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THE KELLOGG PROPERTY UNDER GENERALIZED GROWTH CONDITIONS
PETTERI HARJULEHTO AND JONNE JUUSTI

ABSTRACT. We study minimizers of the Dirichlet p-energy integral with generalized Orlicz
growth. We prove the Kellogg property, the set of irregular points has zero capacity, and give
characterizations of semiregular boundary points. The results are new ever for the special
cases double phase and Orlicz growth.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study minimizers of the Dirichlet energy integral in a bounded domain €2 C R” with
boundary values:

inf/go(x,|Vu|)dx,
Q

where the integral is taken over all u € W¢0)(Q) withu — f € W&’SD(J (€©2). We assume that
strictly convex ¢ has the generalized Orlicz growth and satisfies (A0), (A1), (Al-n), (alnc)
and (aDec). These conditions for the generalized Orlicz function are widely used, see for
example [13, 14, 15, 16, 27]. Our results include as special cases the constant exponent case
¢(z,t) = 7, the Orlicz case p(x,t) = (t), the variable exponent case (x,t) = tP@), and
the double phase case ¢(z,t) = t? + a(x)t?. Boundary regularity has been recently studied
in the variable exponent case for example in [1, 2, 21, 22, 24, 25], in Orlicz case for example
in [9, 20, 23], in double phase case in [3], and in the generalized Orlicz case in [1 1, 17]. Note
the survey [6], that includes more references of variational problems and partial differential
equations of this type. We also mention the books [7], that presents the fundamentals of
variable Lebesgue spaces and how they relate to harmonic analysis, and [26], that surveys
the theory of Musielak-Orlicz Hardy spaces.

Let f € C(09) be a boundary value function and H; the corresponding (continuous) min-
imizer, see Section 3 for definitions. A boundary pointz € 0Qis regularif lim,_,, ,cq Hs(y) =
f(z) for all f. Otherwise the boundary point is irregular. An irregular boundary point is
semiregular if the limit exists for all f. Precise definitions can be found from Definitions 3.5
and 6.1. Our main goal is to prove the Kellogg property: the set of irregular boundary points
has zero capacity. This is our Theorem 5.5. In the variable exponent case this was first
proved in [21], and later with a different proof in [1]. Then we prove characterizations of
semiregular boundary points, Theorem 6.5, showing for example that the boundary point z
is semiregular if and only if it has a neighbourhood V' such that capacity of V' N 052 is zero.
In the variable exponent case these have been proved in [!]. In this paper we use ideas from
[1]. To best of our knowledge, our results are new in even the special cases of the double
phase growth and the Orlicz growth.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we assume that 2 C R" is a bounded domain, i.e. an open and
connected set. The following definitions are as in [12], which we use as a general reference
to background theory in generalized Orlicz spaces.

Definition 2.1. We say that ¢ : Q x [0,00) — [0,00] is a weak ®-function, and write
v € 9,(Q), if the following conditions hold

e Forevery t € [0, 00) the function z — ¢(x,t) is measurable and for every = € () the
function ¢ — ¢(z, t) is non-decreasing.
e o(z,0) = lim ¢(z,t) = 0and lim p(z,t) = oo for every = € (.
t—0t+ t—o00
e The function ¢ — @ is L-almost increasing for ¢ > 0 uniformly in 2. "Uniformly"
means that L is independent of z.
If p € &,(2) is additionally convex and left-continuous, then ¢ is a convex ®-function, and
we write ¢ € $.(Q).

Two functions ¢ and 1 are equivalent, p ~ 1), if there exists L > 1 such that ¢(z, 1) <
o(z,t) < Y(x, Lt) for every x € 2 and every ¢t > 0. Equivalent ®-functions give rise to the
same space with comparable norms.

Assumptions. Let us write p5(t) := sup,c5 ¢(z,t) and p5(t) := inf,ep p(x,t); and ab-
breviate T := ¢F. We state some assumptions for later reference.

(AO) There exists 3 € (0, 1) such that ¢(x, 8) < 1 < p(z, 1/) for almost every z.
(A1) There exists 5 € (0, 1) such that, for every ball B and a.e. z,y € BN,

1
&P—l(x,t) < gp_l(y,t) when t € [l,ﬁ]_

(Al-n) There exists 5 € (0, 1) such that, for every ball B C €,
p5(Bt) < ¢p(t) when t€ [1, ],
(A2) For every s > 0 there exist 3 € (0,1] and h € L*(©2) N L*>°(2) such that
Be Mz, t) <@y, 1)
for almost every =,y € Q and every ¢ € [h(x) + h(y), s].

alnc ere existp > 1 an = 1 such that ¢ — — 18 L-almost 1ncreasing in (U, 00).
(alnc) Th i land L > 1 such th 20) s [-almost i ing in (0
(aDec) There existqg > 1 and L >

1 such that t — % is L-almost decreasing in (0, co).

We write (Inc) if the ratio is increasing rather than just almost increasing, similarly for (Dec).

We say that ¢ is doubling if there exists a constant L > 1 such that ¢(z, 2t) < Lp(z,t)
for every x € 2 and every ¢t > 0. By Lemma 2.2.6 of [12] doubling is equivalent to (aDec).
If ¢ is doubling with constant L, then by iteration

2.2) o(z,t) < L? (E)Qcp(x, s)

for every x € ) and every 0 < s < t, where () = log,(L), e.g. [5, Lemma 3.3]. If ¢ is
doubling, then (2.2) yields that ~ implies ~. On the other hand, ~ always implies ~ since
the function ¢ — @ is almost increasing; hence ~ and ~ are equivalent in the doubling
case. Note that doubling also yields that p(z,t + s) < p(z,t) + ¢(z, s).

Assumptions (A0) and (aDec) imply that p(z,1) < 87 %(z, ) < 7% and p(z,1) 2
Blp(x,1/B8) = B9, and thus p(x, 1) = 1. If p € $.(Q) satisfies (aDec), then (z, t) is finite
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for every x € Q2 and t > 0, and convexity implies that ¢ is continuous. The conditions (A1)
and (A1-n) can be used also in cubes instead of balls, see Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11 in [13].

