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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the regularity of boundary point of a bounded domain €2 of
R™ respect to Dirichlet problem associated to G(-)-Laplace operator defined by:

—Ag(.)(u) = —dng(x’ |VUD

7|Vu\ Vu,

where ¢(-) is the density of a generalized Orlicz function G(+) that have been previously used in
[3, 4. 5] [13 [14] [15]. This equation covers for example, the p-Laplace equation G(x,t) = 7, the
variable exponent case G(r,t) = ") and its perturbation G(z,t) = t*@ log(e + t), the double
phase case G(x,t) = t? + a(z)t?, and the Orlicz case G(x,t) = G(t). More examples can be
found in [13].

Historically, Riemann proposed in 1851 the Dirichlet principle, which states that a harmonic
function always exists in the interior of a domain with boundary conditions given by a continuous
function. However, Lebesgue produced in 1912 an example of the bounded domain on which the
Dirichlet problem was not always solvable. Overcome this problem; there is a method based
on the work of Perron, Wiener, and Brelot is nowadays well known the Perron’s method or
PWB-method [25], also referred to the method of subharmonic functions, based on the finding
the largest subharmonic function with boundary values below the desired values. The advantage of
this method is that one can construct reasonable solutions for arbitrary boundary data. After that,
in 1924, Wiener introduced the harmonic capacity to give his famous criterion of the regularity
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of a boundary point which allows us to solve the Dirichlet problem for the Laplace equation
completely. Since then, Perron’s method and Wiener’s criterion have attracted the attention of
many mathematicians for applying these ideas to study the Dirichlet problem in the more general
equations.

For f € WH¢0)(Q), the authors proved in [3] the existence of the solution to the Dirichlet-Sobolev
problem
—Agy(w) =0 in Q
{ u—f e Wy ).

where TW1¢0)(Q2) and W, G0 (Q2) are the generalized Orlicz-Sobolev space, also called Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev
space (see section 2). So, the question that arises is on the regularity of the Sobolev boundary point
Ty € 08, i.e

lim u(z) = f(xg),

r—x0
for any f € WHCO(Q) N C(Q).
In the p-Laplace equation, G(x,t) = tP, if () satisfies the exterior sphere condition (see section
3) then €2 is a Sobolev p-regular domain. By the work of Harjulehto and Hésto in the locally
fat set [14], we generalize this result in our situation. As a consequence of this result, we solve
the Dirichlet problem for simple domains. We shall need this possibility to construct the Poison
modification of our functions because this modification is based on the approximation of the
solution to the Dirichlet problem in balls. Therefore, by the ideas of Granlund, Lindqvist, and
Martio [12], we can apply Perron’s method to the G(-)-Laplace equation. More correctly, the
regularity of boundary point is defined in connection with the solution of generalized Dirichlet
problem (see [17, 25]), not only for Dirichlet-Sobolev solution. Precisely, we say a boundary
point xy € 0f) is regular if

lim Hf(l‘) = f(l‘()),

T—T0

for f € C'(092) where H is the Perron solution with boundary data f (see section 5).

In the non-linear case, the best condition for the regularity boundary points is given by the celebrated
Wiener criterion. This criterion has been generalized in the variable constant. The sufficiency part
has been proved by Maz’ya in [22], and the necessary part was proved by Kilpelainen and Maly
in [18]. Next, Trudinger and Wang [26] gave a new method based on Poisson modification and
Harnack inequality. Mikkonen has treated the weighted situation in [23]. Bjorn has developed the
proof of this criterion in the metric measure spaces [7]. In the variable exponent case, G(z,t) =
t?@), the problem has been study by Alkhutov and Krasheninnikova in [1]. Recently, K.A Lee and
S.C Lee in [20] proved the Wiener criterion for the regularity of Sobolev boundary point in the
Orlicz case. So, it is natural to ask what Wiener criterion should satisfy to guarantee regular points
in the generalized Orlicz situation. Applying estimates of a particular G(-)-supersolution called
the G(-)-potential, the central condition (A;,) (see section 2), the pointwise Wolff estimates in
[6], and the Perron G(-)-solution, we get our main result, which is new even in the Orlicz case.

Theorem 1.1. Let G(-) € ®(R"™) N C*(R™T) be strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ag), (A1), and
(A1). The point xy € 02 is G(-)-regular if and only if for some p > 0,

P ca B(z0,t) N QL B(xo, 2t
/g_l (x()’ Pe( (B(wo, t) (w0 )) &
0

tn—l



2 Preliminary

Definition 2.1. A function G : Q x [0,00) — [0, 00] is called a generalized ®-function, denoted
by G(-) € ®(0), if the following conditions hold

* Foreacht € |0,0), the function G(-,t) is measurable.
* Fora.e x €, the function G(x,-) is an ®-function, i.e.
1. G(z,0) = lim G(x,t) = 0 and lim G(z,t) = oo,
t—0+ t—o0

2. G(z,) is increasing and convex.

Note that, a generalized ®-function can be represented as

Glo.t) = [ gtrs)ds

where g(x,-) is the right-hand derivative of G(z,-). Furthermore, for each x € (2, the function
g(z, -) is right-continuous and nondecreasing. So, we have the following inequality

g(x,a)b < g(z,a)a+ g(z,b)b, forx € Qand a,b>0 2.1

We denote G5 (t) := supy G(z,t), Ggz(t) := infp G(z,t). We say that G(-) satisfies
(SC) : If there exist two constants g, g° > 1 such that,

tg(z,t

< ¢°
=Gl =Y

(Ap) : If there exists a constant ¢y > 1 such that,

1
— < G(z,1) < ¢y, ae x €
Co

(A7) : If there exists C' > 0 such that, for every =,y € Br C 2 with R < 1, we have
1
Gp(zr,t) < CGgp(y,t), when Gg(t) € [1, ﬁ] :
(Ay ) : If there exists C' > 0 such that, for every x,y € Br C Q2 with R < 1, we have
1
Gp(z,t) < CGp(y,t), when t € {1, E] :

