arXiv:2001.06243v2 [math.AP] 25 Jan 2020

BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR MANIFOLD CONSTRAINED
p(z)-HARMONIC MAPS

IWONA CHLEBICKA, CRISTIANA DE FILIPPIS, AND LUKAS KOCH

ABsTrACT. We prove partial and full boundary regularity for manifold constrained p(z)-
harmonic maps.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we complete the partial regularity theory for p(x)-harmonic maps studied in [9]
providing partial and full boundary regularity for manifold constrained minima of the variable
exponent energy:

(11) g+ (lem')(ﬂ,m) n Wol’p(')(Q,RN)) 5w 8(w, Q) = / k(z)| Dw|P™) da
Q

for a suitable boundary datum g: Q — 771. Our main accomplishment is that there exists a
relatively (to Q) open subset Qo C € of full n-dimensional Lebesgue measure on which u is
locally Holder continuous and the singular set 3o := Q\ €y has Hausdorff dimension at the most
equal to n — 1, see (2.2); below for more informations on this quantity. This is the content of
the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Under assumptions (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.6), let u € WHPO)(Q, 1) be a solution
to the Dirichlet problem (1.1) with boundary datum g € WH4(Q, M) satisfying (2.7). Then there

exists a relatively (to Q) open subset Qy C Q so that u € C’lo(;ck " (Qo, M) with ¢ as in (2.7) and
H"1(Eg) = 0.
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Moreover, after strengthening the hypotheses on the variable exponent p(-) and on the bound-
ary datum g(-), we can prove that the singular set of solutions to problem

12) g+ (WrO@m N Wi QRN 5w o G, Q) = /|Dw|P<w> dz
Q

does not intersect the boundary 9€2. In this respect we have

Theorem 2. Under assumptions (2.1), (2.4) and (2.6), let u € Wr()(Q, M) be a solution to
the Dirichlet problem (1.2) with boundary datum g: @ — M satisfying (2.7). Then there exists
a constant T = Y(data) € (0,1] such that if

(13) [9]0,1—%;9 < Ta
then ¥y € 2 and so u is (1 — %)—H&'lder continuous in a neighborhood of 0).

We immediately refer to Section 2.2 for the complete list of assumptions in force concerning
the regularity of 012, the coeflicients appearing in the energies displayed in (1.1)-(1.2) and the
topology of the manifold 771. The results exposed in Theorems 1-2 are new already in the case
p(-) = const. In fact, we recover for the p(x)-Laplacian the boundary regularity theory already
available for p-harmonic maps, under weaker assumptions on the boundary datum than those
considered in [22,30,50]. Let us put our results into the context of the available literature. The
regularity theory for vector-valued minimizers of functionals modelled upon the p-Laplacean
integral, i.e. variational problems like

loc

(1.4) WEP(Q,RN) 5w — / F(z, Dw) dx
Q

2P S F(z,2) S (L+ 2%, 1<p<oo,

started with the seminal paper [53] and received several contributions later on, see [23-25, 28,
39,42] and references therein for an overview of the state of the art concerning p-laplacean type
problems. On the other hand, the regularity theory in the case when both minimizers and
competitors take values into a manifold 71 C R¥ faces additional difficulties. The cornerstones
of the theory were laid down by the fundamental papers [16,18,49,50] analyzing harmonic maps,
i.e., constrained minimizers of the functional in (1.4) for p = 2, see also [51]. We mention also
the recent works [45,46] for a fine analysis of the singular set of harmonic maps. The extension of
such basic results to the case p # 2 has been done in the by now classical papers: [20-22,30,41].
Moreover, several results have been extended to more general functionals with p-growth, for
instance the quasiconvex case has been treated in [36] while a purely PDE approach has been
proposed in [15]. The matter of boundary regularity for vectorial problems is rather delicate and
received lots of attention in the literature, starting from [37], which covers the case of quadratic
functionals. This theory has been extended later on to variational integrals of p-laplacean type,
see [13] for the first results in this direction and [3,14,26,28,38] for general systems with standard
p-growth. On the other hand, we notice that energies of the type in (1.1) do not satisfy conditions
as in (1.4), but rather, the more general and flexible one

(1.5) WEP(Q,RY) 3w s / F(z,Dw) dzx

Q

loc
2P S Fw,2) S+ 1<p<qg<oc

The systematic study of functionals as in (1.5) started in [43,44] and, subsequently, has undergone
an intensive development over the last years, see for instance [2,4-6,11,17,19,32,33,35]. In
particular, the energy in (1.1) have been introduced in the setting of Calculus of Variations and
Homogenization in the seminal works [54-56]. Energies as in (1.1) also occur in the modelling of
electro-rheological fluids, a class of non-newtonian fluids whose viscosity properties are influenced
by the presence of external electromagnetic fields [1], see also [12] for the basic properties of
the p(z)-Laplacian. As for regularity, the first result in the vectorial case has been obtained
in [8], where it is shown that local minimizers of energy (1.2) are locally C'#-regular in the
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unconstrained case. Subsequently, the regularity theory of functionals with variable growth has
been developed in a series of interesting papers, [47,48,52], where the authors established partial
regularity results for unconstrained minimizers that are on the other hand obviously related to
the constrained case. Especially, in [52] is given an interesting partial regularity result and some
singular set estimates for a class of functionals related to the constrained minimization problem
in which minimizers are assumed to take values in a single chart. Finally, [9] is devoted to the
study of partial inner regularity of manifold constrained p(z)-harmonic maps and to the analysis
and dimension-reduction of their singular set.

Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 contains our notation,
the list of the assumptions which will rule problems (1.1)-(1.2), several by now classical tools
in the framework of regularity theory and some results of geometric and topological nature on
Lipschitz retractions. Finally, Sections 3-4 are devoted to the proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem
2 respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we display our notation, list the main assumptions in force throughout the
paper and collect some useful tools for regularity theory and several well-known results in the
framework of manifold-valued maps.

2.1. Notation. Following a usual custom, we denote by ¢ a general constant larger than one.
Different occurrences from line to line will be still denoted by ¢, while special occurrences will
be denoted by c1,cs,¢ or the like. Relevant dependencies on parameters will be emphasized
using parentheses, i.e., ¢ = ¢(p,v, L) means that ¢ depends on p,v, L. Given any measurable
subset U C R”, we denote by |U| its n-dimensional Lebesgue measure and with #*(U) its k-
dimensional Hausdorff measure, for some k£ > 0. For a point 2y € R™ and a number p > 0 we
indicate with B,(zo) := {ac ER™: |z — x| < Q} the open ball centered at xg and with radius o
and further, B, = B,(0). Similarly, for zo € R"~! x {0} we define the half ball centered at zg as:
Bf (z0) := {x € By(x0): 2™ > 0}. We moreover set Bf = B} (0). We also name I'y (o) the set
{r eR": 2" =0and |20 — x| < 0} and OB (x0) := OB (w0) \ [p(x0). As before, Ty = T',(0).
With U C R" being a measurable subset having finite and positive n-dimensional Lebesgue
measure, and with o: U — R”, being a measurable map, we shall denote by

(h)u ]{]h(z) dz := ﬁ/{}h(z) dz

its integral average. Similarly, with v € (0,1) we denote the Holder seminorm of h as
h(x) — h(y
(Mo =  sup M
z,yelU,x#y |$ - yl

It is well known that the quantity defined above is a seminorm and when [h]o,.v < 00, we will
say that h belongs to the Holder space C%7 (U, R¥). When clear from the context, we will omit
the reference to U, i.e.: [h]o v = [h]o,y. Finally, given any set I" allowing for a trace operator,
we denote by trr(h) the trace of h on T

2.2. Main assumptions. Let us turn to the main assumptions that will characterize our prob-
lem. The set Q C R™, n > 2 is open, bounded, connected and
(2.1) 0% is C?-regular.

When considering the functional in (1.1), the exponent p(-) will always satisfy

0,0 (O
(2.2) { p € Ch*(Q) for some « € (0,1]

1<y i= inf,eq p(@) < p(a) < 72 = sup,eq p(r) < o,
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while the coefficient k(+) is so that

23) ke C%(Q) for some v € (0,1]

' 0<A<Ek(r)<A<oo foral z€Q

holds true. We anticipate that in the estimates contained in Section 3.2, only min {«, v} will
be relevant, so, for simplicity, for the proof of Theorem 1 we will assume that o = v, i.e.: p(+),
k() € C%%(Q2). When dealing with the question of full boundary regularity, we need higher
regularity for p(-). Precisely, we shall suppose that

0,1(6
(2.4) p e Ch ()
2 <71 <p(r) <2 < oo,

with 71 and 72 as in (2.2),. Given an half ball B} and a ball B,(z¢) with o € B}, and
0 € (0, R — |zo|), we denote

(2.5) p1(z0,0) == inf  p(z) and pa(xo,0):=  sup  p(z).
IEBQ(IO)mBE mEBQ(mo)ﬂBE

Since in (2.5) we will always consider the intersection with the same ball B}, the reference to
R in the symbols p1, p2 is omitted. When clear from the context, in (2.5) we shall not mention
xo i.e.: pi(xo, 0) = pi(o) for i € {1,2}. With a little abuse, we will adopt the notation in (2.5)
also to denote the infimum (resp. the supremum) of p(-) on B;g: the context will remove any
ambiguity. Notice that there is no loss of generality in assuming 1 < 72, otherwise p(-) = const
on 2, and in this case the problem is very well understood, [22,30,50]. Furthermore, we need to
impose some topological restriction on the manifold 771. Precisely, we ask that

M is a compact, m-dimensional, C® Riemannian submanifold of RY
(2.6) M is [y2] — 1 connected
onm = (.

Here [z] denotes the integer part of z and the definition of j-connectedness is given in Section 2.4,
Definition 4. Moreover, we assume that the boundary datum satisfies:

(2.7) g€ WH4(Q, M) for some ¢ > max{n,y}.
Combining (2.7) with Morrey embedding theorem we automatically get that
(2.8) ge o ma(Q,m).
Finally, to shorten the notation we shall collect the main parameters of the problem in the
quantities
datay.) := (n, N, M, A\, A, 71,72, 4, [Plo,a, );
data:= (n, N, M, A\, A, v1,72, ¢, [Klov, [Plo,a, ¥, ).
Any dependencies of the constants appearing in the forthcoming estimates from quantities de-
pending on the characteristics of 771, such as, for instance, the L°°-norm of maps with range in

1M (which is clearly finite being 771 compact) will be simply denoted as a dependency from 11 in
the form: ¢ = ¢(MN).

Remark 2.1. Assumption (2.1) assures that there exists a positive constant 7# = #(n, ) such
that B, (zo) NS is simply connected for all ¢ € (0,7] and any zo € 9. This renders the existence
of a positive constant ¢ = ¢(n, ) such that

FH" 1 (By(z0) N ON)
H—L(OBy(z0) N )

Moreover, the Ahlfors condition holds
|By(0) N Q| ~ " forall 29 €Q, o€ (0,7,

>c forall o€ (0,7], o € ON.
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with constants implicit in "~" depending on n, 2. We shall refer to such constants with the term
"Ahlfors constants", see [13, Section 2].

As to fully clarify the framework we are going to adopt, we need to introduce some basic ter-
minology on the so-called Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Essentially, these are Sobolev spaces
defined by the fact that the distributional derivatives lie in a suitable Musielak-Orlicz space,
rather than in a Lebesgue space as usual. Classical Sobolev spaces are then a particular case.
Such spaces and related variational problems are discussed for instance in [7,12,31,57], to which
we refer for more details. Here, we will consider spaces related to the variable exponent case in
both unconstrained and manifold-constrained settings.