The next table contains a interpretation of the assumptions for four ®-functions. The table
1s a combination of tables from [12, Table 7.1] and [13].

o(z,t) (A0) (A1) (Al-n) (alnc)  (aDec)
tP@a(x) a~1 % € Clos % eC p=>1 pF<oo
t*@ log(e +t) | true % € (Clos % eCl® p=>1 ph <o
t? + a(x)t ael® aeC®U P 4eC®r p>1 g<oo
o(t) true true true same  same

Generalized Orlicz spaces. We recall some definitions. We denote by L°(2) the set of
measurable functions in (2.

Definition 2.3. Let ¢ € ¢,,(2) and define the modular o, for f € L°(Q2) by

o0 (1) = [ ola|f(a)) da
The generalized Orlicz space, also called Musielak—Orlicz space, is defined as the set
LO(Q) = {f € L°(Q): im0, (Af) = 0}
equipped with the (Luxemburg) norm
[ fll ) (o) = inf {)\ > 01 0p() (§> < 1}.
If the set is clear from the context we abbreviate || f|| o)) bY | f]lo()-

Holder’s inequality holds in generalized Orlicz spaces with a constant 2, without restric-
tions on the ®,,-function [12, Lemma 3.2.13]:

/Q gl dz < 207 oollglloeo.

Definition 2.4. A function u € L¥")(Q) belongs to the Orlicz—Sobolev space W1*)(Q) if

its weak partial derivatives Ju, . .., ,u exist and belong to the space L¥() (). For u €
W) (Q), we define the norm
[ullwreo ) = llulloe) + IVullpe-

Here || Vu| (. is a shortening of |||V HQP(.). By [12, Lemma 6.1.5] the definition above is
valid. Again, if {2 is clear from the context, we abbreviate ||u|y1.00)(q) by [[u]|1,4()-

To study boundary value problems, we need a concept of weak boundary value spaces.

Definition 2.5. W, *")(Q) is the closure of C5°(€2) in W10 (Q).

Capacity and fine properties of functions. Fine properties of Sobolev functions can be
studied by different capacities. Here we use the generalized Orlicz ¢(-)-capacity defined as
follows.

Definition 2.6. Let £/ C R". Then the generalized Orlicz ¢(-)-capacity of E is defined by

Co(B)i= _int [ il ul) + ol [Vl do,

uGSW(.)(E) R

where the infimum is taken over the set S,(.)(E) of all functions u € WH#0)(R") withu > 1
in an open set containing E.



4 PETTERI HARJULEHTO AND JONNE JUUSTI

If ¢ € $.(R™) satisfies (aDec) and (alnc), then capacity has the following properties, see
[4, Section 3].
(C1) Cy(y(0) =0.
(C2) If By C E5 C R™, then C¢(.)(E1) < C¢(.)(E2).
(C3) If £ C R™, then
Co)(E) = Inf  Cy(U).

ECU
U open

(C4) If Ey, E5 C R™, then
Co() (B U Ep) + Cp) (1 N Ep) < Cp)(Er) + Cyy (En).
(CS5) If K1 D K9 D - -+ are compact sets, then
lim Co)(KG) = Coy (M2 K3).
(C6) For By C Fh C --- C R,
lim Cy)(Ei) = Cyy (UZ E;).

i—00

(C7) For E; C R",
C@(-)( Uz, EZ) S Z Co() (E2).
i=1

A function f : Q — [—o00, 0] is ¢(+)-quasicontinuous if for every ¢ > 0 there exists
an open set U such that C,y(U) < € and f|q\p is continuous. We say that a claim holds
©(+)-quasieverywhere if it holds everywhere except in a set of ¢(-)-capacity zero.

Suppose that u can be approximated by continuous functions in W ¢()(Q). Then a stan-
dard argument (e.g. [8, Theorem 11.1.3]) shows that every u € W1#() () has a represen-
tative, which is quasicontinuous in €2, provided that ¢ € ®.(12) satisfies (alnc) and (aDec).
By [12, Theorem 6.4.7], smooth functions are dense in WI’W(')(Q), if o satisfies (A0), (A1),
(A2) and (aDec). By [12, Lemma 4.2.3], (A2) is not needed, if {2 is bounded. Hence we get
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢ € ®.(9) satisfy (A0), (Al) and (aDec). Then for every u € W #0)(Q),
there exists a sequence of function from C=(2) N W120)(Q) converging to v in WH#0)(Q).

Ifu € Wy *Y(D) and D C ©, then the zero extension of u belongs to W!#()() since u
can be approximated by C§°(D)-functions. The next lemma concerns the opposite implica-
tion.

Lemma 2.8 (Theorem 2.10 in [ 1]). Let ¢ € ®.(Q2) satisfy (AO), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec)
and let D € Q be open. If u € WO (Q) and u = 0in Q\ D, then u € Wol#j(')(D).
Moreover, if u is non-negative, then there exist non-negative u; € VVO1 ’SO(')(D) with spt u; €
D, {u; # 0} C {u # 0} and u; — v in WO (D).

3. REGULAR BOUNDARY POINTS

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ € ®,(Q) and f € W¥0)(Q). We say that u € W¥0)(Q) is a
minimizer with boundary values f € W1¢0)(Q) if u — f € W () and

(3.2) /go(a:, |Vu|)de < / o(z,|V(u+v)|) de
Q Q

for all v € Wy ?9(Q).
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If the inequality is assumed only for all non-negative or non-positive v, then w is called a
superminimizer or subminimizer, respectively.

In the next lemma, we show that in some cases the set WO1 ’“’(')(Q) in the definition above
can be replaced with C§°(€2).

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ € ®. satisfy (A0), (Al) (alnc) and (aDec). Then u is a minimizer, if
and only if inequality (3.2) holds for all v € C§°(S2). The function u is a superminimizer
(subminimizer), if and only if (3.2) holds for all positive (negative) v € C§°(2).

Proof. If u is a minimizer, then it is trivial that (3.2) holds for all v € C§°(2).