The following lemma gives a more flexible characterization of (A4, ,,) [13].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q@ C R" be convex, G(-) € ®(Q2) and 0 < r < s. Then G(-) satisfies (A1) if,
and only if, there exists C' > 0 such that, for every x,y € Br C Q with R < 1, we have

Gp(z,t) < CGp(y,t) when t € [7‘, %} .
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Under the structure condition (SC'), we have the following inequalities
oG (z,t) < G(x,ot) < UgoG(m,t), forr € Q, t>0ando > 1. (2.2)
JQOG(m,t) < G(z,0t) < 0G(x,t), forx € Q, t >0and o < 1. (2.3)
We define G*(-) the conjugate ®-function of G(-), by

G*(z, s) .= sup(st — G(x,t)), forx € Qands > 0.
£>0

Note that G*(-) is also a generalized ®-function and can be represented as

t
G*(x,t):/ g_l(a?, s)ds,
0

with g7'(z,s) := sup{t > 0 : g(z,t) < s}. Furthermore, if G(-) satisfies (SC), then G*(-)
satisfies also (SC'), as follows

gO tg_l(.il},t) 90

g =17 G xt) T g1

(2.4)

The functions G(-) and G*(+) satisfies the following Young inequality
st < G(x,t) + G*(z,s), forz € Qand s, t > 0.

Further, we have the equality if s = g(x,t) or t = g~ '(x,s). So, if G(-) satisfies (SC'), we have
the following inequality

G*(x,9(z,1)) < (¢° — 1)G(x,t), Vo € Q,t > 0. (2.5)
Definition 2.2. We define the generalized Orlicz space, also called Musielak-Orlicz space, by
LEOQ) = {u e L2Q) : lim pe (Alul) = 0},
%

where pg()(t) = / G(x,t)dz. If G(-) satisfies (SC'), then
Q

LEO) = {u e L(Q) : pay(lul) < oo}
Definition 2.3. We define the generalized Orlicz-Sobolev space by
WheO(Q) == {u € L°O(Q) : |Vu| € LYD(Q), in the distribution sense},

equipped with the norm
ully gy = llullgey + 1Vullg -

Definition 2.4. Wol’G(')(Q) is the closure of C§°(2) in WHE0) ().

Note that, in such spaces, we have the following Poincaré inequality [13].
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Theorem 2.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfy (Ag) and (Ay). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[ 6t it < ([ G vahar+1vu £ 0y na).

foreveryu € Wol’G(')(Q).

Definition 2.5. Let G(-) € ®(Q2) and K C 2 be a compact set. The relative G(-)-capacity of K
with respect to () is

capoy (K52) = _ i Gla[Vulda

where Sg()(K;Q) = {u € Wy Q) s u>1on K}
Proposition 2.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfy (Ag) and (A)..
i) capg,(0; Q) = 0.
ii) If K, K' are compact sets and €)' is open set such that K C K' C Q) C (), then

capg) (K; Q) < capg ) (K5 Q).

i) If K C B(xg,r)and 0 < r < s < 2r, then
capg.)(K'; B(xo,2s)) < capg.)(K; B(zo,2r)) < C (capg(,)(K; B(xg,2s)) + s") .

Proof. For i) and ii), we can see [2].
iii) Since the first inequality is trivial, it suffices to verify the second inequality in the extremal

C
case s = 2r. Letn € C°(B(x,2r)) suchthat 0 < n < 1,7 = 1in B(z,r) and |Vn| < —. If
T
u € Sgy(K; B(x,4r)), then nu € Sg()(K; B(z,2r)), so by Theorem 2.1, we have

cape (I Blao, 2r)) < / G(z, |Vnul) de

B(xo,2r)

<C (/ G(:):,77|Vu|)dx+/ G(a:,u|V77|)d:):)
B(zo,2r)

B(zo,2r)

<c (/ Gla, |Vu|) dz +/ Gl ) dm)
B(xo,4r) B(xo,4r) r

<C (/ G(x,|Vu|)da?+r")
B(zo,4r)

Taking the infimum over all such functions u, we obtain

capgy(K; B(xo,2r)) < C (capG(,)(K; B(xo,47)) + r") )

This concludes the proof. 0]



3 ((-)-Laplace equation
Let G(-) € ®(£2), we consider the following G(-)-Laplace equation

9(z, [Vul)

—di
1v |Vu|

Vu = 0. (3.1)

Definition 3.1. A function h € WH¢0)(Q) is G(-)-harmonic in Q if it is continuous and G(-)-solution
to equation (3.1) in Q i.e
gz, [Vh])
————=Vh-Vedz =0,
/Q V|
whenever ¢ € Wol’G(')(Q).

Definition 3.2. A function u € Wh¢O(Q) is a G(-)-supersolution (resp, G(-)-subsolution) to
equation (3.1) in Q) if

/ 9@V G Gpdr > 0 (resp, < 0),
o |Vl

whenever o € W, “O(Q) and nonnegative.

Given vy € WHC0)(Q) and ¢: Q — [—o0, 00| be any function. Construct the obstacle set:
Koo (Q) = {u e WHEO(Q) : uw <, aeinQ and u— vy € Wy (Q)}.

By Theorem 4.1 in [5], if Ky ,,, (€2) is not empty then there exits u € ICy ,, (£2) such that

o(. |Vu])
= —Vu-(Vu—Vov)dz >0,
/Q Vul ( )

whenever v € KCy,,, (€2). We said u is a solution of the obstacle problem.

