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A MEAN VALUE FORMULA FOR THE VARIATIONAL p-LAPLACIAN

FELIX DEL TESO AND ERIK LINDGREN

ABSTRACT. We prove a new asymptotic mean value formula for the p-Laplace operator,
Apu = div(|Vu|P72Vu), 1<p< oo
valid in the viscosity sense. In the plane, and for a certain range of p, the mean value formula

holds in the pointwise sense. We also study the existence, uniqueness and convergence of the
related dynamic programming principle.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Main results 2
3. Related results 4
4. Comments on our results 4
Comments on Theorem 2.3 4
Comments on the definition of viscosity solution and the proof Theorem 2.5 4
Comments on the limit p — 1 5
More general datum bl
Plan of the paper )
5. Notation and prerequisites 5
6. The mean value formula for C2-functions 6
7. Viscosity solutions 10
8. The pointwise property in the plane 11
9. Study of the dynamic programming principle 13
9.1. Existence and uniqueness: The proof of Theorem 2.5 i) 13
9.2. Convergence: The proof of Theorem 2.5 ii) 18
Appendix A. Auxiliary inequalities 22
Acknowledgements 24
References 24

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that a function is harmonic if and only if it is satisfies
][ (u(z+y) —u(z))dy =0,
B,
for all r small enough. This can be relaxed: a function is harmonic at a point x if and only if

][ (u(z +y) —u(z))dy = o(r?), asr— 0.
B,
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2 F. DEL TESO AND E. LINDGREN

In this paper, we study a new' asymptotic mean value property for p-harmonic functions, i.e.,
solutions of the equation
Apu=0.
Here p € (1,00) and A, is the p-Laplace operator
(1.1) Apu = div(|VulP~2Vu),
the first variation of the functional

u / |VulPdx.
Q

Our result implies in particular that a function is p-harmonic at a point x if and only if it is satisfies
][ lu(z +y) — u(@) P (u(z +y) — u(z))dy = o(r?), asr—0.
B

The major strength and novelty of our mean value formula is that it recovers the variational
p-Laplace operator (1.1) in contrast to the other known mean value formulas that recover the
normalized p-Laplacian,

1
Alu = ]—7|Vu|2_pApu.

In particular, it allows us to deal with non-homogeneous problems of the form —A,u = f with
f # 0, which was not possible with previous approaches.
The drawback is that it cannot be written in the form

u(z) = Arful(z) + o(r")

for some monotone operator A,.. However, the mean value formula is still monotonically increasing
in « and monotonically decreasing in u(z), which is decisive in the context of viscosity solutions.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Our main results concern the asymptotic behavior as r — 0 of the quantities

THO) = gy |, 10l +1) = 6@ (0 +1) = 0(a) do )
and
MG)(x) = G | 1ol +) = 6@ 20 1) — 0(e) dy.
where
1 ) dCa,
Cap= 5]{9}31 ly1[Pdo(y), Dayp= vt d

and d is the dimension?.

Our first result, that will be proved in Section 6, provides the mean value formula for C?
functions. It reads:

Theorem 2.1. Let p € (1,00), € R? and ¢ € C*(Bg(x)) for some R > 0. If p € (1,2) assume
also that |V¢(z)| # 0. Then, we have

I¥[ol(x) = Apo(x) +0r(1) and MP[d](x) = Apd(x) + 0r(1),
asr — 0.
The second of our results relates the mean value property in the viscosity sense to the p-Laplace

equation.

11t is new for 1 < p < 2. For p > 2, it has also been found in [6].
2Cd7p can be expressed in terms of the so-called S-functions. We thank Angel Arroyo and an anonymous referee
for pointing this out.
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Theorem 2.2. Let Q C R? be bounded and open, p € (1,00) and f be a continuous function.
Then w is a viscosity solution of

—IPu)l = f+o.(1), asr—0,
in Q if and only if it is a viscosity solution of
—Apu=f
in .

We refer to Section 7 for the proof of the above result, and to Section 5 for the definition of
viscosity solutions.

We wish to point out that for p > 2, the above results have been proved independently in [(],
see Proposition 2.10 and Theorem 2.12 therein.

Our third result states that in the plane, and for a certain range of p, functions that satisfy the
(homogeneous) mean value property in a pointwise sense are the same as the p-harmonic functions.
Let pg be the root of

2(p+ VBG-DT-27)

(~p+ VI8 -1+ -27)° p-1
that lies in the interval (1,2). We have py ~ 1.117.

Theorem 2.3. Let Q C R? be bounded and open, and p € (pg, o). Then a continuous function u
satisfies

—IP[u] = o-(1), asr —0,
in the pointwise sense in S if and only if it is a viscosity solution of
-Ayu=0
in Q.

We refer to Section 8 for the proof of this theorem and to page 4 for a heuristic explanation on
the technical limitation p > pg.

Remark 2.4. Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 remain true if one replaces ZP by M?.

The fourth and the last of our main results concerns the associated dynamic programming
principle. Consider the following boundary value problem

{Mf[m(x) = f(z), z€Q

21) U.(z) = G(x), x € 0, :={x e Q° : dist(z,Q) <r},

where G is a continuous extension of g from 99 to 9€,..
Theorem 2.5. Let Q C R? be a bounded, open and C? domain, p € (1,00), f be a continuous
function in Q and g a continuous function on 0. Then

i) there is a unique classical solution U, of (2.1),
it) Ur = u as v — 0 uniformly in Q, where u is the viscosity solution of

(2.2) —Apu(z) = f(z), =€
u(z) = g(x), x € Ofd.

Remark 2.6. We have stated all our results in the context of viscosity solutions. Since weak and
viscosity solutions are equivalent (cf. [13] and [12]), the same results hold true for weak solutions.
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3. RELATED RESULTS

Recently, there has been a surge of interest around mean value properties of equations involving
the p-Laplacian. In [20], it is proved that a function is p-harmonic if and only if

u(@) = Arful(2) + o(r?),

as r — 0. Here A, is the monotone operator

p—2 ( ) ) 2+d ][
Ar ullr) = ———— max u + min u + 4Ta u d .
[u](z) 2(p+d) \B.(z) = B(z) p+d \Js. (y)dy

This was first proved to be valid in the viscosity sense. In [19], this was proved to hold in the
pointwise sense, in the plane and for 1 < p < p =~ 9.52. Shortly after, this was extended to all
p € (1,00), in [3]. Linked to a mean value formula, there is a corresponding dynamic programming

principle (DPP), which is the solution U, of the problem U, = A, [U,] subject to the corresponding
boundary conditions. The typical result is to show that U, — u where u is a viscosity solution of
the boundary value problem associated to the p-Laplacian.

The above mentioned results are based on the following identity for the so-called normalized
p-Laplacian

p

(3.1) ANy = 1Aqug|Vu|72Aoou
p p

and the now well-known mean value formulas for the Laplacian and oco-Laplacian. More precisely,
for a smooth function ¢,

Ar[¢](z) — ¢(x) _
W - Af)vﬂﬁ(x) =or(1),

for some constant Cyy, > 0. In the last years, several other mean value formulas for the normalized
p-Laplacian have been found, and the corresponding program (equivalence of solutions in the
viscosity and classical sense and study of the associated dynamic programming principle) has been
developed. See for instance [2], [7], [9], [14], [16], [L7], [18], and [22].