Suppose then that (3.2) holds for all v € C2°(€2). Let w € W, *)(Q), and let w; € C° be
a sequence of functions converging to w in W#()(Q). Denote w’ := u-+w and w] := u+w;.
By [12, Lemma 3.2.11]

/ng(x, |Vw'| — [Vwi]) de < max{H|Vw'| — |sz'|H

o IV = (v 3,

where g is the exponent from (aDec). Since ||Vuw'| — [Vwi|| < |V(w' — w})|, we get
V| = 1Vall] ., < IV = w)lloey = 90 = w9l

Since ||V(w — w;)||4) — 0 as i — oo, it follows that
/ oz, |Vu'| = |[Vwi|)dz — 0 as i — oo.
Q

By [12, Lemma 2.2.6] ¢ satisfies (Dec) (not only (aDec)). Since limy_,o+ 0,()(AVW') = 0,
(aDec) implies that o, (Vw') is bounded. It now follows from [12, Lemma 3.1.6] that
|0p() (V') — 0,y (Vw;)| approaches zero as ¢ — 0o, and we therefore have

lim [ o(z, |Vwi|) de = / o(z, |Vu'|) de = / o(z,|V(u+ w)|) de.

i—oo [ Q Q
By our assumption, for every : we have

/ (e, |Vul) dr < / o, [Vt do.
Q Q

Combining the above estimate and limit gives

[ et vunde < [ ooVl de = [ oo 90t w)) de

Q
which shows that u is a minimizer.

The claim regarding superminimizers is proved similarly. The only difference is that every
function in the sequence {w;} must be non-negative. Suppose that w € W, ’w(')(Q) is non-
negative. By definition, there is a sequence of functions w; € C§°(£2) converging to w. But
from the definition alone we can’t deduce that the functions w; are non-negative. Instead,
we use Lemma 2.8: let w; € Wo1 ’“’(')(Q) be a sequence of non-negative functions such that
sptw; € Q2 and w; — win Wie() (€2). The proof of [ 12, Theorem 6.4.7] shows that for every
i, there is a sequence of functions 7;; € C*°(Q) N W) (Q) converging to @;. Moreover,
since the functions 7;; are obtained using standard mollifiers on w;, and sptw; € (2, it
follows that 7;; € C§°(€2) and every 7,; is non-negative. For every i, we choose an index j;
with

s = il <"
Then 7;;, — w in WH¢()(Q). This completes the proof in the case of superminimizers. The
claim for subminimizers follows from the fact that —u is a superminimizer. U
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We denote by H (f) the minimizer with boundary values f € W'¢0)(Q). If f : 0Q — R
is Lipschitz on the boundary of €2, then it can be, by McShane extension, extended to R™ as a
bounded Lipschitz function. The extension of f can be used in the above definition as weak

boundary value, u — f € Wy *"(Q). For g € C(09) we define
Hyr)= s H()@)
Lip(092)>f<g

This definition is based on the fact that continuous functions can be approximated by Lips-
chitz functions.

The following theorem gives sufficient conditions for existence, uniqueness and continuity
of minimizer with bounded boundary values.

Theorem 3.4 (Theorem 6.2 in [11]). Let p € ®.(Q) satisfy (alnc) and (aDec). Then for
every function f € WH¢0)(Q) N L>®(Q), there exists a minimizer H(f).

If p is strictly convex and satisfies (A0), the minimizer is unique, and if (Al-n) holds, then
it is continuous.

Definition 3.5. Let 2 C R™. We say that x € 02 is regular if
lim ~Hi(y) = f(2)

Y=oy
for all f € C(052). A boundary point is irregular if it is not regular.

This means that the minimizer attains the boundary values not only in a Sobolev sense but
point-wise.
We finish this section with the definition of quasiminimizers.

Definition 3.6. A function u € W'li’f(') is a local quasiminimizer of the (-)-energy if there
1s a constant &' > 1 such that

/ oo, \Val)de < K | ole, [V(u+0)]) de
{v£0} {v£0}

for all v € W¥0)(Q) with spt v C .
If the inequality is assumed only for all non-negative or non-positive v, then w is called a
local quasisuperminimizer or local quasisubminimizer, respectively.

By [13, Lemma 3.4], if ¢ satisfies (A0), (A1) and (aDec), then every v € Wh*0)(Q)

with spt v C € belongs to Wo'?)(Q). It then follows that every minimizer is also a local
quasiminimizer.

4. QUASISUPERMINIMIZER EQUALS LSC-REGURALIZATION QUASIEVERYWHERE

Lemma 4.1 (Theorem 4.4 in [11]). Let ¢ € ®.(Q2) satisfy (AO), (Al-n), (alnc) and (aDec).
Let u be a local quasisuperminimizer which is bounded from below and set

u*(x) := ess lim inf u(y).
y—T

Then u* is lower semicontinuous and u = u* almost everywhere.
If u is additionally locally bounded, then every point is a Lebesgue point of u*.

In the lemma above, the function u* is called the Isc-regularization of u. We say that u is
Isc-regularized, if u = w*. In this section we prove that if « is a quasicontinuous quasisuper-
minimizer, then © = u* quasieverywhere. To accomplish this, we need the following lemma
and its corollary.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € ®.(R"™) satisfy (A0), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec). Let B be a ball and
suppose that v € W#0)(R™) is such that spt u € B. Then there exists a set E C B of zero
capacity, such that

t(x) := lim u(y) dy
r—0 B(:B,T‘)

exists for every v € B\ E. The function  is the quasicontinuous representative of u.

