have

that k = 0 and

v(y) :=


0 if y ∈ B r

2
,

(r − |y|)−qs −
(r
2

)−qs

if y ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
,

1 if y ∈ Rn \B r̂,

where r̂ ∈
(
r
2
, r
)

is defined as

r̂ := min
{
t ∈
(r
2
, r
)

s.t. f(t) ⩾ 1
}
. (3.25)

Accordingly,

∇v(y) =


0 if y ∈ B r

2
,

qs(r − |y|)−qs−1 y

|y|
if y ∈ Br̂ \B r

2
,

0 if y ∈ Rn \B r̂,

(3.26)

As a consequence, for a.e. y ∈ Rn,

|∇v(y)| ⩽ qs |r − |y||−qs−1 χBr̂\B r
2

. (3.27)

Also, if y ∈ B r−|x|
2

(x) then

|y| ⩽ |y − x|+ |x| ⩽ r − |x|
2

+ |x| ⩽ r + |x|
2

< r,

and thus
|r − |y|| = r − |y| ⩾ r − |x|

2
. (3.28)

Hence, using (3.27) and (3.28) we obtain that, if y ∈ B r−|x|
2

(x),

|∇v(y)| ⩽ qs2qs+1 (r − |x|)−qs−1 ,

and therefore

∥∇v∥
L∞

(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) < q2q+1(r − |x|)−qs−1. (3.29)

We thus apply Lemma A.1 with

K̂ := ∥∇v∥
L∞

(
B r−|x|

2

) and ρ :=
r − |x|

2

and, thanks to (3.29), we find that

∣∣(−∆)spv(x)
∣∣ ⩽ cn,p

s(p− 1− ps)

∥∇v∥p−1

L∞
(
B r−|x|

2

)
(
r − |x|

2

)−ps+p−1

+

(
r − |x|

2

)−ps


⩽
C

s(1− s)

(
(r − |x|)−qs(p−1)−ps + (r − |x|)−ps

)
.
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This concludes the proof of (3.23) for the case p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈
(
0, p−1

2p

)
.

Furthermore, from (3.27) and Proposition A.6 we evince that, for every y ∈ Rn,

|∇v(y)| ⩽ qs(r − r̂)−qs−1 ⩽ qĈ−qs−1
p,m ⩽ C,

and so ∥∇v∥L∞(Rn) ⩽ C. This allows us to use Lemma A.1 with K̂ := ∥∇v∥L∞(Rn) and ρ := 1,
obtaining that, for every x ∈ Br,

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C

s(1− s)
.

This concludes the proof of (3.24) for the case p ∈ (1, 2) and s ∈
(
0, p−1

2p

)
.

Now, we let p ∈ [2,+∞) and s ∈ (0, 1). In this case, recalling (3.6), we have that k = 1 and

v(y) :=


0 if y ∈ B r

2
,

(r − |y|)−qs −
(r
2

)−qs

− qs
(r
2

)−qs−1 (
|y| − r

2

)
if y ∈ Br̂ \B r

2
,

1 if y ∈ Rn \B r̂,

where r̂ has been defined in (3.25). We can thereby compute that

∇v(y) =


0 if y ∈ B r

2
,

y

|y|

(
qs(r − |y|)−qs−1 − qs

(r
2

)−qs−1
)

if y ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
,

0 if y ∈ Rn \Br̂.

(3.30)

Consequently, for every y ∈ Br,

|∇v(y)| ⩽ qs

(
(r − |y|)−qs−1 −

(r
2

)−qs−1
)
χBr̂\B r

2

⩽ C (r − |y|)−qs−1 χBr̂\B r
2

. (3.31)

From this and (3.28) we infer that

∥∇v∥
L∞

(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) ⩽ C (r − |x|)−qs−1 . (3.32)

Also, (3.31) and Proposition A.6 give that

∥∇v∥L∞(Rn) ⩽ C (r − r̂)−qs−1 ⩽ C. (3.33)

Moreover, for every y ∈ Br̂ \B r
2

and µ, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

D2
j,µv(y) = qs

(
δµ,j
|y|

− yµyj

|y|3

)(
(r − |y|)−qs−1 −

(r
2

)−qs−1
)
+
yµyj

|y|2
qs(qs+ 1)(r − |y|)−qs−2,

and thus, for every y ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
,

∣∣D2v(y)
∣∣ ⩽ C

(
(r − |y|)−qs−1

|y|
+ (r − |y|)−qs−2

)
⩽ C (r − |y|)−qs−2 . (3.34)
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Accordingly, making use of this and (3.28),∥∥D2v
∥∥
L∞

(
B r−|x|

2

(x)∩Br̂

) ⩽ C (r − |x|)−qs−2 . (3.35)

In addition, we deduce from (3.34) and Proposition A.6 that∥∥D2v
∥∥
L∞(Br̂)

⩽ C (r − r̂)−qs−2 ⩽ C. (3.36)

Now, we set

Σ(y) :=

{
∇v(y) if y ∈ Br̂,

0 if y ∈ Rn \Br̂

and we claim that there exists C ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every y ∈ B r−|x|
2

(x),

v(y)− v(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x) ⩽ C (r − |x|)−qs−2 |x− y|2 (3.37)

and, for every y ∈ Rn,
v(y)− v(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x) ⩽ C |x− y|2 . (3.38)

To check (3.37) and (3.38) we proceed as follows. If x ∈ Br \ Br̂, the left-hand sides of both (3.37)
and (3.38) are non positive, so the inequalities trivially hold. If instead x, y ∈ Br̂ the inequality
in (3.38) follows from (3.36). Analogously, if x ∈ Br̂ and y ∈ Br̂ ∩ B r−|x|

2

(x) the inequality in (3.37)
follows from (3.35).

Now we consider a radial smooth extension v̄ of v outside Br̂ such that 1 ⩽ v̄ ⩽ 2 and D2v̄(y) ⩽ C
for every y ∈ Rn \Br̂. Then, from (3.36), we have that if x ∈ Br̂, for every y ∈ Rn \Br̂,

v(y)− v(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x) = 1− v̄(x)−∇v̄(x) · (y − x)

⩽ v̄(y)− v̄(x)−∇v̄(x) · (y − x)

⩽ C |x− y|2 .

This concludes the proof of (3.38).
Similarly, if we define the extension

v̂(y) :=


v(y) if y ∈ Br̂,

f(|y|) if y ∈ Br \Br̂,

1 if y ∈ Rn \Br,

we notice that, by (3.35) and the definition of f in (3.7), if x ∈ Br̂,∥∥D2v̂
∥∥
L∞

(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) ⩽ C (r − |x|)−qs−2 .

Then, for every y ∈ B r−|x|
2

(x) \Br̂,

v(y)− v(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x) = 1− v̂(x)−∇v̂(x) · (y − x)

⩽ v̂(y)− v̂(x)−∇v̂(x) · (y − x)

⩽ C (r − |x|)−qs−2 |x− y|2 .

This concludes the proof of (3.37).
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Now, we apply Lemma A.2 with

ρ :=
r − |x|

2
, K̂ := ∥∇v∥

L∞
(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) and C̃ := C (r − |x|)−qs−2

and obtain, thanks to (3.32) and (3.37), that, if x ∈ Br,

− (−∆)spv(x)

⩽
cn,p

s(1− s)

C̃max

{
∥∇v∥

L∞
(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) , |Σ(x)|
}p−2

(r − |x|)−sp+p−qs−2 + (r − |x|)−sp


⩽

cn,p
1− s

C̃ ∥∇v∥p−2

L∞
(
B r−|x|

2

(x)

) (r − |x|)−sp+p−qs−2 + (r − |x|)−sp


⩽

C

1− s

(
(r − |x|)−(qs+1)(p−2)−sp+p−qs−2 + (r − |x|)−sp

)
=

C

1− s

(
(r − |x|)−qs(p−1)−sp + (r − |x|)−sp

)
.

This concludes the proof of (3.23) when p ∈ [2,+∞) and s ∈
[
p−1
p
, 1
)
.

Finally, applying Lemma A.2 with

ρ := 1 and K̂ := ∥∇v∥L∞(Rn) ,

and recalling also equations (3.33) and (3.38), we obtain that, if x ∈ Br,

−(−∆)spv(x) ⩽
C

1− s
.

This concludes the proof of (3.24) when p ∈ [2,+∞) and s ∈ (0, 1).

With the work done so far, we can now complete the construction of the barrier in Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let c̄k,q,s and C̃ be as in Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 respectively. We define the
constants

C0 :=

(
C̃

s(1− s)τ

) 1
ps

and β := 2c̄k,q,sr
−qs. (3.39)

Also, we rescale and translate v as follows

w(x) := (2− β)v

(
x

C0

)
+ β − 1. (3.40)

Moreover, we set

r :=
R

C0

(3.41)

and we define the constants

Ĉn,p,m := ĉpp,mC̃ and R̄s,τ,n,p,m :=

(
Ĉn,p,m

s(1− s)τ

) 1
ps

, (3.42)
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where ĉp,m ∈ (1,+∞) is provided in (3.17).
We prove that w, as defined in (3.40), satisfies the properties listed in the statement of Theo-

rem 3.1.
We first observe that, for every R ∈

[
R̄s,τ,n,p,m,+∞

)
, if x ∈ Rn \BR then

|x|
C0

⩾
R

C0

= r

and so, recalling the definition of v in (3.8), we have that

w(x) = (2− β)v

(
x

C0

)
+ β − 1 = 2− β + β − 1 = 1.

This establishes (3.2).
We now check that (3.5) holds true for every R ∈

[
R̄s,τ,n,p,m,+∞

)
. For this, we make use of

Lemma 3.3 (recall also that ĉp,m > 1 thanks to (3.17)) to deduce that

R ⩾ R̄s,τ,n,p,m = C0ĉ
1
s
p,m ⩾ C0ĉp,m ⩾ C0c̄

1
qs

k,q,s.

In light of this, (3.39) and (3.41) we obtain that

β = 2c̄k,q,s

(
C0

R

)qs

⩽ 2.

From this and (3.40) we infer that
−1 < w ⩽ 1. (3.43)

Moreover, recalling the definitions in (3.7) and (3.8), for every t ∈
(
r
2
, r
)
, we have that

h(t) ⩽ f(t)

= g(r − t) +
k∑

i=0

(−1)i+1

i!
g(i)
(r
2

)(
t− r

2

)i
⩽ (r − t)−qs +

k∑
i=0

∣∣g(i)(r/2)∣∣
i!