We also want to mention [3] and [10], where two other nonlinear mean value formulas are studied,
with some similarities with ours.

It is noteworthy to mention that our results are also related to asymptotic mean value formulas
for nonlocal operators involving for instance fractional or non-local versions of the p-Laplacian.
See [1] and [6]. In particular, in [6], a mean value formula and equivalence of viscosity solutions
have been obtained in the case p > 2.

4. COMMENTS ON OUR RESULTS

Comments on Theorem 2.3. The curious reader might wonder why we are not able to prove
the pointwise validity for the mean value formula for the full range p € (1,00), as in [3]. To make
a long story short this has to do with the fact that the mean value formula considered in [3] has
quadratic scaling. It is therefore enough with an error term of order strictly larger than 2. The
mean value formula in the present paper however, has scaling p/(p — 1), which makes it necessary
with an error term of order strictly larger than p/(p — 1). When p < 2, this certainly comes with
some difficulties that for the moment forces us to assume the larger lower bound p > pg. However,
we still believe that such a result holds in the full range p € (1, 00).

Comments on the definition of viscosity solution and the proof Theorem 2.5. The
operator A,¢(z) is singular in the range p € (1,2) when V¢(z) = 0. This fact forces us to choose
a modified version of viscosity solution (see Definition 5.1. As expected, when p > 2 or Vo (z) # 0,
this definition is equivalent to the usual one (cf. [4]).

This definition of viscosity solution adds some extra technicalities in the proofs of this man-
uscript. In particular in the proof of convergence of Theorem 2.5. Here we follow the classical
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program developed in [5] and adapted to the context of homogeneous problems involving the p-
Laplacian.

Comments on the limit p — 1. Formally, when p = 1 the mean value formula becomes

]i sign(u(z +y) — u(x))dy = o(r), asr —0,

or

1 (I{y €L tu+y >ul@)} HyeBr:tul@+y) < U(w)}l) —o.(1)
r |By| | B | ’
which could relate to 1-harmonic functions. We plan to study this possibility in the future.

More general datum. It would also be interesting to study problems where f = f(z,u, Vu(z))
has the right monotonicity assumptions as described in [21]. Theorem 2.2 follows in a straight-
forward way. However, the convergence of dynamic programming principles like in Theorem 2.5
would require a more delicate study, both in terms of existence and properties of the r-scheme,
and the study of convergence based on the Barles-Souganidis approach.

Plan of the paper. The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 5, we introduce some notation
and the notions of viscosity solutions. This is followed by Section 6, where we prove the mean
value formula for C? functions. This result is then used in Section 7, where we prove the mean
value formula for viscosity solutions. In Section 8, we prove that in dimension d = 2, and for a
certain range of p, functions that satisfy the (homogeneous) mean value property in a pointwise
sense are the same as the p-harmonic functions. In Section 9, we study existence, uniqueness and
convergence for the dynamical programming principle. Finally, in the Appendix, we prove and
state some auxiliary inequalities.

5. NOTATION AND PREREQUISITES

Throughout this paper, d will denote the dimension and we will for p € (1, 00) use the notation
Jp(t) = [t]P~2¢.
We now define viscosity solutions of the related equations and mean value properties. We adopt

the definition of solutions from [12].

Definition 5.1 (Viscosity solutions of the equation). Suppose that f is continuous function in
Q. We say that a lower (resp. upper) semicontinuous function u in ) is a viscosity supersolution
(resp. subsolution) of the equation
-Apu=f
in Q if the following holds: whenever zo € Q and p € C*(Br(xo)) for some R > 0 are such that
V()| # 0 for x € Br(zo) \ {20},
o(zo) = u(zo) and @(x) <ulx) (resp. p(x) >u(x)) forall =€ Br(xg)NQ,

then we have

5.1 lim su —Ay0(x)) > f(z resp. lim inf —Ayo(x)) < f(xg)).
GBI Jm s (D) 2 San) (e Ty (~Bople) < i)

A viscosity solution is a continuous function being both a viscosity supersolution and a viscosity
subsolution.

Remark 5.1. We consider condition (5.1) to avoid problems with the definition of —Ap¢(zo) when
Vo(ro) =0 and p € (1,2). However, when either p > 2 or V(xo) # 0, (5.1) can be replaced by
the standard one, i.e.,

(5:2) — App(xo) = f(xo)  (resp. —App(xo) < f(w0))-
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Definition 5.2 (The mean value property in the viscosity sense). Suppose that f is continuous
function in Q. We say that a lower (resp. upper) semicontinuous function u in § is a viscosity
supersolution (resp. subsolution) of the equation

—IP[u] = f +or(1)
in Q if the following holds: whenever zo € Q and p € C*(Br(xo)) for some R > 0 are such that
[Ve(z)| # 0 for x € Br(wo) \ {zo},
o(zo) = u(zo) and @(x) <ulx) (resp. p(x) >u(x)) forall =€ Br(xg)NL,
then we have

Lim Bp(f:;{){zo} (=I7lel()) 2 f(wo) +or(1)  (resp. limy Bp(zior;{{%} (=Z7l¢l(x)) < flzo) + 0r(1)).

A viscosity solution is a continuous function being both a viscosity supersolution and a viscosity
subsolution.
Remark 5.2. The above definition can also be considered with M? instead of ZP.

Finally, we define the concept of viscosity solution for the the boundary value problem (2.2).

Definition 5.3 (Viscosity solutions of the boundary value problem). Suppose that f is continuous
function in Q, and that g is a continuous function in Q. We say that a lower (resp. upper)
semicontinuous function u in Q is a viscosity supersolution (resp. subsolution) of (2.2) if

(a) w is a viscosity supersolution (resp. subsolution) of —Apu = f in Q (as in Definition 5.1);
(b) ulw) > g(z) (resp. u(z) < g()) for = € OQ.

A viscosity solution of (2.2) is a continuous function in Q being both a viscosity supersolution and
a viscosity subsolution.

6. THE MEAN VALUE FORMULA FOR C?-FUNCTIONS

In this section we prove the mean value formulas for C2-functions as presented in Theorem 2.1.
The proof is split into two different cases: p > 2 and p < 2. The case p = 2 is well known so we
leave that out. We restate the results for convenience.

Theorem 6.1. Let p € (2,00) and ¢ € C*(Bgr(z)) for some R > 0. Then

! ]ﬁB 6@+ ) — S@) P26z +y) — 6lx)) doly) = Ay(z) + or(1),

Cdﬁpr

where Cap = 1 £,y do(y).
Proof. Since ¢ € C? near x, we have that
B +y) — 9la) = y - V() + 59" D*0(a)y + oflyl?).
Using Lemma A.1 for e = 0 and with a =y - V¢(z) + 2y" D?¢(z)y and b = o(|y|*) we get
Jo(6lw+ ) — 6(@)) = Jyly - V() + 557 D*6(w)y + ollyl))
= Jp(y - Vo(x) + 5y" D*(a)y) + ollyP).