Theorem 3.1. Let G(-) € ®(N) satisfies (SC). Then for every vy € WHEU)(Q), there exists
u € WHEO(Q) a G(-)-solution to equation (3.1) in 8, such that u — vy € W&’G(')(Q).

If G(-) is strictly convex and satisfies (Ao), the G(-)-solution is unique, and if (Ay), (A1) hold,
then it is continuous.

Proof. Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC) and vy € WHEO () 50 Ko (2) # 0. Then there exists a
solution u of the obstacle problem in K ,, (€2).

Let ¢ € Wol’G(')(Q) then u — p, u+ ¢ € Koo 4 (2).

Hence v
/ Mvu Vdz >0
o |Vl
and -
_/ MVU-V@dx > 0.
o |Vul
Consequently

/ 79@’ |VUDVU -Vpdr=0
o |Vul



whenever ¢ € WOI’G(')(Q). Then u is a G(-)-solution to equation (3.1) in €2 such that u — vy €
Wy “O(Q).

When G/(-) is strictly convex and satisfies (Ap), using the comparison weak principle Lemma 4.3
in [5] the G(-)-solution is unique. If G(-) satisfy (A;), (A1) by Corollary 4.1 in [4] a locally
bounded G(+)-solution is locally Holder continuous. This concludes the proof. U

4 Sobolev G(-)-regular boundary points and exterior sphere
condition

Definition 4.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ay), (A1) and (A1,). A
boundary point xy of a bounded open set (0 is said to be Sobolev G(-)-regular if, for each function
vy € WHEO(Q) N C(Q), the G(-)-harmonic function h in Q with h — vy € Wol’G(')(Q) satisfies

lim h(z) = h(zo).

T—T0
Furthermore, we say that a bounded open set ) is Sobolev G(-)-regular if each x € OS).

In [14], Harjulehto and Histo gave the following sufficient condition for the Sobolev G(-)-regular
point.

Theorem 4.1. Let vy € 0. Let G(-) € ®(R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ap), (A1),
and (Ay ). If there exists C € (0,1) and R > 0 such that

capg.,(B(xo, 1)\ B(wo, 2r)) > Ccapg.)(B(xo,1); B(wo, 2r)) forall 0<r<R.
Then x is a Sobolev G(-)-regular point.

Definition 4.2. We say that a boundary point x, of a bounded open set Q) satisfies the exterior
sphere condition, if there is a ball B(yq, p) such that B(yo, p) N = {xo}
Furthermore, we say that a bounded open set () satisfies the exterior sphere condition if each

Xo € of.

Lemma 4.1. Let G(-) € ®(0B) with o0 > 1 satisfies (SC). Then there exits a positive constant
C = C(n, ¢° go,0) such that

1 _ (1 1
181Gz, (1) < cang (5:08) < Ll (1)

Proof. Letu € Wi®)(0B) be such that 0 < u < 1, u = 1in B and |Vu| < &. Then by the
condition (SC'), we have

Gz, |Vu|) dz < / G, (9) dr < C|B|GY, (1) |
T T

oB

capg\(B;0B) < /

oB



For the opposite inequality by Jensen-type inequality in [13] and the definition of 1-capacity that

/ G(z, |Vul)dz 2/ G, 5(|Vu|)dx
ocB oB

_ |oB|][ G (V) da

oB

> |oB|G_p <][ |Vu|dz

oB
_ (cap,(B;ocB
> C|B|G0B <%)

Since by Example 2.12 in [16] we have cap, (B; 0 B) = Cr™!, then by the condition (SC'), we get

/ G(x,|Vul)dz > C|B|Go (1) |
oB r

This concludes the proof. 0]

Theorem 4.2. Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (A1) If Q
satisfies the exterior sphere condition, then ) is Sobolev G(-)-regular.

Proof. Let () satisfies the exterior sphere condition. Then for every zo € 02 there exists a ball
B(yo,7) such that B(yo,7) N Q = {x0}. So we have B(xq, 3r)\{2 contains B(yy, 7). Then, by
Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.1, we have
capg.)(B(xo, 3r)\Q; B(wo, 6r)) > Ccapg.,(B(yo,1); B(zo,67))
> CC&PG(. (B(yo,7); B(yo, 87))

1

> C|B(zo, 37“)\GJ_3(yo,8r> <_>

r

B
B

—N—

By the condition (A ,,) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
1 1
+ —
G B(yo,87) (7’) < CGB(yo 8r) (;)
Using again Lemma 4.1 we obtain

capg.)(B(xo, 3r)\$Q; B(xo,6r)) > C|B(xo,3r) G},

(y0,87)

S =3

> C|B(20, 37)|G L0y 60
> Ceapg. (B(xo, 3r); B(xq, 67))
for  small enough, so by Theorem 4.1 we have €2 is Sobolev G(-)-regular. O

Corollary 4.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q2) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (Ay,,). All balls
are Sobolev G(-)-regular.

Consequently, every open set can be exhausted by Sobolev G (-)-regular open sets as a consequence
of this corollary.



5 The Perron-Wiener-Brelot method

5.1 Upper and lower Perron G(-)-solution

Let G(-) € (). A function u : Q@ — R U {oc} is called G(-)-superharmonic in €2 if
1) u is lower semicontinuous,
il) u # oo in ),

iii) for each domain D CC 2 the comparison principle holds: if A € C(D) is G(+)-harmonic in
Dandu > hondD thenu > hin D.

A function v : 2 — R U {—o0} is called G(-)-subharmonic in €2 if
i) u is upper semicontinuous,
il) u % —ooin Q,

iii) for each domain D CC ) the comparison principle holds: if A € C'(D) is G(+)-harmonic in
Dandu < hondD thenu < hin D.

