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REGULARITY FOR ORLICZ PHASE PROBLEMS

SUMIYA BAASANDORJ AND SUN-SIG BYUN

Abstract. We provide comprehensive regularity results and optimal conditions for a general class of func-
tionals involving Orlicz multi-phase of the type

υ 7→

ˆ

Ω

F (x, υ,Dυ) dx, (0.1)

exhibiting non-standard growth conditions and non-uniformly elliptic properties.
The model functional under consideration is given by the Orlicz multi-phase integral

υ 7→

ˆ

Ω

f(x, υ)

[

G(|Dυ|) +
N
∑

k=1

ak(x)Hk(|Dυ|)

]

dx, N > 1, (0.2)

where G,Hk are N-functions and 0 6 ak(·) ∈ L∞(Ω) with 0 < ν 6 f(·) 6 L. Its ellipticity ratio varies
according to the geometry of the level sets {ak(x) = 0} of the modulating coefficient functions ak(·) for
every k ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

We give a unified treatment to show various regularity results for such multi-phase problems with the
coefficient functions {ak(·)}

N
k=1

not necessarily Hölder continuous even for a lower level of the regularity.

Moreover, assuming that minima of the functional in (0.2) belong to better spaces such as C0,γ(Ω) or Lκ(Ω)
for some γ ∈ (0, 1) and κ ∈ (1,∞], we address optimal conditions on nonlinearity for each variant under
which we build comprehensive regularity results.

On the other hand, since there is a lack of homogeneity properties in the nonlinearity, we consider
an appropriate scaling with keeping the structures of the problems under which we apply Harmonic type
approximation in the setting varying on the a priori assumption on minima. We believe that the methods and
proofs developed in this paper are suitable to build regularity theorems for a larger class of non-autonomous
functionals.
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1. Introduction

We aim to provide optimal and comprehensive regularity results for minimizers of functionals featuring a
non-standard growth and a non-uniform ellipticity. The primary model case in mind under investigation is
given by an Orlicz multi-phase functional

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ υ 7→ P(υ,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

Ψ(x, |Dυ|) dx (1.1)

for a bounded open domain Ω ⊂ R
n with n > 2, where throughout the paper we shall denote by

Ψ(x, t) := G(t) + a(x)Ha(t) + b(x)Hb(t) (x ∈ Ω, t > 0) (1.2)

for functions G,Ha, Hb ∈ N in the sense of Definition 2.1 and 0 6 a(·), b(·) ∈ L∞(Ω). The Orlicz multi-phase
functional P in (1.1) is naturally defined for functions υ ∈ W 1,1(Ω), which is a considerable one including
the following examples of functionals for the regularity theory:

1. p-growth: Ψ(x, t) := tp, p > 1, see for instance [49, 52, 63, 64, 66, 67, 84, 85].
2. Orlicz growth: Ψ(x, t) := G(t), see for instance [8, 24, 42, 43, 65].
3. (p, q)-double phase: Ψ(x, t) := tp + a(x)tq for 1 < p 6 q, see for instance [11, 13, 30, 31, 32, 35].
4. Borderline case of double phase: Ψ(x, t) := tp + a(x)tp log(1 + t) for 1 < p, see for instance [12, 21].
5. Multi-phase: Ψ(x, t) := tp + a(x)tq + b(x)ts for 1 < p 6 q, s, see for instance [7, 38].
6. Orlicz double phase: Ψ(x, t) := G(t) + a(x)Ha(t), see for instance [6, 22].
7. Orlicz multi-phase: Ψ(x, t) := G(t) + a(x)Ha(t) + b(x)Hb(t), see for instance [7].