Therefore,

A, :

F a6 1) - o) doty)

0B, (
= | Il ole) + 5y Dol)y) dat) + or”).

(6.1)
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Now we use Lemma A.1 for some ¢ € (0,p—2) with a = y-V¢(z) and b = $y” D?*¢(x)y and obtain
1 _ o1
Ty - V(@) + 5y" D*s(x)y) =ly - Vo) "y - Ve(z) + (0 = Dly - V()" 5y D*é(x)y

+O(lyP~272)0(y* ) .

o(ly[?)

Since the first term is odd and we are integrating over a sphere in (6.1), we get

A= 501 Iy Vo Do)y do(y) + o0”).

Without loss of generality, assume that, V¢(x) = ce; for some ¢ > 0. Note that this assumption
implies that |[V¢(z)| = ¢ and Ax¢(z) = ¢2D11¢(x). The symmetry of the integral and the term
yT D%¢(x)y imply that

) d
A= §Cp_2(17 - 1) ngr lya [P~ (; yiQDii¢($)> do(y) + o(r?)

B’V‘

d
1
== Pp-1) (> Duqﬁ(fc)][ y1[P~2y7 do(y) | + o(r?).
2 i=1 9
Note that if d > 2, for all 4 # 1, integration by parts implies

1 1 _
Capr? = —][ ly1|P do(y) = 5(p — 1)][ 1 [P~ 2y7 do(y).
2 Jop, 2 o8,
Thus,

d
Ay = CaprPeP™? <(P — D)Dug(x) + ) Dii¢($)> +o(r?)

=2

d
= CdyprCp72 <Z D”d)(x) + (p - 2)D11¢(1‘)> + O(Tp)

i=1
= Capr? (IVo(2) P2 Ad(x) + (p — 2)| V()" Ascd()) + o(rP).
Now, from identity (3.1) we get

1
THO@) = oA
= [Vo(2)[P 2 Ag(z) + (p — 2)| V(@) [P~ A (@) + 0 (1)
= Ap(b(m) +0,(1),
which concludes the proof. g

We now proceed to the case p < 2, which is slightly more involved.

Theorem 6.2. Letp € (1,2) and ¢ € C*(Bg(z)) for some R > 0. Assume also that |V¢(z)| # 0.
Then

s L 16le )~ )P (00 ) — 6(0) da(y) = Ay0(z) + 0r(1),
d.p™" JoB,

where Cqp = %faBl ly1|P do(y).

Proof. We keep the notation A, of (6.1). Without loss of generality, we assume that Vo(z) = cep
for some ¢ > 0. We split the proof into several parts.
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Part 1: First we prove an estimate that will be used several times along the proof. Let o € (0,1)
and p > 0 small enough. Then

for some C1 = C1(«a,d) > 0. To prove (6.2), we first note that its left hand side is equal to

E

Z V() +p (ﬁ)TD%(x) (&) ‘ do(z) < Cy

Cgcfo‘/ |ze1 + pc 12T D2 p(2) 2|~ do(2)
0By

for some constant Cy = Cy(d) > 0. Estimate (6.2) follows from applying Lemma A.3 with L(w,w) =
pc twT D2¢(z)w choosing p small enough such that (A.1) holds.
Part 2: In this part, we prove

A= 360 +y) - 6(@) daty)
0B,
=y Vola) + i Do) doly) +ol0”).
OB,

By Taylor expansion,

A= Iy Vo) + 30" D6y + ofly) doty).
OB,

Lemma A.2 with a = y - Vo(z) + 3y" D*¢(z)y and b = o(|y|?) implies
[y - Vo(a) + 3y" D?6()y + olluf?) ~ Jy(y - Vola) + 5u" D*6(x)y)]

<0 Iy (o) + 57 D20l + o)) ol

p—2
<C |y Vo) + 30" D%6al|  ollu)
. Iy . P2

=C\9- V() + Slylg” D ¢(x)g|  ollyl’),

where § := y/|y|. Thus,
1 1 P2
A, 7][ Jp(y - V() + §yTD2¢(z)y)d0(y)‘ < O(Tp)][ §- V() + 5ri" D*o(x)y|  do(y)
a8, a8,

= o(1”)

where the last identity follows from applying (6.2) with p = r (choosing r small enough).
Part 3: This part amounts to proving that

1
|By+| = ’ ][ Jp(y - Vo(z) + EyTDQQS(:c)y) do(y)| < Cyr?,
0BrN{|g-e1]|<v}
where C;, — 0 as 7 — 0. First we note that with our notation we have

63 Jo(y - Vo(x) +y" D*¢(x)y) = Jp(cy - e1 + %yTD%(w)y)

_ . 1 N N
= (clyl)P " (9 - e + e Yylg" D2p(x)7).
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Lemma A.2 with a = § - e1 and b = £~ !y|§T D?¢(z)g implies
1 _ "
(elyP = Ip( - e1 + seHylg" D2 p()) — (cly))P~ (5 - e1)
2

_ 1 AN
< Clely)P~ (Iy 61I+—c yllg" D? (x)yl) ¢ Hyllg" D p(x) |
< ClylPlg - exP>.

By antisymmetry

Fo el i e doty) o
IB-N{|g-e1]<v}

This, (6.2) with « = (p — 2)(1 4+ ) > —1 and p = 0, and Holder’s inequality imply

|BT,’y| < Cr? ],[9 |?j : el|p72X{\@‘el|§’Y} dO’(y)

r

)

+s 5
< CrP (][ g - eq|” dU(y)) (][ X{|g-e1]<~} dU(y))
oB, aB,

< CCyrP,

where

ERIIPVANG)
Cy = (ﬁB X{|g-er|<v} da(y)) =0

Part 4: We will now prove that for fixed v > 0,

D= f oy - V() + ST D%(w)y) do(y)
8B,N{|g-e1]|>7} 2

(6.4) X

51 (b0~ Dly- Vo@)* 25" Do)y do(y) + o(r”).
OB.N{|§-e1|>~}

Here it is crucial that the integrals are restricted to the set {|7-e1| > 7}.
We observe that outside £ = 0 the function & — J,(&) is smooth. In particular, for a # 0 and b
such that |b| < |a|/2, we have the following estimate

[ Jp(a+b) = Jy(a) = J(@)b] < Clla+ 0727 + [a?~27%)[p]'+*

for any & E (0,p—1) C (0,1). For any y such that |§ - e1| > v, the above estimate with a = § - €3
and b = Lc7ty|gT D2¢(z)g (since a # 0 and b < /2 < |a|/2 by choosing r = |y| small enough),
together Wlth (6.3) imply

Jp(y - Vo(z) + %yTDQqﬁ(w)y) =(cly)P Mg ePPg e+ (p— 1y - W(w)lp’%yTD%@)y + R(y),

where R(y) is bounded by

p—2—0 1+6

. o 1. .
+ 15 er|P? 6) }§yTD2¢($)?J

Cs|y[P T (}y 61+ cylg" D p(a)g

p—2—0

+ 13- €1|p_2_6> :