Proof. To prove this claim, we follow the proofs of Propositions 4.4 and 4.5 and Theorem
4.6 of [10], where a similar claim was proven for the variable exponent case.
First we show that Mu € W'¢()(3B) and

4.3) [ Mullwreo) ) < cllullwieo@m)-

Here Mu denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Since u, |Vu| € L¥0)(3B), it
follows by [12, Lemma 4.2.3] and [12, Theorem 4.3.6] that Mu, M|Vu| € L¥)(3B), and
further

”MUHLW(')(BB) < CHUHLW(:SB) and HM|VU‘”L9’<')(3B) < CHVUHLW')(?;B)'

Note that [12, Lemma 4.2.3] is needed here, because [12, Theorem 4.3.6] requires the as-
sumption (A2). By [12, Lemma 6.1.6], we have u € W?(B), where p > 1 is such that ¢
satisfies (alnc),. Since sptu € B, it follows that w in WP(R™). From [19] it follows that
|VMu| < M|Vu| almost everywhere in R™. Hence

IVMul[peer 35y < 1MIVUlll oo m) < el Vullieo @,

and (4.3) now follows.
Then we show that for A > 0 we have

4.4) Co(y({Mu > A} N B) < emax{||u/A| oo gps [u/Al

y }
wte()(3B)J>

where ¢ is such that ¢ satisfies (aDec),. Because Mu is lower semi-continuous, the set
{Mwu > A} and its intersection with B are open. Let n € C§°(3B) be such that = 1 in
2B and 0 < n < 1in 3B. Then we may use nMu/\ € W'¥()(3B) as a test function for
capacity of {Mu > A} N B. Since nMu/\ = 0 outside 3B, we get

Co(y({Mu > A} N B) < /Rn<p<x, nM%D +<p<:c, \Y (nME)D dx

A
e
u

Uu
< Z Z
< cmax{HﬂM)\HWw(')(gB), ’HMA

i) o 7 (r2))

q
Y
Wte()(3B)

L#()(3B)

where the last inequality follows by [12, Lemma 3.2.11]. Now
U U u u
VS henom = 95y + 7225+ (P25
Hn Mhyreor s = 1M™5 Sl Y T (V)M

u
< 5|
H” )

L¥() (3B

u
+ [noars]
L#()(3B) g A

U
+ (e
L#()(3B) (V) AMlLeO)(3B)

u
< (1+ [ Vnlle) | M5 |
(L +IValle) || M WOsE)
The first inequality follows from triangle inequality ([12, Lemma 3.2.2]), and the second
from the fact that n < 1. Since ||V7]|» does not depend on w, it can be treated as constant
depending only on | B|. Inequality (4.4) then follows from (4.3).
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Next we construct the set . By [13, Lemma 3.4], u € Wy (B) ¢ W " (Rn).
Let {u;} be a sequence of continuous functions converging to u in W1¥()(R") such that
|u — ;]| oy < 272 Define the sets

Up={Mu-u)>2"}nB, Vi:=JU; and E:=[V,
j=i j=1
By (4.4) we have Cy(y(U;) < 27, and therefore C,(y(V;) < ¢2'~" by subadditivity. Since

E is contained in every V;, it follows that C,y(E) = 0.
To complete the proof, we show that @ exist on B\ E and is quasicontinuous. Continuity

of u; implies that
wia) = f  uwa
B(z,r)

@msup(][ o) — )] + \ui<y>—u<y>|dy)
r—0 B(x,r) B(z,r)

<timsup f Juy) = u(w)]dy < M(us ~ )
B(z,r)
If z € B\ Vj, then for any i, j > k we have

wto) -~ f L dy' o - f L) dy')
<M(ui—u)(x)+M(uj7— u)(z) <27+ 277, |

lim sup
r—0

Jus(2) — 03(2)] < lin sup (

r—0

It follows that the pointwise limit function v(x) := lim; , u;(x) exists for x € B\ V} for
every k, hence v exists on B\ E. Since the convergence is uniform on B\ V}, it follows that
v|p\v, is continuous, which shows that v is quasicontinuous. Then we show that v = @ on

B\ E. Fix apoint z in B\ E. Then
wle) = £t
B(z,r)

Since the right-hand side approaches 0 as © — oo, and the left-hand side does not depend
on i, it follows that the left-hand side equals 0, and thus v(z) = @(z). To finish the proof,
we note that almost every point is Lebesgue point of u, and it follows that © = « almost
everywhere. U

lim sup
r—0

v(x) — ]{B(m) u(y) dy‘ < |v(x) — ui(x)| + lim sup

r—0

In the following corollary, we show that assumption u € W1#()(R™) can be replaced by
u € W0 (Q).

Corollary 4.5. Let o € ®.(R") satisfy (A0), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec). Let u € WH¢0)(Q).
Then there exists a set EE C Q of zero capacity, such that u(x) exists for every x € Q \ E.
Moreover u is quasicontinuous in ).

Proof. Let B be a ball such that 2 C B. Let U and V' be open sets such that U € V' & ().
Letn € C5°(Q) be such thatp = 1on V and 0 < i < 1 on 0. Then un € W) (Q). Since

sptun C €, by [13, Lemma 3.4], un € Wol’“o(')(Q) C Wol’“"(')(R"). Lemma 4.2 shows that
there is a set /' C R" of zero capacity such that the limit

lim u(y)n(y) dy
i f w(o)
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exist everywhere on B\ E. Since U € V, V is open, and n = 1 on V', we have

u(r) = lim u(y) dy = lim u(y)n(y) dy
r—0 B(z,r) r—0 B(z,r)
foreveryz € U\ E.

Let then (U;) be a sequence of open sets such that U; € U;,; € 2 and U;’il U; = Q. Then
for every i there exist a set F; of zero capacity, such that @ exist in U; \ E;. It follows that
exists in Q \ J;2, E;. By subadditivity, C,,y(IJ;2, E;) = 0.

It remains to show quasicontinuity. By Lemma 4.2 # is quasicontinuous on every U;.
Hence we may choose open sets F; such that C,)(F;) < 27'¢ and @y, p, is continuous.
Hence J;2, F; is open, d|o\=, 5, is continuous, and by subadditivity C,.)(U;2, Fi) <
E. 0

Now we can prove that v = u* in Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.6. Let o € O.(R™) satisfy (A0), (Al), (Al-n), (alnc) and (aDec). Let u and u* be
as in Lemma 4.1. If u is quasicontinuous, then v = u* quasieverywhere.

Proof. Suppose that u is quasicontinuous. For any positive integer k, we let uy, = min{u, k}.
It is easy to see that uy is quasicontinuous. By Corollary 4.5 there exists a set £ of zero
capcacity such that

Uy () = lim u(y) dy

r—0 B(z,r)
exist for all x € Q \ Ej, and 1y, is quasicontinuous. Since both w, and 7y, are quasicontinous
and uy = 1y almost everywhere in €2, it follows by [ 18] that u; = u; quasieverywhere in ).