(
t− r

2

)i
⩽ (r − t)−qs +

k∑
i=0

cq,s,i

(r
2

)−qs−i (r
2

)i
= (r − t)−qs + c̃k,q,sr

−qs,

where cq,s,i and c̃k,q,s have been defined respectively in (3.11) and (3.12).
From this we deduce that, for every x ∈ Br,

v(x) ⩽ (r − |x|)−qs + c̃k,q,sr
−qs.

For this reason, for any x ∈ BR,

1 + w(x) ⩽ 2v

(
x

C0

)
+ β ⩽ 2Cqs

0 (R− |x|)−qs + 2c̃k,q,sr
−qs + β

= 2Cqs
0 (R− |x|)−qs + 2c̃k,q,sr

−qs + 2c̄k,q,sr
−qs.

(3.44)
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Since
r =

R

C0

⩾
R− |x|
C0

,

we obtain from (3.44) that, for all x ∈ BR,

1 + w(x) ⩽ 2Cqs
0 (R− |x|)−qs + 2c̃k,q,sC

qs
0 (R− |x|)−qs + 2c̄k,q,sC

qs
0 (R− |x|)−qs

⩽ C1(R− |x|)−qs,
(3.45)

where C1 := 2Cqs
0 max {1, c̃k,q,s, c̄k,q,s} = 2Cqs

0 c̄k,q,s, in light of (3.16).
Now, if x ∈ BR−1 then R− |x| ⩾ 1+R−|x|

2
. Thus, by (3.45),

1 + w(x) ⩽ 2qs+1Cqs
0 c̄k,q,s(1 +R− |x|)−qs. (3.46)

Additionally, if x ∈ BR \BR−1, then R + 1− |x| ⩽ 2. Thus, by (3.43),

1 + w(x) ⩽ 2 = 2qs+12−qs ⩽ 2qs+1(1 +R− |x|)−qs. (3.47)

From (3.46) and (3.47), and recalling Lemma 3.3, we see that, for every x ∈ BR,

1 + w(x) ⩽ 2qs+1max {1, Cqs
0 c̄k,q,s} (1 +R− |x|)−qs

⩽ 2q+1max
{
1, Cqs

0 ĉ
qs
p,m

}
(1 +R− |x|)−qs

⩽ 2q+1max
{
1, Cqs

0 ĉ
q
p,m

}
(1 +R− |x|)−qs

= 2q+1max
{
1, R̄qs

s,τ,n,p,m

}
(1 +R− |x|)−qs ,

which proves (3.5).
Now we prove (3.3). For this, we use Lemma 3.4 and equation (3.39) and we see that, for

every x ∈ BR,

−(−∆)spw(x) = − (2− β)p−1C−sp
0 (−∆)spv

(
x

C0

)
⩽ (2− β)p−1C−sp

0

C̃

s(1− s)

(
v

(
x

C0

)
+ c̄k,q,sr

−qs

)m−1

= τ(2− β)p−1

(
v

(
x

C0

)
+ c̄k,q,sr

−qs

)m−1

⩽ τ(2− β)m−1

(
v

(
x

C0

)
+ c̄k,q,sr

−qs

)m−1

⩽ τ

(
(2− β)v

(
x

C0

)
+ (2− β)c̄k,q,sr

−qs

)m−1

⩽ τ

(
(2− β)v

(
x

C0

)
+ 2c̄k,q,sr

−qs

)m−1

= τ (1 + w(x))m−1 .

This establishes the claim in (3.3) and completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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4 Proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5
In the section we prove the density estimates in Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5.

We begin with the following observation:

Remark 4.1. We notice that in (1.16) we can assume, without loss of generality, that c0 ∈ (1,+∞).
Indeed, if c0 ∈ (0, 1], we can choose some c̃0 ∈ (1,+∞) and for t :=

(
c0/c̃0

) 1
n we can consider the

rescaled function
ũ(x) := u(tx).

Then, if we define r̃0 := r0/t, by scaling we obtain that

Ln (Br̃0 ∩ {ũ > θ1}) =
1

tn
Ln (Br0 ∩ {u > θ1}) >

c0
tn

= c̃0.

As a consequence, being ũ a minimizer2 for Ep
s (·,Ω1/t) with potential W̃ := tspW , according to (1.17)

we obtain the existence of some R∗ and c̃, depending only on n, s, p, c0, W , r0, θ1, θ2 and c̃0, such
that, for any r ⩾ R∗ satisfying B 3

2
r ⊂ Ω1/t,

c̃rn < cm,θ∗

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<ũ⩽θ∗}

|1 + ũ(x)|m dx+ Ln(Br ∩ {ũ > θ2})

=
cm,θ∗

tn

ˆ
Btr∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx+
1

tn
Ln (Btr ∩ {u > θ2})

thus proving the density estimates for u with constants R∗t and c̃.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Thanks to Remark 4.1, we can assume, without loss of generality, that

c0 ∈ (1,+∞). (4.1)

Let R ∈ (0,+∞) such that BR ⊂ Ω and w ∈ C(Rn, (−1, 1]) such that w ≡ 1 in Rn \ BR. A more
specific choice of w will be made later on in the proof (namely w will be the barrier constructed in
Theorem 3.1 with a suitable choice of the parameter τ).

Moreover, we define
v := min {u,w}

and we observe that
v = u in Rn \BR. (4.2)

To ease notation, we also set

D := (Rn × Rn) \
(
(Rn \BR)× (Rn \BR)

)
.

In this way, recalling the definition of the interaction energy Kp
s in (1.11), we see that, for every f :

Rn → R,

Kp
s(f,BR) =

1

2

ˆ
D

|f(x)− f(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy. (4.3)

2In this paper, for any r > 0, we use the notation

Ωr := rΩ :=
{
rx with x ∈ Ω

}
.
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Now we introduce the following exponents

p̂ := max {2, p} and l := min {2, p} . (4.4)

We claim that, for τ := c1
p
, R̄τ := R̄s,τ,n,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) given in (3.1) and w ∈ C(Rn, (−1, 1]) given by

Theorem 3.1, there exists ĉp ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every R ∈
[
R̄τ ,+∞

)
satisfying BR ⊂ Ω,

Kp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) ⩽
Λ + 2c1
ĉp

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx. (4.5)

Here above, Λ is given in (1.9) and c1 in (1.10).
To prove this, if p ∈ [2,+∞) we use formula (4.3) in [Lin90] to deduce that, for all x, y ∈ Rn,

1

2p−1 − 1
|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p + |v(x)− v(y)|p − |u(x)− u(y)|p

⩽ p(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y))
)
,

(4.6)

while if p ∈ (1, 2) we use formula (4.4) in [Lin90] to obtain that, for all x, y ∈ Rn,

3p(p− 1)

42
|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|2

(|v(x)− v(y)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|)2−p
+ |v(x)− v(y)|p − |u(x)− u(y)|p

⩽ p(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y))
)
.

Since ∥v∥L∞(Rn), ∥u∥L∞(Rn) ⩽ 1, from the last equation we obtain that, for every p ∈ (1, 2) and x, y ∈
Rn,

3p(p− 1)

44−p
|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|2 + |v(x)− v(y)|p − |u(x)− u(y)|p

⩽ p(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y))
)
.

(4.7)

Therefore, we define the constant

ĉp :=


1

2p−1
if p ∈ [2,+∞),

3p(p− 1)

44−p
if p ∈ (1, 2)

and we infer from (4.6) and (4.7) that, for every p ∈ (1,+∞) and for every x, y ∈ Rn,

ĉp |(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p̂ + |v(x)− v(y)|p − |u(x)− u(y)|p

⩽ p(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y))) .
(4.8)

Now, recalling (4.3), we obtain that

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) +Kp
s(v,BR)−Kp

s(u,BR)

=
ĉp
2

ˆ
D

|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p̂

|x− y|n+p̂ sl
2

dx dy

+
1

2

ˆ
D

|v(x)− v(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy − 1

2

ˆ
D

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy.
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We remark that, in light of (4.4),

p̂
sl

2
=

2sp

2
= sp,

and therefore

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) +Kp
s(v,BR)−Kp

s(u,BR)

=
ĉp
2

ˆ
D

|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p̂

|x− y|n+sp dx dy

+
1

2

ˆ
D

|v(x)− v(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy − 1

2

ˆ
D

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy.

Employing (4.8) and then recalling (4.2) we thereby obtain that

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) +Kp
s(v,BR)−Kp

s(u,BR)

⩽
p

2

ˆ
D

(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y)))

|x− y|n+sp dx dy

=
p

2

ˆ
Rn×Rn

(v(x)− v(y)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (v(x)− v(y)− (u(x)− u(y)))

|x− y|n+sp dx dy

= p

ˆ
Rn×Rn

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2 (u(x)− v(x))

|x− y|n+sp dx dy.

As a result, making again use of (4.2) and of the fact that w ≡ 1 in Rn \BR,

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) +Kp
s(v,BR)−Kp

s(u,BR)

⩽ p

ˆ
Rn

(
(u(x)− v(x))

ˆ
Rn

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(x)− v(y)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

)
dx

= p

ˆ
{u>v=w}

(
(u(x)− v(x))

ˆ
Rn

(v(y)− w(x)) |w(x)− v(y)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

)
dx

= p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(
(u(x)− v(x))

ˆ
Rn

(v(y)− w(x)) |w(x)− v(y)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

)
dx.

(4.9)

Now, we define the function ϕp(t) := t|t|p−2 and we observe that ϕp is nondecreasing, since

ϕ′
p(t) = |t|p−2 + t(p− 2)|t|p−4t = |t|p−2 + (p− 2)|t|p−2 = (p− 1)|t|p−2 ⩾ 0.

As a consequence, since v(y) ⩽ w(y), we see that

ϕp

(
v(y)− w(x)

)
⩽ ϕp

(
w(y)− w(x)

)
.

Plugging this information into (4.9), we thus find that

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) +Kp
s(v,BR)−Kp

s(u,BR)

⩽ p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(
(u(x)− v(x))

ˆ
Rn

(w(y)− w(x)) |w(x)− w(y)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

)
dx
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= −p
ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx.

From this and the definition of the energy in (1.12) we obtain that

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR) ⩽ E(u,BR)− E(v,BR) +

ˆ
BR

W (v(x))−W (u(x)) dx

− p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx.

Thus, the minimality of u in BR and (4.2) give that

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR)

⩽
ˆ
BR

W (v(x))−W (u(x)) dx− p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx

=

ˆ
BR∩{u>w}

W (w(x))−W (u(x)) dx− p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx.

(4.10)

Now, we observe that, thanks to (1.10), if x ∈ {u > w},

W (u(x))−W (w(x)) =

ˆ u(x)

w(x)

W ′(ξ) dξ ⩾ c1

ˆ u(x)

w(x)

|1 + ξ|m−1 dξ

⩾ c1|1 + w(x)|m−1(u(x)− w(x)).