For some constants C3, Cy > 0 and r small enough (depending on v). Moreover, by antisymmetry,

7[ (clyl)P~gu[P~?41 do(y) = 0.
OB.N{|g-e1|>7}

< Cyly[P*? (’y 61+ ¢ Hylg" D*p(x)g
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We apply (6.2) with « = —p+2+06 € (0,1) two times, first with p = r and later with p = 0 to get

Foo irwlde) < f RG] o) £ 06 = o)
IB-N{|g-e1|>~} B

r

where the bound is uniform for fixed . This implies (6.4).
Part 5: From parts 2 and 3 we have

A, — D, Br
timsup A= 2rl < gy Bral < 0 120,
r—0 rP r—0 rr
Moreover, by part 4
D 1
lim =2 =  lim P ][ (p = Dly - V(@) P~*y" D*¢(x)y do(y)
r—0 1P 270 OB, {|g-er|>7}
1

0-DF el Dz o)
1N{]z-e1|>~

Since the last term is independent of r and converges to
1

E(p -1) ]([331 |z - V¢(x)|p_22TD2¢(z)z do(z) = CapApd(x),

as v — 0, where the last equality follows from the proof of Theorem 6.1, the result follows. O
As an immediate corollary, we obtain that also the mean over balls have the same asymptotic
limit.
Corollary 6.3. Letp € (1,00) and ¢ € C*(Bgr(z)). If p < 2, assume also that |V ()| # 0. Then
1 _
B . 16+ 0) = 6@P 26+ 1) - 6(a)) dy = Ay(0) + 0r (1),
d.p™ JB,

dCy p
p+d

where Dg ), =

7. VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS

Now we prove that satisfying the asymptotic mean value property in the viscosity sense is
equivalent to being a viscosity solution of the corresponding PDE.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We only prove that the notion of supersolutions are equivalent. The case of
a subsolution can be treated similarly. Suppose first that v is a viscosity supersolution of —A,u = f
in Q. Take 7o € Q and ¢ € C?(Bg(z¢)) for some R > 0 such that |[Ve(x)| # 0 when = # o,
o(xo) =u(xg) and @(z) <u(x) forall ze€Q.
Since wu is viscosity supersolution of —Apu = f we have that for given € > 0 there is € B,(z0) \
{zo} with p = p(e) such that
—App(x) = flzo) —e.
By Theorem 2.1
App(z) = I7[¢](x) 4 or(1).
Therefore,
—IX[pl(x) = flzo) + 0r(1) —&.
Since ¢ was arbitrary, this proves the mean value supersolution property. Now suppose instead
that w is a viscosity supersolution of

“I[u] = f +or(1)
in Q. Take again 7o € Q and ¢ € C%(Bg(zo)) for some R > 0 such that |[Vip(z)| # 0 when x # o,
o(zo) = u(rg) and @(z) <wu(x) forall ze Q.
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By the definition of a supersolution, for given e > 0 there is « € B, (o) \ {zo} with p = p(e) such
that

—Ilel(x) = f(wo) + or(1) —&.
Again by Theorem 2.1
App(x) = IP[p)(x) + 0r(1),
which implies
—App(x) > flzo) +o0r(1) — €.
Passing r — 0 implies —App(z) > f(zo)—e. Again, since ¢ was arbitrary, the proof is complete. O

8. THE POINTWISE PROPERTY IN THE PLANE

Now we are ready to prove that the mean value property is satisfied in a pointwise sense in the
aforementioned range of p.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Assume that u satisfies
(8.1) —ZIP[u] = 0,(1)

in the pointwise sense in ). Then it is obviously also a viscosity solution. By Theorem 2.2 it is
also a viscosity solution of —Apu = 0 which proves the first implication.

Assume now instead that u is a viscosity solution of —Apu = 0 and let zo € Q. If [Vu(zg)| # 0,
then w is real analytic near xg and the mean value formula holds trivially at zg by Theorem 2.1.
If |Vu(zo)| = 0 we need different arguments depending on p.

Case p > 2: The case p = 2 is well-known and we do not comment on it. If p > 2, Theorem
1 in [11] implies that u € CY* for some 1 > a > 1/(p —1). Then

u(zo + y) — ulwo)| < Cly[**,
which implies that
(8.2) I Z2[u)(wo)| < Cr=PrP=DUF) = o, (1),
which ends the proof in this case.

Case po < p < 2: First we use that on page 146 in [19] it is proved that for some integer
n > 1 we have that
|D?u| = O (r”"_l) in  Bp(xo)

Uin::% —p+\/4(1+%) p—1)+ (p—2)2

In particular, when n > 3 we have that 1/n, < p — 1 which implies |D?u| = o(rﬁ_l) in B, (xo).
By Taylor expansion we thus get,

where

[u(@o +y) = u(zo) P~ < (1D%ull L (B, (o))~ = 0o(r7T TP = 0(r?)

which in turn implies —ZP[u](z¢) = o,(1) as in (8.2).
We still need to check the cases n =1 and n = 2. We do it in several steps.
Step 1. For this we need a refined expansion around a critical point 2 (and assume u(zg) = 0

for simplicity) taken from pages 147-148 in [19]. It reads
(8.3) u(z) =A(x) + O (r7) forall =z € By(xp),
with
Al 1
(8.4) y=1+ =5 and A = (—np VAR (p— 1)+ n2(p — 2)2)

()
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and where the function () is defined by (see pages 3864-3865 in [3])
A=Ao A
Here A and 2A are defined in complex variables by

A(Tew) — pBe—ind (ei(n-i-l)@ i Ee—i(n—i—l)@)

|A(re®)| = rPm(0), m(0) = /1 + €2+ 2ecos(2(n + 1)0),
and _
A(re'®) = Cr® cos((n + 1)0).
In the above, C, «, § and € are constants depending on n, but their values will not be important
in what follow, except the fact that |¢| < (2n + 1)~!, see equation (2.4) on page 3861 in [3]. Note
that by (8.3), we necessarily have

A(zo) = |[VU(z0)| = 0.
Step 2. We prove now that 2 satisfies the mean value property, i.e.
77 [20](z0) = 0.
We define,

Br=A"Y(Bg) = {rew P < %}

where the equality follows from the fact that |A(re®)| = r?m(#). We also compute the jacobian
of A and find

J(rei®) = [DA|(re) = pr2B=D(1 — (2n 4 1)e? — 2ne cos(2(n + 1)0)) > 0,
where we used that |¢| < (2n + 1)~!. By a change of variables

/ |2A(re™) P2 (re?)dA = / |2 (rei?) P2 (rei?) I (re' )rdrdf
Br

Br

27 pr(0)
= ot [ [ o 1)) cos((n+ 1) O)rd
0 0

where .
r(d) = B\ i(0) =1 — (2n + 1)e? — 2ne cos(2(n + 1))

“\m@y) VT ‘

Hence, we see that we are left with an integral of the form
2m
(cos(2(n 4 1)8))| cos((n + 1)0)[P~2 cos((n + 1)8)do.