Let Fj, = Ej, U {uy # Uy }. Then Cy(y(Fy,) = 0 and we have

ug(z) = lim ug(y) dy
r—0 B({L’,T‘)
for every z € Q\ Fj.
By [ ], Lemma 4.6], uy, is a quasisuperminimizer. By our assumption, u is bounded from
below, hence uy, is bounded. Let u;, be defined by
uy(x) := ess lim inf ug(y).
y—
By Lemma 4.1, every point of €2 is a Lebesgue point u;, and u;, = u; almost everywhere.
Hence, for every x € Q \ Fj, we have

up(w) = lim . )uk(y)dyzlig% o )UZ(y)d@/:u}Z(x)-

Therefore {u), # uj} C Fj, and it follows that C)({ur # uy}) = 0.
Let
AL i={r € Q:u*(z) <u(r) <k}and A} := {z € Q: u(x) < u*(x) and u(z) < k}.

We will show that A}, C {uy, # u}} and A7 C {ugy # ul,}, which shows that both A} and
A2 are of capacity zero. Let xy € € be such that u(z) < k. Suppose first that u*(zg) <
u(xo). Let 7 > 0 be so small that B(zg,r) C Q. Then essinf cp, ) u(y) < u*(20) < k,
from which it follows that

essinf min{u(y), k} = min{ essinf wu(y), k} < u*(zo).
y€B(zo,r) y€B(zo,r)
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Hence
uy(xg) = ess lim inf ug(y) < w*(zo) < u(zo) = ur(zo),
Yy—xo

and x¢ € {ug # uj}. Suppose then that u*(z) > u(zo). Then there exists 7o > 0 such that
B(x,70) C Q2 and essinfyepzg,ry) u(y) > u(xo). Hence

us,(zo) = essinf min{u(y), 2k} = min{ essinf wu(y), 2k} > u(zg) = uak(zo),
yE€B(zo,m0) y€B(zo,0)

and xy € {ug # uj,}.

Since A := {z € Q : u(z) # v*(x)and u(z) < oo} = Upe,(Ar U A7), we get by
subadditivity that C,,.)(A) = 0. Since u is quasicontinuous Cy,(\({u = oc}) = 0, and
therefore A’ := {x € Q : u(zr) # v*(z) and u(x) = oo} is of capacity zero. And finally,
since {u # u*} = AU A, we get Cy,y({u # u*}) = 0. O

5. THE KELLOGG PROPERTY

In this section we prove our main result. But first, we have to we prove some auxiliary
results. The next lemma gives a characterization of W ¢()(Q) using quasicontinuous func-
tions (cf. [, Proposition 2.5]).

Lemma 5.1. Let p € O.(R") satisfy (A0), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec). Assume that u is quasi-
continuous in §). Then u € W&’@(')(Q) if and only if

. lu in (2,
"1 0 otherwise,
is quasicontinous and belongs to W1 #()(R").

Proof. Suppose first that v € W, ’“0(')((2). By definition of W, ’SD(')(Q), there are functions
v; € C°(Q) such that v; — u in WH¥0)(Q). Then v; — u in WH¥0(R") also. By [4,
Lemma 5.1], we may assume that v; converges pointwise quasieverywhere, and that the
convergence is uniform outside a set of arbitrarily small capacity. Denote the pointwise limit
of {v;} by v. Then v is quasicontinuous and v = 0 quasieverywhere in R" \ 2. Since u = v
almost everywhere in (), and both functions are quasicontinuous in {2, it follows from [1§]
that u = v quasieverywhere in (2. It then follows that u = v quasieverywhere in R", hence
@i is quasicontinuous and belongs to W 1#()(R™),

Suppose then that @ is quasicontinuous and belongs to W1#()(R™). Let B be an open ball
such that Q € B. Then @ € W'¥0)(B). Since & = 0in B\ €, it follows by Lemma 2.8 that

@ € WSY(Q), hence u € Wy (Q) also. O
Then we need the comparison principle given by the corollary following the next lemma.

Lemma 5.2 (Proposition 4.9 in [17]). Let ¢ € ®.(2) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0),
(A1) and (aDec). If f,g € WY2(Q) and (f — g)4 € Wy (Q), then H(f) < H(g) in Q.

Corollary 5.3. Let p € ®.(Q2) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec).
If f,g € C(0) and f < g quasieverywhere on OS2, then Hy < H, in Q.

Proof. Suppose first that f, g € Lip(0f2). Extend them to Lipschitz functions defined on the

whole R™. If we show that (f — g); € W' (), then the claim follows from Lemma 5.2.
Let ¢ > 0. Since Cy(({f > g} NOQ) = 0, there is an open set U O {f > g} N0 and a
function u. € W1#()(R"), such thatu, = 1in U, 0 < u. < 1, and

/ o(x, Jue|) + p(z, |Vue|) de < e.
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Since f and g are continuous, the set V' := {f < g + ¢} is open. It is true that 92 C U U V.
Let v. := xo(l — u.)((f — g)y —€)y. Then spto. C Q\ (UUV) € Q, hence we
may choose an open set D, such that sptv. € D & (). It follows from Lemma 2.8 that
Ve € Wol’“O(')(Q). A straightforward calculation shows that v, — (f — g); in WH¢0)(Q),
hence (f — g), € Wy *(Q).

Suppose then f,g € C(02). Fix z € Q and let ¢ > 0. Let n € Lip(912) be such that
n < fondQQand H(n)(x) > Hy(x)—e. Let{ € Lip(02) be suchthat g > £ > g—e on 0€2.
If y € 0 is such that f(y) < g(y), then n(y) —e < &£(y). Hence n — e < £ quasieverywhere
in 09). By the first part of the proof, it follows that H(n —¢) < H () on 2. Now

Hy(x) —e < H(n)(x) = H(n—¢)(x) + & < H(E)(x) +& < Hy(z) + e
Since ¢ was arbitrary H¢(z) < H,(z), and the claim now follows, since = was arbitrary. [J

We need one more lemma in order to prove our main result. This lemma corresponds to
[, Lemma 5.5], and the proof is also similar, but we include it here for completeness.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose ¢ € ®.(R") is strictly convex and satisfies (A0), (Al), (Al-n), (alnc)
and (aDec). Let x € 022 and B := B(z,r). Let f be Lipschitz on 0X) and suppose that
f =mon BN O, where m := supyg, f. Let (see Figure 1)

_ ] H{) in€,
u'—{m in B\ Q.