Definition 1. Given an open set Q C R", the Musielak-Orlicz space LPO)(Q,R¥), k > 1, with
p(+) satisfying (2.2), is defined as

LPO(Q,RF) = { w: Q — R¥ measurable and [ |w|P® dz < oo }

Q
endowed with the Luzemburg norm ||w|| ey (o rry = inf{A > 0: [ lw/AP®) dz < 1}. Conse-
quently,

wrO)(Q,RF) .= { w e WHHQ,R*F) N LPO (Q, R*) such that |Dw| € LPO)(Q, RF*™) }

with the norm [|wlyw1.r0)rr) = Wl ooy (@rey + | [DW| || Loy (,rry- The variant Wllo’f(‘)(Q,Rk)

is defined as in the classical case, whereas Wol’p(')(Q,Rk) s a closure of smooth and compactly
supported functions in the norm || - |lyy1.00) (o rr)-

It is well known that, under assumptions (2.2), the set of smooth maps is dense in wtr() (Q,RF),
see e.g. [17,57]. Following [9] we also recall the analogous definition of such spaces when mappings
take values into 171.

Definition 2. Let 1M be a compact submanifold of R¥, k > 2, without boundary and Q C R™ an
open set. For p(-) satisfying (2.2), the Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space W PC)(Q, M) of functions
into 1M1 can be defined as

wtrO(Q,m) = { w e WHPO(Q,RF): w(z) € M for a.e. z € Q }

The local space VVllo’f(')(Q,m) consists of maps belonging to W PC) (B, M) for all open sets
B e Q.

Of course, when p(-) = const, Definitions 1 and 2 reduce to the classical Sobolev spaces
Whr(Q,R*F) and WP (2, M) respectively. Since the regularity question in € is local in nature,
we can choose coordinates {z'}" | centered at zo € 9 such that locally Q is the upper half
space R N{z™ > 0}, therefore, to avoid unnecessary complications, from now on we will assume
that Q = Bf, see [13,14, 30,37,38,50] for a more detailed discussion on this matter. Let us
display the definition of constrained W' »()-minimizer of (1.1) in By .

Definition 3. Let g € Wh4(B, M) be as in (2.7). A map u € WHPO (B, M) with trr, (u) =
g, is a constrained minimizer of the functional in (1.1) in the Dirichlet class Gg(')(Bfr,nZ)
provided that:

z — k(z)|Du(z)["™ € LY(Bf),  trr,(u) =trr,(g)
and
&(u, Bf') < &é(w, BY)

for all maps w € WHPC)(Bff M) so that (u — w) € Wol’p(')(Bf,RN). The conditions displayed
above define class GS(')(B{", m).
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To shorten the notation, for ¢ € (0,1], 2o € R" N {a" >0}, f € W'PO (B (x0), M) and a
subset X' C RY, we also introduce the general Dirichlet class

CYO (B (o), X) = [ + (WO (B (20), X) W (B (w0), RY))
Clearly, the previous position makes sense also when p(-) = const.

2.3. Well-known results. When dealing with p-Laplacean type problems, we shall often use
the auxiliary vector fields V; ;: RV*" — RN*" defined by

(2.9) Vet(2) i= (s2 + |2[2)t=2/4z, t e (1,00) and s € [0,1]

whenever z € RV*" If s = 0 we shall simply write Vst = Vi A useful related inequality is
contained in the following

(2.10) Veu(z1) = Vau(z2)l = (s + |21 + 22/) 72421 = 2],

where the equivalence holds up to constants depending only on n, k,t. An important property
which is usually related to such field is recorded in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Lett > —1, s € [0,1] and 21,22 € RYX" be so that s + |21| + |z]2 > 0. Then

i
AN~ (8P P )R,

1
/ [52 + |21 4+ Mzo — 21)]2
0
n

with constants implicit in "~" depending only on n, N,t.

The next are a couple of simple inequalities which will be used several times throughout the
paper. They are elementary, see e.g.: [8,9,47,52].

Lemma 2.2. The following inequalities hold true.
i. For any eg > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = c(eg) such that for allt > 0,1 >m > 1 there
holds |t — t™| < ¢(l —m) (1 + t(H‘EO)Z) :

i. Fort € (0,1], consider the function g(t) := t®", where ¢ is an absolute real constant
and v € (0,1]. Then limy—0 g1(t) = 1 and sup;e(o,1) 91(t) < ¢(¢,7). Via the substitution
t + t~', we have an analogous property for the function [1,00) 3 t +— go(t) := t ",
for & and v as before. Precisely there holds that lim;—oc g2(t) = 1 and sup,ep o0 92(t) <

c(¢,7)-
We conclude this section by recalling the celebrated iteration lemma, [25].

Lemma 2.3. Let h: [p, Rg] — R be a non-negative, bounded function and 0 < 6 < 1, 0 < A,
0 < 3. Assume that h(r) < A(d—r)"P+0h(d), for o <r < d < Rg. Then h(0) < cA/(Ry—0) "
holds, where ¢ = ¢(0, 3) > 0.

2.4. Extensions. In this section we shall borrow from [9] some useful lemmas concerning locally
Lipschitz retractions. Such results were first introduced in [30] and intensively used in the
literature for dealing with possibly non-homogeneous variational problems whose structure is a
priori non-compatible with any kind of monotonicity formulae, [10,36]. We refer to Remark 2.2
below for a quick discussion on this matter. We start with clarifying a key assumption in our
paper, which is the concept of j-connectedness.

Definition 4. Given an integer j > 0, a manifold 1 is said to be j-connected if its first j
homotopy groups vanish identically, that is 7o(M) =m (M) = --- =mj_1 (M) = 7;(M) = 0.

It is well-known that a compact manifold 771 ¢ RY without boundary admits a tubular
neighborhood 11 C w C R¥. Identifying 771 with its image in R, we say that a neighborhood w
of M has the nearest point property if for every = € w there is a unique point Ij;(z) € N1 such
that dist(z, M) = |x — In(x)|. The map Iy : w — M is called the retraction onto 171, we shall
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refer to it also as "projector". Moreover, the regularity of 771 influences the regularity of Il;; in
the following way:

(2.11) M is Ck-regular for k > 2 =TIy € C*1(w,m),

see [36] for a deeper discussion on this matter. It is important to stress that manifolds endowed
with the relatively simple topology described by Definition 4 enjoy good properties in terms of
retractions.

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 C RY be a compact, j-connected submanifold for some integer j € {0, , N—
2} contained in an N-dimensional cube Q). Then there exists a closed (N — j — 2)-dimensional
Lipschitz polyhedron X C Q \ M and a locally Lipschitz retraction v¥: Q \ X — M such that for
any x € Q\ X, |Dy(x)| < ¢/ dist(x, X) holds, for some positive ¢ = ¢(N, j,1).

Proof. We refer to [30, Lemma 6.1] for the original proof, or [36, Lemma 4.5] for a simplified
version relying on some Lipschitz extensions of maps between Riemannian manifolds. (I

The next lemma allows modifying the image of a map while keeping under control boundary
values and p(-)-energy, see also [9, Lemma 5].

Lemma 2.5. Let 1M be as in (2.6) and U C By a subset with positive measure and piecewise
C'-regular boundary. If w € WHPO(U,RN) N L®(U,RN) is so that its image lies in M in a
neighborhood of OU, then there exists w € w + ég(')(U, m) satisfying

/|Du?|p(m) dx§0/|Dw|p(z) dz,
U U
where ¢ = ¢(N, 1M, ~2).

Remark 2.2. When dealing with manifold constrained minima of the p-Laplacean energy it is
customary to recover the fundamental Caccioppoli inequality by exploiting the so-called mono-
tonicity formula, see [20-22,41,49-51]. This way cannot be used in our case. Even though it
is possible to show a monotonicity formula for the p(z)-energy, Lemma 4.2 below, see also [52,
Lemma 4.1] or [9, Lemma 12], its proof crucially requires some corollaries of Gehring Lemma,
which, in turn, is implied by Caccioppoli inequality, whose proof requires the monotonicity for-
mula. Lemma 2.5 breaks this vicious circle giving the chance of deriving Caccioppoli inequality
directly by minimality, as we will see in Section 3.1.

3. PARTIAL BOUNDARY REGULARITY

As mentioned in Section 2.2, to avoid unnecessary complications, we shall take Q = B;. In
fact, since 02 is C%-regular, given any zo € 05, there exists an open neighborhood B, of zg
and a change of variable ¥y € C?(B,,,R") so that in the new coordinates y’ := Wi (z) there
holds that

\Ifo(.l'o) = 0, lI/O(Bzo M Q) = Bf—, \Ifo(BIO n 8(2) = Fl.
Moreover, there exists a positive constant co = c¢o(n, 92) such that
0< Cal < ”D\IIOHL“(BIUHQ) < ¢p < o0.

We stress that, being 02 compact, the constant ¢y does not depend from xy. A straightforward
computation shows that, if u € W1P0)(Q,17) solves (1.1), then the map @ := uo ¥ ! solves an
analogous problem still satisfying (2.2) and (2.3). Assumption (2.7) on the boundary condition
is preserved as well: if g € W1H9(Q, M) then § := go W' € WH9(Bf, m). We refer to [13,30,37]
for more details on this matter. Therefore, keeping Definition 3 in mind, we shall study problem

(3.1) CrO(Bf, M) 5w — min/ k(z)|DwP® dz,

Bf

with k(-) and p(-) as in (2.3)-(2.2) respectively and ¢ as in (2.7).
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3.1. Basic regularity results. We first fix a threshold radius R. € (0, 1] so that

2\ (me(1-3)
(3.2) 0<R.<mind1, -1 ) |—
4n[plo,a 4n[plo,a

and choose a R € (0, R.). Further restrictions on the size of R, will be imposed in Section 3.2.
An immediate consequence of (3.2) is that, given any half-ball BE and all balls B,(z¢) with
zo € B}, and ¢ € (0, R — |z¢]), there holds

(3.3)

{ pl('rOvQ) > pQ(an Q) forall Re (O,R*], o€ (O,R _ |-TO|);

w2l00) < py (3o, 0

which is, on the other hand, automatic when p;(xg, 0) > n. Obviously, in (3.3) we adopted the
usual terminology

)= pra if 1<p<n
any finite number larger than p if p>n.

Recall now that, if B,(zo) € B, and w € WP(B,(x0), RY) is such that w = 0 on U C B,(wo)
with |U] > & By(z0)| for some positive, absolute ¢, then Sobolev-Poincaré’s inequality gives

P

(34) [ i ae <o (0 pupear)
BQ(mo) Bg(w())

for ¢ = ¢(n, N,p,¢). Here p, := max {1, n—”_i%} We consider now an intrinsic version of [13,
Theorem 2.4].

Proposition 3.1. Let U C R™ be an open, bounded domain with piecewise C*-regular boundary
and finite Ahlfors constants depending only from n. Let also A C U be a closed subset. Consider
two non-negative functions fi € L*(U) and fo € L**9(U) for some 6 > 0. With 6 € (0,1),
assume that there holds

3
(3.5) ][ fidz<b ]Z f? dx +]Z fo da
BQ/Q(CEo)ﬂU BQ(CEo)ﬂU BQ(CEo)ﬂU

for almost all xg € U\ A with B,(xo) N A =0 and a positive constant b. Set

d(x) := |BdiSt(z’|AU)|(x) nul and  fi(z) := d(x)fi(x).

Then there exists a positive threshold o4 = 04(b,0,6) € (0,6) such that

(]{] fite dx)m <c¢(n,0,b,6) (]{J fi dx) + (]{] fate dx)m

for all o € [0,0).