For f : 002 — [—00, 0] be a function, we define as in classical potential theory [17] two classes
of functions:

* The upper class Uy consists of all functions v : 2 — (—o0, oo] such that

i) vis G(-)-superharmonic in €2,
i1) v is bounded below,
iii) liminf, ,cv(z) > f(£) when & € 0.

* The lower class L consists of all functions u : {2 — [—00, 00) such that

i) wis G(-)-subharmonic in €2,
1) u is bounded above,

iii) limsup, . u(z) < f(£) when £ € O5).
We define at each point in 2

The upper Perron G(-)-solution H ;(x) = inUf v(x)
veUy

The lower Perron G/(-)-solution H (x) = sup v(x)
UGLf

If Uy = () (or Ly = 0), then we have H; = oo (and H ; = —oc respectively).

The following lemma gives simple properties for Perron G(-)-solutions.

Lemma 5.1. Let f : 00 — [—00, 0] be a function, we have the following properties
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1) H; = —H_;

2) ﬂfﬁﬁf

3) iff <y, thenﬁf §Fg

4) for\ € R,wehave Hpyy = H; + Xand Hy; = \H;

For 3) and 4), a similar statement is true if H y is replace by H .

5.2 The Poisson modification

Generally, to construct the Poisson modification, the Harnack Convergence theorem and the comparison
principle are needed (see [L1]).

Theorem 5.1 (Harnack Convergence theorem). Let G(-) € ®(Q) satisfies (SC'). Suppose that u;
is a G(-)-harmonic such that

0 <uy <wus < ..., u=limu;, pointwise in 2.
Then, either u = oo or u is a G(+)-harmonic in §).

Lemma 5.2 (Comparison principle). Let G(-) € ®(Q2) satisfies (SC'). Suppose that u is a G(-)-subharmonic
and v is a G(+)-superharmonic in ) such that

limsup u(x) < liminfv(x)
Ty Ty

for all y € 0NV If the left and right-hand sides are neither oo nor —oc at the same time, then
u<uv in§.

Let G(-) € ®() strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ap), (A1) and (A;,). Given a Sobolev
G(-)-regular subdomain D C (2 (see Corollary 4.1) and v is G(-)-superharmonic fonction in €.
Since v is lower semicontinuous in {2, there exists a sequence v; € C°°(£2) such that

v <y < ... <wand lim v;(z) = v(zr) ateach z € .

1—00

Let h; be the G(-)-harmonic function in D such that h; — v; € W, ’G(')(D). Applying the Sobolev
G(-)-regularity of D and the comparison principle, we get

hlghQSS’UIHD

By the Harnack convergence theorem, the function A = lim;_,, h; is G(+)-harmonic. We define
the Poisson modification P(v, D) as follows

h in D
P(U’D):{ v in Q\D.
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Remark 5.1. Ifv € WYC0)(Q), then the Poisson modification of v is defined as follows

h in D
P(U’D):{ v in Q\D

where h is the G(-)-harmonic function in D such that h — v € Wol’G(')(D).

Theorem 5.2. Let G(-) € ®(2) strictly convex and satisfy (SC'), (Ao), (A1) and (Ay,). Let
D C Q be a G(-)-regular subdomain and v is a G(-)-superharmonic function in ). Then the
Poisson modification P(v, D) is G(-)-superharmonic function in ), G(-)-harmonic function in D
and P(v,D) < w..

Proof. By the construction of the Poisson modification, we have P(v, D) is a G(-)-harmonic
function in D, and h < v in D, so
P(v,D) <wvin .

We show that P(v, D) is lower semicontinuous. Let £ € 9D

liminf P(v, D) = liminf v(x) > v(§) = P(v, D)(§)

r—E€ r—E€
zeQ\D zeQ\D
and
liminf P(v, D)(z) = liminf A(x) > liminf h;(x) = v;(€).
r—E& r—E& r—E€
zeD zeD €D
So,
limi?fP(v, D)(z) > v(&) = P(v,D)(&).
T—
xzeD

Next, we prove P(v, D) satisfies the comparison principle. Indeed, let G CC €2 is a domain and
H € C(G) is G(-)-harmonic function in G with H|, , < P(v, D), ..
We have P(v, D) < v in €2, then H‘BG < U}aG‘ As v is G(+)-superharmonic function, then H < v
in G. Hence,

H < P(v,D)in G\D.

Let ¢ € (G N D), we have
H(&) <v(€) < liminf h(zx).

z—E
reDNG
So
liminf H(z) < liminf A(x).
T—E€ z—E
zeDNa 2€DNG
Then
H<h=P{D)inDNG.
Hence
H < P(v,D)inG.
Therefore P(v, D) is G(-)-superharmonic function in €2. O
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5.3 G(:)-resolutivity

Definition 5.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (Ay,). We
say that a function f : Q — [—00,00] is G(:)-resolutive if the upper and the lower Perron
G(-)-solution H y and H ; coincide and are G(-)-harmonic in ().

Definition 5.2. A family U of functions is down ward directed if for each u,v € U, there is s € U
with s < min(u, v)

The following Lemma is fundamental in PWB method [16]. The first recall that the lower semicontinuous
regularization u* of any function u : 2 — [—00, 00] is defined by
u*(z) :=1lim inf w.
r—=0 QNB(z,r)
Lemma 5.3 (Choquet’s topological lemma). Suppose E C RY and that U = {u.,y € I} isa
family of functions ., : E — [—00,00]. Let uw = inf U. If U is down ward directed, then there

is a decreasing sequence of functions v; € U with limit v such that the lower semicontinuous
regularizations u* and v* coincide.