Then v is a quasicontinuous superminimizer in B.

FIGURE 1. Definition of » in Lemma 5.4

Proof. Extend f to a Lipschitz function defined on Q in such a way that f < m. Extend f
further by setting f := m on B \ €. Then f € W'¥()(B). Let
_Ju—f mBUQ,
T o0 otherwise.

Asv = H(f) — fin ), we have v € Wol’so(')(Q). It follows from Theorem 3.4, that v is
continuous in §2. Since v = 0 in R™\ €2, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that v is quasicontinuous
in B and and belongs to W¢()(B). It now follows that u is quasicontinuous and belongs to
Wt¢0)(B). By Corollary 5.3, u < m in B.
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Now we show that u is a superminimizer. Let n € C§°(B) be nonnegative and let 1/ :=
min{n, m — u}. It is easy to see that ’ is quasicontinuous and nonnegative in B. By [I1,

Lemma 2.11], ' € Wy (B). Since = 0in B \ €, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that
n' € Wy (BN Q). Now we have

| elvahde= [ ol Vade< [ e 9o do.

{n#0} {m'#0} {m'#0}

The equality above follows from the facts that {r/ = 0 # n} C {u = m} and Vu = 0 almost
everywhere in {u = m}. The inequality follows from the facts that {n’ # 0} C Q and u is a
minimizer in €. Since u + 7’ = min{u + n, m}, we have |V(u + n')| < |V(u + n)|. And
since 7' # 0 implies  # 0, we get

[ eV [ ol V) d
{n'#0} {n#0}

Combining the estimates above and using Lemma 3.3, we see that v is a superminimizer in
B. OJ

We are now ready to prove our main result. The proof is again similar to the proof of [,
Theorem 1.1], but is included here for completeness.

Theorem 5.5. Let ¢ € ®.(R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0), (A1), (Al-n), (aDec) and
(alnc). Then the set of irregular boundary points has zero capacity.

Proof. Denote the set of irregular points by /. To prove that [ is of capacity zero, we con-
struct a countable number of sets [} ;. , C I, such that C,(y(/}x,4) = 0, and the union of sets
I 1418 equal to I.

For any positive integer j we can cover 02 with a finitely many balls B; j, := B(z,x, 1/7),
1 < k < Nj. Let v, be a Lipschitz function such that supp v;; C 3B, 0 < v;; < 1, and
v;jr = 1 on 2B, . For any positive ¢ € Q, let v , = qv; ;. Consider the sets

Lk, ={xe€ Fj,k NOQ : minf H(vj,)(y) < vjkq(x) = ¢}
Qoy—a

Then [;; , C I. To show that [;, , is of capacity zero, let
A L H(Uj,k,q) il’l Q,
Yika == ¢ in 2B, \ Q.

By Lemma 5.4, u; , is a quasicontinuous superminimizer in 25, ;, and by Corollary 5.3,
Ujkq < ¢in €. Since u; 4 is continuous in €2, for every x € €2 we have

U;kq(x) ‘= es8 il_rf}& inf uj,k,q(y) = uj,k,q(x) = H(Ujk,q)(l’)-
By Lemma 4.1, u7,
erywhere in 2B} .. Since u

. ) . . .
is lower semicontinuous, and, by Lemma 4.6, US g = Ujk,q quasiev-

jkng,wehave

0= Wiag(2) = W o) = i inf u g (4) = o inf H (v30,0)(0)
for quasievery z € B, N 0. Hence I, , is of capacity zero.
Then we show that every point of I belongs to some /; ;, ,. Let therefore x € I. Then there
exists a function v € C'(912) such that
lim H,(y) # v(z).

Qoy—zx
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By considering —v if necessary, we may assume that lim infos,,, H,(y) < v(z), and by
adding a constant, we may assume that v > (. Since v is continuous, we can find a ball
B\, > x such that

m:= inf v > liminf H,(y).
3B; £ N Qoy—z

We can then choose ¢ € Q such that m > ¢ > liminfos, ,, H,(y). Then v;;, < v on 09,
and it follows by Corollary 5.3, that

lim inf H (vjx4)(y) < iminf H,(y) < ¢ = vj54(2).

Qoy—zx Qoy—zx

But then z € [ ,.
We have now shown that

oo N
1= OUU

j=1k=1q€Q
q>0

It now follows by subadditivity that [ is of zero capacity. 0

6. SEMIREGULAR BOUNDARY POINTS

In this section we give some characterizations of semiregular boundary points. We follow
the ideas in [, Section 8], where characterizations of semiregular boundary points are given
in the variable exponent case.

Definition 6.1. A point x € 0f) is semiregular, if it is irregular, and the limit
limHy(y)

Qoy—a

exists for every f € C(09).
First we prove some lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ € O.(R"™) satisfy (AO), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec), and let K C R" be
compact with Cy.)(K) = 0. Then there exists a sequence of functions §; € C*(R"), with
the following properties:
1) 0<& <1inR"and & = 0 in a neighbourhood of K,
(i) limi oo |1 = &fl) = 0 = lim, e [V o,
(iii) lim; o0 &i(x) = 1 and lim;_,, VE&;(x) = 0 for almost every x € R".