0

By change of variables we can reduce this to computing

2

f(cos(26))] cos()[P~2 cos(#)do = 0,
by symmetry. Therefore,
/ |A(re®)|P~2A(re?)dA = 0
Br

and 2 satisfies the mean value property.
Step 3. Now we go back to u. Using (8.3), we have together with Lemma A.2

| Tp(u(z0 +y) — ul0)) = Jp(A(xo + y) — A(x0))| = O(rP=2M)O(r7) = O(rP~1)7),
with v given in (8.4). By Step 2, 2 satisfies the mean value property at x¢ and thus

|22 ] (z0)| < Cr=PHE=D7,
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The proof will be finished if we verify that v > p/(p — 1), that is,

A 1
(8.5) nt2 >

n 2 _1°
(Agn)Jrl)) p—1

First we verify (8.5) when n = 1. In this case

M) == (—p+ VAR (p— 1) + (p - 2)?)

N =

so that (8.5) becomes

2(-p+ V36— D+ p-27)
> .
2
(-p+V16(p-1)+(p-2?)" P-1
This inequality is exactly true when p € (po, 2).
If n = 2 then

A =5 (< + VPG i -27)

and (8.5) becomes

2(-2p+ VG- DA -27) 4

(—2p+ V36— +ap-27)°  »-1
This inequality turns out to be true for p > 1.06 and therefore it is true for p > pg. 0

9. STUDY OF THE DYNAMIC PROGRAMMING PRINCIPLE

Recall the notation

MP[g)(x) = — ]fg|¢(z+y>—¢(z>|p*2<¢(z+y>—as(:c))dy.

o de?“p

Given an open domain © and r > 0, we will in this section denote by
oy ={z € Q° : dist(z,Q) <r}
and 2, = QU 99,
We want to study solutions of the (extended) boundary value problem
o) —MPT() = fla) wEQ
' Ur(z) = G(z) x € 0y :={x € Q° : dist(z,Q) <r},
where f € C(Q) and G € C(99,) (a continuous extension of g € C(99)). These will be our

running assumptions in this section.

9.1. Existence and uniqueness: The proof of Theorem 2.5 i). For convenience, we will
write MP instead of MP? when the subindex r plays no role.

We first prove a comparison principle which immediately implies uniqueness and then we prove
the existence.

Proposition 9.1. Letp € (1,00) and U,V € L>®(Q,) be such that

—MPV](z) > f(z) z=€Q, and —MPU(z) < f(z) z€Q,
Vi(z) > G(x) x € 09, U(z) < G(x) x € 0Q,.

Then U <V in Q,.
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Proof. Assume by contradiction that U(z) > V(x) for some z € Q. It has to be in the interior of
Q) since by definition U < G <V in 09,
Let M > 0 and zg € ) be such that

M = Ulao) = V(x0) = sup(Uw) ~ V(x)}.

Define U = U — M. Then U(zo) = V(x0), U<V in Q, U <V in 99,, and
(z

—MP[U](z) < () z €,
U(z) < G(z) — x € 0.

By the monotonicity of J,
Tp(V (@0 +y)=V (20)) = Jp(U (0 +y) — (o))
> Jp(U (o +y) = V(20)) = Jp(U (20 + y) = Ulwo))
= Jp(U(zo +y) = U(xo)) = Jp(U(z0 +y) = U(z0)) = 0.

From the equations satisfied by U and V' we have
0 > MP[V](wo) — MP[U] (o) = #ﬂp 7{9 Tp(V (2o +y) = V(20)) = Jp(U(xo +y) — Ulxo)) dy.
Hence, the average of the non-negative integrand is non-positive. This means that
Tp(V(@o +y) = V(20)) = Jp(U(zo +y) — Ulao)).
By the strict monotonicity of J, this implies
V(zo+y) = V(wg) = Ulzo +y) — Ulxo),

that is, V(xo +y) = U(zo + ) for all y € B,. This means that U(x) = V(z) for all z € B,(zo).
Repeating this process in the contact points of U and V' and iterating, we will eventually arrive at
the conclusion that U(z) = V(z) for some x € 9,.. This contradicts the fact U <V in 9Q,. O

In order to prove the existence and to study the limit as r — 0, we will first derive uniform
bounds (in r) for the solution of (9.1).

Proposition 9.2 (L*°-bound). Let p € (1,00), let R > 0 and U, be the solution of (9.1) corre-
sponding to some r < R. Then
U]l < A

with A > 0 depending on p,Q, f,g and R (but not on ).
Proof. Consider the function h(z) = |z|7- 1. Then h € C*°(R¢\ B;(0)) and
p—1
Aph(z) =d (L) for all x #0.
p—1
Let C,D € R and z € R to be chosen later and define

1\ *!
b(z) = C’—D|zfz|#$ <p71> .

Then
App(z) = —D forall z#z and € C®R?\ Bi(2)).
Now take z such that
Bi(z)NQr =0.
Then ¢ € C*°(Qg). By Corollary 6.3, for all z € Q we have

~MPY](z) = —Aph(x) + 0,(1) = D+ 0,(1) > D — D
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where D > 0 depends only on R but not on r. Then choose D = D + || f||oo to get
~MP[)(x) > D —D = ||f|loc forall zeQ.
Finally, we choose C such that (z) > ||G||« for all x € 9Qg. Thus

—MPIJ() = [[flle z€Q
U(@) > |Gl v € 00y,

for all » < R. Then, by comparison (Proposition 9.1)
Ulz) < ¢(z) < [|[9]]co-

Note that this bound depends on R but not on r. A similar argument with —1) as barrier shows
that U(z) > —||%||cc and thus,

1Ullso < 1¥]loc
which concludes the proof. ]

The aim is now to prove the existence of a solution of (9.1). Before doing that, we need some
auxiliary results. Define
1
N Dy pr?

L[y, ¢)(x) :

]fg Jo(6(x + y) — b)) dy.

Lemma 9.3. Let r > 0 and ¢ € L>=(Q,.).
(a) Then there exists a unique ¢ € L () such that
=L, ¢|(x) = f(x) forall ze .
(b) Let ¥1 and o be such that
—L[Yn,¢l(x) < f(x) and  — L[gg, ¢)(x) = f(z) forall zeQ,
then Y1 < g in .

Proof. We start by proving the comparison principle. This will imply uniqueness. Assume that
¥1(z) > a(z) for some z € Q. Then

0= (=f(z)+ f(2))r"Da,p

> f o6 + ) — ¥2(2)) — Jp(d(z + y) — 1 (x)) dy

r

>f Jp(6(@ +9) — $2(2)) — Jp($(x + ) — () dy = 0
B

r

which is a contradiction. To prove existence we start by defining

Yr(x) = sgp(,b + Jp_1 (Dgpr? f(x)) .