Therefore, using also (1.9),
ˆ
BR∩{u>w}

W (w(x))−W (u(x)) dx

=

ˆ
BR∩{w<u⩽θ∗}

W (w(x))−W (u(x)) dx+

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

W (w(x))−W (u(x)) dx

⩽ − c1

ˆ
BR∩{w<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx+ Λ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m dx.

Accordingly, using this fact into (4.10),

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR)

⩽ − c1

ˆ
BR∩{w<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx+ Λ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx

− p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx

= − c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>w}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx

+ c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{w,θ∗}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx

+ Λ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx− p

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x))(−∆)spw(x) dx.
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The computations done so far hold true for any function w ∈ C(Rn, (−1, 1]) such that w ≡ 1
in Rn \BR. We now choose w as in Theorem 3.1 with τ := c1

p
. Then, if R̄τ := R̄s,τ,n,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) is

given as in (3.1), thanks to Theorem 3.1 we obtain that, for every R ∈
[
R̄τ ,+∞

)
such that BR ⊂ Ω,

ĉpKp̂
sl
2

(u− v,BR)

⩽ − c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>w}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx

+ c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{w,θ∗}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 (u(x)− w(x)) dx

+ Λ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx+ c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>v=w}

(u(x)− v(x)) |1 + w(x)|m−1 dx

= Λ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx+ c1

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{w,θ∗}}

(u(x)− v(x)) |1 + w(x)|m−1 dx

⩽ (Λ + 2c1)

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 .

This concludes the proof of the claim in (4.5).
Now, let Cτ = Cs,τ,n,p,m be as in (3.4) with τ = c1

p
, and define

k0 :=

(
2Cτ

1 + θ∗

)m−1
ps

− 1.

Note that by the definitions of Cτ and θ∗ we have that

k0 ⩾ C
m−1
ps

τ − 1 =
(
2

p
m−1

+1max
{
1, R̄

ps
m−1
τ

})m−1
ps − 1

= 2
1
s
+m−1

ps max
{
1, R̄τ

}
− 1 ⩾ max

{
1, R̄τ

}
.

(4.11)

Thanks to this and (3.5), we have that if R ∈ (k0,+∞) and k ∈ (k0, R), for all x ∈ BR−k,

w(x) ⩽ −1 +
Cτ

(1 +R− |x|)
ps

m−1

⩽ −1 +
Cτ

(1 + k)
ps

m−1

⩽ −1 +
1 + θ∗

2
.

This gives that, for all x ∈ BR−k ∩ {u > θ∗},

|u(x)− v(x)| = u(x)− v(x) ⩾ u(x)− w(x) ⩾
1 + θ∗

2
. (4.12)

Now, for every t ∈ (0,+∞) we denote by

V (t) := Ln(Bt ∩ {u > θ∗}). (4.13)

With this notation, using (4.12), we have that, for every R ∈ (k0,+∞) and k ∈ (k0, R) satisfy-
ing BR ⊂ Ω,

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n =

(ˆ
BR−k∩{u>θ∗}

dx

)n−sp
n
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⩽

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
(ˆ

BR−k∩{u>θ∗}
|u(x)− v(x)|

np̂
n−sp dx

)n−sp
n

,

where p̂ has been defined in (4.4).
We also denote by s′ := sl

2
, with l given in (4.4), and we observe that

sp =
2sp

2
=
p̂sl

2
= p̂s′.

Hence, we can write that

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
(ˆ

BR−k∩{u>θ∗}
|u(x)− v(x)|

np̂
n−p̂s′ dx

)n−p̂s′
n

⩽

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂(ˆ
Rn

|u(x)− v(x)|
np̂

n−p̂s′ dx

)n−p̂s′
n

.

(4.14)

Now, we recall the Sobolev inequality of Theorem 1 in [MS02], according to which there ex-
ists cn,p ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every f ∈ W s,p

0 (Rn),(ˆ
Rn

|f(x)|
pn

n−sp dx

)n−sp
n

⩽ cn,p
s(1− s)

(n− sp)p−1

ˆ
Rn

ˆ
Rn

|f(x)− f(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy.

From this inequality (used with f := u− v) and (4.14), we deduce that

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽ cn,p̂

s′(1− s′)

(n− s′p̂)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂ ˆ
Rn

ˆ
Rn

|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p̂

|x− y|n+s′p̂
dy dx.

Thus, making use of (4.2),

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽ cn,p̂

s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂ ˆ
D

|(u− v)(x)− (u− v)(y)|p̂

|x− y|n+s′p̂
dy dx

= cn,p̂
s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂

Kp̂
s′(u− v,BR).

This and (4.5) give that

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽ cn,p̂

s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
Λ + 2c1
ĉp

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

|1 + w(x)|m−1 dx.

Therefore, in light of (3.5),(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n

⩽ cn,p̂
s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
Λ + 2c1
ĉp

Cm−1
τ

ˆ
BR∩{u>max{θ∗,w}}

(1 +R− |x|)−ps dx

⩽ cn,p̂
s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
Λ + 2c1
ĉp

Cm−1
c1
p

ˆ
BR∩{u>θ∗}

(1 +R− |x|)−ps dx.
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As a result, using the coarea formula and setting

c = cs,n,p,m,Λ,c1,θ∗ := cn,p̂
s′(1− s′)

(n− sp)p̂−1

(
2

1 + θ∗

)p̂
Λ + 2c1
ĉp

Cm−1
c1
p

,

we conclude that, for every R ∈ (k0,+∞) and k ∈ (k0, R) satisfying BR ⊂ Ω,

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽ c

ˆ R

0

(1 +R− |t|)−psV ′(t) dt. (4.15)

Now we integrate (4.15) in R ∈
[
ρ, 3

2
ρ
]

with ρ ⩾ 4k and B 3
2
ρ ⊂ Ω. Also, we use the fact

that s ∈
(
0, 1

p

)
together with (4.11) and obtain that

ρ

2

(
V (ρ− k)

)n−sp
n ⩽

ˆ 3
2
ρ

ρ

(
V (R− k)

)n−sp
n dR

⩽ c

ˆ 3
2
ρ

ρ

(ˆ R

0

(1 +R− |t|)−spV ′(t) dt

)
dR

⩽ c

ˆ 3
2
ρ

0

(
V ′(t)

ˆ 3
2
ρ

t

(1 +R− |t|)−sp dR

)
dt

=
c

1− sp

ˆ 3
2
ρ

0

V ′(t)

[(
1 +

3

2
ρ− |t|

)1−sp

− 1

]
dt

⩽
c

1− sp
21−spρ1−sp

ˆ 3
2
ρ

0

V ′(t) dt

⩽
2c

1− sp
ρ1−spV

(
3

2
ρ

)
.

In particular, setting r := ρ− k and recalling that ρ ⩾ 4k we deduce that

rsp (V (r))
n−sp

n ⩽ ĉ V (2r), (4.16)

with
ĉ = ĉs,n,p,m,Λ,c1,θ∗ :=

4c

1− sp
.

From now k > k0 is fixed once and for all.
From (1.16), (4.1) and (4.16) we see that (2.1) and (2.2) in Lemma 2.1 hold true with V as

in (4.13) and with the following choices

σ := sp, ν := n, γ := 2, µ := c0, R0 := max {3k, r0} and C := ĉ,

as far as R ∈ [R0,+∞) is such that B 3R
2
⊂ Ω.

Therefore, in virtue of (2.3) in Lemma 2.1, we obtain that there exist c̃ ∈ (0, 1), depending only
on s, n, p, m, Λ, c1, θ∗, c0, R0 and k, and R∗ ∈ [R0,+∞), depending only on R0, such that, for
every r ∈ [R∗,+∞) satisfying B 3r

2
⊂ Ω,

V (r) ⩾ c̃ rn.
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As a result, for any r ∈ [R∗,+∞) such that B 3r
2
⊂ Ω,

c̃ rn ⩽ Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ∗}) = Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ∗}) + Ln(Br ∩ {θ∗ < u ⩽ θ∗}). (4.17)

Now we observe that

Ln (Br ∩ {θ∗ < u ⩽ θ∗}) =
ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

dx

⩽ (1 + θ∗)
−m

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx.

Thus, it follows from this and (4.17) that, for every r ∈ [R∗,+∞) such that B 3r
2
⊂ Ω,

Ln (Br ∩ {u > θ∗}) ⩾ c rn − (1 + θ∗)
−m

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx.

This entails the desired result in (1.17).

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Thanks to the claim (1.18) in Theorem 1.4 and the assumption in (1.19), we
have that, for every r ∈ (0,+∞) such that Br+2 ⊂ Ω,

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx ⩽ λ−1
θ∗

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

W (u(x)) dx

⩽ λ−1
θ∗ E

p
s (u,Br) ⩽ λ−1

θ∗ C̄r
n−sp.

(4.18)

Also, we observe that for every r ⩾ 4 it holds that 3
2
r ⩾ r + 2. Hence, from (4.18) and (1.17) we

deduce that, for every r ⩾ max {4, R∗} such that B 3
2
r ⊂ Ω,

c̃ rn ⩽ cm,θ∗

ˆ
Br∩{θ∗<u⩽θ∗}

|1 + u(x)|m dx+ Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ2})

⩽ λ−1
θ∗ cm,θ∗C̄r

n−sp + Ln(Br ∩ {u > θ2}).

From this, the claim in (1.20) readily follows.

5 Proofs of Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.7
We begin this section by establishing the compactness result for sequences of functions {uϵ}ϵ ⊂
Xs,p(Ω) satisfying the boundedness assumption (1.22), as stated in Theorem 1.6. As already men-
tioned in the introduction, the convergence is a straightforward consequence of the scaling of Fp

s,ϵ,
the uniform bound in (1.22) and the compact embedding of W s,p(Ω′) into L1(Ω′) for Ω′ ⋐ Ω. The
details of the proof are as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. As a consequence of (1.22), for every open and bounded set Ω′ ⋐ Ω, we have
that

sup
ϵ∈(0,1)

ˆ
Ω′

ˆ
Ω′

|uϵ(x)− uϵ(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp dx dy < +∞. (5.1)

Moreover, since uϵ ∈ Xs,p(Ω), we find that, for every ϵ ∈ (0, 1),

∥uϵ∥Lp(Ω′) ⩽ |Ω′|
1
p . (5.2)
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Thus, it follows from (5.1), (5.2) and Theorem 7.1 in [DNPV12] that there exists some u0 ∈ L1(Ω′)
such that, up to a subsequence, uϵ converges to u0 in L1(Ω′) and pointwise a.e. in Ω′, as ϵ→ 0.