Theorem 5.3. Let G(-) € ®(Q2) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (Ay,,). Then one
of the following alternatives is true

i) Hy is G(-)-harmonic in Q,
ii) Hy = —ox,
iii) H; = oo.
A similar statement is true for H ;.

Proof. If the upper class U, is empty, then H ; = oo.

Suppose that the upper class Uy is not empty, then Uy is down ward directed. So, by Choquet’s
topological lemma, there exists a decreasing sequence of functions u; € Uy convergent to a
function u such that u* = H ; in Q.

Let D CC Q is a Sobolev G(+)-regular and consider the Poisson modification P(u;, D). Using
Theorem 5.2, we have P(u;, D) € Uy;. Then, by the Harnack convergence theorem, lim; ., P(u;, D)
is either G(-)-harmonic or identically —oo in D. As H; < P(u;, D) < u; and u* = Hy, then
H; = lim; o P(u;, B) in D. Therefore H ; is either G(+)-harmonic or identically —oo in 2. [
Theorem 5.4 (Wiener theorem). Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1)
and (Ai,). Suppose that f : 9Q — R is continuous. Then f is G(-)-resolutive in (), i.e H; =
ﬁ f =H fe

Proof. Let f : 00 — R is a continuous function. By the Tietze extension theorem, we can assume
f € C(R™), then there exists p; € C°°(R") such that for all € > 0, we have

0i(€) —e < f(&) < ¢i(§) + € when & € 9.

Thus, B B B
ﬂ _Egﬂl ESEfSHfSHch—i-ESH@Z“_E
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So, if H o = F%, then H = Ff. Hence, it suffices to prove the result for ;.

Let H; be a G(+)-harmonic in 2 such that H; — ¢; € W(}’G(')(Q). Let v; denote the G(-)-solution
to obstacle problem with ¢; acting as obstacle and also boundary data. So v; € Uy. Choose
Sobolev G(-)-regular domains D; CC €2 such that Q = U;>1D; and Dy C Dy C .... Construct
the sequence of Poisson modification

Then { P, ;}, is non-increasing, P, ; € Uy and P, ; — ;. Then P, ; — p; = P,; —v; +v; — @; €
W, “OQ). Let P, = lim; o P j. As H,, < P}, then by the Harnack convergence theorem P;
is G(+)-harmonic in Q2 and P, — ¢; € W&’G(')(Q). So, P, = H;in Q. Hence H,, < P, = H;. By a
similar proof, we have H; < H o Then

Hence

This concludes the proof. 0]

As a consequence of the previous theorem, the Perron G/(-)-solution coincides with the G(-)-solution
of Dirichlet-Sobolev with boundary f.

Corollary 5.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (A1) If f €
WLEO(Q)NC (). Then H ; is the unique G(-)-harmonic function such that H — f € W&’G(')(Q).

6 G(-)-potential

Definition 6.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q) strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ao), (A1) and (A;,). Let
K C B be compact and 1 € C§°(B) be such that 1 = 1 on K. We define the G(-)-potential for
K with respect to B as follows

h in B\K

where h is the unique G(-)-harmonic function in B\ K such that h — 1) € WOI’G(')(B\K).

Remark 6.1. The definition of R (K, B) is independent of the particular choice of 1. Indeed,
if ¢ is another such that h is the unique G(-)-harmonic function in B\K such that h — ¢ €
Wol’G(') (B\K), then h—h € Wol’G(') (B\K) and by the uniqueness we have h = h in Wol’G(') (B\K).

6.1 ((-)-potential and G(-)-capacity
Using the same method, as in [10], we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let G(-) € ®(B) N C*(RY) satisfies (SC') and v = Re.)(K, B) the G(-)-potential
for K with respect to B. Then u is a G(-)-supersolution in B.

13



Proof. Let G(-) € ®(2) N C'(R™). In [15] we have u is a G(+)-supersolution in B equivalently
/ G(z,|Vul|)dz < / G(z, |V(u+ ¢)|)dz
B B

for every nonnegative function ¢ in T/VO1 ’G(')(B). So, we can assume that u + ¢ < 1, a.e in B.
As u = 1 in K, then the inequality © + ¢ < 1 a.e. implies that ¢ = 0 a.e. on K. Hence
Y E Wol’G(')(B\K). Since u is a G(+)-harmonic function in B\ K, then

G(z,|Vu|)dzx = G(z,|Vul)dz < G(z,|V(u+e)|)de < [ Gz, |V(ut+p)])de.
B B\K B\K

B
Therefore u is a G(-)-supersolution in B. O
Using the Riesz representation theorem, we have the following theorem.

Lemma 6.2. Let G(-) € ®(2). For every G(-)-supersolution u in S, there is a Radon measure
plul € (W&’G(')(Q)> such that

/MVU-Vgodx:/<pd,u[u]
o Vil Q

whenever ¢ € WOI’G(')(Q).

Theorem 6.1. Let G(-) € ®(B) N CYR") satisfies (SC) and K be a compact subset of B. If
u = Re) (K, B) is the G(-)-potential for I with respect to B and p[u)] its associated Radon

measure in VVO1 ’G(')(B)*, then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1
ECGPG(.)(K; B) < plul(K) < CCapg.\(K; B)
Proof. Let u the G(-)-potential for K with respect to B and p[u] its associated Radon measure in

W, ’G(')(B)*. As u is G(-)-harmonic in B\ K, then the support of the measure y[u] is contained in

K. Hence ( |V |)
W) (K) = p[ul(B) / dpfu] / oo lvu Vud 6.1)

On the one hand, as u € Sg(.)(/; 2) then

x, | Vul)

capg) (K B) < / G(z,[Vul) dz < C/ g Vu - Vude < Opfu](K)
B 5 |Vl

On the other hand, let ¢ € S¢(.)(kK;(2) and we consider ¢ = max{y — u, u}, so the nonnegative
function ¢ — u € W, ’G(')(B). Since u is a G(-)-supersolution, we have

9(@, [ Vul) 9(z, |Vul)

14



Then

/MVu-Vude/MVU'V@dW
5 |Vu| 5 |Vl

Using the inequality (2.1), we get

/G(:L',|Vu|)dx §C’/g(x,|Vu|)|V<p|da?
B

<

N~

Hence
/G(x,\VuDdx < c/ Gz, |Ve|) da.
B B

By the equality (6.1), we have
) < ¢

B

G(z,|Vul|)dx < C/ G(z,|Vy|) dz.
B

Taking the infimum of the functions ¢ € S (K; B), we obtain
ulul () < Ceapey, (K B).