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the one in [13] with minor changes due to the fact
that, in our case, (3.5) involves the whole integrand; see also [25, Lemma 6.2]. O

As a consequence of Proposition 3.1, we derive some higher integrability results for solutions
to problem (1.1).
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Lemma 3.1. Under assumptions (2.2), (2.3), (2.6) and (2.7), let u € WHPO(BE, M) be a
solution of problem (3.1). Then, for xg € B}, with R € (0,R.], Ry as in (3.2) and 0 < p <

— |zo|, there exists a positive threshold o, = o4(datay.y,q) € (0, L - 1) such that for all
o € (0,0,) there holds that:

1
1+o
][ (14 |Du)™ 5 da
BQ/Z(CEo)ﬁBE

140
(36) <c ][ (1 + |DU|2)%T) dz + ][ |Dg|p(z)(1+a) dz
BQ(IU)OBE BQ(IU)QBE
forc i c(datay(.y,q). If By(wo) € B;g then, there exists a positive threshold oy = oy (datay(.y) >
0 so that

1
1+o
(3.7) (][ (1+ [Duf2)™ 5 dx> gc][ (1+[Duf)™ da,
B, /2(z0) By (z0)

for all o € (0,0y) with c = c(datay.)). In particular,
(3.8) |DuPO0Fe) ¢ LYBE)  forall o € [O,min 0,0, )

Proof. We take xg € B;g, 0 < ¢ < R — |zo| and distinguish two cases: xf < IQ and z{ > 349.

Case 1: a2l < %. We fix parameters § < 71 < 73 < p and a cut-off function 7 € CH(B.,(z0))
with the following specifics

(3.9) ]an (z0) =N = ]lBTZ(zo) and |Dn| < Te— T

Notice that in this case the intersection B,,(xz9) N T'r can be non-empty and the map w :=
u —n(u — g) agrees with u in the sense of traces on d(B,(z¢) N B},). This means that we can

use Lemma 2.5 to recover a map W € GAfZ(')(BT2 (z0) N B},) satisfying the energy inequality (3.9)
and so that

/ |Du|P®) dz < A1 / k(z)|DulP™) da
B, (z0)NBY B, (z0)NB}

<t / k(z)|Dw|P®) da
B, (z0)NB}
A ~
S—/ |DwP@) dx < c/ |Du|P@®) dz
A JB,, (w0)n B}, (Bry (20)\Br, (20))N B,

p(x)
+e / |Dg|P™) + da,
B, (z0)NB}

with ¢ = ¢(N, A, A, 72,11). Once the inequality on the previous display is available, we can use
Widmann’s hole filling technique, Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.2 (4i) to end up with

/ |Du|p(z) dr < C/ |Dg|p(w) dx+cg_p2(9)/ |u7g|p(w) dx
B, /o (zo)NBF By (z0)NB}, By (zo)NB}
p(z)
Sc/ |Dg[P® dx—i—c/
By (zo)NB} By(z0)NB},

dx
(3.10) Sc/ |Dg|P(®) dx—i—c/
By (zo)NB} By(z0)NB}

—9g
T2 —T1

u—g
4

p1(e)

-9 dz + ¢|B,(z0) N B,

4
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where ¢ = ¢(N, A\, A,72,M). Now we extend u = g in B,(zg) \ B}, notice that condition
z8 < 3p/4 implies that |B,(zo) \ Bf| > ¢(n)|B,(xo)| and use (3.4) to bound
p1(0) 1)~
dz <c ][ |Du — Dg| 1)+ dg
BQ(mO)F‘IBE

‘ég(lo)ﬁB;
_p1(e)
g\ 2@ (@)« ®1(e)~
SC (1 + |DU| ) 2p1 (o) dx
By(20)NB};

pi1(e)
p(=)(P1(e))x CHOME
+c |Dg| r1(e) dx ,
BQ(mO)F‘IBE

for ¢ = ¢(n,y1,72). Merging the content of the two previous displays we obtain

][ (1+ |Du|2)¥ dz < c]Z |Dg[P™®) daz:
B, o(zo)NBY By (w0)NBY

o 2() | (P1 () G
(3.11) +c ][ (1 + |Du| )T p1(e)  dx ,
BQ(Io)ﬁB;

where ¢ = ¢(n, N, A\, A, y1, 72, ).

ri(e)
u—g
o

Case 2: xg > %. In this case, we see that Bz, € B}, so, as in [9, Lemma 9] we recover
4

ri(e)
(p1(e))«
(= p(z) (P1(e))x
][ (1+[Dul?)*5 dz <c ][ 1+ [Dul?)*F o dz
By, /2(z0) B3g/4(0)

_p1(e)
g\ 2@ (P1()s @1(0)=
(312) ¢ (1 + |DU| ) 2 ri(e)  dx )
By (o)

for ¢ = ¢(n, N, A\, A, v1,72,M). Once (3.11)-(3.12) are available, we can apply Proposition 3.1
with U = B,(z0) N Bf, and A = 9B,(z¢) N B} to conclude with (3.6)-(3.7).

Combining (3.6), (3.7) and a standard covering argument, we obtain (3.8) and the proof is
complete. 0

Remark 3.1. Since Dg € L4(Bf,RV*") with Hélder inequality we can rearrange (3.6) as
P2(R)

follows:
jE
][ (1+ |Duf2)™ 25 4q
BQ/2($O)HBE

(3.13) <e ][ (14 |Du) 22 dz+ ][ \Dgl? da ,
BQ(IO)QB; BQ(IU)QB;

for ¢ = c(datay(., q).
Let us point out a particularly helpful inequality contained in the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 3.1. Under assumptions (2.2), (2.3), (2.6) and (2.7), let u € W'PC) (B, M) be a
solution of problem (3.1). Then for any half-ball Br C B and all balls B,(xo) with x¢ € B;g,
0 € (0,R— |zo|), R € (0,R.] and R, as in (3.2), there holds that

(3.14) ][ |DulP® dz < c][
B,/2(z0)NBY, B, (z0)NB},

u—g p(x)

r

+ |Dg|p(m)1 dz
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with ¢ = c(datay.)). In case By(wo) € BY, the inequality

_ p(z)
(3.15) ][ |Du|P@®) dz < c][ u= (e dz,
B,ya(z0)NBY B, (z0)NB}, r
for ¢ = c(datay.y). Moreover, the following inequalities are satisfied:

(3.16)
]Z IDufP™ dz < co7®  gnd ][ |DufP@(+9) 4y < ¢pra()1+0)
B, a(zo)NB B, a(zo)NBF

with ¢ = ¢(n, N, M, v1, 72,4, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)) and for all o € [O,min{og, L 1}}, where o4 1is the
same higher integrability threshold appearing in Lemma 5.1.
Proof. Inequality (3.14) is the same as (3.10) in the proof of Lemma 3.1, while the proof of

(3.15) is contained in [9, Lemma 8]. To prove (3.16) we only need to notice that by (2.7), it
immediately follows that

Qp2<g>][ IDg[P@(140) qg < ¢ | r2(@) 4 gra(@) ][ | DglP2@01+9) gy
B, (z0)NB} B, (z0)NB}

1_n(4o)

(3.17) <c [9P2(9) + Ql’z(y)( a ) <1 =+ ||Dg||2L’Z,2(Bl+)>‘| < ¢(n, 2, HDQHLq(Bj)).

Using this information together with (3.14) and (2.6),, we obtain (3.16),. Combining (3.6)-(3.7)
with (3.16), and (3.17) we get (3.16), and the proof is complete. O

By Proposition 3.1 with A = ), we can prove a globally higher integrability result for p-
harmonic functions, see e.g. [9, Lemma 10] or [13, Lemma 3.3].
Lemma 3.2. Let R € (0,1], 2o € T'r and 0 € (0, R — |xo]). Assume (2.2),, (2.3), and (2.6),
take p € [y1,72] and f € WHP(BJ (zo) N B, M) so that |DfIP € L'*°(Bf(zo) N B). If
v € WHP(Bf (w0) N Bf;, M) is a solution of the Dirichlet problem
(3.18) é?(B;r(:co) NBE, M) 25w min/ k(z)|Dw|P dz,

Bf (z0)NB},

then there exists a positive threshold 64 = 04(n, N, M, v1,7v2, A, A) € (0, 5) so that
(3.19)

1

s ==
]Z |D[P0+0) dg <c ][ |Dv|? dx + ][ |DfIPA+9) dg
Bf (zo)NB}; B, (z0)NB} B, (zo)NB}Y

for all 6 € 0,d4). In (3.19), ¢ = c(n, N, M, v1,72, A, A).
3.2. Proof of Theorem 1. The proof of Theorem 1 relies on the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Under assumptions (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.6), let u € WLrO(BfF, M) be a
solution of problem (3.1) with boundary datum g: Bfr — M satisfying (2.7). Then, there exist
a threshold radius R. = R.(data) € (0,1] and a smallness parameter ¢ = e(data) € (0,1] such
that if

720D 3
(3.20) <gp2(m0’g)"/ |Du|p2(z°’9) dz) + <Qqn/ |Dg|? d:c) <,
B, (z0)NB} B, (z0)NB}

for some R € (0, R.], o € Bf, and ¢ € (0, R — |xo]), then

wect i ((BQ(QCO) N BE)\ To(u, By(zo) N BE)’m) ’

loc
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where Yo(u, By(zo) N Bf) C B is a closed subset with dimg (S (u, By(zo) N BE)) <n — 1.
Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we split the proof into six steps.

Step 1: Setting a threshold radius. As mentioned in Section 3.1, there is no loss of generality in
reducing the size of the half ball we are working on. Precisely, in addition to (3.2), we choose a
radius R € (0, R.], where now it is

1
1 [ 1
9 a [ yg (1 _ 2) =
(3.21) 0< R, <min{l, l N ] , ? (P ’

4n[p]0,a

for ¢ € (0,1) defined as
1 o, 2 -
(322) o = min _’_g,&’ ’g, q Y2 )
4°2° 2 ym—1"7 %
In (3.22), 04 and a; are the higher integrability thresholds appearing Lemma 3.1, therefore, given
an half-ball B, C B, by (3.8) there holds that

(3.23) |DuPO0+9) ¢ LY(B}) for all o € [0, 09].

Moreover, in addition to (3.3), another straightforward consequence of the restriction imposed
in (3.21) yields that

(3.21) palan.0) < palon o) (1+ 5 ) < (1+ ool a0,

whenever zo € B}, and ¢ € (0, R — |zo|). Hence, combining (3.23) and (3.24) we can conclude
that

(3.25) | DuP2(®0:0) ¢ LY(B,(z0) N BY).

Let us stress that by continuity, for any point T € B;{F for which p(Z) > n, we can find a small ball
B, (%) C Bj, so that p(z) > n— % for all # € B,,(Z). Combining this information with (3.7)
and observing that, by (3.22)

(n—%) (1+00)>n+%,

with Sobolev-Morrey embedding theorem we obtain that u € CO"*’%UU(B%/Q(@ N Bf,m).
Therefore, for the rest of the paper, we shall assume that v < n. Moreover, since from now on
we work on sets of the type B,(zo) N B}, with 2o € Bf, and o € (0, R — |z¢]), we shall simplify
the notation in (2.5) as follows: p1(zo, 0) = p1(e) and p2(xo; 0) = p2(0).

Step 2: Comparison, first time. Let u € Wl’p(‘)(Bf,m) be a solution to the minimization

problem (3.1) with (2.7) in force. We introduce the extensions
u(a’,x™) — g(a’, 2™) if >0
— (u(a’, —a™) — g(a’, —z™)) if =™ <0.