Furthermore, using (1.21), (1.22) and Fatou’s Lemma, we have that

0 = lim
ϵ→0+

ϵspFϵ(uϵ,Ω
′)

= lim
ϵ→0+

ϵspKp
s(uϵ,Ω

′) +

ˆ
Ω′
W (uϵ(x)) dx

⩾ c2 lim
ϵ→0+

ˆ
Ω′
(1− u2ϵ(x))

m dx

⩾ c2

ˆ
Ω′
(1− u20(x))

m dx.

This yields that u0 must be equal to −1 and 1 a.e. in Ω′. Accordingly, if we denote by

E := {x ∈ Ω′ s.t. u0(x) = 1}

we obtain that u0|Ω′ = χE − χEc . The proof of Theorem 1.6 is thereby complete.

In what follows we prove the Hausdorff convergence of the interface stated in Corollary 1.7. This
result follows from the density estimates in Corollary 1.5 together with the Hölder regularity result
for minimizers of Ep

s that we have recalled in Section 2.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. We argue by contradiction, and we assume that there exist Θ ∈ (0, 1), δ ∈
(0,+∞), R ∈ (0,+∞) and a sequence xk ∈ {|uϵk | < Θ}∩BR such that either Bδ(xk) ⊂ E or Bδ(xk) ⊂
Ec. Without loss of generality, we assume that for every k it holds that Bδ(xk) ⊂ Ec.

Then, according to Theorem 1.6, up to a subsequence we have that

0 = lim
k→+∞

ˆ
Bδ(xk)∩Ω

|uϵk(x)− χE(x) + χEc(x)| dx

= lim
k→+∞

ˆ
Bδ(xk)∩Ω

|uϵk(x) + 1| dx.
(5.3)

Now, we define the rescaled set

Ωk :=

{
x− xk
ϵk

s.t. x ∈ Ω

}
,

and the sequence of functions
wk(x) := uϵk (xϵk + xk) .

In this way, wk is a minimizer for Ep
s in Ωk. Moreover,

wk(0) = uϵk(xk) > −Θ. (5.4)

Now, we apply Theorem 2.2 to wk with the choice F (t) := (1− s)W (t) and we obtain that wk ∈
Cα

loc(Ωk) for some α ∈ (0, 1), depending only on n, s and p, and there exists C ⩾ 1, depending only
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on n, s and p, such that, for every R0 ∈
(
0, dist (0,∂Ωk)

8

)
,

[wk]Cα(BR0
) ⩽

C

Rα
0

[
∥wk∥L∞(Rn) + Tail(wk; 0, 4R0) +Rs

0(1− s)
1
p ∥W∥

1
p

L∞((−1,1))

]

⩽
C

Rα
0

1 +((1− s)(4R0)
sp

ˆ
Rn\B4R0

dy

|y|n+sp

) 1
p−1

+Rs
0(1− s)

1
p ∥W∥

1
p

L∞((−1,1))


=

C

Rα
0

[
1 +

(
(1− s)

ωn−1

sp

) 1
p−1

+Rs
0(1− s)

1
p ∥W∥

1
p

L∞((−1,1))

]
.

(5.5)

Furthermore, if we set R0 :=
dist (∂BR,∂Ω)

8
∈ (0,+∞), then R0 ∈

(
0, dist (0,∂Ωk)

8

)
for every k. From this,

(5.4) and (5.5), it follows that there exists r0 such that wk(x) > −Θ for every x ∈ Br0 .
Therefore, we conclude that

Ln(Br0 ∩ {wk > −Θ}) ⩾ Ln(Br0) =: c0.

We can thereby apply Corollary 1.5 and obtain that for any θ ∈ (−1, 1) there exist R̃ := R̃s,n,p,m,θ∗,r0,c2 ∈
[r0,+∞) and ĉ := ĉs,n,p,m,Λ,c1,θ∗,r0,c0 ∈ (0, 1) such that, for every r ∈ [R̃,+∞) satisfying B 3r

2
⊂ Ωk,

Ln(Br ∩ {wk > θ}) ⩾ ĉ rn. (5.6)

Now, we choose θ := −1
2

and δ0 ∈ (0, δ] such that B 3
2
δ0
(xk) ⊂ Ω, and we obtain from (5.3)

and (5.6) that

0 = lim
k→+∞

ˆ
Bδ(xk)

|1 + uϵk(x)| dx

⩾ lim
k→+∞

ˆ
Bδ0

(xk)

|1− uϵk(x)| dx

= lim
k→+∞

ϵnk

ˆ
B δ0

ϵk

|1 + uϵk(xϵk + xk)| dx

= lim
k→+∞

ϵnk

ˆ
B δ0

ϵk

|1 + wk(x)| dx

⩾ lim
k→+∞

ϵnk

ˆ
B δ0

ϵk

∩{wk>θ}
|1 + wk(x)| dx

⩾
ĉ

2
δn0 ,

thus providing a contradiction.

A Some technical results towards the proof of Theorem 3.1
In this section we collect some technical results that are used throughout Section 3 in order to prove
Theorem 3.1.

We start with two estimates for the fractional p-Laplacian of a bounded and locally Lipschitz
function.
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Lemma A.1. Let ρ ∈ (0,+∞), p ∈ (1,+∞), s ∈
(
0, p−1

p

)
and ψ ∈ L∞ (Rn).

Let x ∈ Rn and assume that there exists K̂ ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every y ∈ Bρ(x),

|ψ(y)− ψ(x)| ⩽ K̂ |y − x| .

Then, there exists cn,p ∈ (0,+∞) such that∣∣(−∆)spψ(x)
∣∣ ⩽ cn,p

s(p− 1− sp)

(
K̂p−1ρ−sp+p−1 + ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn) ρ
−sp
)
. (A.1)

Proof. We compute∣∣(−∆)spψ(x)
∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(ψ(y)− ψ(x)) |ψ(y)− ψ(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy +

ˆ
Rn\Bρ(x)

(ψ(y)− ψ(x)) |ψ(y)− ψ(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ K̂p−1

ˆ
Bρ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp−p+1 + 2p−1 ∥ψ∥p−1
L∞(Rn)

ˆ
Rn\Bρ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp

=
K̂p−1ωn−1

p− 1− sp
ρ−sp+p−1 + 2p−1 ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn)

ωn−1

sp
ρ−sp.

Now since sp < p− 1 we conclude that

∣∣(−∆)spψ(x)
∣∣ ⩽ (p− 1)K̂p−1ωn−1

sp(p− 1− sp)
ρ−sp+p−1 + 2p−1 ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn)

(p− 1)ωn−1

sp(p− 1− sp)
ρ−sp

⩽
cn,p

s(p− 1− sp)

(
K̂p−1ρ−sp+p−1 + ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn) ρ
−sp
)
,

which is the desired result.

Lemma A.2. Let ρ ∈ (0,+∞), p ∈ [2,+∞), s ∈ (0, 1) and ψ ∈ L∞(Rn) ∩ C(Rn).
Let x ∈ Rn and assume that there exist K̂, C̃ ∈ (0,+∞) and Σ(x) ∈ Rn such that, for every y ∈

Bρ(x),
|ψ(x)− ψ(y)| ⩽ K̂ |x− y| and ψ(y)− ψ(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x) ⩽ C̃ |x− y|2 . (A.2)

Then, there exists cn,p ∈ (0,+∞) such that

−(−∆)spψ(x) ⩽
cn,p

s(1− s)

(
C̃max

{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2

ρ−sp+p + ∥ψ∥p−1
L∞(Rn) ρ

−sp

)
.

Proof. We define the affine approximation of ψ at x as

ℓ(y) := ψ(x) + Σ(x) · (y − x).

Then, denoting ϕp(t) := t|t|p−2, we obtain that

P.V.

ˆ
Bρ(x)

ϕp (ℓ(y)− ℓ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy = 0.
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Consequently,ˆ
Rn

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy

=

ˆ
Bρ(x)

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy +

ˆ
Rn\Bρ(x)

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy

=

ˆ
Bρ(x)

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))− ϕp (ℓ(y)− ℓ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy +

ˆ
Rn\Bρ(x)

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))

|x− y|n+sp dy

= : I + II.

To estimate I, for every y ∈ Bρ(x) we denote by

m := min {ψ(y)− ψ(x), ℓ(y)− ℓ(x)} and M := max {ψ(y)− ψ(x), ℓ(y)− ℓ(x)} . (A.3)

Then, thanks to the Mean Value Theorem and (A.2), we obtain that there exists some ξ ∈ [m,M ]
such that

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))− ϕp (ℓ(y)− ℓ(x)) = ϕ′
p(ξ)

(
ψ(y)− ψ(x)− ℓ(y) + ℓ(x)

)
= ϕ′

p(ξ) (ψ(y)− ℓ(y))

= ϕ′
p(ξ)

(
ψ(y)− ψ(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x)

)
= (p− 1) |ξ|p−2 (ψ(y)− ψ(x)− Σ(x) · (y − x)

)
⩽ C̃(p− 1) |ξ|p−2 |x− y|2 .

(A.4)

Also, according to (A.2) and (A.3),

|ξ| ⩽ max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}
|x− y| ,

and employing (A.4) we obtain that

ϕp (ψ(y)− ψ(x))− ϕp (ℓ(y)− ℓ(x)) ⩽ C̃(p− 1)max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2

|x− y|p .

On this account, we have that

I ⩽ C̃(p− 1)max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2
ˆ
Bρ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp−p

= C̃(p− 1)max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2 ωn−1

p− sp
ρ−sp+p.

We now estimate II, as follows

II ⩽ 2p−2 ∥ψ∥p−1
L∞(Rn)

ˆ
Rn

dy

|x− y|n+sp = 2p−2 ∥ψ∥p−1
L∞(Rn)

ωn−1

sp
ρ−sp.