Since
S(upaﬁ* Pz +y) =0,
2
we have
L = ! —1 P
~Llir0l(0) =~ .y (60 9) = 5006 1, Dy @) )
1 _
Do 1, 7o U5 (Dayr5(a)) dy = fte).
By defining

Yr(x) = iélf(b + Jp_1 (Dapr? f(x)),
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we may prove that —L[¢r, ¢|(z) < f(z) in a similar manner. By continuity we can conclude that
for every x € (), there exists a value

o € [igf o4 I (Dayr? (@) sup o+ Iy (Dayr? ().
» 2

such that
1

9.2 -
(9.2) Dt

Ji Jp(p(x +y) —ag)dy = f(x).

Observe that since J, is strictly increasing, this value is unique. We may then define ¢(z) := a,
for all z € Q. Clearly,

—L[y, ¢l(z) = f(x)
for all = € (), so the existence is proved.

We now claim that the constructed function is continuous. It is clearly bounded so it is sufficient
to prove continuity along convergent subsequences. Take x; — x such that a,; — b. By passing
to the limit in the definition of a,; we obtain

1
Dd,pr

]é Ty + ) — b dy = £(2).

By uniqueness of the values a, satisfying (9.2), we must have b = a,. Therefore, ¥(z) = a, is a
continuous function. O

We are now ready to prove the existence.
Proposition 9.4. There exists a solution U € L=(R?) of (9.1).

Proof. Consider h to be the barrier function constructed in Proposition 9.2 (denoted there by 1),
i.e., h is such that

—MPRl(x) Z || flloc = f(x) if 2€Q and h(z) > ||G|lec >0 if z€Q,.
Define

2€00,.

inf G(z)—h(z) ze€Q,
o(z) = {
G(x) x € 0Q,.

Note that if x € 99, then
Up(z) =G(z) > inf G(z) > inf G(z)— h(z).

2€08, 2€0Q,
Thus Uy (z) > inf,cpn, G(z) — h(z) in £,.

We define the sequence Uy as the sequence of solutions of

—L[Uk,Ug—1](x) = f(x) z€Q,
Ui(z) = G(x) x € 0Q,.

As long as Uy_; is bounded, Uy, exists by Lemma 9.3(a). We now prove that Uyy1(x) > Ug(z) in
), by induction. We start by proving that

Ur(z) > inf G(z) — h(z) = Uo(x).
1(x) zeualﬂr (z) — h(zx) o(x)
Assume towards a contradiction that

Ui(z) < Zeiggr G(z) — h(z) = Up(x)
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for some x € Q. Clearly Uy(z) = Ui (x) if € 9Q,. So we must have 2 € Q. By the monotonicity
of Jp

—f(z) = L[Uy, Uo](x)

= Dl ]i To(Uo(x +y) — Ur(w)) dy
> s f B, 66 e ) - By
- Dd,lprp 7@ Jo((_inf G(z) = h(z +y)) = Ur(x)) dy
1
Dy pre 7[BT Jp(h(z +y) — h(z)) dy
1
" Dapr? ]{3 Jp(h(z +y) = h(z)) dy
1
= ~MP[h](x)
> || £lloo-

Thus, —f(z) > ||f|lco, which is clearly a contradiction. We conclude that
Ui(z) > inf G(z2) — h(z) = Up(z).
2€0Q,

Now assume that Uy > Up_1. Then
—f(@) = L[Uk+1, Ul(z)

1
= 57 1, SO 3) = V(@) dy
1
> b 1, Ui 40) = Uen (@) dy

= LUpp1, Up1]().
This implies
{L[UkH,Ukl](:c) > f(z) weQ,
Uk+1(z) = G(2) r € 0Qy,
and
{—L[Uk,Uk_l] = f(x) zeQ,
U = G(x) x € 0Q,.

By comparison (Lemma 9.3(b)), Ugt1 > Ug. Thus the induction is complete and the claim is
proved.

We will now verify that Uy, is uniformly bounded from above by ||G||s. We argue that Up(x) <
h(z) as follows. If & € 99, then

Uo(z) = G(z) < ||Glles < h(2).
If instead z € (2, then

= i - < i < < h(x).
Up(w) = inf G(z) —h(z) < inf G(z) < ||Glleo < h(2)

Assume now that Uy (z) < h(x). If x € 98, then
Ukt (2) = G(z) < [|Glloo < ().
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On the other hand, if x € €2, then
—f(@) = L[U+1, Ux)(%) < L[Up41, h](x).
In particular,
—L[h,h(z) = f(x) and  — LUk, h)(z) < f(2)
which by comparison (Lemma 9.3(b)) implies that Uyy1 < h and thus proves the claim.
We conclude that for every z € Q,, the sequence Ug(x) is non-decreasing and bounded from
above. We can then define the limit
U(z) := lim Ug(z).
k— o0

By the monotone convergence theorem
—f(x) = lim L[Uk41,Ui)(xz) = L[ lim Ugy1, lim Ug)(z) = LU, Ul(x) = MP[U](z)
k—o00 k—o00 k—o0

so that U is a solution of (9.1).
O

9.2. Convergence: The proof of Theorem 2.5 ii). The proof of the convergence is based
on the numerical analysis technique introduced by Barles and Souganidis in [5]. We partially
follow the outline of [7], where this technique was adapted to homogeneous problems involving the
p-Laplacian.

9.2.1. The strong uniqueness property for the boundary value problem. Our approximate problem
(9.1) will produce a sequence of solutions that converges to a so-called generalized viscosity solution
(see below). To complete our program we need to ensure that this solution is unique and coincides
with the usual viscosity solution.

Definition 9.1 (Gen_eralized viscosity solutions of the boundary value problem). Let f be a con-
tinuous function in @ and g a continuous function in OS2. We say that a lower (resp. upper)
semicontinuous function u in ) is a generalized viscosity supersolution (resp. subsolution) of
(2.2) in Q if whenever xo €  and ¢ € C?(Bgr(z0)) for some R > 0 are such that |Vp(x)| # 0 for
z € Br(o) \ {zo},
o(z0) = u(xo) and @(x) <u(x) (resp. o(x) >wu(x)) for all = € Br(xg)NQ,

then we have

lim sup (—App(x) — f(zo)) >0 if zp€Q

PV Byag) {20}

Y inf —-A — <0
(resp pl_%BP(IiI)l\{mo}( pp(x) — f(20)) <0)

max { lim  sup (—App(z) — f(zo)),u(ro) — g(xo)} >0 if x9€0Q

p=0 BP(IU)\{IO}

(resp. min{lim inf  (—App(z) — f(zo)), u(zo) — g(zo)} < O)

P30 B(z) o}
We need the following uniqueness results for the generalized concept of viscosity solutions.

Theorem 9.5 (Strong uniqueness property). Let Q be a C? domain. If w and u are generalized
viscosity subsolutions and supersolutions of (2.2) respectively, then u <.

The above result for standard viscosity solutions is well known (see Theorem 2.7 in [13]). The
proof of Theorem 9.5 follows from this fact together with the following equivalence result between
the two notions of viscosity solutions.

Proposition 9.6. Let Q be a C? domain. Then u is a viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution)
of (2.2) if and only if u is a generalized viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) of (2.2).
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Proof. We prove the statement for subsolutions. Clearly if u is a viscosity subsolution, then it is
also a generalized viscosity subsolution since

min{—App(z) — f(w0), u(wo) — g(0)} < u(wo) — g(x0) < 0.