(3.26) a(x) = {

Since trr,(u) = trr,(g), it easily follows that @ € W'P()(By,RN) and, by (3.23), for all
By(z0) € Br C Bg, with R, as in (3.21) there holds that

(3.27) / | Daf2(®) d:ugc/ [1Dup® 4 [Dgl ™) da
By (z0) BQ(ZU)QB;

with ¢ = ¢(y1,72). Before going on we define the following quantities:

1

o(20, 0,p) i= gp]l (1+|Dafy/? dx|
BQ(IO)
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=

¢ (x0,0,p) = (Q”][ (14 |Du|?)P/? dx) :
BQ(JO)I’TBE
U(wo, 0) == ¢(z0,0,p2(0)), ¥ (w0, 0) = ¢T (20, 0,p2(0));

1

q

|Dgl? dw) ,

Q(zo)ﬁB;

X" (w0, 0) =" (w0, 0) + (9‘1_"/3

where z¢, ¢ and R satisfy the usual relation R € (0, R.], o € B} and o € (0, R — |z9]). In
the definition of 1(xg, 0), p2(0) is defined as in (2.5). We shall start our analysis by considering
a point 29 € I'g and imposing (3.20) on B,(zo) N Bf; = BJ (0), which, with the terminology
introduced above reads as

(328) X+(1‘05 Q) <kg,

where € € (0,1) is a small parameter whose size will be suitably reduced along the proof. Notice
that, as done in the case of (3.27), for all balls B,(x9) C Br, by Holder inequality we have

1
p2(e)
X" (w0, 0) <’ |¥(wo,0) + Qm(g)*”/ |Dg[P2(@ dz
B, (zo)NBY

+c (Qq_”/ |Dg|? dx)
BQ(IO)HBE
1

(3.29) < [¢(x0,0) + (@q‘”/ |Dg|? dw) :
BQ(Io)ﬁB;

for ¢ = ¢/(n,v1,72,q). Now we compare u to a solution v € Whrz(e) (BZ_/Q(.To),nZ) of the
Dirichlet problem

Q=

(3.30) é52(9)(B;2(:c0),m) Sw min/B+ ( )k(x)|Dw|P2(9) de.
o/2\%0

Such a solution exists, given that by (3.25), class cre (B;/2 (20), M) is non-empty. The mini-

mality of v in class C7>(?) (B;/2 (20), M) yields that it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation
(3.31) 0= / k(z)pa ()| Du[P2(@—2 [Dv - Dy — A,(Dv, Dv)yp| du,
B ,(x0)
e/2

for any € Wy *'9 (B}, (20), RN) N L®(BY , (w0), RY), where, for y € M, A,z T, x T, 1
(T,M)* denotes the second fundamental form of 771. In particular, by tangentiality,
(3.32) V211(v)(Dv, Dv) = —A,(Dv, Dv) and |A,(Dv, Dv)| < em|Dv|?,

where ¢ depends only on the geometry of 771, see [51, Appendix to Chapter 2]. Let us quantify
the LP2(9)_distance between Du and Dv. We first notice that, by (3.25), the map ¢ = u —wv
is admissible as a test in (3.31), thus exploiting the monotonicity properties of the integrand in
(3.30), (2.10) and Lemma 2.1 we obtain

/B+ ( )|Vp2(g)(Du>7Vp2(g)(Dv)|2 dz
/2\%0

(3.33) §c/ k() [|Du|p2(9) - |Dv|P2<@>] dz+c/ |Du[P2 @y — 0| da
B )»(@0) B )5 (@0)

where ¢ = ¢(n, N, v1,v2, A\, A, 111). Let us estimate the two quantities appearing on the right-hand
side of (3.33). Notice that, being v a solution of (3.30), it satisfies the assumptions of Lemma
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3.2 with p = p2(p), f = u and 5= %, therefore, choosing any o’ € (0, min{d,, 5}), by Holder

inequality we control:

1
1+o/

/ |Dv|p2(9)|u —v| dz < co" ][ |Dv|p2(9)(1+a’) da
Beyaleo) B, (w0)

o’
1+0o/

][+ = o de | = e(m)e™ [(1) - (D).
BQ/Z(IO)

By (3.6), (3.19), (3.24), the minimality of v in class C2*@ (B* , (o), M), Holder inequality, (3.28)

o/

and Lemma 2.2 (ii.) we bound

(I) <e

<ce

with ¢ = c(datay.)). With Poincaré inequality, (3.22), the minimality of v in class cr?

e
][ | DufP(@(140) gy
B;/g(mo)

ra(e)
pr1(e)(1+0q)

][ | DufPr(@(1400) g
B:;/Q(:Eo)

THeg
][ (1+ |Du|2>%z) dz + ][ |Dg|17(l)(1+00) dx
B{ (z0) B (z0)

r2(e)
r2(e) | p1(e)
q

][ (1+|Dul?)** dz + ][ IDg|? da
Bf (z0) B (z0)

r2(e)

pr2(e)—p1(e) pr2(e)

p1(e) ][ (1+|Duf)™2 dr+ ][ |Dg|? dx
B{ (z0) B (z0)

and (3.28) we get

T
(1) <c Qm(a)][ |Du — DU|pz(@) dax
B;/Q(:Eo)

’

1+o/ ,
<c(@@n [ bty E @) e
B (z0)

(Q)(

+
B@/ 2

(z0>a m)

where ¢ = ¢(n, M, v1,72, A\, A). Finally, by (3.13), (3.19), Lemma 2.2 (i.) with g9 = o’, the
minimality of v in class CE*(¢) (B, (z0), M), (3.22) and (3.28) we have

[ ka0
BQ/Q(IU)

+/ k(z) } |Dv|p(z) _ |D,U|P2(Q)
BZ/Z(mo)

uf2@ — |Dof2@)] de < / k() | 1Dup@ — |Duf® | da
B, (x0)
e/2

dx

SCQn+a ][ (1 + |DU|Q)P22(9) (1+0") da +][ (1 4 |DU|2)P22(9)(1+U/) da
B ,(x0)
e/2

B)5(w0)
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r1(e)(A+0g)
pl

<coto f (1+ [Duf?)
Bt (z0)
0/2\0

r pa(e)] 1100

<co"t® ][ (1+|Du|2)%z) dz | + ][ |Dgl? da
B{ (x0) B (wo)

pa(e) ] 90

<egrtaoom(e) | ale)n / (1 + |Du)™* do + (gw / . IDgl d:c)
BQ (Z())

Bf (x0)

p2(e)
q

][ (1 + |Du>)%? dz + ]Z IDg|* dz
B (z0) B{ (o)
p2(e)

0) n(1— 222 /
yﬂ“/’ (1+ D)™ do+ " (1-5%) / Dg|? da ,
Bj (z0) BJ (o)

where ¢ = c(data,(.)). Merging the content of all the previous displays we end up with

L o WD) = Vo (D)
/2\F0

p2(e)
o'y o P2(0) n(l_pz(a)) !
(3.34) < ceTro’ (14 |Dul®)™2 dx+o a |Dgl9 dx ,
BJ (z0) B;/Q(Io)
where ¢ = c(data,(.)). If pa(0) > 2, by (2.10) and (3.34) we directly obtain that
/ |Du — Do[P2(@) dz < / Vo (o) (D) = Vipy () (DV)? da
B /a(@0) B /(o)
pa(e)

o’ v po (o n(1—r2( 4
<csiret / (1+ [DuP) ™ o+ g"(7"57) / |Dg|? da :
B (zo0) B{ (w0)

while, when 1 < pa(p) < 2, via Holder inequality, (3.34), the minimality of v in class ér(@ (B;/2 (20), M)
and (2.10) we can conclude that

/ |Du — Dv|P2(@) dz
B )2(wo)

r2(e)
2

p2(0)—2

< / |Du — Dv|?(|Dul® + |Dv|*) " 2 da
BZ/Z(IO)

2—pa(e)
2

r2(o)

/ (|Du|2+|Dv|2) 2 dx
BZ/Z(IU)

r2(e)
/43 P2 1_P2(2)

< g% / 1+ D)™ do+g"(757) / |Dg|" dz
B (w0) Bf (w0)
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All in all, setting x := 17:;/, min {1, JQL}, we get

/ |Du — Du|P2(@ dz < ce“/ (1+ |Du|2)p22(g) dz
BY,,(w0) B (z0)

r2(e)

p2(0) a
(3.35) + cg”gn<1_T) / |Dg|? da :
B{ (x0)

for ¢ = c(data,(.).

Step 8: Comparison, second time. Set ko := k(xo). We confront v with the solution h €

Wl,pz(@)(BLj'/4(:E0), R?Y) of the Dirichlet problem

(3.36) PO (B, (20),RY) 5 w > / ko Dw|P© da.
B}, (x0)
e/4

Furthermore, h solves the Euler-Lagrange equation

(3.37) 0 :/ kopz(0)| Dh|P2@ Dh - Dy dx
B, (z0)
e/4

for all p € Wol’m(g)(B;rM(:Eo), R¥Y). Notice that, by the results in [40] there holds that
(3.38) ||h||Loo(B;/4(x0)) < C(N)||U||L°°(B;/4(x0)) < c(N, M.
Recalling [13, Lemma 3.4], see also [37, Proof of Lemma 2] there holds that

9
/ |Dh|pz(9) dr <c (S) / |Du|P2(9) dx
BF (w0) 4 B} ,(x0)

p2(e)
q

17@2(@)

(3.39) o (7757) / |Dgl|* da ;
BZ/Z(mo)

for all ¥ € (n (1 — p2T(g)) ,n) with ¢ = ¢(n, N,71, 72, A, A, ¢). For (3.39) we also used that, by

(3.36) and (3.30),
trr, (h) = trr,, (v) = trry, , (u) = trr, ,(9),

the minimality of A in class C52(¢) (B;“/4 (20),RY) and the one of v in class C£2(?) (B;“/2 (x0), M).
Exploiting now the monotonicity properties of the integrand in (3.36), Lemma 2.1, (3.31), (3.37),
Hélder inequality and the minimality of 4 in class C7>(®) (B;/ 4(@0), RY), we estimate

C/ [Voa(e) (DV) = Vo (o) (DD)[* dz
BZ/4(10)
< / kopa(0) (|DU|P2<9>—2DU - |Dh|p2(@)_2Dh) -(Dv — Dh) dz
B)4(w0)
= / (ko — k(x))p2(0)| Dv|P2 @2 Dy - (Dv — Dh) da
B)4(®o)
—|—/ k(x)pa(0)|Dv[P*(@=2Dyv - (Dv — Dh) dz
B;/4(IU)
§cga/ |Dv[P2(@=Y| Dy — Dh| dz + c/ |Dv[P2@ ]y — h| dz
33/4(I0) B

oya(T0)

ch”‘/ |Do[P2(@) dg + c/ |Dv[P2(@ |y — h| dz =: ¢ [o*(I) + (ID)] ,
By 4(wo) By ,(wo)
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with ¢ = c(n, N, A\, A, 71,72, [k]o.a, @). The minimality of v in class C52(@ (B*

o/2(@0), 1) yields
that

(1) S/ |Du|pz(@) dx
B (z0)

and, recalling also (3.28), we see that

p2(0)—n
(Q) / |DU|P2(Q) dr < 2" sz(@)—n/ |Du|P2(9) dax
2 B;r/z(mo) BZ/Z(IO)
p2(0)

<on—m Qm(g)*"/ (1+|Du|2>p22(9) dz + qun/ |Dg|? dz
B (z0) B (o)

(3.40) <on—mgpr2(e),

By Holder inequality, the minimality of & in class CE2(® (B;r/ (o), RY) and the one of v in class
CE O (B, (o), M), Lemma 3.2, (3.7), (3.38) and (3.40) we bound

1 -1
1+o’ 140/

(IT) <co" ][ | Dy|p2(@0+) g ][ v — h|P*@ do
B)4(w0) B, (w0)

<co” ][ Duf2(@ dx + ][ Dgl" dx
B, (@o) By 5 (0)

p2(e)
q

o’
1+o/

gpz(R)fn/ |Dv — Dh|p2(9) dz
Be/4(z0)

p2(eo)
y10’

yio pa(e) r2(e) !
<t | [ @ D) e 5 ([ gt ao ,
B{ (z0) Bj (z0)

for ¢ = c(datap(,)). Merging the content of the two previous displays and proceeding as in the
last part of Step 2 we end up with

/ |Dv — Dh[P2(@ dg
33/4(I0)

p2(e0)

p2(o)

_p2(0) 1
(3.41) < cle” + 0] / (1+|Duf)™2 dr+ gn(l ) / |Dg|? dx )
B (x0) BY (z0)

with ¢ = ¢(data). Collecting inequalities (3.35) and (3.41) we obtain

/ |Du — Dh|P2(@ dx
B)4(w0)

p2(e0)

_p2() ¢
(342) < clef + 07 / (14| Du) 22 dg + " (17542 / IDg|? da ,
B{ (z0) Bf (z0)

where ¢ = c(data).
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Step 4: Morrey decay estimates at the boundary. Let ¢ € (0,%) and estimate, via (3.27), (3.39)
and (3.42),

/ (14 |Da?) ™22 dz < o / | DulP(©) dx—f—/ IDgP(®
B (o) B (z0) B (x0)

/ |Duth|p2(9) dz+/ |Dh|p2(g) der/ |Dg|pz(@) dz
B (z0) B (z0)

BT (o)
n 9
<c KE) +€“+ga+<£> ]
0 0
p2(0)

pa (e n(1—r2@ 4
/ (1+|Du?)™" dz+ o (1-222) / \Dg|? da
By (z0) By (z0)

_pale) p2(o)

¢ n(l P ) . q
reft o [ ipgltas)
0 B¢ (x0)

where ¢ = ¢(data). Now recall that ¥ > n (1 — pZT(Q)), so we can always find v € (n (1 — pz—(")) ,19).