We thus conclude that
− (−∆)spψ(x)

⩽ C̃(p− 1)max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2 ωn−1

p− sp
ρ−sp+p + 2p−1 ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn)

ωn−1

sp
ρ−sp

= C̃s(p− 1)max
{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2 ωn−1

sp(1− s)
ρ−sp+p + 2p−1(1− s) ∥ψ∥p−1

L∞(Rn)

ωn−1

sp(1− s)
ρ−sp

⩽
cn,p

s(1− s)

(
C̃max

{
|Σ(x)| , K̂

}p−2

ρ−sp+p + ∥ψ∥p−1
L∞(Rn) ρ

−sp

)
,

as desired.
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We now focus on the specific construction of the barrier in Theorem 3.1. We recall the setting
in (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) and we show the following:

Proposition A.3. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1,+∞). Let k and f be respectively as in (3.6) and (3.7).
Then, for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1} there exists C̃q,s,k,i ∈ (0,+∞) such that, if ρ0 ∈

(
0, r

2

)
and t ∈(

r
2
, r − ρ0

)
,

C̃q,s,k,i

(r
2

)−qs−k−1 (
t− r

2

)k+1−i

⩽ f (i)(t) ⩽ C̃q,s,k,i ρ
−qs−k−1
0

(
t− r

2

)k+1−i

. (A.5)

Also, for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1} there exists Ci,q,s ∈ (0,+∞) such that, if x ∈
(
r
2
, r
)

and ρ ∈(
0, x− r

2

)
,

C̃q,s,k,i(r − x+ ρ)−qs−k−1ρk+1−i ⩽ f (i)(x) ⩽ Ci,q,s(r − x)−qs−i. (A.6)

Proof. In order to prove (A.5) and (A.6), we notice that, owing to (3.7),
f (i)

(r
2

)
= 0 for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}

f (k+1)(η) = (−1)(k+1)g(k+1)(r − η) for all η ∈
(r
2
, r
]
.

(A.7)

Furthermore, for every η ∈ (0,+∞) we have that

g(k+1)(η) = (−1)k+1

k∏
i=0

(qs+ i)η−qs−k−1.

From this, it follows that, given 0 < ρ0 < ρ1, for all η ∈ (ρ0, ρ1),

Cq,s,kρ
−qs−k−1
1 ⩽ (−1)(k+1)g(k+1)(η) ⩽ Cq,s,kρ

−qs−k−1
0 (A.8)

where

Cq,s,k :=
k∏

i=0

(qs+ i). (A.9)

Gathering these pieces of information, we deduce that, for every t ∈
(
r
2
, r − ρ0

)
,

Cq,s,k

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

⩽ f (k+1)(t) ⩽ Cq,s,kρ
−qs−k−1
0 .

From this we obtain that, for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k} and y ∈
(
r
2
, r − ρ0

)
,

f (i)(y) =

ˆ y

r
2

f (i+1)(t1) dt1

=

ˆ y

r
2

ˆ t1

r
2

f (i+2)(t2) dt2 dt1

=

ˆ y

r
2

ˆ t1

r
2

. . .

ˆ tk−i

r
2

f (k+1)(tk+1−i) dtk+1−i . . . dt2 dt1

⩾ C̃q,s,k,i

(r
2

)−qs−k−1 (
y − r

2

)k+1−i

,
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where
C̃q,s,k,i :=

Cq,s,k

(k + 1− i)!
. (A.10)

Similarly, one can show that for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k} and y ∈
(
r
2
, r − ρ0

)
f (i)(y) ⩽ C̃q,s,k,i ρ

−qs−k−1
0

(
y − r

2

)k+1−i

.

This concludes the proof of (A.5).
Now we prove (A.6). To do so, we make use of (A.7) and (A.8) to see that, for every x ∈

(
r
2
, r
)

and ρ ∈
(
0, x− r

2

)
,

Cq,s,k(r − x+ ρ)−qs−k−1 ⩽ f (k+1)(x) ⩽ Cq,s,k (r − x)−qs−k−1 .

Moreover, we point out that f (i)(x− ρ) ⩾ 0 for all i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. Therefore, for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k},

f (i)(x) ⩾
ˆ x

x−ρ

f (i+1)(t1) dt1

⩾
ˆ x

x−ρ

ˆ t1

x−ρ

f (i+2)(t2) dt2 dt1

⩾
ˆ x

x−ρ

ˆ t1

x−ρ

· · ·
ˆ tk−i

x−ρ

f (k+1)(r − tk−i+1) dtk−i+1 . . . dt2 dt1)

⩾ C̃q,s,k,i (r − x+ ρ)−qs−k−1 ρk+1−i.

This gives the lower bound in (A.6).
Additionally, recalling (3.7), we find that, for every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k} and x ∈

(
r
2
, r
)
,

f (i)(x) = (−1)ig(i)(r − x)− (−1)ig(i)
(r
2

)
+

k∑
j=i+1

(−1)j+1

(j − 2)!
g(j)

(r
2

)(
x− r

2

)j−2

⩽ (−1)ig(i)(r − x)

=
i−1∏
j=0

(qs+ j)(r − x)−qs−i.

Thsi gives the upper bound in (A.6) with

Ci,q,s :=
i−1∏
j=0

(qs+ j), (A.11)

as desired.

Remark A.4. We notice that if p ∈ (1, 2), s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)

and q := p
m−1

it follows from (3.6) that

1 ⩽ k ⩽

[
p

p− 1

]
+ 1.

Hence, if we recall (A.9) and we define

Cp,m :=

[ p
p−1 ]+1∏
i=0

(
p

m− 1
+ i

)
, (A.12)
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we see that
p− 1

2(m− 1)

(
p− 1

2(m− 1)
+ 1

)
⩽ Cq,s,k ⩽ Cp,m. (A.13)

Thus, recalling also (A.10), for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1}, we evince that

cp,m :=

p− 1

2(m− 1)

(
p− 1

2(m− 1)
+ 1

)
([

p

p− 1

]
+ 2

)
!

⩽ C̃q,s,k,i ⩽ Cp,m.

Hence, using also (A.5), we deduce that for every i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1}, ρ0 ∈
(
0, r

2

)
and t ∈

(
r
2
, r − ρ0

)
cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1 (
t− r

2

)k+1−i

⩽ f (i)(t) ⩽ Cp,m ρ
−qs−k−1
0

(
t− r

2

)k+1−i

. (A.14)

Now we notice that, by (A.11) and (A.13),

Ci,q,s ⩽ Cq,s,k ⩽ Cp,m. (A.15)

We infer from this and (A.6) that for every x ∈
(
2
3
r, r
)
, ρ := r−x

2
and i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1}

cp,m3
−qs−k−1ρ−qs−i ⩽ f (i)(x) ⩽ Cp,m2

−qs−iρ−qs−i.

Thus, if we define the constant

c̃p,m := cp,m

(
1

3

) p
m−1

+[ p
p−1 ]+2

, (A.16)

we see that, for every x ∈
(
2
3
r, r
)

and i ∈ {0, . . . , k + 1},

c̃p,mρ
−qs−i ⩽ f (i)(x) ⩽ Cp,mρ

−qs−i, (A.17)

where ρ := r−x
2

.

Thanks to these observations, we now provide some auxiliary results that allow us to estimate
the fractional p-Laplacian of the function v in (3.8), as stated in Proposition 3.4.

Lemma A.5. Let p ∈ (1, 2), s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)

and r ∈ (1,+∞). Let v : Rn → [0, 1] be as in (3.8).
Let x ∈ Br and

ρ :=
r − |x|

2
. (A.18)

Then, there exists Cn,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) such that
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽
Cn,p,m

1− s
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp. (A.19)

Proof. In what follows, for simplicity of notation, if A, B ∈ (0,+∞) we adopt the notation

A ≲ B if A ⩽ Cn,p,mB

for some Cn,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) depending at most on n, p and m.
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Moreover, for every p ∈ (1, 2), s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)

and k as in (3.6), we have that

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp ⩾ (1− s)(p− 1). (A.20)

Indeed,

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp− (1− s)(p− 1) = k(p− 1)− s

=

([
sp

p− 1

]
+ 1

)
(p− 1)− s ⩾

sp

p− 1
(p− 1)− s = s(p− 1) ⩾ 0,

as desired.
Now, we complete the proof of (A.19), which is based on a long and tedious computation, that

we provide here below for the facility of the reader. We will deal separately with the cases x ∈ B r
2
,

x ∈ Br̂ \B r
2

and x ∈ Br \Br̂, where r̂ has been defined in (3.25).

(i) Case x ∈ B r
2
. In this case, for every y ∈ Bρ(x) it holds that

|y| ⩽ ρ+ |x| = r − |x|
2

+ |x| = r + |x|
2

⩽
3

4
r.

Hence, recalling (3.8), if y ∈ Bρ(x),

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2 = (h(|y|)− h(|x|)) |h(|y|)− h(|x|)|p−2

= h(|y|)|h(|y|)|p−2 ⩽ |f(|y|)|p−1χRn\B r
2
(y).

As a consequence,
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽
ˆ
Bρ(x)\B r

2

|f(|y|)|p−1

|x− y|n+sp dy.

We now use (A.14) with ρ0 := r/4 and i := 0 and we obtain that
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m

(r
4

)−(qs+k+1)(p−1)
ˆ
Bρ(x)\B r

2

(
|y| − r

2

)(p−1)(k+1)

|x− y|n+sp dy.

Thus, changing variable gives that
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m

(r
4

)−(qs+k+1)(p−1)
ˆ
Bρ\B r

2
(−x)

(|y + x| − r
2
)(k+1)(p−1)

|y|n+sp dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m

(r
4

)−(qs+k+1)(p−1)
ˆ
Bρ\B r

2
(−x)

(|y|+ |x| − r
2
)(k+1)(p−1)

|y|n+sp dy.

35



Since |x| ⩽ r/2, from this we find that
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m

(r
4

)−(qs+k+1)(p−1)
ˆ
Bρ

|y|(k+1)(p−1)

|y|n+sp dy

=
Cp−1

p,m ωn−1

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp

(r
4

)−(qs+k+1)(p−1)

ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp.

(A.21)

Also, in light of (A.18) we have that ρ ⩽ r/2, and therefore

r−(qs+k+1)(p−1)ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp ⩽ (2ρ)−(qs+k+1)(p−1) ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp = 2−(qs+k+1)(p−1)ρ−qs(p−1)−sp.

Using this into (A.21) and recalling (A.20), we see that

ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽
Cp−1

p,m ωn−12
(qs+k+1)(p−1)

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

⩽
Cp−1

p,m ωn−12
(qs+k+1)(p−1)

(1− s)(p− 1)
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp,

which gives the desired estimate in (A.19).

(ii) Case x ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
. If we denote by

B+
ρ :=

{
y ∈ Bρ s.t. y · x ⩾ 0

}
and B−

ρ :=
{
y ∈ Bρ s.t. y · x < 0

}
,

we have that
|y + x| ⩾ |x| for every y ∈ B+

ρ . (A.22)

Now, we write
ˆ
Bρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

=
1

2

ˆ
Bρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

=
1

2

ˆ
B+

ρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

+
1

2

ˆ
B−

ρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy.