This concludes the proof.

6.2 Estimation of G(-)-potential

/jG(m,|Vu\)dx+C/BG(x,\Vgo|)d

Z.

In [4], we proved the following Caccioppoli type estimate of supersolutions to equation (3.1).

Lemma 6.3. Let G(-) € ®(2B) satisfies (SC'). Let u be a nonpositive G(-)-supersolution of (3.1)
inaball2B,n € C§°(2B) with0 <n < land|Vn| < % Then, there exits a constant C' such that

/ G, |Vu|)pe dz < 0/ Gt <_—“) da.
2B 2B r

Lemma 6.4. Let G(-) € ®(B(xg,2r)) satisfy (SC), (Ag) and (A1,). If u

G(+)-supersolution in B(xq, 2r), then, for some constant C' > 0, we have

B
Cry™ (:ro, w) < essinfu+ R

with pfu) is the associated Radon measure to u in <W01’G(')(B(a:0, 27“))) .

Proof. We set B = B(x,7), b = infgu and, v = min{u, b} + r. Choose w

— C
neCP(2B)with0 <n <1,7p=1in Band|Vn| < —, we have
T

(b+rulul(B) < / wil
g )
= . Wiuvu -Vwdzx

< (g(qunWW) i (g(qunw
2B |Vl 2B |Vul

15

is a nonnegative

0
— 'Ung

Vn) n

such that

o_
9y da.



By the condition (SC'), we have

_ g(z, [Vul) o
L = 23( vl Vu-Vu | n? dx

g/ Gz, |Vo))n? dx
2

/ <g ©[Vul) Vu - Vn) 91y de
o5\ |Vl

/ gt [V Vil o d
2B

and

C
Asv < b+ rand|Vn| < —, we have
r

]2<Cb+r

/ o(z, Vol da.
2B

b
Using inequality (2.1) for o’ = |[Vv| and ¥/ = al

, and the condition (SC'), we get

]§§C</’Gﬁﬁvwmfdr+/,G(Lb+r)¢O.
2B 2B r

Collecting the previous estimations of /; and 5, we obtain

(b+ r)ufu](B) < C (/23 Gla, Vo)’ da + /wG (g; bjr) dm) |

Or, by Lemma 6.3, we have

(/G&HV@—@+R gdx<C/mG+CHW_U)dx
B 2B

(b+ r)u <C/ G*(bJFT) dz

Since L) (B) C L%(B) (see [13]), we have

Hence

llull

b+1 IR
1 8

ro r

1<

||goB
|BJs

o+ <b—|—r) <ca <x07b—|—7’).
r r
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Then, by Lemma 2.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 dependent of Il such that




Hence

(b+r)ulu](B) < Cr'G (xo, b j T) .

So, by the condition (SC'), we have

() < g (00, )

From inequalities 2.4, 2.2 and 2.3, we have

Crg™* (mo, %LB)) < i%fu +r.

7177/
This concludes the proof. O
By a similar proof in [§], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let G(-) € ®(9) satisfies (SC). Let f € W9O)(Q) and v be a G(-)-supersolution
in §) such that f —v € VVO1 ’G(')(Q). Then the solution of the obstacle problem with the obstacle v
and the boundary data f is a G(-)-solution in ().

Theorem 6.2. Let zy € IQ. Let G(-) € ®(R") N CY(R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (SC),

(Ao), (A1), and (Ay ). Fixr > 0, and let uw = Rey(B(x0, )\, B(xo,47)) be the G(-)-potential

for B(xq, )\ with respect to B(xq, 4r). Then for 0 < p < r and x € B(xyg, p), we have

r ca B(xo,t) NQL, B(zy, 2t
1 —wu(x) <exp (—C’/ g ! <x0, Pa (Bl ) (o )> dt+C’r>.
p

tn—l

Proof. Let xy € 9, 7 > 0, and B; = B(wg,r;) where r; = 4'7Jr, j =0,1,2,.... Let u be the
G(-)-potential for B; N QF with respect to By. By Lemma 6.4, we have

1
p[ul (5 Bo)
my = inf%BO u > C%g—l xo, 2 T

B)7)

2/ C

> Crog™* | wo, —l_u[u](ﬁl_ﬁﬂ )) D
0

Using Theorem 6.1, we get

capg, (B N QL B
m1 > Crog™! (xo, pG“(Ti_l °)> - %0 6.2)
0

As 1+t <el, then

cap . FOQE;B
1—m; <1—Crog! <x0, pG()( i_l 0) _|_7’2_0
To
— (6.3)
cap.,(B HQC;B
< exp (—Crog_l (xo, Pt i_l 0)> + %) .
To
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Next, let D; = B;\(By N QC) and let f; € WOI’G(')(BO) such that f; = my on 9By and f; = 1
on B,. Let u; be the solution of the obstacle problem in DD; with the upper obstacle v and the

boundary values f; extend to B, N Q€ by the constant 1. Then 1;1 M s the G (+)-potential for
1