+ "

<c + ™

Moreover, set

p2(0) :n(1]¥> and  pa(0) :=p2(0) —n+7v

and choose ¢ = 79 for some 7 € (0, l). Multiplying both sides of the previous inequality by

1
(T0)P2(@~" we obtain

r2(e)

(Tg)m@-"/ (1+ |Da[2)™%2 da
B,-Q(zo)

< rP2(0) [CT”_” +erV (" + RY) + 0719—”]

p2(e)

gm@*n/ (1+ [Dul?)™* dz + g’f"/ IDg|? da
BJ (z0) Bf (z0)

(343) +c7-ﬁ2(9) qun/ |Dg|q dx 5
BJ (z0)

for ¢ = ¢(data). With the notation introduced in Step 2, the inequality in (3.43) reads as

Q=

p2(e) (n—v) v K pL(Q) I—v
¢($0,70,p2(0)) < 7r2(0 |err2(@ 4 o7 P20 | gr2(a 4 RP? + crr2(@

Q=

(344) - |0t @oo) + (o7 / Dglt da| | + et oo / Dgl? dz )
Bf (z0) Bf (z0)

therefore since
(345) ¢($0, T, p) S (b(wOa T, q) for p S q,
we obtain from (3.44):

p2(e) (n—v) v A % Y—v
1/)(55077-9) <7trale |err2(@ 47 P2l | gr2a 4 BRI + crr2(@
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p2(e)
q

v (w0, 0) + <@q"/ |Dg|? dw)
By (z0)

1
+ertTa gq_"/ |Dg|? dx
B (z0)

with ¢ = ¢(data). Recalling that 7 € (0, i), it is easy to see that

p2(e) (n—v) _ v K % Y—v
p2(e) | gr2(e) + R:Z ¢ + c1r2(0)

Tr200) | e P2(0) 4 T

< 7r2@ |er 2 4er 1

p2(e) n—1»9 9 s < d—v
v + R:Z + 1 2 ,

therefore, merging the content of the two above displays we obtain
p2(e) n=9 _ 9 r = d—v
1/)(55077@) <7tp2@ |er 2 +er e R | et 2

v (w0, 0) + @q’”/ |Dg|? dx
B{ (z0)

1
+oer'tTu gq*"/ |Dg|? dx
B{ (x0)

p2(e) n—1y _ s 'vi I—v
cT 2 4T e +R*2 + e 2

p2(o)
q

<7 P200)
p2(e)
Y (o, 0) + 9‘1_"/ [Dg|? dz
Bf (w0)
1
(3.46) +ertTa gq_"/ |Dg|? dx
Bj (z0)

with ¢ = ¢(data). Select 7, € and R, so small that

15259; < 1 n—19 < 1 ;) — s I R% < 1

pr2le —_ 2 — Y1 EN2 * —

T =~ 8, CCT =~ 3, CCT =3
I—v 1 n 1

(3.47) der 2 < 3 (+e)rt~a < 3’

where ¢’ is the same constant appearing in (3.29). By (3.29) and (3.28), with the choice made

above we can conclude that
pr2(e)

1 . ‘
x*(zo,w)éi v (wo,0) + <9q / |Dg|? dx)
B (zo0)
1

1
+ - qun/ |Dg|? dz | <e¢,
2 B{ (z0)
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so iterations are legal. Moreover, combining (3.46) and (3.47) we have

1
q

P2 (e) n
(3.48) Y(xo, 7o) < TP2(@ (20, 0) + o'W </ |Dgl|? dx)
B

4 (z0)
for ¢ = (data, q). Iterating (3.48) we end up with

p2(e)

1/1(:1;0’ Tkg) STk p2(e) w(‘rOa Q)

q k—1 _
(3.49) +c </ |Dg|? d:c) 91_%7(16_1)(1_%) ij(ig—g_“r%).
B;(IO) j=0

p2(0)

Since p2(0)

-1+ % > 0, the series on the right-hand side of (3.48) converges, so we have

pa(e) a n B o
(3.50) (0, 7"0) kamw(:vo,@)“(/ Dyl dx> o (3)
B

¢ (z0)

Whenever 0 < ¢ < o we can find k € N so that 7#t1p < ¢ < 7%, so using (3.50) we obtain

w(‘rOa C) STl_%w(IEOa TkQ)

n b2 (o) n — —_n
STl_p2(9) Tkig(i)q/)(zo, g) + cgl_ET(k 1)<1 fl) (/
B

1

q

|Dg|? dz)

7 (z0)

p2(e)

1
o IS pra2(e) 1_n q a
<erm T || = Y(w0,0) +0 |Dg|? da
e Bf (w0)

1
1—- q
(3.51) <c (5) U(xo,0) +¢' / |Dg|* dz | |,
0 Bj (z0)

for ¢ = c¢(data). To summarize, we just got that, if g € T'g is any point satisfying (3.28) on
B} (xg) for some ¢ € (0, R — |xo|) then

1—n

sy 1-2 Dal? d ’
(w0,5) <c (g) B(eo,0) +< </B;<mo>' g7 da

1
1-3 P (e p2(0) N
<c (£> sz(g)][ (1+ |Dul?) 2 dz +¢'79 / |Dgl? da
9 B{ (x0) By (o)

- 1-z 1—-2 1—-2
S a _n S 4 _n S 4
30 =|(5) o+ q|Dg|Lq<Br>] Sc[(;) +d ] <e(?)

for ¢ = c(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). In (3.52) we also used (3.28) to control x*(zo, o) with € € (0,1].

Q=

Step 5: Partial Holder continuity. Now we aim to prove an estimate analogous to (3.52) valid
also for points zg € B;g not necessarily belonging to I'r. As in [37, Proof of Lemma 2|, we fix
L = 1555 and zo € B} satisfying (3.28) for some o € (0, R — |zo]). For 0 < ¢ < ¢ we distinguish
two main cases: ¢ < tg or ¢ > (p.
Case 1: ¢ < 1p. We take & € ' so that d := dist(zo,'r) = |xg — &|. Now, if 1o > d we notice
that

Bd(l'o) C Bgd(i) C BQ/Q(.To) C BQ(i'),
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therefore

X" (:v g) < ex* (@0, 0) < e(n, 11,72, 9)e,
so reducing the size of ¢ = e(data) determined in (3.47) to ¢’ := & we end up with
(3.53) Xt (:c g) <e.

If Lo > ¢ > d we immediately notice that
Bg(l'o) C B4§(i') C Bg/4(i) C BQ(.To),

and, since (3.53) legalizes (3.52) with z replaced by &, we obtain

1—n
Hlao o) <evlaag <8’ (£) 7

for ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). On the other hand, if 1o > d > ¢ we have that
Bg(l'o) C Bgd(i') C Bg/4(i') C BQ(.To),

so, by (3.53) and (3.52) (with z( replaced by & of course) we get

1—n
(@0, ) chw(iﬂd) < 03 [(4_;’) N (2d)12‘|

O]

also in this case, with ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). Now we consider the occurrence ¢ < o < d. It
follows that B,,(70) € B}, and

n

1
(200) p2(2te) .
210 <][ ( )(1 + |Du|2)% d:c> < et X (@0, 0) < e(n, 71,72, Q).
Ba,,(z0

Reducing the size of € in such a way that ce < gy, where ¢ is the smallness threshold appearing

in [9, (3.16)] we obtain
2 (200) pz(l2be)
210 ]Z (1+|Dul*)" 2 dz < gp.
BZ‘-Q(IU)

Then, [9, estimates (3.40)-(3.43)] apply, thus getting

1G] Bo
cP2(©) ][ (14 |Dul?)P2) dz < 1 Poc(data, fy) <E) ,
B¢ (o) e

for all By € (0,1). Recalling the explicit expression of ¥ (zg, -) we then bound

1
p2(<)
V(wo,0) <e <p2(g)][ (1+]Duf?)™ da
B¢ (xo0)

a Bo
+ec gq’"/ |Dgl|? dz ] <c¢ <5> +¢tma |,
B (z0)NBY; 0

with ¢ = c¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+), Bo). The desired estimate follows by choosing Sy = 1 —

Q3

7 in the
previous display.
Case 2: ¢ > 1p. Estimate (3.52) trivially holds with a costant ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)).
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All in all, we have just proved that if zo € Bj, satisfies (3.28) on B,(z¢) N B} for some g €
(0, R — |xol), then

1—n
g q
(3.54) $lao.) < clasta, |Dall o) (3)

Now, by the continuity of Lebesgue’s integral and of the mapping x¢ — p2(zo, 0), we can conclude
that if (3.28) holds for 29 on B, (29)NB}; then it holds also on B, (y)NB} for all y € B; belonging
to a sufficiently small, relatively open neighborhood of xg, say, By, C B;{F. Then the set

Dy := {y € By X (y,0) <eon B,(y) HBE, Re(0,R.], 0€(0,R— |y|)}

is relatively open, so via (3.54) we can conclude that

1

1 1—
(3.55) (c‘”@‘%) [ dx> v sc(E)
BC(IO)

where ¢ = ¢(data, |‘D9HLQ(BI+))' By (3.55) and the well-known characterization of Holder conti-

Q3

nuity due to Campanato and Meyers we can conclude that @ is (1 — %)-Hélder continuous in a
0

neighborhood of Dy, which in turn implies that u € Clooﬁi (Do, M).

Step 6: Hausdorff dimension of the singular set. Given the characterization of Dy, we easily see
that the singular set Xo(u, By(wo) N Bf;) can be defined as

Eo(u, BQ(QE()) N B;g) = BIJE N BQ(QE()) \ Do.
Moreover, for y € B,(x0) N By, being g € C%'~ 4 (B, M) we see that

il
W
[
n

P2 (y,5)
limsup x* (y,<) <limsup gpz(y,c)—n/ (1+ |Du|2) 20 de
B<(y)ﬁB;

<—0 s—0

+ lim sup gqfn/ |Dg|? dx
=0 B.(y)nB}

<lim sup §p2(y’§)_"/ (1+|Du|2)p2(2y'<) dx )
<—0 B (y)NB},

1
q

—

<
n

therefore

<—0

Yo(u, Bo(wo) N BE) C {y € B,(z0) N B« limsupyt(y, <) > O} )

Now, notice that, as in (3.24),
(3.56) p2(y,s) < (1+00)p1(wo, Re) forall 0 <¢ < R., B(y)N B} C By(xo) N B,

so we obtain,

P2 (y,s) 132(72&)
gpz(y,g)][ (1 4 |Du|2) 2 dx
B<(y)ﬁB;

1
p1(zg,Rx)(1+00)
p1(zg, Rx)(1+00)
s(eﬂwoﬂ*mw) £ ipupyes d:c) ,

B (y)ﬂBE

which by (3.6) is finite. This allows concluding that 3¢ (u, B,(29) N B}) is contained into the set

D, = {y € By(wo) N B} limsgp ot (y, <, p1(z0, Ro) (1 + 0¢))Pr (@0 ) (I+o0) 0} .
S—r
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By [25, Proposition 2.7] it follows that dimg(D1) < n — pi(zo, R+)(1 + 00), so, by (2.2), we
easily have that dimg(D1) < n — 1 and so dimg (3o(u, By(zo) N Bf)) < n — 1. The proof is
complete. 0

Once Proposition 3.2 is available, we can cover Bfr with balls having the same features of
B,(z0) N B}, and remembering that, by (2.2),, p1(2o, R«) > 71, we obtain that dimg (3o (u)) <
n—"(1+d) <n—, and so dimg(3Zg(u)) < n —~. Via a standard covering argument, we

can conclude that u € C,o. (B \ Zo(u), M) and the proof of Theorem 1 is complete.

loc

4. FULL BOUNDARY REGULARITY

In this section we recover a regularity criterion based on the result in Theorem 1. The
main preliminary step consists in proving compactness of sequences of minimizers of (3.1) under
uniform assumptions, see [9,13,47].