Since v is a radial function, changing variable in the last integral, we find that
ˆ
B−

ρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

=

ˆ
B+

ρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy,
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and thereforeˆ
Bρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

=

ˆ
B+

ρ

(v(y + x)− v(x))|v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2 + (v(x− y)− v(x))|v(x− y)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy

=

ˆ
B+

ρ

(h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)) |h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−2 + (h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)) |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−2

|y|n+sp
dy.

As a result, thanks to (A.22) and the fact that h is a non decreasing function,
ˆ
Bρ

(v(y + x)− v(x)) |v(y + x)− v(x)|p−2

|y|n+sp dy

=

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

+

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩B r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

+

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 + |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy.

(A.23)

Now, we claim that
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
, (A.24)

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩B r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
(A.25)

and ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 + |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
. (A.26)

We point out that if the claims in (A.24), (A.25) and (A.26) hold true, then from (A.23) the estimate
in (A.19) for the case x ∈ Br̂ \B r

2
readily follows.

Hence, from now on, we focus on the proofs of the claims in (A.24), (A.25) and (A.26).

Proof of (A.24): For this, we recall (3.8) and we use Proposition A.3 to find that, for every y ∈
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x),

h(|x+ y|)− h(|x|) ⩽ f(|x+ y|)− f(|x|) =
ˆ |x+y|

|x|
f ′(t) dt

=

ˆ |x+y|

|x|

(
f ′(|x|) +

ˆ t

|x|
f ′′(ξ) dξ

)
dt

⩽ f ′(|x|) (|y + x| − |x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|)
ˆ |x+y|

|x|

(ˆ t

|x|
dξ

)
dt

= f ′(|x|) (|y + x| − |x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|)(|x+ y| − |x|)2

2
.

(A.27)
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Also, for every y ∈ B+
ρ ∩B|x|(x) ∩Bc

r
2
(x), we have that |x− y| ∈

(
r
2
, r̂
)
, and so

h(|x|)− h(|x− y|) = f(|x|)− f(|x− y|) =
ˆ |x|

|x−y|
f ′(t) dt

=

ˆ |x|

|x−y|

(
f ′(|x|)−

ˆ |x|

t

f ′′(ξ) dξ

)
dt

⩾ f ′(|x|) (|x| − |x− y|)− f ′′(|x|)
ˆ |x|

|x−y|

(ˆ |x|

t

dξ

)
dt

= f ′(|x|) (|x| − |x− y|)− f ′′(|x|)(|x| − |x− y|)2

2
.

(A.28)

Now, we define

u(x) := 2
f ′(|x|)
f ′′(|x|)

(A.29)

and we notice that, for every y ∈ Bu(x),

f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)(|x| − |x− y|)
2

⩾ f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

⩾ 0.

From this, (A.27) and (A.28) we deduce that, for every y ∈ B+
ρ ∩B|x|(x) ∩Bc

r
2
(x) ∩Bu(x),

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

⩽ (|x+ y| − |x|)p−1

∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|) |x+ y| − |x|
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

− (|x| − |x− y|)p−1

∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)(|x| − |x− y|)
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

=(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1

×

(∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|) |x+ y| − |x|
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

−
∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)(|x| − |x− y|)

2

∣∣∣∣p−1
)

+
(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1

) ∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)(|x| − |x− y|)
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

⩽|y|p−1

(∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

−
∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣∣p−1
)

+
(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1

)
|f ′(|x|)|p−1

.

(A.30)
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Applying Taylor’s Theorem with the Lagrange remainder we obtain that∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|) + f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

= |f ′(|x|)|p−1
+ (p− 1) |f ′(|x|)|p−2

f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|
2

+
(p− 1)(p− 2)

8
|f ′(|x|) + b|p−3

f ′′(|x+ y|)2 |y|2

⩽ |f ′(|x|)|p−1
+ (p− 1) |f ′(|x|)|p−2

f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|
2

+
(p− 1)(2− p)

8
|f ′(|x|) + b|p−3

(f ′′(|x+ y|))2 |y|2

⩽ |f ′(|x|)|p−1
+ (p− 1) |f ′(|x|)|p−2

f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|
2

+
(p− 1)(2− p)

8
|f ′(|x|)|p−3

(f ′′(|x+ y|))2 |y|2 ,

(A.31)

for some b ∈
(
0, f ′′(|x+ y|) |y|

2

)
.

Also, for every ξ ∈
(
0, f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

)
,

|f ′(|x|)− ξ| ⩾ |f ′(|x|)| − ξ ⩾ f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

⩾ 0.

Hence, thanks to Taylor’s Theorem we find that, for some a ∈
(
0, f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

)
,

∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

∣∣∣∣p−1

= |f ′(|x|)|p−1 − (p− 1) |f ′(|x|)|p−2
f ′′(|x|) |y|

2
+

(p− 1)(p− 2)

8
|f ′(|x|)− a|p−3

(f ′′(|x|))2|y|2.

From this, (A.30) and (A.31) we conclude that, for every y ∈ B+
ρ ∩B|x|(x) ∩Bc

r
2
(x) ∩Bu(x),

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

⩽
p− 1

2
|y|p |f ′(|x|)|p−2 (

f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|)
)

+
(p− 1)(2− p)

8
|y|p+1

(
f ′(|x|)p−3(f ′′(|x+ y|))2 +

∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

∣∣∣∣p−3

(f ′′(|x|))2
)

+
(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1

)
|f ′(|x|)|p−1

.
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Therefore, we deduce that, for every w ∈ (0, u(x)) ∩ (0, |x| − r
2
) ∩ (0, ρ),

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽
p− 1

2

ˆ
B+

w∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

|f ′(|x|)|p−2 (f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|))
|y|n+sp−p dy

+
(p− 1)(2− p)

8

ˆ
B+

w∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

|y|n+sp−p−1 dy

+

ˆ
B+

w∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

+

ˆ
(B+

ρ \B+
w)∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy.

(A.32)

Now we adopt the notation
x̃ := |x| − r

2
. (A.33)

Also, we assume that r̂ ∈
(
2
3
r,+∞

)
, the other case being similar. We notice that

x̃ < ρ if x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
(A.34)

and x̃ ⩾ ρ if x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r. (A.35)

Moreover, we define

αp,m :=
c̃p,m
Cp,m

and the function

w(x) :=

{
αp,m x̃ for x ∈ B 2

3
r \B r

2
,

αp,m ρ for x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r,

(A.36)

where c̃p,m and Cp,m are given respectively in (A.16) and (A.12).
We notice that αp,m ⩽ 1, thanks to (A.17). Moreover, recalling (A.29) and making use of (A.17),

u(x) = 2
f ′(|x|)
f ′′(|x|)

⩾ 2
c̃p,m

(
r−|x|
2

)−qs−1

Cp,m

(
r−|x|
2

)−qs−2 = αp,m(r − |x|) = αp,m

(r
2
− x̃
)
⩾ w(x).

Therefore, using also (A.34) and (A.35), we have that, if x ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
,

w(x) ⩽ min {u(x), x̃, ρ} . (A.37)

Accordingly, we can exploit (A.32) with w := w(x).
In this way, we deduce that, in order to show (A.24), it is enough to prove that, if x ∈ Br̂ \B r

2
,

ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|f ′(|x|)|p−2 (f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|))
|y|n+sp−p dy ≲

ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
, (A.38)
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ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

|y|n+sp−p−1 dy

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
,

(A.39)

ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
(A.40)

andˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
. (A.41)

Hence, from now on we focus on the proofs of these claims.
We first prove (A.38). To do so, if x ∈ B 2

3
r \B r

2
, we observe that, in light of (A.14),

|f ′(|x|)|p−2
(
f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|)

)
⩽ cp−2

p,m

(r
2

)−(qs+k+1)(p−2) (
|x| − r

2

)k(p−2)

Cp,m

(r
6

)−qs−k−1
((

|x+ y| − r

2

)k−1

+
(
|x| − r

2

)k−1
)

⩽ cp−2
p,mCp,m

(r
2

)−(qs+k+1)(p−2) (r
6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k(p−2)
(
(x̃+ |y|)k−1 + x̃k−1

)
.

As a consequence,ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|f ′(|x|)|p−2 (f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|))
|y|n+sp−p dy

⩽ cp−2
p,mCp,m

(r
2

)−(qs+k+1)(p−2) (r
6

)−qs−k−1
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

x̃k(p−2)
(
(x̃+ |y|)k−1 + x̃k−1

)
|y|n+sp−p dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

ˆ
Bw(x)

x̃k(p−2)
(
(x̃+ |y|)k−1 + x̃k−1

)
|y|n+sp−p dy.

Thus, changing variable z := y/x̃, we obtain thatˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|f ′(|x|)|p−2 (f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|))
|y|n+sp−p dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bw(x)/x̃

(
(1 + |z|)k−1 + 1

)
|z|n+sp−p

dz

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bαp,m

(
(1 + |z|)k−1 + 1

)
|z|n+sp−p

dz

≲
r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

p− sp
x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp.

Now, we observe that (k+1)(p−1)−sp ⩾ 0 thanks to (A.20), and therefore we deduce from (A.34)
that ˆ

B+
w(x)

∩B|x|(x)∩Bc
r
2
(x)

|f ′(|x|)|p−2 (f ′′(|x+ y|) + f ′′(|x|))
|y|n+sp−p dy

≲
r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

1− s
ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp ⩽

ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.
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This proves (A.38) when x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
.

If instead x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r, we exploit (A.17) to obtain the estimate

|f ′(x)|p−2
(f ′′(x+ y) + f ′′(x))

⩽ c̃p−2
p,m

(
r − |x|

2

)(qs+1)(2−p)

Cp,m

((
r − |x+ y|

2

)−qs−2

+

(
r − |x|

2

)−qs−2
)
.

(A.42)

Also, if y ∈ Bw(x) then |x+ y| ⩽ |x|+ |y| ⩽ |x|+ w(x) ⩽ |x|+ ρ, thanks to (A.37). Consequently,

r − |x+ y|
2

⩾
r − |x| − ρ

2
= ρ− ρ

2
=
ρ

2
. (A.43)

From this and (A.42), we infer that

|f ′(x)|p−2
(f ′′(x+ y) + f ′′(x)) ≲ ρ(qs+1)(2−p)ρ−qs−2 = ρ−qs(p−1)−p.

As a result,
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|f ′(x)|p−2 (f ′′(x+ y) + f ′′(x))

|y|n+sp−p dy ≲ ρ−qs(p−1)−p

ˆ
Bw(x)

dy

|y|n+sp−p

⩽ ρ−qs(p−1)−p

ˆ
Bρ

dy

|y|n+sp−p ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.