B, N QP with respect to B;. So, by inequality (6.2), we have

— ca B,NQ: B
f WL > Crig~! (930, Pa(. ( 2 1)) T

n—1

Hence

cap,,. FOQE;B
my = inf u; > Cry(1 —my)g™* <x0, pG()( j_l 1)> — E(1 —my) + my
351 (5}
Consequently
cap,(Ba N QL B
l—my <—Cri(1—my)g™ <x0, G“(Tj_l A (1+ %)(1 —my)
1
cap(Ba N QL B
S (1 — ml) (1 — CT1<1 — ml)g_l (.To, pG()(Tj_l 1)> + %) .
1
Then L c
cap\ (B2 N, B
1 —my < (1—mq)exp <—Crlg_1 <x0, pG()(Tj_l 1)> %) :
1

A similar method, let D; = B;\ (B, NQC) and let f; € W&’G(')(Bj_l) such that f; = m; on 0B,

and f; = 1 on Bj;. )
_J m; on _Bj
1i = { 1 on Bjii.

Let u; be the solution of the obstacle problem in D; with the upper obstacle u;_; and the boundary
values f; extend to B4 N QF by the constant 1. Then we have

cap, (B ﬂQC;B- ,
1 —mjp1 < (1 —mj)exp (—erg_l <x0, Pty J:_ll ])> + %) :

T

withm;y 1= inf 1p, Uj. Iterating this inequality and using inequality (6.3), we getfork = 1,2, ...,

k o) C. k
- capG(.)(Bj—H NQ°; Bj) T
1 j
1 —mpy1 <exp (—C ]E:O r;g <$07 1 + Z 9 |-

j =0
Asu > U and Uj > uj+1in Bj+1; j = 1,2, ceeyy then
k - C. k
_ capg.)(Bj+1 N B)) r
l—u<exp|—-CY» rjg7"| 0, +Y 2| on B. 6.4
N N >4 B
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Fix p > 0 so that p < r and choose an integer k so that ;.3 < p < ry9, We have

k

capg (B N QL B; koo cap(B+1 N Q% B;
o (BT EB) o 7 BB

n—1
T j=0 Y Ti+2 ¢

J=0

Or using 712 <t < ;41 and Proposition 2.1, we get

capG(,)(F(:)so, )N QL B(xo,2t)) <C capG(,)(F(:)so, ) N Q; B(xo, 4t)) + t"

< C (capg((B(zo, t) N QF: B(x,8t)) + t"
< C'(capgy(Bjt1 N b B;) + t”) .

Then, we have

Tt capy (B N Q% B;
/ g <x0, pG()( j+1 ;) a
Tj+2

tn—l
Tjt1 capg(Biva N QL B;) + "1
= 9_1 Zo, pGO( A ) —1) dt
tn—l
Tj+2 c
Tj41 cap,(Bii1 N 1B+ gl Tjt1
> C g_l Zo, pG()( Ak n—1 J> dt — / g_l('r(b 1) de
Tj+2 . t c Tj+2
Tj+1 cap,\ (B NQ*; B;) +t" i1
Tj+2 t c Tj+2
T+ cap . (B(xzg,t) N Q% B(x, 2t T+
20/ g~ | 2o, P (Bl 1_1 S ))> dt—/ g (0, 1) dt.
Tjt2 t Tjt2

Hence, by the condition (A), we obtain

k ca BNt B, r cap g (B(xo, t) N QL Bz, 2t
erg_l <:L'07 Pay Z:—l1 2 20/ g | zo, Poy(Blao, ) (z0,21)) dt — Crr.
P

tn—l
J=0

Then, for = € B(xo, p), we get

r ca Bl(xo,t) N QL Bz, 2t
1 —u(x) <exp (—C/ g ! (930, P (B0, ) S ))> dt+C’r>.
p

tn—l

This concludes the proof. H

Theorem 6.3. Let zy € 0. Let G(-) € ®(R™) N C'(R™) be strictly convex and satisfy (SC),
(Ao), (A1), and (Ay1,,). Fix r > 0 and let u be the G(-)-potential for B(xy,r)\S2 with respect to
B(zo,4r). Then

ar Blxo,t) N QL B(xo, 2t
lim inf u(z) < C (/ ! (560, capg (B(xo, 1) (2o ))) dt+r> _
0

T—x0 tn—l
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Proof. Let u be the G(-)-potential for B(xg, )\ with respect to B(z,4r). Then by the Wolff
potential upper estimate Theorem 5.12 in [6] and Theorem 4.4 in [14], we have

lim inf u(m)§0<r+ inf u+/04rg_1 (Io,w) dt).

p—0 QNB(z0,p) B(z0,2r)

Next, let 0 < t < 4r, B = B(x,r), i be the restriction of y[u] to B(zg,t) and u; € Wol’G(')(élB)
be the G(-)-supersolution in 4 B associated with zi;. So we have

/ Mvut . Vgp dx = / gpd,ut far all Y e W()LG()(ZLB)
s |V 4B

/ Mvu.wde/ pdulu] farall o € Wy (4B).
s |Vl 4B

Choosing ¢ = (u; — u), as a test function in the two previous inequalities, then

Hence V(u; —u) = 0 a.ein 4B, then u; < u < 1 a.e in 4B. So, by Theorem 6.1 and Proposition
2.1, we have

111(B(wo, 1)) < Ccapgy(B(wo, t) N Q% 4B) < Ccapgy(B(xo,2t) N Q% B(xo, 4t)).
Let A = infyp w and B(y, 2) c BN QL so by the condition (SC), we get

() <clp]o(xt)