Remark 4.1. We will always assume that s < n, otherwise, as stressed in Step 1 of the prqof
of Theorem 1, we would have u Hélder continuous in a small neighborhood of any point z € B}
so that p(Z) > n for free by Morrey’s embedding theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Let {k;},{p;} be two sequences of Hélder continuous functions satisfying

sup;enlkjloy < cr  for some v € (0,1]
(4.1) A < kj(x) <A for all z € Bf
s — Koll (s, = 0, ho() € COV(BF)

and

SupjeN[pj]Qa <c¢p for some a€ (0,1]
(4.2) pi(r) >y >1forallz € Bf,j €N
Hpj —P0||Loo(31+) — 0, po > v1 > 1 constant,

respectively. For each j € N, let u; € Wl’pf(')(Bfr, Mm) be a constrained minimizer of

&j(w, BY) := /B+ kj(x)| Dw[P ) da,

1

in class ng(')(Bfr, M), where the manifold M is as in (2.6) and the sequence {g;} C Wh4(Bf, M),
uniformly satisfying (2.7), is weakly convergent to some go € WH4(Bf,M). Then, there exists
a subsequence, still denoted by {u;}, such that

(4.3) uj — ug weakly in WhH(Foro(BE M)

for some & > 0 and any R € (0,1). In particular, ug is a constrained minimizer of the functional

Eo(w, BE) ::/+k0(z)|Dw|p“ dx

By

in class CLO (B, M). Moreover,
(gj(Uj,BIJg) 4)80(U0,BE) fO’I’ all R € (0,1)
Finally, if x; is a singular point of u; and x; — xo, then xg is a singular point for ug.

Proof. For the reader’s convenience, we split the proof into three steps.
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Step 1: Weak convergence. By assumption, the sequence {g;} is weakly convergent in W14(By, M),
so, we can find a positive, finite constant M = M (n, 1, q) so that
(4.4) sup|lg;lly1.apry < M.

jeN

Since the whole sequence {u;} has image contained into 771, which, by (2.6); is compact, we
immediately have that StueN||uj||Loo(Bl+) < ¢(M) < oo, thus, up to extracting a non-relabelled
subsequence,

(4.5) u; — ug weakly in LY(Bj,mM) for all t € (1,00).

Moreover, being the assumptions in (4.1)-(4.2) uniform in j € N, we deduce that Lemma 3.1
and Lemma 3.2 for the associated frozen problem hold with constants independent from j. In
particular, recalling the uniform features of the g;’s and combining (3.8) with a standard covering

argument we can conclude that {u;} C VVllo’p(')(H_U)(Bf, m) for all o € [0, min {og, J’g}). Now

C

we take any ball B,(zo) C By with ¢ € (0, + min{1 — |20, R.}]| and R, as in (3.21), so we can
apply (3.16), with any o € <0, min {og, e 1}) to deduce that

Y2 ' n
(4.6) / |Duj |P3 ) F) dg < cpnmp2(@0:00H0) < e(n, N, M, 1,72, q).
By (z0)NBT

In (4.6) we also used (4.4) to incorporate the dependency of the constant from || Dg; ||Lq(Bl+) into
the one from (n, M, q). Now set
Gy = lInin{ag,al,ég, n—'yg,g — 1},
4 9 Yo 'n
where o, o'g and ¢, are the same higher integrability threshold determined in Lemmas 3.1, 3.2
respectively and choose any ¢ € (0,5,). Because of the uniform convergence of the p;’s to the

constant pg, taking j € N sufficiently large we can find positive constants 71 < ¢1 < g2 < 72 such
that

(4.7) 1<q <pj()<@2<occonBf, ¢ <1+%) <a(l+0), @2<po <1+%)
and
)
(4.8) 0<g—qg <2 and 1<Z <o
16 q1
Combining (4.6), (4.7) and the choice of o > 0 we made, we can conclude that
(4.9) / D= (45) dz < e(n, M, 71,72, ).
B;}(C”O)mer

By (4.5) and (4.9) we derive the uniform boundedness of the wu;’s in Wh(+9/2)az2(B,(z4) N
Bf,M), so, up to extract a (non relabelled) subsequence, we obtain that u; — iy weakly in
Wh(te/2)az (B (z4) N B, M), for some @y € WH+9/2)a2(B,(z9) N By, M). Anyway, by (4.5),
to(z) = uo(x), uo(x) € M for a.e. x € By(wo) N Bf and, by Rellich-Kondrachov theorem,

(4.10) uj — ug  strongly in LUT/2%(B,(x0) N B, M),

(4.11) Duj — Dug  weakly in LU+9/2% (B, (x0) N B, RY*™).

From (4.7), and (4.2),, we see that g2 > po, therefore (4.3) is proved for instance with
G

4.12 5=,

(112) 5=

Using the lower semicontinuity of the norm, we also have that

(4.13) / |Dug (14 %) da < c(datay.)).
B;}(C”O)mer
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Inequality (4.13) and the convergence in (4.10)-(4.11) hold on B,(xo) N By, but can show that
they actually hold on half balls having any radius R € (0,1). In fact, being Bi" compact, we

can find m = m(n) and a finite family of balls {B,, (zk)}:zl so that {ox} C (0,%) and
B C Ui~ By, (z1). Then, given any measurable subset U C Bf, with R € (0,1), we trivially
have that U C (J" | (ng (zx) N Bf) and, recalling (4.10), (4.11) and (4.13),

(4.14) / | Dug |q2 %) dz < Z/ |Du0|q2(1+%) dz < mec < c(data,(.))
Qk (Ik ﬂB+

4.15 Du; & D < c(data,.

( ) || u]||Lq2(l+§)(U) ;H U]” ( )(ng (e)nBH) = C( atay( ))

116 - 5y < - ; -0,

( ) s uo”ﬁ”(”i)(m - I;Huj uO”L"(Hi)(Bek (z)UBT)

so (4.3) is completely proved. Notice that, (4.3) and the weak continuity of the trace operator
yield in particular that

(4.17) trr,(ug) = trry(go) for all R e (0,1).

Step 2: Compactness. We fix R € (0,1) and, as a first step towards the proof of the minimality
of &y (uo, Bf;) in class CP9(Bf, M) we show that

(4.18) &o(uo, Bf;) < liminf &;(uj, BY).
j—oo
Since
&(us, BE) = (8 (uj, BE) — Eo(uj, BY) ) + Eo(u;, BY)
and, by weak lower semicontinuity and (4.5) there holds that
(419) 80(U0,B§) S hmlnf@o(uj,BE),
j—o0
we only need to show that
(4.20) |&;(uj, Bf;) — &o(u;, Bi;)| — 0,
which is a consequence of (4.1)5, (4.2)5, Lemma 2.2 (i.) with g = § and (4.9). In fact,

|8j(“jaB§) - 80(uj’B§)| <

/B (@) = ko(@))| D[4 da

R

+

[ tal@) [|Dum @~ |Dusp] da
B+

R

< ||k/’] —kO”Loo(B;) /B+|Du|p1($) dz
R

g2 fea
+ellpy =l [ 0+ DG #0D) o

R
< ¢ [l = Koll gy + 193 = Poll ey | = 0.

The constant ¢ appearing in the previous display depends only from data,.). Combining (4.20)

and (4.19) we end up with (4.18). Now, let @y € WPo(B}, M) be a solutlon of the Dirichlet
problem

(4.21) CPO(B, M) > w + min & (w, BY).
As in [9,13,29] we fix any 6 € (0,1), a cut-off function n € C}(Bg) satisfying

1
(4.22) Iy <1 <1p, and |Dn| S 5o,
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and consider a bi-Lipschitz transformation @ : BE — Bpg so that
(4.23) By pr =Ty pr and ®(Tg) = {z € 9Br: 2" < 0}.
Being ® bi-Lipschitz, if g is its jacobian, we have that
(4.24) 0<c(n)™! <|9s(z)| < e(n) < oo.
Let us look at the function
@j(z) = to(z) + (1 — n(®(z))) (uj(z) —uo(z)) for z € Bf.
By (4.22),, (4.23) and (4.17) we see that
(4.25) BENn{0<n(®(x) <1} CBiN® ' (Br\ Ba—_o)r),
and since,
) (ng N {0 < n(®(x)) < 1}) = 0B/ U0 {n(®(x)) =1},

also that
(4.26) in a neighborhood of 9 (B;g N{0 < n(@(z)) < 1}) , U; takes values in 17.
In particular, according to (4.17) and to the definition given in (4.21),
(4.27)

trr, (G;) = trrg (9;), tTyi gty = Ty pt (uj), STyl (@(a))=1) = tra{n@(z)):l}(ﬂo).
Conditions (4.26)-(4.27) legalize the application of Lemma 2.5 on the set B N{0 < n(®(z)) < 1}
to end up with a function w; € Wllo’pj(')(Bf, M) satisfying

C

@j<3(3§r7{0§7ﬂ¢0®)<]})) cm

trr, (W)) = trrg(9))

2Ty gt (W)) = trys g (uj)

tra{n(q>(x)):1}(wj) = tra{n(<1>(z)):1}(90)a

f |D1D4|Pj($) dz < f |Da,|p]~(m) dr
BEN{0<n(®(z))<1} 1 ~ JBEn{o<n(@(@)) <1}

(4.28)

with constants implicit in "<" depending by (N, 711,+2). Finally, define
i () = to(x) if z€BLN {n(@(m)) = 1}
) W) if e BiN{0<n(@(x) <1}.
Now, notice that the choices we made in (4.8) and (4.12) imply that

2 a g2 —Po | 420 g
4.29 21+ )=1+ + 22 <142,
(4.29) Po ( 2> { Po 2170] 8
so by Lemma 3.2, (4.29), (4.14) and the minimality of g in class égg (B, M), we get
/ Diol ) de < |BE N {0 < (@ () < 1]
Bhn{0<n(®())<1}
+/ |Dio|2(1+%) da
B+
R
(4.30) <|Bf; {0 < n(®(x)) < 1} + c/ |Duo|®=(1+5) dz < oo,
B+

R

for ¢ = c(data,(.y). In (4.30) we used, in particular, that

(4.31) / |Dﬂ0|qz(1+%) d:cgc/ |Du0|qz(1+%) dz.
B B

R
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Via (4.24), (4.25) and a straightforward change of variables we have

B o< @) <1} = [ Locywayen da
R

</ do< [ o) d
BEn{®-1(Br\Bu-or)} Br\Bu—_o)r

(432) < c(n)|BR \ B(l—B)R| —0 as 0 —0.
We then estimate
&j(uj, Bf) <8;(w;, Bf)
<&;(wy, B N{0 < n(®(x)) < 1}) + &;(uo, B N {n(®(x)) = 1})
(4.33) ::(I)j + (II)j.