This concludes the proof of (A.38).
Next, we show that (A.39) holds true. For this, we observe that, as a consequence of (A.14)

and (A.16), if x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
and y ∈ Bw(x), then

f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

⩾ cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k − Cp,m

(r
6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k−1 |y|
2

⩾ cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k − Cp,m

(r
6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k−1w(x)

2

⩾ cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k − c̃p,m
2

(r
6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k

= cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k − cp,m
2

(
1

3

)q+[ p
p−1 ]+1 (r

6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k

⩾ cp,m

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k − cp,m
2

(
1

3

)qs+k+1 (r
6

)−qs−k−1

x̃k

=
cp,m
2

(r
2

)−qs−k−1

x̃k.

Thus, making again use of (A.14),

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

⩽ cp−3
p,m

(r
2

)−(qs+k+1)(p−3) (
|x| − r

2

)k(p−3)

C2
p,m

(r
6

)−2(qs+k+1) (
|x+ y| − r

2

)2(k−1)

+
cp−3
p,m

2p−3

(r
2

)−(qs+k+1)(p−3)

x̃k(p−3)C2
p,m

(r
6

)−2(qs+k+1) (
|x| − r

2

)2(k−1)
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≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−3)

((
|x+ y| − r

2

)2(k−1)

+ x̃2(k−1)

)
⩽ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−3)

(
(x̃+ |y|)2(k−1) + x̃2(k−1)

)
.

As a consequence, using also (A.34), we infer that

ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

|y|n+sp−p−1 dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−3)

(ˆ
Bw(x)

(x̃+ |y|)2(k−1)

|y|n+sp−p−1
dy +

ˆ
Bw(x)

x̃2(k−1)

|y|n+sp−p−1
dy

)

⩽ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

(ˆ
Bαp,m

(1 + |y|)2(k−1)

|y|n+sp−p−1 dy +

ˆ
Bαp,m

dy

|y|n+sp−p−1

)
⩽ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bαp,m

dy

|y|n+sp−p−1

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1 + p− sp

⩽
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
,

which establishes (A.39) when x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
,

Similarly, using (A.17), we find that, for all x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r and y ∈ Bw(x),

f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|
2

⩾ f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)w(x)
2

= f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|)αp,mρ

2

⩾ c̃p,mρ
−qs−1 − Cp,mρ

−qs−1αp,m

2

= ρ−qs−1 c̃p,m
2
.

This and (A.17) give that

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

⩽ c̃p−3
p,mρ

−(qs+1)(p−3)C2
p,m

(
r − |x+ y|

2

)−2(qs+2)

+ ρ−(qs+1)(p−3)
c̃p−3
p,m

2p−3
C2

p,mρ
−2(qs+2)

Hence, recalling (A.43),

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2 ≲ ρ−(qs+1)(p−3)−2(qs+2).
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From this we thereby find that

ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

f ′(|x|)p−3f ′′(|x+ y|)2 +
∣∣∣f ′(|x|)− f ′′(|x|) |y|

2

∣∣∣p−3

f ′′(|x|)2

|y|n+sp−p−1
dy

≲ ρ(qs+1)(1−p)

ˆ
Bw(x)

dy

|y|n+sp−p−1

= ρ(qs+1)(1−p)ρ−sp+p−1

ˆ
Bαp,m

dy

|y|n+sp−p−1 ≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1 + p− sp
⩽
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.

Therefore the proof of (A.39) is complete.
Now we prove (A.40). To accomplish this goal, we prove first that there exists Cp ∈ (0,+∞) such

that, for every x ∈ Br̂ and y ∈ B+
w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/ |x|) ∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/ |x|),

(∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣− 1

)p−1

−
(
1−

∣∣∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣)p−1

⩽ Cp |y|p . (A.44)

To show the claim in (A.44), we assume without loss of generality that x = |x| en. Then, if we
write y = (y′, yn) with y′ := (y1, . . . , yn−1), we have that

d

dyn

∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣ = d

dyn

√
|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1 =

1 + yn√
|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1

and similarly

d2

dy2n

∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣ = (|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1)− (1 + yn)
2(

|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1
) 3

2

=
|y′|2(

|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1
) 3

2

.

(A.45)

We also compute that

d

dyn

∣∣∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣ = d

dyn

√
|y′|2 + y2n − 2yn + 1 =

yn − 1√
|y′|2 + y2n − 2yn + 1

and
d2

dy2n

∣∣∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣ = |y′|2(
|y′|2 + y2n − 2yn + 1

) 3
2

. (A.46)

Now we denote by πn : Rn → R the projection along the n-th axis and we set

A := πn

(
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/ |x|) ∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/ |x|)

)
.

Then, in light of (A.45) and (A.46),

sup
yn∈A

∣∣∣∣ d2dy2n
∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⩽ |y′|2(
|y′|2 + 1

) 3
2

⩽ 1.
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Also, since x ∈ Br̂,

sup
yn∈A

∣∣∣∣ d2dy2n
∣∣∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⩽ 1(
|y′|2 + y2n − 2yn + 1

) 1
2

⩽
2 |x|
r

⩽
2r̂

r
⩽ 2.

By Taylor’s Theorem we thereby deduce that∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣− 1 = yn +
y2n
2

d2

dξ2

∣∣∣∣ x|x| − (y′, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ yn +
1

2
y2n (A.47)

and that
1−

∣∣∣∣y − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣ = yn −
y2n
2

d2

dη2

∣∣∣∣(y′, η)− x

|x|

∣∣∣∣ ⩾ yn − y2n, (A.48)

for some η, ξ ∈ (0, yn).
Furthermore, by (A.37), we have that, for every y ∈ B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/ |x|) ∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/ |x|),

(1− yn) ⩾ (1− |y|) ⩾
(
1− w(x)

|x|

)
⩾

(
1− min {x̃, ρ}

|x|

)
⩾

1

2
. (A.49)

Therefore, thanks to (A.47), (A.48) and (A.49), and applying Taylor’s Theorem once again, we infer
that, for every y ∈ B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/ |x|) ∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/ |x|), there exist some ξ, η ∈ (0, yn) such that

(∣∣∣∣ x|x| + y

∣∣∣∣− 1

)p−1

−
(
1−

∣∣∣∣ x|x| − y

∣∣∣∣)p−1

=

(√
|y′|2 + y2n + 2yn + 1− 1

)p−1

−
(
1−

√
|y′|2 + y2n − 2yn + 1

)p−1

⩽ yp−1
n

((
1 +

1

2
yn

)p−1

− (1− yn)
p−1

)

⩽ yp−1
n

(
1 +

p− 1

2

(
1 +

1

2
ξ

)p−2

yn − 1 + (p− 1) (1− η)p−2 yn

)

⩽ yp−1
n

(
p− 1

2
yn + (p− 1) (1− yn)

p−2 yn

)
⩽ yp−1

n

(
p− 1

2
yn + (p− 1)22−pyn

)
⩽ Cpy

p
n

⩽ Cp |y|p

where we have defined Cp := (p− 1) (2−1 + 22−p). This concludes the proof of (A.44).
As a consequence of a change of variable and (A.44), if x ∈ B 2

3
r \B r

2
,

ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

= |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/|x|)∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/|x|)

((|x/|x|+ y| − 1)p−1 − (1− |x/|x| − y|)p−1)|f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp
dy
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⩽ Cp|x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/|x|)∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/|x|)

|f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp−p
dy.

From this and (A.14) we thus find that
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽ CpC
p−1
p,m |x|p−1−sp

(r
6

)−(p−1)(qs+k+1) (
|x| − r

2

)k(p−1)
ˆ
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/|x|)∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/|x|)

dy

|y|n+sp−p

≲ |x|p−1−spr−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−1)

ˆ
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/|x|)∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/|x|)

dy

|y|n+sp−p
.

Now, we observe that w(x) ⩽ x̃ ⩽ |x|, thanks to (A.33) and (A.37). Therefore,
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ |x|p−1−spr−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−1)

ˆ
B1

dy

|y|n+sp−p

≲
|x|p−1−spr−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃k(p−1)

p− sp
.

Accordingly, recalling also (A.34),
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲
r−sp−(p−1)(qs+k)ρk(p−1)

p− sp
≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
,

which proves (A.40) when x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
.

If x ∈ Br̂ \ B 2
3
r, we argue in a similar way, exploiting a change of variable and (A.44), but using

now (A.17) to estimate |f ′(|x|)| and (A.35) to see that w(x) ⩽ ρ. In this way, we conclude that
ˆ
B+

w(x)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

(
(|x+ y| − |x|)p−1 − (|x| − |x− y|)p−1) |f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

w(x)
|x|

∩B1(x/|x|)∩Bc
r

2|x|
(x/|x|)

|f ′(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp−p dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m |x|p−1−sp ρ−(qs+1)(p−1)

ˆ
Bw(x)

|x|

dy

|y|n+sp−p

≲ |x|p−1−sp ρ−(qs+1)(p−1) ρ
p−sp

|x|p−sp

1

p− sp

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.
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Thus, the claim in (A.40) holds true for every x ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
.

In order to complete the proof of (A.24) it is only left to show (A.41). To do so, we observe that,
for every t > 0 and y ∈ Rn \Bt,

(1 + |y|)k−1 − 1 ⩽ (1 + |y|)k+1 ⩽
(
t−1 + 1

)k+1 |y|k+1 . (A.50)

Moreover, we see that
ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽
ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽
ˆ
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽
ˆ
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

|f(|y + x|)− f(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy.

(A.51)

Now, if x ∈ B 2
3
r \ B r

2
and y ∈ Bρ, we have that

(
x̃+ r

2
, x̃+ r

2
+ |y|

)
⊂
(
r
2
, 5r

6

)
. Therefore, we

employ (A.14) with ρ0 := r/6 and we obtain that

|f(|y + x|)− f(|x|)| ⩽
∣∣∣f (|y|+ x̃+

r

2

)
− f

(
x̃+

r

2

)∣∣∣ = ˆ x̃+|y|

x̃

f ′
(
t+

r

2

)
dt

⩽ Cp,m

(r
6

)−qs−k−1
ˆ x̃+|y|

x̃

tk dt ≲ r−qs−k−1
(
(x̃+ |y|)k+1 − x̃k+1

)
.

(A.52)

Thus, if x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
, we employ a change of variable to deduce that

ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

ˆ
Bρ\Bw(x)

(
(x̃+ |y|)k+1 − x̃k+1

)p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bρ/x̃\Bαp,m

(
(1 + |y|)k+1 − 1

)p−1

|y|n+sp dy.

Now, formula (A.50) (used here with t := αp,m) gives that
ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bρ/x̃\Bαp,m

dy

|y|n+sp−(k+1)(p−1)

⩽ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
Bρ/x̃

dy

|y|n+sp−(k+1)(p−1)

≲
r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp
ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp.
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Thus, recalling (A.20),
ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp
⩽
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
,

which is (A.41) when x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
.