Over last several years a systematic analysis of the functionals aforementioned has been an object of
intensive studies for the regularity theory. Among them the (p, q)-double phase functional is a significant
example given by

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ Pp,q(v,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

[|Dv|p + a(x)|Dv|q ] dx, 1 < p 6 q. (1.3)

Another example is the so-called borderline case of double phase defined by

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ Plog(v,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

[|Dv|p + a(x)|Dv|p log(1 + |Dv|)] dx, 1 < p. (1.4)

The last functional we would like to single out is the so-called multi-phase functional introduced in [38] is of
type

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ Pp,q,s(v,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

[|Dv|p + a(x)|Dv|q + b(x)|Dv|s] dx, 1 < p 6 q, s. (1.5)

The (p, q)-double phase functional was initially introduced by Zhikov [86, 87, 90] in order to study the
feature of strongly anisotropic materials in the context of homogenization and nonlinear elasticity. A main
feature of the functionals Pp,q, Pp,q,s and Plog in (1.3)-(1.5) is that their integrand changes their growth
and ellipticity ration depending on the geometric behavior of the coefficient functions a(·) and b(·), which
determines the geometry of the mixture of different materials. As shown in [47, 50, 88, 89], such functionals
exhibit Lavrentiev phenomenon which means that minimizers are discontinuous.

Each functional mentioned above belongs to a family of functionals satisfying nonstandard growth condi-
tions of (p, q)-type. These are functionals of type

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ v 7→

ˆ

Ω

F (x,Dv) dx,
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whose energy density F (x, z) satisfies

|z|p . F (x, z) . |z|q + 1, 1 < p < q,

according to Marcellini’s terminology [68, 69, 70]. Over the several decades, functionals with nonstandard
growth have been extensively investigated, see for instance [18, 45, 46, 47, 50, 51, 80, 81] and the references
therein. Those functionals aforementioned give a relevant example of the energy overlying in the so-called
Musielak-Orlicz space which will described in Section 2.2 below.

For the regularity theory, the optimal conditions for the gradient of a local minimizer v of the functional
Pp,q to be Hölder continuous have been discovered in [13, 30, 31]. They are























q

p
6 1 +

α

n
and 0 6 a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) if v ∈ W 1,p(Ω),

q 6 p+ α and 0 6 a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) if v ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω),

q < p+
α

1− γ
and 0 6 a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) if v ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩ C0,γ(Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

(1.6a)

(1.6b)

(1.6c)

Those conditions in (1.6a)-(1.6c) are essentially sharp in the sense of Lavrentiev gap for the functional Pp,q.
Here we refer to the very recent interesting paper [9] and see also [47, 50]. On the other hand, letting
a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) with a concave function ωa : [0,∞) → [0,∞) vanishing at the origin, the conditions for a local
minimizer v of the functional Plog to be regular have been discovered in [12], which are






























v is Hölder continuous if lim sup
t→0+

ωa(t) log

(

1

t

)

< ∞,

v is Hölder continuous with an arbitrary exponent if lim sup
t→0+

ωa(t) log

(

1

t

)

= 0,

Dv is Hölder continuous if ωa(t) . tα with some α ∈ (0, 1).

(1.7a)

(1.7b)

(1.7c)

Furthermore, the optimal condition for a local minimizer of the multi-phase functional Pp,q,s in (1.5) to
be gradient Hölder continuous has been obtained in [38], that is

q

p
6 1 +

α

n
,

s

p
6 1 +

β

n
, 0 6 a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) and 0 6 b(·) ∈ C0,β(Ω) (1.8)

for some α, β ∈ (0, 1]. This condition essentially is a natural outcome of the condition (1.6a) and sharp.
So looking at the conditions presented in (1.6a)-(1.6c), (1.8) and the ones (1.7a)-(1.7c), there is a natural
question as to whether the coefficient functions a(·), b(·) in (1.3) and (1.5) are necessarily Hölder continuous
even for a lower level of the regularity, depending on the a priori assumptions on a local minimizer under
consideration. Here in this paper we intend to answer such questions by treating much more general class of
functionals with Orlicz multi-phase growth below. Apart from the papers mentioned above, the regularity
theory for the double phase problems has been the object of an intensive investigation over the last years,
see for instance [14, 20, 25, 36, 37, 58, 73, 74] and the references therein.