In the previous display, we used that, in view of (4.28)2,3, w; is a legitimate comparison map to
uj. The bounds in (4.30), (4.28), and (4.32) then legalize the following estimate:

pj (=)
dx

[| Du;[Pr@ + | Du0|m<z>} da

Uj — Uo

RO

(I); §c/ [|Da0|w<z> + |Duj — Dug|Pi® +
BEn{o<n(®(2))<1}

<c

/ |Diig|Pi®) da: + c/
Bfn{0<n(®(x))<1} Bfn{o<n(®(x))<1}
pj(x)

do = ¢ (D) + ] + (1)]]

Uj — Up

RO

+ C/
BEn{o<n(®(z))<1}

where ¢ = ¢(N, 1M, v1,72). Let us bound the three terms appearing on the right-hand side of the
above inequality. By Lemma 2.2 (i.) with g = §, (4.31), (4.7), (3.19), (4.32), (4.2)5 and the
absolute continuity of Lebesgue’s integral we have

(n); SC/ [IDiio ) — | Do )] dz+c/ |Dagl? da
Bfn{0<n(®(x))<1} BEN{0<n(®(x))<1}
<clpj = poll Lo 51y /+ | Diig2(1+%) dz + o(0)
Bn{0<n(@(x))<1}

<clp; —p0||Lm(Bl+)/B+|Du0|q2(1+%) dz + o(8) = o(j) + o(6),
R

with ¢ = c(data,(y). By (4.7), (4.14), (4.15), (4.32) we get that
(1)] = o(0)-
Moreover, using (4.16), Holder inequality and (4.32) we have

(1) <IB 1 {0 < n(®(x)) < 1| + /
Bfn{0<n(®(x))<1}

u; — ug q2

d
rd v

<o(f) + (RO)™|B}; N {0 < n(@(x)) < 1} =08 fluy — ||
L412
<o(0) + (RO)"*0(j),
and, trivially,
(I); < &;(ao, By)-
Finally, by (4.1)5, (4.2),, (4.30) and (4.31) we get

18,(d0, B}) — oo, BE)| < (ks — holl sy + 125 = poll 5 (1 + [ 1Dug(+2) dx>

R

< c(datap)) (15 = Koll (i) + 15 = Poll 51| = 0.
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Plugging the content of all the previous estimates in (4.33) we end up with
&j(u;, By) < &o(tho, B;) + o(j) + 0(0) + (RO) ™" 0(j).
By (4.18) we can take the liminf as j — oo in the above display to obtain
80(11,0, BE) S hm inf (gj (’(,Lj, B}L:)
‘]*}OO
<timsup |&(iio, BE) + o(j) + o(0) + (RO) " 0(j)]
Jj—o0
(4.34) <& (o, BE) + o(0).
Sending 6 — 0 in (4.34) and using the minimality of @ in class égg (B, M), we end up with
8o(uo, BE) < & (iio, B,) < &(w, BY)
for all w € égg (Bf,, M), so, by Definition 3 and (4.17), the minimality of ug Ain class CI? (B, M)
is proved. Finally, combining (4.34) with the minimality of @ in class CZ0 (B}, 1), we can

conclude that &;(uj, Bf) — &o(uo, BE).

Step 3. Singular points. Let {z;} C Bf be the sequence of singular points in the statement.
The interior case zo € B] has already been analyzed in [9, Section 4.1], so we can assume that
zg € I'y. Up to choose j € N sufficiently large and then relabel, we can also suppose that

{z;} C B}, for some R € (0, RT), xo € I'p and (4.7)-(4.8) are in force. By Theorem 1 and (4.4),

we can find a radius R > 0 and a positive constant &, both independent on j € N so that if x; is
a singular point of u;, then

1
pa.;(2) r2,j()
(4.35) ng(@)—"/ (1+ [Duj]?) =% da >&>0
Bf ()

72

for all p € (0 L min{R,R* - R}), with R, as in (3.21). In the above display, we denoted

’
g

p2,i(0) == SUDye B, (o) B pj(x). Set o' := min{&, %} By Lemma 2.2 (i.) with g = % and
(3.16),, we estimate

1
P2, (0) pi(x) p2,;(0)
g0 [ D) - 0+ D) | s
B (z5)
o pa,j(e) o P2,;(e) o
(4.36) <ot <][ (1+ |Duy|?) ™2 (%) dx) <co TtHm 0,
Bf (z;)

for ¢ = ¢(n, N, M, v1,72,q). By (4.35), (4.36), (4.4) and (3.14) we then get

o |« p; (@) P2,;(9)
E<co 7T g Qm'j(g)_n/ (14 |Duy)™7" dz
Bj ()

p;(x) PQ’;(Q)
d:v—i—/ |Dg;|P7® da
B3, (z;

’

ch_%-i'% +co+ Cgl_pz,?(e) [/
BF,(z;)
U/ (e} E
<co” T 4cotco' T (/ |Dg;|? dw)
B (x5)

l—_n qz(H—%)
+ co p2,j(e) / dx + /
B3, (x;) B, (z;)

Uj — 9;
0

1

i (0)
pj(z) P2,
Uj — Uo ’

4

gj — Uo
0
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(4.37)

1
p2,j(0)

][ lu; — u0|qz(1+%) dz +][ lgj — uo|P? @ dz )
B (x;) B, (z;)

where we set o’ := min{l - oo ”—,} and ¢ = ¢(n, N, M, ~1,72,q). By (4.16) we get

cha// T

(4.38) ][ luj — u0|q2(1+%) dez —-0 as j— oo.
Bf,(z;)

Since g; — go weakly in Wl’q(Bfr ,M), then by Rellich-Kondrachov theorem there holds that,
up to subsequences, g; — go strongly in L‘J(BiIr , M) and pointwise a.e., therefore, keeping also
(4.2)5 in mind, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to end up with

(4.39) ][ lg; — uo|P?® dz — ][ |go — upl?® dz as j — oo.
By, (x;) By, (x;)

By (4.2)4, (4.38) and (4.39) we can take the limit superior on both sides of the inequality in
(4.37) to obtain

1

PO
(4.40) E<co” +c <][ lgo — uoP° d:c) .
B, (z;)

We finally pass to the limit superior for ¢ — oo in (4.40) and have

0<eb < limsup]Z lug — go|P° du,
0I5t

meaning that z is a singular point for ug. In the previous display, we set £ := &/c. (I

¢

The next lemma is a monotonicity formula in the spirit of [9,22,50,52].

Lemma 4.2. Under assumptions (2.3), (2.4), (2.6) and (2.7), let u € W'PO(Bf M) be a
solution of problem (3.1). Suppose also that

(4.41) k(0) = 1.

Then, there exist T = T (n, N,M,v1,72,q) € (0,1] and a threshold T = T(data, k) € (0,1] such
that if

(4.42) [9]0,1—§;Bf <7,

then for all k € (0, 1-— %} , the map ®: (O, %) — [0,00) defined as

(4.43) O(7) :=exp R 'rp2(7)7"/ k(z)|Dalr=(7) dz + c— ,
Z Bt K

with @ as in (3.26), 8" = B"(n,q,v) and ¢,¢ = c¢,c(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+),n), is monotone non-
decreasing. Moreover, the following inequality holds true

/BBJU(R:C) —u(ox)[”*@ dat" ! (x)

(4.44) <clog(R/p0) {Qm(@)fm(R) (@(R) _ @(9))} +e(R— 9)71(1—%),

for ¢ = c(data, ||Dg||L"(Bl+)’ ).
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Proof. Let u € WHP()(B;F, M) be a solution of problem (3.1), & € (0,1) be a fixed constant and
select T € (0, 1] so that

2

1—k A v
0<T <min< R,, , ,
B 16[plo.1 (4[If]o,u>

where R, is as in (3.21). Such a position assures that, whenever 7 € (0, %}, (3.23)-(3.25) hold
with R replaced by 7, moreover,

1-— v
(4.45) p2(47) —p1(7) < TK and  4[klo,72 < A,

with v as in (2.3),. For 7 € (0, %}, we introduce the functional
WP (B M) 5 w — & (w, BY) ;:/ k(z)|DwP(™ dz
Bf
and let v € WP2(")(B+ 1) be a solution of problem
(4.46) CP2(I(BF M) 3 w — min &, (w, BY).
By the minimality of v in class égZ(T)(B;", M) and that of u in class Gg(')(Bf', M) we bound
|£7—(U,Bi_> - gT(U,B;’_” = gT(uaBi—) - gT(va:_)
< |6-(u, BY) = &(u, BY)| + |6-(v, Bf) = &(v, BY)| =: (I) + (II).

T

Let

1 . n—vy 1—k
4.47 o ::—mln{a g, ———, },
( ) 4 g»vg Yo 2,72

where o4 and ¢, are the higher integrability threshold from Lemmas 3.1-3.2 respectively. Com-
bining (2.2);, (2.3);, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 2.2 (¢.) with 9 = ¢” and (3.16), we end up with

pa(r)(1+o’")

(I) < CT/ (1 + |Du|2)72 dr < 07_1+n7p2(4'r)(1+a/,)7
Bf
with ¢ = c(data,(.), HDgHLq(Bj))' In a totally similar way, using this time Lemma 3.2, (3.16),
and Lemma 2.2 (i1.) with 9 = 0" we get

(I1) SCT/B+(1 + | Dv|?)

pa (1) (1+0’")
2

dx

(r) (4" "
SCT/ (1 + |l),()|2)7132 5 de < c7.1+7l—p2(47')(1+0' )’
B+

—

for ¢ = c(datay,., ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). Merging the content of the previous displays we obtain

(4.48) E-(u,Bl) <& (v, Bf) + eritn—p2(4r)(1+0")
Now, for 7 as above, define x, := Tli—l. As in [50, Lemma 1.3] we consider the following compar-
ison map
wy(z) = 1f(:1:) %f r € B\ B
a(zr) + g(x) if xe B},

where @ is defined in (3.26). Notice that, by (3.24)-(3.25) there holds that
(4.49) wr € u+ WP (BHRY) and w, € WP(Bf RY).

Moreover, since (2.11) and (4.42) are in force, we see that

dist(w,, M) < ¢(n,q, Bo) Y77  with By :=1— E,
q
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therefore, choosing T small enough, and thus determining the dependency YT = Y (n, N, N, v1, 72, q),
we can project w, onto 171 thus obtaining a map @, := Iy (w;) satisfying

(4.50) @, € CRO(BY M) and / DG, P2 dz < (14 cTr) / \Duw. (™) da,
B B

for ¢ = ¢(n, N,1M,~1,72,q). Notice that, by the mean value theorem applied to the function
[0,00) 3 s+ (t + 5)P2(7) there holds that

(4.51) (D] +|Dg))"* ™ < |DalP>™) + py(r)(|Dit| + |Dg|)** = Dy],

so by Holder inequality with conjugate exponents (pf(i()Tzl , P2 ('r)), (4.42) and (4.50) we get
/ |DwT|p2(T) dz S/ (|Da($r)| + |Dg|)p2(T) dz
B B

g

g(1+mﬂo)/ |Da(x,) P27 da
B

+c

T—Bo(pz(f)—l)/ | Dyl dx+/ | Dyl dx]
B B

§(1+CTB°)/ \Dii(z )27 da
Bf

e [T_Bo(pz(-r)—l)-',-n(l—pzT(’)) " Tn(l_PQ;T))] ||Dg||Lq(B+)
1

(4.52) <+ er) [ Dafe)) doter (73 om0
Bt

for ¢ = ¢(n, 1,72, ¢, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). In the previous expression, we also used the original value of
Bo- By (2.3), (4.41) and (4.50) we can refine (4.52) as

/ k(z)|Dw, P> dx < (1+4[k]0,VTV)/
Bf

|Dw, |P2("’) dx
Bf

(4.53) <(1+er?) /

Dz )™ dz + e (7E) 1P,
Bf

where ' := min{fy, v} and ¢ = ¢(n, N,M,v1,72,q, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). Let us evaluate the pa(7)-

energy of 4. First, recall that if % =D - ﬁ denotes the radial derivative of 4, then

onu
4.54 — | < |Dul.
(4.54) o ‘ < |Dul
Moreover, if po(7) > 2 and ¢ > s > 0 there holds that
(4.55) (t — 5)P2(7) < gp2(7) _ gpa(7),

A straightforward computation renders, for z € B that

Dae) = [wa(zm? . \ Diz,)

T T,
||

i

d#™(z)

e

so by (4.54), (4.55), area formula, (2.3), (4.41) and (4.45), we obtain

()P0 = — T a(z)? — | 28
[ i ar= -2 | [|Du<sc>| o

T ou
< Diz) P27 — | 2=
n—pa(7) [/&?Bi| )

pa(r)
2 2

p2(7) .
dat™~
or (z)
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(4.56)
ou |72

ar

.
<

—n— pa(T)

478 [ k@)Dia)p e aze @) - |

B

d;e"—l(:c)] .