Analogously, if x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r we use (A.17) into (A.51) to obtain that

ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

⩽ Cp−1
p,m

ˆ
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

ρ−(qs+1)(p−1)

|y|n+sp−p+1 dy.

Hence, changing variable and recalling (A.36),
ˆ
(
B+

ρ \B+
w(x)

)
∩B|x|(x)∩Bc

r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

= Cp−1
p,m ρ

−(qs+1)(p−1)−sp+p−1

ˆ
B+

1 \B+
αp,m

dy

|y|n+sp−p+1

≲ ρ−qs(p−1)−sp



αp,m
p−sp−1 − 1

1 + sp− p
if s ∈

(
p− 1

p
, 1

)
,

|ln (αp,m)| if s =
p− 1

p
,

1− αp,m
p−sp−1

p− 1− sp
if s ∈

(
p− 1

2p
,
p− 1

p

)
≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.

This concludes the proof of (A.41) and thus of the claim in (A.24).

Proof of (A.25): Toward this objective, we use the notation for x̃ in (A.33) and we observe that,
for every y ∈ B r

2x̃

(
x
x̃

)
,

(|y|+ 1)k+1 − 1 ⩽ (|y|+ 1)k+1 ⩽ 2k+1 |y|k+1 . (A.53)

Indeed, the first inequality is obvious. For the second one, we use the triangular inequality to obtain
that, if y ∈ B r

2x̃

(
x
x̃

)
,

|x|
x̃

− |y| ⩽
∣∣∣y − x

x̃

∣∣∣ ⩽ r

2x̃
,

from which it follows that
|y| ⩾

(
|x| − r

2

) 1

x̃
= 1,

and therefore the proof of (A.53) is complete.
Moreover, if x ∈ B 2

3
r \B r

2
and y ∈ Bρ, we recall (A.52) and we see that

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1 ⩽ |h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1
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⩽ |f(|y + x|)− f(|x|)|p−1 ≲ r−(qs+k+1)(p−1)
(
(x̃+ |y|)k+1 − x̃k+1

)p−1
,

and thus a change of variable gives that
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B r
2
(x)

(
(|y|+ x̃)k+1 − x̃k+1

)p−1

|y|n+sp
dy

= r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
B+

ρ
x̃
∩B r

2x̃
(x
x̃)

(
(|y|+ 1)k+1 − 1

)p−1

|y|n+sp
dy.

From this, and using also (A.20), (A.36) and (A.53) we obtain that
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)x̃(k+1)(p−1)−sp

ˆ
B ρ

x̃

dy

|y|n+sp−(k+1)(p−1)
dy

≲
r−(p−1)(qs+k+1)

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp
ρ(k+1)(p−1)−sp

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

(k + 1)(p− 1)− sp

⩽
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.

This establishes (A.25) if x ∈ B 2
3
r \B r

2
.

If instead x ∈ Br̂ \B 2
3
r we argue as follows. We notice that

B r
2
(x) ⊂ Rn \Bx̃, (A.54)

since, if y ∈ B r
2
(x) then, recalling (A.33),

|y| ⩾ |x| − |y − x| = x̃+
r

2
− |y − x| ⩾ x̃.

Thus, according to (A.35) and (A.54), we have that

B+
ρ ∩B r

2
(x) ⊂ B+

ρ ∩Bc
x̃ = ∅.

As a consequence,
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩B|x|(x)∩B r
2
(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 − |h(|x|)− h(|x− y|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy = 0.

This concludes the proof of claim (A.25).

Proof of (A.26): Making use of (A.6) we see that, for every y ∈ Bρ,

|h(|y ± x|)− h(|x|)| ⩽ |f(|x± y|)− f(|x|)| ⩽
ˆ |x|+|y|

|x|
f ′(t) dt ⩽ f ′(|x|+ |y|)|y|

≲ (r − |x| − |y|)−qs−1 |y| = (2ρ− |y|)−qs−1 |y| ⩽ ρ−qs−1|y|.
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Thanks to this, and also changing variable, we find that
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 + |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1)

ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

dy

|y|n+sp−p+1

= ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

ρ
|x|

∩Bc
1( x

|x|)

dy

|y|n+sp−p+1

⩽ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

ρ
|x|

∩Bc
1( x

|x|)

dy

|y′|n+sp−p+1 .

We suppose, without loss of generality, that x = |x|en, and so
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 + |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
B+

ρ
|x|

∩Bc
1(en)

dy

|y′|n+sp−p+1

Now, we remark that, if x ∈ Br̂ \B r
2
,

ρ

|x|
=

r

2 |x|
− 1

2
⩽ 1− 1

2
=

1

2
.

As a consequence, denoting by y = (y′, yn) ∈ Rn−1 × R, we have that

B+
ρ
|x|

∩Bc
1(en) ⊂

{
y ∈ Rn s.t. |y′| ⩽ ρ

|x|
and yn ∈

(
0, 1−

√
1− |y′|2

)}
,

and therefore
ˆ
B+

ρ ∩Bc
|x|(x)

|h(|y + x|)− h(|x|)|p−1 + |h(|x− y|)− h(|x|)|p−1

|y|n+sp dy

≲ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
{|y′|⩽ ρ

|x|}
1

|y′|n+sp−p+1

(ˆ 1−
√

1−|y′|2

0

dyn

)
dy′

= ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
{|y′|⩽ ρ

|x|}

1−
√
1− |y′|2

|y′|n+sp−p+1 dy′

⩽ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp

ˆ
{|y′|⩽ ρ

|x|}
2√

3 |y′|n+sp−p−1 dy
′

≲ ρ−(p−1)(qs+1) |x|p−1−sp ρp−sp

|x|p−sp

1

p− sp

≲
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

1− s
.

This concludes the proof of claim (A.26).
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(iii) Case x ∈ Br \Br̂. In this case, for every y ∈ Rn it holds that

v(y)− v(x) = v(y)− 1 ⩽ 0.

From this, we deduce that
ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽ 0,

and (A.19) trivially follows.

We now provide an estimate on r − r̂, where r̂ has been defined in (3.25).

Proposition A.6. Let p ∈ (1,+∞), m ∈ [p,+∞), s ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ (1,+∞). Let f and r̂ be
defined respectively as in (3.8) and (3.25).

Then, there exists Ĉp,m ∈ (0,+∞) such that

r − r̂ > Ĉp,m.

Proof. From the computations in (3.10), we see that, for every t ∈
(
r
2
, r
)
,

f(t) ⩾ (r − t)−qs − ck,q,s

(r
2

)−qs

,

where ck,q,s is given in (3.11).
Thus, if we define

r0 := r −
(
ck,q,s

(r
2

)−qs

+ 1

)− 1
qs

, (A.55)

we obtain that f(t) ⩾ 1 for every t ∈ (r0, r).
Therefore, owing to (3.25), we obtain that r̂ < r0. This gives that

r − r̂ ⩾

(
ck,q,s

(r
2

)−qs

+ 1

)− 1
qs

⩾
(
ck,q,s2

qs + 1
)− 1

qs =: Cq,s,k.

Hence, in order to complete the proof of Lemma A.6, it is only left to show that there exists Ĉp,m ∈
(0,+∞) such that

Cq,s,k ⩾ Ĉp,m. (A.56)

To prove (A.56), we make use of (3.20) and we obtain that

Cq,s,k ⩾
(
qsc(1)p,m2

q + 1
)− 1

qs =

(
1− qsc

(1)
p,m2q

qsc
(1)
p,m2q + 1

) 1
qs

. (A.57)

Now we consider the continuous function l : (0, 1] → (0,+∞) defined by

l(s) :=

(
1− qsc

(1)
p,m2q

qsc
(1)
p,m2q + 1

) 1
qs

.

51



We set s0 := min
{
1, 1

q2q+1c
(1)
p,m

}
and we observe that, for every s ∈ (0, s0),

1− qsc
(1)
p,m2q

qsc
(1)
p,m2q + 1

⩾
1

2

and therefore
l(s) ⩾

(
1− qsc(1)p,m2

q
) 1

qs .

Taking the liminf as s→ 0, we obtain that

lim inf
s→0

l(s) ⩾ e−c
(1)
p,m2q .

From this, the fact that l ∈ C((0, 1], (0,+∞)) and (A.57), we obtain (A.56), as desired.

Corollary A.7. Let p ∈ (1, 2), s ∈
[
p−1
2p
, 1
)
, r ∈ (1,+∞) and µ ∈ (0,+∞). Let v : Rn → [0, 1] be

defined as in (3.8).
Then, there exists Cµ,n,p,m ∈ (0,+∞) such that, for every x ∈ Br,ˆ

Bµ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽
Cµ,n,p,m

1− s
. (A.58)

Proof. We recall that, if r̂ is given as in (3.25), then, for every x ∈ Br \Br̂ and every y ∈ Rn,

v(y)− v(x) = v(y)− 1 ⩽ 0.

Consequently, for every x ∈ Br \Br̂ and µ ∈ (0,+∞),
ˆ
Bµ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽ 0,

and (A.58) plainly follows.
Furthermore, in virtue of (A.19) and Lemma A.6, if ρ := r−|x|

2
we have that, for every x ∈ Br̂\B r

2
,

ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽ Cn,p,m
ρ−qs(p−1)−sp

p− sp

⩽
Cn,p,m

p− sp

(
r − r̂

2

)−qs(p−1)−sp

⩽
Cn,p,m

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−qs(p−1)−sp

.

Moreover, if µ ∈ [ρ,+∞),
ˆ
Bµ(x)\Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy ⩽
ˆ
Bµ(x)\Bρ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp

⩽
ωn−1

sp
ρ−sp ⩽

1

p− 1

ωn−1

p− sp
ρ−sp ⩽

1

p− 1

ωn−1

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−sp

.

From the last two displays we thus obtain that, if µ ∈ [ρ,+∞),
ˆ
Bµ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

⩽
Cn,m,p

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−qs(p−1)−sp

+
1

p− 1

ωn−1

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−sp
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which gives the desired estimate.
Similarly, if µ ∈ (0, ρ),

ˆ
Bµ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

=

ˆ
Bρ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy −
ˆ
Bρ(x)\Bµ(x)

(v(y)− v(x)) |v(y)− v(x)|p−2

|x− y|n+sp dy

⩽
Cn,m,p

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−qs(p−1)−sp

+ 2p−1

ˆ
Bρ(x)\Bµ(x)

dy

|x− y|n+sp

⩽
Cn,m,p

p− sp

(
Ĉp,m

2

)−qs(p−1)−sp

+
2p−1

p− 1

ωn−1

p− sp
µ−sp,

as desired.
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