In this paper we shall deal with a class of general functionals of type

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ υ 7→ F(υ,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

F (x, υ,Dυ) dx, (1.9)

where F : Ω× R× R
n → R is a Caratheódory function satisfying the double-sided bound

νΨ(x, |z|) 6 F (x, y, z) 6 LΨ(x, |z|) (x ∈ Ω, y ∈ R, z ∈ R
n), (1.10)

where Ψ is the same as in (1.2). Under the growth conditions (1.10), local minimizers (Q-minimizers) of the
functional F in (1.9) for some number Q > 1 can be defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. A function u ∈ W 1,1
loc (Ω) is a local minimizer (Q-minimizer) of the functional F de-

fined in (1.9) if Ψ(x, |Du|) ∈ L1(Ω) and the minimality condition F(u, supp(u − υ)) 6 F(υ, supp(u − υ))

(F(u, supp(u− υ)) 6 QF(υ, supp(u− υ))) is satisfied, whenever υ ∈ W 1,1
loc (Ω) with supp(u− υ) ⋐ Ω.
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In the rest of the paper we always assume a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω), where ωa, ωb : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
are concave functions such that ωa(0) = 0 and ωb(0) = 0 unless they are specified. Throughout the paper
we define the function Λ : (0,∞)× (0,∞) → (0,∞) given by

Λ(s, t) :=
ωa(s)

1 + ωa(s)

Ha(t)

G(t)
+

ωb(s)

1 + ωb(s)

Hb(t)

G(t)
for any s, t > 0. (1.11)

We shall consider a local Q-minimizer u of the functional P in (1.1) or a local minimizer u of the functional
F in (1.9) under one of the following main assumptions:






u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω),

λ1 := sup
t>0

Λ
(

t, G−1(t−n)
)

< ∞, (1.12)







u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω),

λ2 := sup
t>0

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

< ∞,
(1.13)







u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) ∩ C0,γ(Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1),

λ3 := sup
t>0

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

< ∞.
(1.14)

Here G−1 is the inverse function of G. We straightforwardly check that the conditions (1.12)-(1.14) read as
(1.6a)-(1.6c), respectively, when G(t) = tp, Ha(t) = tq, wa(t) = tα and b(·) ≡ 0 for some 1 < p 6 q and
α ∈ (0, 1]. Also the condition (1.8) is the same as (1.12) for relevant choices of the functions. Moreover,
(1.12)2 and (1.13)2 are the same as the one in (1.7a) when G(t) = tp and Ha(t) = tp log(1 + t) for some
p > 1 and b(·) ≡ 0. It has been shown that the assumption (1.10) is not enough already in the special case
of G(t) = tp for p > 1 together with a(·) ≡ 0 and b(·) ≡ 0 for obtaining higher regularity of minimizers of
the functional F in (1.9). In this regard we consider the energy density F in (1.9) of type

F (x, y, z) := FG(x, y, z) + a(x)FHa (x, y, z) + b(x)FHb
(x, y, z) (1.15)

for every x ∈ Ω, y ∈ R and z ∈ R
n, where FG(·), FHa(·) and FHb

(·) are continuous functions belonging
to C2(Rn \ {0}) with respect to z-variable and satisfying the following structure assumptions with fixed
constants 0 < ν 6 L:



























|DzFΦ(x, y, z)||z|+ |D2
zzFΦ(x, y, z)||z|2 6 LΦ(|z|),

ν
Φ(|z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

D2
zzFΦ(x, y, z)ξ, ξ

〉

,

|DzFΦ(x1, y, z)−DzFΦ(x2, y, z)||z| 6 Lω(|x1 − x2|)Φ(|z|),

|FΦ(x, y1, z)− FΦ(x, y2, z)| 6 Lω(|y1 − y2|)Φ(|z|)

(1.16)

for every Φ ∈ {G,Ha, Hb}, whenever x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω, y, y1, y2 ∈ R, z ∈ R
n \ {0}, ξ ∈ R

n, here either

ω(t) := min{tµ, 1} with some µ ∈ (0, 1) for all t > 0 (1.17)

or

ω : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) is concave such that ω(0) = 0 and ω(·) 6 1. (1.18)