Recalling the position made in (3.26), by (4.51), Holder inequality with conjugate exponents
(pf(Zr()Tll aPQ(T)), (4.42), (2.3), (4.48) and the minimality of v in class éf?(T)(Bj_‘, m) with (4.50),

we have

87’(@; B-,J—r) S(l + CTﬁU)éT(u, B:_r) + CT*ﬁo(pz(‘r)fl) / |Dg|p2(7) da
B
<(1 4 cr™)8-(v, Bf ) + ¢ {T”(l}z)ﬂm(f) + 7—"+1—p2(47)(1+a—”):|
<(1+er™)& (0, Bf) + ¢ [Tn(l_;)ﬂ_pz(ﬂ + T"+1_p2(47)(1+a'/):|

(4.57) <(1+er?) /

|Dﬁ(:L',,.)|P2('r) dz + ¢ [Tn<1—%)+1—pz(r) i 7—"’1+1p2(47')(1+a'”):| .
Bt

with c(data,.), ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). Merging (4.57) with (4.56) and using (4.54), (2.3) and (4.45), we
obtain

& (i, BY) <—— 1+cr?” / k(z)|DaP>™) da™ ! (x
( ) R ( ) - (z)| Dl ()
8’& p2(T) , .
—/ — A" a) +er? (72 +1)/ k(z)|DafP2™ dgen(x)
oBt | Or oB+
+e |:7_7l(1—%)+1—192(7') + 7_nJrlp2(4'r)(1+0”):|
1 ﬂ”
SM/ k(z)|DaP=™ dgen—(z)
n—pa7) Jopt
= |p2(T) L
(4.58) - / gu Az () + ¢ {T"(l—a)ﬂ—m(ﬂ +Tn+1p2<4r><1+a”>] ,
n—pa(7) Jops | Or

with 8" := min {%,ﬁ’} and ¢ = c(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)). To summarize, we got

T/ k(z)|DafP=( dgen—(z) > %/ k(z)| DalP2”) dz
oBf B

~ 1+4er?”
T oa |7+
T — !
e /m o (x)
(4.59) - C(n;pzéT)) [Tn(l_%)—i_l_m(ﬂ + T”+1p2(47)(1+0”):|
1+ crB”

for ¢ = c(data, ”Dg”LQ(Bl*)’ Bo). Now, set

r (r)—n ~ 1D (T)
(4.60) 0,7 )37 f(r) =77 k(z)| DA™ da.

B

Multiplying both sides of (4.59) by 7P2(")="=1 and using (4.45), and (4.47) we obtain

P2 =n /8 Bik(x)wmm(ﬂ A" () > T jrlc’jg,) [Tlf(T) —e(r T—%)]
Tpg(T)—n p2(T)
4.61 —
(461 T /aBr

oi dge" ()

or
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for ¢ = ¢(data, HDg”Lq(Bj)’ k). From (2.4) follows that (0, %) 3 7 — pa(7) is differentiable with
bounded, non-negative first derivative 0 < p/(7) < ¢(n, [plo,1). We compute:
(1) =a(r) = 0 [ k@D da

B

+ P27 / k(z)|DafP> ™ dg" 1 (x)
8B

+ph(7) log(T)Tm(T)_n/+ k(z)|Daf*™) dx

g

+ ph(r)rPe () / , k(@) log(|Daf)| Daf**") da.

-

We record that, for all ¢g € (0,1) there holds that
(4.62) [log(t)| < c(e0)(1 +t)t™<° for any t > 0.
Let us estimate the last two terms appearing in the expansion of /(7). Using (4.62) with

g0 = 1 — 8" we bound

ph(T) log(T)TPZ(T)_"/ k(z)|Da|P>™) dz Scpg(r)rﬂ”—sz(T)—"/ k(z)|DaP>") de.
B B

T T

2 272

By (4.62) with eg = 1 — po(7) min<{ 22, 2=E 4 (keep (3.22)-(3.24) in mind) and (3.16)., we obtain
2

ph(r)rP2(mn / k(z)log(|Dal)| DafP*™ da < erP2(™) ]Z (1 + | Da|)P2(M0+e0) g
+ +

T T

— 4 1 —1
SCTPZ(T) p2(47)(1+e0) <ertTl

for ¢ = c(datay., ||Dg||L1(Bl+), k). All in all, we got the following lower bound for f'(7):

(1) 2a(r) = 7 [ k(@)D da
B

N e / k(z)|DafP2™ dan1(z)
B+t
—cp’Q(T)Tﬂ,LHpZ(T)*”/ k($)|Da|p2(T) dz — ertt
B

=rp2(T)—n /age* k(z)|DafP2™ dgem = (z)

(4.63) + (pQ(T) —n— cp’Q(T)Tﬂ”) /J(TT) s

with ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+), K). Set

p(r) i=n = pa(7) + epy ()7
Merging (4.61) and (4.63) we obtain

T)—n ~ 2(7')
/ n—py(r)\ f(r) _ 7 / du |” n—1
_nm RN T o
')+ (('D(T) 14 crB” ) T T 14ecrP” apr | Or ™ ()
_Ww12m_mq»+1,
1+4crf

where ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+), ). In the previous display we also used that « < fBy. It is easy
to see that
n — pa(7)
ol -
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therefore we get

p2(T)

d#™(z).

P2 (r)—n

ot

(4.64) =

@) +er? ) dert Tt > s

/BBi

Let ®(-) be the function defined in (4.43). Combining (4.64) and the fact that 7 € (0, 1], we
immediately see that

- pl
CTB

(1) > exp {W} [ETﬂ”_lf(T) + /(1) + CT"‘_l}

/BBi

with ¢ = c(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+),n). At this stage, we integrate the inequality in the previous
display over 7 € (o, R) with 0 < o < R<T <1 to get

p2(T)

U™ apen 1 (a),

or

7-102(7')—71

1+c¢

ot p2(T)

(R) - ®(0) >

1+c or

R
[l
0 oBf

(4.65)

d%"‘l(:ﬁ)> dr

p2(T)

ou

or

2(R)—p2 R
Qp( )—p. (@)/ p2(0-n /
o oBY

d%”‘l(:c)) dr.

>
- 1+4c¢
Once (4.65) is available, we can proceed exactly as in [52, Lemma 4.1] to end up with

/63+|ﬁ(Rz> —i(ox)|P* @ dge"(x)

R
<tog(fo) [ o ([
0 oB+

< sl 0) [B(R) ~ 2(0)].

o p2(0)

or

dgen—! (z)) dr
(4.66)

for ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+)7 k). Finally, keeping in mind (2.7) and position (3.26) we bound via
(4.66):

/ +|U(R:L'> — u(gz>|P2(9) d%nfl(:c) < C/ |1~1,(RSC) _ ﬂ(g$)|p2(g) d%nfl(x)
oB;

aBy

e / l9(R) — glo)P*© azen(z)
aBy

<clog(R/o) [0 (@(R) ()| + e(B — )" (%)

)

with ¢ = ¢(data, ||Dg||Lq(Bl+), ) and the proof is complete. O

Before going on, let us stress that, as in Section 3, we can reduce problem (1.2) to an equivalent
one defined on the half-ball Bi". In fact, in the proof of Theorem 2 we shall consider u €
WO (B, M) solution to

(4.67) CrO(BF, M) 5w /+|Dw|p(m) dz,
Bl

with boundary datum g(-) as in (2.7) (of course (2 is replaced by B; ). Now we are ready to
prove Theorem 2.
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4.1. Proof of Theorem 2. As a consequence of Theorem 1, we know that u € Cloo’f“ (B \
Yo(u), M), for a closed, negligible set ¥y C Bi". Let us prove that ¥y N 9B = (). By contra-
diction, assume that xq € 'y is a singular point for v € W1P() (B M), solution to (4.67). Up
to translations, there is no loss of generality in assuming xg = 0. Now, for j € N, define the

rescaled maps
wi(@) = u(z/j),  pi(x)=plx/i),  ki(x) =0 gi(@) = g(x/j).

Since u € W1PC) (B, M) solves (4.67), we deduce that each u; € Wl’pf(')(B]‘-", M) solves problem

(4.68) eriO(BF, M) 5w min/ . k; ()| DwlP @ de,
B’

therefore it is easy to see that it also solves

(4.69) eriO(Bf, M) 3w min/ . k; ()| DwlP @ da.
B

1

Notice that, whenever = € Bf, a straightforward computation shows that
(4.70) {p;} and {k;} are Lipschitz continuous uniformly in j € N in B} .

Again for x € B, recalling Morrey’s embedding theorem we see that

(4.71) sup |p;j(z) — p(0)| < 4[plo1]x/j] < 4[plo,1(1/7) — 0

(4.72) Sup+|/€j(l‘) — 1] < max {exp (M) —1,1—exp (M)} =0

(4.73) SuPJQj(»’C) —9(0) < 4[9]0,1—%|~’C/j|1_% < 4[9]0,1—%(1“)1_% — 0.
rEB

Furthermore, recalling (2.7) and (4.73) we see that

|9 jqg—n q
SO

(4.74) g; — g(0) in Wh4(Bf,m).

Collecting (4.68) and (4.70)-(4.74) we see that the assumptions of Lemma 4.1 are satisfied in
1,(14+6p(0))

o (Bf", M), ug is a solution of problem

+ . . .
B}, so, in particular u; — ug weakly in W,

(4.75) Gp((g)) (BL, M) 3w min/ |DwP® dz
g Bt

for any R € (0,1) and, since 2o = 0 is a singular point of all the u,’s, then it is also a singular

point for ug. We fix 0 < pu1 < pz < 1 and let j € N be so large that j=! < % with T as in

Lemma 4.2. Recalling also (1.3) (on By of course), we see that the assumptions of Lemma 4.2
are satisfied, we can apply (4.44) with o0 = p1/j and R = pa/j to get

/63+|uj(l£150) — Uj(ﬂ2z)|p2(i“‘1/j) dc%mfl(:c)

1

:/ lu(i~ ) fu(jfluﬂﬂpz(m/j) dze" 1 (z)
oB

(4.76) <clog(yin/un) (®(ua/5) — B(ur /) + i 78 iy — ) (3,
with ®(-) defined as in (4.43) with k(-) = 1. By Lemma 4.2, we deduce that

lim ®(p1/7) = lim ®(us/j) = L for some finite L >0,

j—o0 j—o0
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thus

(A7) clog(ua/m) (B(ua/s) — ©ur /7)) + ¢ (7 (g — ) (78) S0,

Furthermore, in light of (4.3) we have that u; — ug almost everywhere in Bj", so, recalling also
(4.71) we get

(4.78) [uj (pox) — w;(prx) P27 = Jug (o) — uo(uz)[P?  for ae. x € B

Combining (4.78), (2.6); and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim |’lj,j(M21') — Uj(,ull')|p2(‘ul/j) dgzenfl(z)

(4.79)

[ lualias) =~ walua) "0 s ),

1

Inserting (4.79) and (4.77) in (4.76), we end up with
[ o) — wa(iusa) P a1 ) <o,
aBT

which in turn implies that ug is homogeneous of degree zero. Recalling that ug is a solution of
(4.75), by [30, Theorem 5.7] we can conclude that ug is constant, so 29 = 0 cannot be a singular
point. This means that g € Bf and the proof is complete.
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