Proof. Let i be a positive integer and let u be a test function for capacity of K with

1
[ etalul) + (o [Vul)de < 1

Since min{u, 1} is also a test function, we may assume that 0 < u < 1. Let U be an open set
containing K, such that u = 1in U. Lety € C§°(R™) be suchthatn =1on U,0 <7 < 1
in R” and | V| < 1. Then un € WH¥)(R"), and using triangle inequality we get

lunllieey < llunlleey + 1uVnlleo) + 1IMVaullee) < 2[ullee) + 1Vullpe)-

By [12, Lemma 3.2.11] there is a constant ¢ such that

lull ) < emafope (), 2p) (1)),
where ¢ is the exponent from (aDec). Since g, (u) < 1/i < 1, the maximum above equals
0 (1)7, hence [|u]| ) < c(1/i)s. Similarly we get | Vul|,.) < c¢(1/i)s. Combining all
the estimates gives ||un|[1,4() < 30(1/2’)% =: €.
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Let now B be an open ball such that sptn € B. By [I2, Theorem 6.4.7] and [12,
Lemma 4.2.3] there exists a sequence of functions p1; € C*(B) N W1¥0)(B) converging
to u in W'¥()(B). Since u = 1 on U, and the proof of [12, Theorem 6.4.7] uses standard
mollifiers, we have 0 < p; < 1 on B. Moreover, we may assume that 1; = 1 on an open
set V, with K C V C U. Now p;n € C(R™) and p1;n — un in WH#0 (R™). Let j; be an
index such that ||z;,7||1,,() < 2&;, and let v; :== p1;,n.

Now ||vi]lp) < ||Willie) < 26 — 0as @ — oo. Similarly [|[Vy,|,.) — 0. It now
follows from [12, Lemma 3.3.6] that we may choose a subsequence v;, such that v;, and
Vv;, converge to 0 pointwise almost everywhere. Choosing &, := 1 — 1;, we get a sequence
satisfying properties (i), (ii) and (iii). O

Next we prove a lemma concerning extension of Isc-regularized superminimizers.

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ € O (R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0), (Al), (alnc) and (aDec). Let
F C Q be relatively closed with C,,(F) = 0, and let u € W¢")(Q\ F) be a bounded Isc-
regularized superminimizer in Q\ F. Then u has a unique bounded Isc-regularized extension
v € W0(Q), given by

= lim inf .
v(x) e%s\Flggl;? u(x)

Moreover, v is a superminimizer in ).

Proof. By [4, Lemma 4.1], we have |F’| = 0. Existence of v is therefore trivial, and bound-
edness of v follows easily from boundedness of u. Since
ess lim inf v(z) = ess lim inf u(x) = v(x)
QsSy—ax Q\Foy—zx

for all x € (), and v is Isc-regularized. The equality above also implies that v is unique. That
v € L¥0)(Q) follows directly from the facts that u € L#0)(Q\ F) and |F| = 0.

Now we show that 0;v = d;uforj =1,2,...,n. Letn € C;°(f2), and let K := F'Nspt .
Then K is compact and C,()(K) = 0, and we can find a sequence {¢;} as in Lemma 6.2.
Now n¢; € C3°(Q2\ F). The definition of weak derivative gives

0= / ud;(n&:) + n&idju dr = / vnd;&i + &i(vd;n + ndju) du,
Q\F Q

where we have also used the fact that v = u almost everywhere in ). Holder’s inequality

gives
/vné’j&daf </Ivn3j§i|d93<2||5j§i||so(->||v77||so*(~)-
Q Q

By [12, Proposition 2.4.13] and [!2, Lemma 3.7.6] ¢* satisfies (aDec) and (A0), which
implies that ¢*(z, 1) < 1. Since v is bounded, it follows that v € L#"()(Q). It now follows
from property (ii) in Lemma 6.2, that the right-hand side in the inequality above approaches
0asi — oo. By [12, Corollary 3.7.9], L¥")(Q) C LP(Q), where p is the exponent from
(alnc). Since n € C°(Q) and v = u € WL*0)(Q), it follows that (vd;n + ndju) € L*(1).
Since &; < 1 and &;(z) — 1 for almost every = € (2, dominated convergence implies that

lim [ &(v0m+ noju)dr = /(v(?jn + no;u) du.
1—00 0 Q
Combining the results above shows that 9;v = 0;u.

To complete the proof, we need to show that v is a superminimizer in 2. Let 0 < p € C§°
and let &; be as above. Denote w; := v 4+ né; and w := v + 7. Since v is a superminimizer in
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Q\ Fandné; € C3°(Q\ F), we have
/Q o, V] di = / L V) do > /

O\F

plo. [Vul)de = [ (o, (V) do.
Q

The claim follows, if we can show that lim;_, 0, (Vw;) = 0,0y (Vw). Since
[IVwi| = [Vuwl| < [V (wi —w)| = [V(n& —n)l,
we have

000y (IVwi| = [Vw]) < 0,1 (V1€ — 1)) = 001 (Vi(& — 1) +0VE)

< 0o()(IVN(& = DI+ V&) S 0001 (V0(& = 1)) + 00) (nV &),
where the last inequality follows from (aDec). Property (ii) of Lemma 6.2 implies that
17V &l 4y tends to 0 as i — oo, and [12, Lemma 3.2.11] then implies that lim;_, 0,()(nV&;) =

0. Similarly lim; o 0,()(V7(§ — 1)) = 0. It now follows from [12, Lemma 3.1.6] that
im0 00 (| Vws|) = 04y (|Vw|), which completes the proof. O

Now we prove the following lemma, which is our main tool in characterizing semiregular
boundary points (cf. [ |, Theorem 8.1]).

Lemma 6.4. Let ¢ € ©.(Q2) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0), (Al), (Al-n), (alnc) and
(aDec). Let V. C 0f) be relatively open. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) Every point of V' is semiregular.

(b) Every point of V' is irregular.

(C) C¢(.)(V) = 0.

) Iff,ge C(0) and f = gon QU \V, then Hy = H,.

Proof. (a) = (b) Follows directly from definition of semiregularity.

(b) = (c) Follows from the Kellogg property (Theorem 5.5).

(c) = (d) Suppose that f, g € C(0€) and f = g on O\ V. Since C,,() (V) = 0, it follows
that both f < g and g < f hold quasieverywhere on 0f). It then follows from Corollary 5.3
that both H; < H, and H, < Hy on (2, hence H; = H,.

(d) = (b) Let xg € V. Since V is relatively open, there exists r > 0 with B(xzq,r) N0 C
V. Define f € Lip(R") by f(y) := (1 — M)Jr. Then f = 0 on 02\ V, and it follows by
our assumption that H(f) = H(0) = 0. Since f(z) = 1, it follows that z is irregular.