The structure conditions in (1.16) are satisfied for instance by the model functional

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ υ 7→

ˆ

Ω

f(x, υ)Ψ(x, |Dυ|) dx,

where 0 < ν1 6 f(x, y) 6 L1 for some constants ν1, L1 and for some suitable continuous function f(·)
satisfying the following inequality

|f(x1, y1)− f(x2, y2)| 6 Lω(|x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|)

whenever x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R, where ω is the same as defined in (1.17) or (1.18). We also remark

that those general functionals mentioned above have not been considered in the present literature for the
regularity theory as far as we are concerned, moreover the functionals in (1.9) with structure assumptions
(1.10) and (1.16) is not differentiable with respect to the second variable and so it can not be treated by its
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Euler-Lagrange equation. In order to shorten the notations in this paper, for a given local minimizer u of
the functional F , we shall use a set of various basic parameters which is “data of the problem” depending
on which assumption of (1.12)-(1.14) is considered as follows:

data ≡































n, λ1, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ‖b‖Cωb(Ω) , ω(·), ‖Ψ(x, |Du|)‖L1(Ω) ,

‖u‖L1(Ω) , ωa(1), ωb(1) if (1.12) is considered,

n, λ2, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ‖b‖Cωb(Ω) , ω(·), ‖u‖L∞(Ω) , ωa(1), ωb(1)

if (1.13) is considered,
n, λ3, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ‖b‖Cωb(Ω) , ω(·), [u]0,γ , ωa(1), ωb(1)

if (1.14) is considered,

(1.19)

where λ1, λ2, λ3 are the same numbers as defined in (1.12)-(1.14) and s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb) are indices of
the functions G,Ha, Hb in the sense of Definition 2.1, respectively. For a given local Q-minimizer u of the
functional P , data is understood by the above set of parameters with the constants L, ν having been replaced
by Q in any case of (1.12)-(1.14) into the consideration. With Ω0 ⋐ Ω being a fixed open subset, we also
denote by data(Ω0) the set of parameters in (1.19) together with dist(Ω0, ∂Ω) under one of the assumptions
(1.12)-(1.14):

data(Ω0) ≡ data, dist(Ω0, ∂Ω). (1.20)

Now we are ready to state our main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Maximal regularity). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in

(1.9), under the assumptions (1.10), (1.16) and (1.17). Suppose that ωa(t) = tα and ωb(t) = tβ for some

α, β ∈ (0, 1]. If one of the following assumptions























(1.12),

(1.13),

(1.14) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

= 0

(1.21a)

(1.21b)

(1.21c)

is satisfied, then there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) depending only on n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, α, β and µ such that

Du ∈ C0,θ
loc (Ω).

Theorem 1.2 (Morrey decay). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in (1.9),
under the assumptions (1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). If one of the following assumptions























































(1.12) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ
(

t, G−1(t−n)
)

= 0,

(1.13) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

= 0,

(1.14) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

= 0,

(1.12) with ωa(t) = tα and ωb(t) = tβ for some α, β ∈ (0, 1],

(1.13) with ωa(t) = tα and ωb(t) = tβ for some α, β ∈ (0, 1]

(1.22a)

(1.22b)

(1.22c)

(1.22d)

(1.22e)

is satisfied, then

u ∈ C0,θ
loc (Ω) for every θ ∈ (0, 1). (1.23)