The proof of the other implication is essentially contained in [7]. We spell out the details below.

Assume u is a generalized viscosity subsolution. Fix a point 2y € 0 and define, for € > 0 small
enough, the following function
_ =l dly)  dly)”

et g2 2e2

where d(y) := dist(y, 9§2). As it is shown in the proof of Theorem 3.4 in [7], this is a suitable test
function at some point y. € Q as in Definition 9.1. Moreover, u(zg) < u(y.) for all € > 0 small
enough and

ve(y)

Ye > a9 as € — 0.

It is standard to check, as done in step three of the proof of Theorem 3.4 in [7], that
Vpe(ye) 20 forall &> 0.

which allows us to use the standard condition (5.2) rather than (5.1).
By direct computations, it is also shown in step four of the proof of Theorem 3.4 in [7] that

ey

Appe(ye) < C1e*C7P) <€2 -3

for constants Cy,Cs,C3 > 0. From here, it is standard to get that there exists a constant C > 0
and gg > 0 such that for all € < g

1
Appe(ye) < _CEQP—,l < | flloe < —F(ye)-

Thus,
7AP90€(y€> - f(ys) > 0.

This implies that y. € 9. Indeed, if y. € 2 then by definition of generalized viscosity subsolution
we have —A,p. (y:) — f(ye) < 0. Since y. € 012, then we have by definition that

min{—Apo(ye) — f(ye), u(ye) — g9(ye)} <0

which implies that u(y.) — g(y.) < 0. Finally, using the fact that u(z¢) < u(y.) and taking the
limit as ¢ — 0, we obtain u(zg) — g(z¢) < 0, since ¢ is continuous. This shows u is a viscosity
subsolution. O

Note that the restriction of having a C? domain in the proposition above comes from the fact
that we need the distance function to be C? close to the boundary.

9.2.2. Monotonicity and consistency of the approximation. For convenience we define

1
S(T,.CC7 (b(z), (;5) = 7Dd,p7dp ][BT Jp(¢(1‘ + y) - (,b(l')) dy — f(;p) x € Q7

p(x) — G(z) z € 0Q,.

Note that (9.1) can then be equivalently formulated as
S(ryz,Up(2),U,) =0 z € Q,.
We have the following properties for S:
Lemma 9.7. (a) (Monotonicity) Let t € R and ¢ > ¢. Then
S(ryz,t, ) < S(r,x,t,¢)
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(b) (Consistency) For all z € Q and ¢ € C?(Bgr(x)) for some R > 0 such that |Vé(z)| # 0 we
have that

—App(z) — f(x) ifx e

e ““%¢“)+5+”“¢+5)§{mmq—Amw»—fwx¢uw—mw} i e o0

r—0, z—z, £—0

and

—App(z) — f(x) ifx e

liminf ~ S(r,z,¢(2) + & =0, 0+ &) > {min{_Ap¢(x) @) bl) — g@)} if e e 09,

r—0, z—x, {0
where n. >0, n,/r? = 0 as r — 0.

Proof. Note that (a) is trivial. For (b), let first z € Q. Recall that £ — J,(€) is a Holder
continuous function with exponent § = min{p — 1,1} > 0. Then, using basic properties of the
lim sup, consistency for smooth functions of Theorem 2.1 and the continuity of —A,¢, we get

limsup  S(r,z,d(2)+E + 0y + &)

r—0, z—x,£—0

= lim sup S(r,z,¢(2) + &+, 0 +§)

r—0,Q3z—z,£—0

=t (s f, 00 =06 4041090 50)

é
< oy (g f, 50—t +mar= s+ ()
= i A’ T Hyo (k)
= limsup (— p®(2) = f(2) +or(1) + (T—p) )

= limsup (—A,¢(z) — f(2)) + limsup <Or(1) +C (Z_;)é)

z2— r—0
= —Apg(z) — f(2).
If € 99, we simply note that
limsup  S(r,2,¢(2) +&§ +nr, ¢ +€)

r—0, z—z,£—0

= max{ lim sup ! ]{B Jp(#(2) — oz +y) +n,) dy — f(2),

r—0,Q3z—z, {0 Dd,pr

. limsup <wa+mm@+o}

r—0,Q2¢3z—x,£—0
< max {-Ap¢(z) — f(2), () — g(2)}.

A similar argument works for the lim inf. |

9.2.3. Proof of the convergence. The only thing left to show is the convergence stated in Theorem
2.5. Once we have proved monotonicity and consistency as stated in Lemma 9.7, the proof follows
as explained in Section 4.3 of [7].

Proof of Theorem 2.5 ii). Define
u(z) = limsup U,(y), u(z) = liminf U, (y)

r—0, y—z r—0, y—x
By definition w < W in Q. If we show that u (resp. u) is a generalized viscosity subsolution
(resp. supersolution) of (2.2), the strong uniqueness property of Theorem 9.5 ensures that © < w.
Thus, v := U = u is a generalized viscosity solution of (2.2) and U, — u uniformly in Q (see [5]).
Proposition 9.6 ensures that u is a viscosity solution (2.2).
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We need to show that u is a generalized viscosity subsolution. First note that w is an upper
semicontinuous function by definition, and it is also bounded since U, is uniformly bounded by
Proposition 9.2. Take xg € Q and ¢ € C?(Bg(x¢)) such that u(zo) = p(z0), u(x) < p(z) if x # 2.
We separate the proof into different cases depending on the value of the gradient of ¢ at xg.

Case 1: Let V(o) # 0. In this case, we can consider the standard condition (5.2) rather than
(5.1). Then, for all z € QN Br(xo) \ {70}, we have that

(9-3) u(x) —p(z) < 0="u(zo) — p(w0)-
We claim that we can find a sequence (y, yn) — (0,20) as n — oo such that
(9.4) U, (2) —p(x) < Uy, (yn) — ©(yn) + ™ forall xe QN Bg(xg).

To show this, we consider a sequence (r;,z;) — (0,20) as j — oo such that U, (x;) — (o),
which exists by definition of w. For each j, there exists y; such that

(9.5) Ur, (y;) — p(y;) + e /7 > sup {Uy, — ¢}
B, (w0)
Now extract a subsequence (7, Zp, yn) — (0,20,%) as n — oo for some ¢ € Q. Then,
0 =7(xo) — p(z0)
= lim {U,, () — ¢(zn)}

n—oo

< lim sup {Um (yn) — ©(yn) + 671/”}

n—oo

< limsup {Ur(y) —(y) + e_l/T}

r—0,y—79
=u(9) — #(9),
where we in the third inequality have used (9.5). This together with (9.3) implies that § = x¢ and
thus finishes proof of the claim.
Choose now &, := Uy, (yn) — ¢(yn). We have from (9.4) that,
Ur (2) < (@) + & +e ™ forall xeQnBgr(xo).
From the monotonicity given in Lemma 9.7(a) we thus get,
0= S(Tn,yn, Ur,,(4n), Ur,.)