<C G <x0, %) da

B(y,§)
< C'/ G <$07u+r) dx
4B r
u+r 2
< — then, by Lemma 2.1, we have

r r
/ G(mo,u_l_r) dxﬁ/ G(m,u_l—r) dx
4B r 4B r

Then, using the Poincaré inequality and the condition (Ay), we obtain

rm=lg (:L’o, é) <C / G (qj, E) dx —l—/ G (z,1) dx)
" 4B T 4B

<C /G(:)s,|Vu|)dx+r"+G(:)so,1)|4B|)

4B
<C / G(x,|Vu\)dm+r”).
4B

As1 <
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Or, from Lemma 6.2, if we choose ¢ = u, we obtain

/ G(z,|Vu|)dx < C’/ z,[Vul) ———Vu-Vudzr = C/ udplu] < Culul(4B).
s |Vl 4B

Then
oty () < a0

From Theorem 6.1, we have

g0, 2) < O (capqy (Blao, 1\%4B) +17)

Using inequalities 2.4, 2.2 and 2.3, we get

A< C <Tg_1 (x(]’ capg (B (%_»1 )\ 43)) +T2> _

TTL

Therefore

2r ca Blxo,t) N QL B(xo, 2t
i2anu§C</ g_1<x0, Py (B0, 1) (z0 ))> dt+7“2>.

tn—l
Hence
ar ca Blxo,t) N QL B(xo, 2t
hmlnfu(x) < C (/ g—l (Zlfo, pG ( ( 0 ) : ( 0 ))) dt-l—’f’) ‘
T—x0 0 tn—
This concludes the proof. H

7 Criterion Wiener

First of all, the notion of the regularity of boundary points is defined in connection with Perron
G(+)-solutions.

Definition 7.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q2). A boundary point xq of an open set ) is called G(-)-regular if

lim H(z) = f(z0)

T—T0
for each continuous f : 0 — R.

The following lemma shows that G (-)-regularity is a local property.

Lemma 7.1. Let G(-) € ®(Q2). A boundary x of Y is G(-)-regular if and only if

lim H(x) = f(z0)

T—IT0

for each bounded f : 00 — R, continuous at x,.
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Proof. Let xy € 0X2 be G(-)-regular and fix ¢ > 0. Let U be an neighborhood of x( such that
|f — f(z0)] < eon U NS Then, choose a continuous function g : Q2 — [f(xo) + €, sup | f| + €]
such that g(xo) = f(zo) + € and g = sup | f| + € on IQ\U. Now g > f on 0f2 and hence we have

limsup H;(z) < lim H,(x) = g(z¢) = f(wo) + €.

T—xTo T—T0

Similarly, we have
liminf H(z) > f(xo) — €.

T—x0

Thus we conclude B

T—TQ

and the lemma is proved. 0]

Lemma 7.2. Let G(-) € ®(Q2). Assume that f : 90 — R is G(-)-resolutive. Let ) C 2 be open
and define f : 0¥ — R by

5oy flx) if zeo2noY
f(x)—{ He(z) if xeQnoY.

Then f is G(-)-resolutive with respect to Q' and the Perron G(-)-solution for f in Q' is H; o

Proof. Let f : 9Q — R be a G(-)-resolutive, ' C Q and u € U;. As u is lower semicontinuous,
then for each y € )
limu(y) > f(z) forallz € 09

Yy—x

Hence u € Uy for finQ. So taking infimum over all u,we have

FfSHf

Q-

Applying the same argument to — f, we obtain
ﬂffﬁfSHf:—H_fS—ﬁfSﬂf in (V.
This concludes the proof. 0]

Theorem 7.1. Let G(-) € ®(R") N C*(R™T) be strictly convex and satisfy (SC), (Ag), (A1), and
(A1). The point xy € 02 is G(-)-regular if and only if for some p > 0,

P capgy(B(xo,t ﬁQE,B:)s,Qt
/g‘l <$07 pa)(B(xo, 1) (2o )) df — oo 7.1
0

tn—l

Proof. Let f € C(0N2) and € > 0 be arbitrary. There exists r > 0 such that

sup  |f = f(z)] <e
OQNB(zo,2r)
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Let u be the G(-)-potential for B(xo, )\ with respect to B(zo, 47') and f be as in Lemme 7.2 with
' :=QN4B. So, we put B = B(xo,7), m = supggnop(f — f(x0)) and M = supyq(f — f(x0)).
Then, we have

h— f(zo) <m+ M(1—u)on 9.

Using Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 7.2, we get

Hp — f(xo) = Hy,

o — f(@0) < Hh fo)| oy < Hmim—w) =m+ M(1 —u) on Q.

Hence, from Theorem 6.2, we have

SUPQNB(x0,p) (Hy — f(20)) < supgorap (f — f(20))

r n C.
+supyq (f — f(z0)) exp (—C/ g~ (xo, CapG(')(B(xO’ZZQ ’B(%’%))) dt + Cr) .

So, by the condition (7.1) for all sufficiently small 0 < p < r, we get

sup (Hy — f(x9)) < 2e.

QNB(zo,p)

Then H is continuous at 2y and as f € C'(0S2) was arbitrary, which implies that z is G(-)-regular.
For the converse, by Theorem 6.3, we have

A ca Blxo,t) N QL B(xo, 2t
hmlnfu(.’lf) S C (/ g—l <Jf07 pG()( (x(] ) (‘TO ))) dt+T> .
0

T—x0 tn—l

By the condition (7.1), we can find r > 0 sufficiently small so that

liminf u(x) < 1.

T—x0

As u is solution of the Sobolev-Dirichlet problem in 4B\ (B N Q) with the continuous boundary
data 1 on K and 0 on 0(4B), then x is not G(-)-regular. O
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