Moreover, for every σ ∈ (0, n), there exists a positive constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0), σ) such that the decay

estimate
ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (1.24)

holds for every concentric balls Bρ ⊂ BR ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 1.
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First of all we note that the gradient Hölder regularity of a local minimizer in Theorem 1.1 is already
optimal in the classical p-Laplace case that G(t) = tp and a(·) ≡ b(·) ≡ 0 [84, 85]. The assumptions in
(1.21a)-(1.21c) are optimal by the counterexamples given in [46, 50], see also [9]. The regularity results
reported here complement in a unified way the main results of [12, 13, 30, 31, 38], where the functions in
(1.3)-(1.5) are considered under the corresponding conditions we have discussed in (1.6a)-(1.6c),(1.7a)-(1.7c)
and (1.8), respectively, and the arguments used in those papers are strongly dependent of the number of
phases along with the Hölder continuity of the coefficient function in the non-linearity. Our approaches
for proving the above theorems are in fact independent of this weakness. The assumptions of the above
theorems lead to showing new instances of Lavrantiev phenomenon [86, 87, 88, 89, 90]. According to the
classical definition, the Lavrentiev gap for the functional F defined in (1.9) under the growth assumption
(1.10) may appear if

inf
v∈v0+W 1,G

0 (B)
F(v,B) < inf

v∈v0+W 1,G
0 (B)∩W

1,Ψ
+
Ω

loc (B)

F(v,B) (1.25)

holds for a ball B ⋐ Ω and a function v0 ∈ W 1,∞(B), where Ψ+
Ω is defined in (2.3) below. That is, local

minimizers of F do not belong to W
1,Ψ+

Ω

loc (B) in general. To see this, let us look at the classical case that
G(t) = tp, Ha(t) = tq, ωa(t) = tα and ωb(·) ≡ 0 for 1 < p < q and α ∈ (0, 1] such that

1 < p < n < n+ α < q. (1.26)

Under classical double phase setting together with (1.26), the results of [30, Theorem 4.1] and [47, Section 3]
provide us the existence of a coefficient function a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) and a boundary datum u0 ∈ W 1,p(B)∩L∞(B)
such that the Lavrentiev phenomenon (1.25) is occurred. In this regard, we show that there is no Lavrentiev
gap for the functional F in (1.9) satisfying the basic structure assumption (1.10) under the one of assumptions
(1.12)2, (1.13)2 and (1.14)2, see Theorem 3.1 below. The approaches we present in this paper lead to avoiding
the use of difference quotient methods employed in [30, 31] for obtaining various regularity properties of
minimizers of the functional P representing the (p, q)-double phase growth. In fact, the difference quotient
techniques can deal with the case that the coefficient functions in the nonlinearity are Hölder continuous.
On the other hand, we are treating the case of not necessarily having Hölder continuous coefficient functions
in the nonlinearity by applying a Harmonic type approximation (see Lemma 6.1 below) for comparing a
homogeneous equation with a limiting equation having the lipschitz regularity property (see Lemma 7.3 and
7.4).

Remark 1.1. We would like to point out, in the same spirit as this paper, the results of Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.2 can be restated and proved for the functional having a finite number of phases with replacing
the function in (1.2) by

Ψ(x, t) := G(t) +

N
∑

i=1

ai(x)Hi(t), m > 1, (1.27)

where G,Hi ∈ N in the sense of the Definition 2.1 and ai(·) ∈ Cωi(Ω) with ωi : [0,∞) → [0,∞) being a
concave function vanishing at the origin for every i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Under this setting we replace the function
in (1.11) by

Λ(s, t) :=

N
∑

i=1

ωi(s)

1 + ωi(s)

Hi(t)

G(t)
for every s, t > 0. (1.28)

The coefficient functions in Theorem 1.1 along with (1.22d) and (1.22e) in Theorem 1.2 are understood by
letting ωi(t) = tαi with some αi ∈ (0, 1] for every i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

The contents in this paper could provide a guideline to deal with a very general class of non-autonomous
functionals whose energy density behaves like

F (x, y, z) ≈ Φ(x, |z|) (1.29)

for Φ being a certain Young function as we shall introduce in Definition 2.1 below. The investigation of such
problems has been a field of interest for research activities over the decades. In fact, a main difficulty lies in
discovering the optimal conditions to be placed on Φ(x, t) with respect to (x, t)-variables. Here we mention
a very recent and interesting paper [60] in which the authors give a reasonable answer to such a question
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by considering a class of functionals of Uhlenbeck type without any a priori assumption on the minimizers
involved. Essensially, the assumption [60, (VA1)] is not comparable with the assumption (1.12)2. Moreover,
the method used in [60] can not be applicable to treat the regularity of minimizers of the functional F in
(1.9) having the solution dependence. Besides the papers mentioned before, there is a rich literature, see for
instance [3, 4, 5, 16, 17, 23, 25, 33, 34, 48, 61, 62, 76, 77, 83] and reference therein. We also refer to a survey
paper [71].