S(rn, Yns ©(Yn) + &n, Ur,)

S(rns Y, @(Yn) + &nr 9+ En + e/

S(ras Yns @(yn) +&n — eV 0 + &),
Note that e='/" = o(rP). By the consistency, Lemma 9.7(b), we have

0> lim inf OS(rn,yn,sa(yn)Jrén —e Mmoot &)

Tn—0, Yn—20, En—

> liminf  S(r,y, o(y) +&—e V7 o+ &)

r—0,y—x9,&—0

S —Ap(x) — f(x0) if oz €,
— | min{=App(zo) — f(20),U(x0) — g(x0)} if w0 €09,
which are the required inequalities in this case.
Case 2: Let Vp(xo) = 0 and assume that @ happens to be constant in some ball B,(zo) for
p > 0 small enough. Then the function ¢(x) = T(zo) + |z — 20|71+ touches @ from above at zg
and it is a suitable test function since Ve (z) # 0 if & # x¢. Arguing as before we get
0>  liminf  S(ry é(y) +€—e " d+8)

r—0, y—xo, E—
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Assume for simplicity that zg € €. The case x¢ € 0f) follows similarly. Following the proof of
Lemma 9.7(b), the above inequality implies

(9.6) 0> liminf ]i J,(6(y) — 6y + 2)) dz — f(x0)

r—0,y—xo Dd,pr

Now by Lemma A .4,

1
lmint | 5 ]{9 T((y) — d(y + 2))dz = 0.

r—0,y—xo

On the other hand, since @ is constant around xg, we also have ApT(zo) = 0. All together we get
from (9.6) that

—Apu(ro) =0 < f(z0),

that is, u(xg) is a classical subsolution and then also a viscosity subsolution.

Case 3: Let Vip(xg) = 0 and assume that @ is not constant in any ball B,(x¢). Then we may
argue as in the proof of Proposition 2.4 in [4] to prove that there is a sequence y; — 0 such that
the functions ¢ (x) = p(z + yx) touches u from above at points x and Vg (zx) # 0 for all k. As
in Case 1, we get

0 { —App(ak) — flak) if oz, eQ,
= min{—App(zr) — flag), u(zr) —g(zr)}  if  z € 09,

By passing kK — oo we obtain the desired inequalities also in this case.
The steps above together show that u is a viscosity subsolution and finishes the proof. ([l

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY INEQUALITIES

We need some technical results.

Lemma A.1. Letp>2 ande € [0,p — 2). Then
la+ 6" (a +b) = |a’~a — (p — D|a|""*b| < Cmax(|al, |a+ b])"~>~*[o"*=,

where C = C(p,€).
Proof. 1t follows from the Taylor expansion of the function J,(t) = |t[P~2¢. O

The following inequality is Lemma 3.4 in [15].
Lemma A.2. Letp € (1,2). Then

ja+bP"(a +b) — |a’~%a| < C(|al + [b])" " [b].

Here C only depends on p.

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma A.3. Let s € (0,1) and let L be a quadratic form in R? such that

1

(A1) |L(w,w)| < pEREE

for all |w| = 1. Then
/ ler - w4+ L(w,w)|"?dw < C,
Sd

where C' only depends on s and d.



A MVF FOR THE p-LAPLACIAN 23

Proof. We use spherical coordinates, (w1,w;) = (cosfy,sinf1g;(6;,...,04-1)). By symmetry it is
enough to consider the range 6, : 0 — 7/2. Now, if § € (0,7/4) then

cosfy > 1/V2
so that
(A.2) e1 w4 Liw,w) >1/v/2-1/2>0.
Hence the integral over that interval is bounded by some constant.
On the other part of the interval we introduce, for fixed (0, ...,04-1), the function
f(bh) =e1 - w+ L(w,w).

We note that, due to the bounds on L,

d
1w+ L(w,w) = cos @y + \j cos® 0 + sin? 0, Z Aig;
i=2

d d
= cos 6y + <)\1 — Z)\lgf> cos? 01 + z:)\lgz2

i=2 i=2
= cosf; + Acos® 01 + B,

where \; denote the eigenvalues of L and where A and B are functions of 6o,...,0,4_1, with
|Al,|B| < 1/2. We have

f(61) = —sin®; — 2Asin b, costy = —sinb; (1 + 2A cos b)),

where |24 cos0;| < 1/v/2 and sinf; > 1/v/2 when 60, € (7/4,7/2). Therefore, f'(6,) < —C < 0
when 60; € (w/4,7/2). For this reason, f may change sign at most once in the interval (7/4,7/2).
Suppose it happens at . We may then write

6o 0o
/ Folrde= [ p@) e

/4 /4

0o
<c [ ~rose

/4
—s41760

— C(s) [-F(O %,
< O(s)f(m/4)~>
< C(s).

Similarly

/2 /2
| = [ poy < e < oo
Integration over the other angles 05, ..., 60,_1 yields the desired bound. (|

Lemma A.4. Assume p € (1,2) and let ¢(x) = |z|® with B> p/(p —1). Then

L L ot ) — d@ P2 (0l +y) — d(x)) doly) = 0.

im
r—0,2—0 1P 9B,

Proof. If z = 0, we have |¢(z +y) — ¢(x)| = |z|® = o(Jy|7-T). Then

£, utota+ ) —otonai] = f 1ol =iz = ote?).
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Assume now that x # 0 so that V¢ (z) # 0. We can use the symmetry of J,(y- V¢(z)) and Lemma
A.2 to conclude that

‘]é Tp(0(z +y) — 6(x)) dy’ = ‘]é Tp(y - Vo(x) + %yTD%(g)y) dy’

—2
<f Vol + P sw (0%l luP s [D%o(0)]dy.
B, £€B.(2) 3 )

€B,(x
We may assume that x lies in the ej-direction and write Vg (x) = B|z|?~1é; := ce; for some
¢ > 0. Then

1 p—2

|y Vo) Iy sw (D% Ty sup [D*6()|dy

™ JB,. £€B,(z) €E€B,(x)

1 _ . _ p—2
— oA g e+t s (D% s [D%(6)|dy

§€EBy ()

CH][ 19+ €1l + e C(Ja] + )72
B,

feBr(m)
p—

2
C(|z| + r)ﬁf? dy

IN

2
CJaf +1)7~2

—
< cp_2’1 + c_lc(|:13| + 7“)5_27“‘

2
CJaf +1)7~2

= ‘c + C(|2| + T)B_Qr’}F

2
Ofa| +1)7

o
< [l 4+ C(la] 4 )P~

where the third and the forth estimates are due to the fact that | D?¢(¢)| < C¢1°~2 < C(|x|+7)P~2
if £ € B,(z) and Lemma 3.5 in [15]. If |z] < r then we obtain the estimate

2
Cllal +7)72 5 [(lal + )2 r2(a] + )72

< (Jz| 4 ) B2 =1)pp=2
< pB=2@=D4r=2 — (1),

271+ Ol + 1) 2]

If instead r < |x| we obtain

-2
o1 4 Cllal + 1)~ Clal )72 S lal D02 fa] 4772

< |$|(B—1)(p—2)+6—2 = O\r\(l)'
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