(c) = (a) Let xg € V and let G be an open neighbourhood of x, such that G N 92 C V.
By [4, Proposition 4.2] C,(G N 0N2) = 0, where p > 1 is the exponent from (alnc). Now [!,
Lemma 6.5] (with p(z) = p) implies that G \ 0f2 is connected. Since G \ 9 C (GN Q) U
(G\ Q) and G N Q) # @, connectedness implies that G\ Q = &. Now

G=(G\IQ)U(GNIN) C(GNQUV CQUV.

Since x, was arbitrary, this implies that 2 U V' is open. Moreover, since V' C 0f2, V is
relatively closed in Q U V.

Let f € Lip(0f2). By Theorem 3.4, H(f) is continuous, hence H(f) is Isc-regularized.
By Lemma 6.3, H( f) has a bounded Isc-regularized extension u; to UV, such that us is a
superminimizer in 2 U V. Lemma 6.3 applied to —H (f) = H(—f) gives an extension u_,
and then —u_ is an extension of H(f) that is a subminimizer Q U V. By [4, Lemma 4.1],
|V| = 0, and it follows that uy = —u_; almost everywhere in 2 U V. Hence uy is an
Isc-regularized minimizer in 2 U V. By [17, Theorem 5.8] u; is continuous in an open set
Q UV, and it follows that the limit

lim H(f)(y)=_ lm up(y) = us(zo)

Q3y—xo QUVdy—xo
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exists for every xo € V.
Let then g € C(99). Let f; € Lip(£2) be sequence such that g — + < f; < gand f; < fiq
on JN2. For any z € (2 and j > ¢, comparison principle (Lemma 5.2) implies that
1
H(fi)(z) < H(f;)(z) < Hylw) < H(fi) () + -

Hence H( f;) converges uniformly to H, in €2, and this implies that H, is continuous in £2.
Let uy, be the extension of H(f;) to Q UV given by Lemma 6.3. We have already shown
that forany x € QQand j > ¢
1
up(2) < g, (o) < up (o) + =

Since uy, are continuous in QUV and V' C 012, these inequalities hold also for every z € V.
This implies that the unctions uy, converge uniformly to a continuous function . Since
u = Hgin (2, for any x, € V' we have

lim Hy(y)= lim wu(y) = u(x).

Q3y—x0 QUVSy—xo
The only thing left is to show that every point of V' is irregular. But this follows from the
already proven implication (c) = (b). 0

Using the previous lemma we now give some characterizations of semiregular boundary
points (cf. [, Theorem 8.4]).

Theorem 6.5. Let p € $.(R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (A0), (Al), (Al-n), (aDec) and
(alnc). Let g € 0X2, § > 0 and d(y) := d(zo,y). Then the following are equivalent:
(A) The point x is semiregular.

(B) For some positive integer k

lim H(kd)(y) > 0.

QBy%xo
(C) For some positive integer k,

liminf H(kd)(y) > 0.

QBy%xo
(D) There is no sequence {y;}, such that Q) 3> y; — xo, and
lim H¢(y;) = f(zo) forall f € C(09).
11— 00

(E) It is true that xq ¢ {x € OS2 : x is regular}.

(F) There is a neighbourhood V' of o, such that C,(.(V N 082) = 0.

(G) There is a neighbourhood V' of xo such that, for every f,g € C(0Q), if f = g on
OQ\V, then Hy = H,.

(H) The point xq is semiregular with respect to G := N B(xg, J).

Proof. (A) = (B) We prove this by contraposition. Suppose therefore that
lim H(kd)(y) =0

Qay%mo

for all positive integers k. Let f € C3°(R™) C Lip(992), a > f(xo), and r > 0 be such that
f < aon B(xg,r). Denote m := supy(f — a);, and let j > m/r be a positive integer.
Then

md ‘
f<a+7<a+]d
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on 0f). It follows from Corollary 5.3 that
limsup H(f)(y) < limsup H(a + jd)(y) = limsup(a + H(jd)(y)) = a.

Qay%mo Qay%mo QBy%xo
Letting a — f(xo) shows that limsupg,, ... H(f)(y) < f(zo). Replacing f with —f in
the calculations above gives us
—limsup H(=f)(y) = —(=f(20)) = f(o)-
Q3y—xo

Hence we have limgs, ., H(f)(y) = f(z0). Since f € C;°(R") was arbitrary, it follows
from [! 1, Proposition 6.5] that x is regular, thus z; is not semiregular, and (A) does not
hold.

(B) = (C) = (D) These implications are trivial.

(D) = (E) We prove this by contraposition. Suppose therefore that =, belongs to the
closure of regular boundary points. For each positive integer k, the intersection B(zg, k~2) N
0f) contains a regular boundary point z;. Let f; := kd € Lip(0f2). Then we can find
yr € B(wo, k™) N Q with | fu(xr) — H(fe)(yx)| < k=% Then yp — o and, since 0 <
f(x) < k71, we have H(f3,)(yx) < 2571

Let then f € C(01), and assume without loss of generality that f(zy) = 0. Choose
m such that |f| < m < oo and let ¢ > 0. We can find » > 0 such that |f| < ¢ on
B(xo, 771 NOQ. For k > mr we have f;, > m on 9\ B(xg,r!), hence | f| < fp + ¢ on
Q2. It follows from Corollary 5.3 that for £ > mr we have

Hy(yr) < H(fo)(y) +e <2k +e

and
Hy(yr) = —H(fi)(y) + (=e) = =2k —e.

Hence —¢ < limy_,o Hf(yx) < €. Since € was arbitrary, the limit must be equal to 0, and it
follows that (D) does not hold

(E) & (F) Note that (E) is equivalent to the existence of a neighbourhood V' of z(, such
that every point of V' is irregular. The equivalence of (E) and (F) thus follows from the
equivalence (b) < (c) in Lemma 6.4, when we replace V' in 6.4 with V' N 02 here.

(F) < (G) = (A) These implications follow from Lemma 6.4 when we replace V' in 6.4
with V' N 0N here.

(F) & (H) The assumption (F) is equivalent to the existence of a neighbourhood W of z
with C,()(W N 0G) = 0. This is equivalent to (H), which can bee seen by we applying the
equivalence (F) < (A) to the set G. O
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