Finally, we close the introduction part with outlining the organization of the paper. In the next section, we
introduce our basic settings and some backgrounds. In Section 3 we shall deal with the absence of Lavrentiev
phenomenon for the functional F under our main assumptions (1.12)2, (1.13)2 and (1.14)2. Section 4 is
devoted to obtaining Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality. In Section 5 we start with showing basic regularity
results of quasi-minimizers of the functional P introduced in (1.1), while in Section 6 we provide a certain
harmonic type approximation fitting in our settings. From Section 7 we start with making the comparison
estimates in order to reach a limiting functional and in Section 8 and Section 9 we prove Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.2. In Section 10 we shall consider a more general class of functionals having the Orlicz double
phase growth. Finally, we shall dealt with our multi-phase problems under some additional integrability
condition of Sobolev type and some relevant optimal condition in Section 11.

2. Notations and preliminaries

2.1. Notations. In what follows we shall always denote by c to mean a generic positive constant, possibly
varying from line to line, while special constants will be denoted by c1, c̄, c∗, cε, and so on. All such constants
will be always not smaller than one; moreover relevant dependencies on parameters will be emphasized using
parentheses, that is, for example c ≡ c(n, s(G), ν, L) means that c depends only on n, s(G), ν, L. We denote
by BR(x0) = {x ∈ R

n : |x − x0| < R} the open ball in R
n centered at x0 ∈ R

n with a radius R > 0. If the
center is clear in the context, we shall omit the center point by writing BR ≡ BR(x0). We shall also denote
B1 ≡ B1(0) ⊂ R

n unless the center is specified. With f : B → R
N (N > 1) being a measurable map for a

measurable subset B ⊂ R
n having finite and positive measure, we denote by

(f)B ≡

 

B

f(x) dx =
1

|B|

ˆ

B

f(x) dx

its integral average over B. For a measurable map f : Ω → R and an open subset B ⊂ Ω with σ : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) being a concave function such that σ(0) = 0, we shall use the notation as

[f ]σ;B := sup
x,y∈B,x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|

σ(|x − y|)
and [f ]σ ≡ [f ]σ;Ω.

We denote by Cσ(Ω) the space of uniformly continuous functions on Ω whose modulus of continuity does
not exceed σ. The space Cσ(Ω) is endowed with the norm defined for a function f by

‖f‖Cσ(Ω) = ‖f‖L∞(Ω) + [f ]σ;Ω.

In particular, if σ(t) = tα for some α ∈ (0, 1], then we denote

[f ]0,α;B := sup
x,y∈B,x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|

|x− y|α
and [f ]0,α ≡ [f ]0,α;Ω.

For a given concave function σ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) vanishing at the origin, we shall use some elementary
properties in the future as

σ(λt) 6 λσ(t) for every λ > 1 and t > 0 (2.1)

and

1

σ(λt)
6

1

σ(t)
+

1

λσ(t)
for every λ, t > 0 unless σ is constant. (2.2)
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Throughout the paper, for any given open subset B ⊂ Ω, we shall also use the notations by

a−(B) := inf
x∈B

a(x), a+(B) := sup
x∈B

a(x),

b−(B) := inf
x∈B

b(x), b+(B) := sup
x∈B

b(x),

Ψ−
B (t) := G(t) + inf

x∈B
a(x)Ha(t) + inf

x∈B
b(x)Hb(t),

Ψ+
B (t) := G(t) + sup

x∈B
a(x)Ha(t) + sup

x∈B
b(x)Hb(t)

(2.3)

for every t > 0.

Definition 2.1. A measurable function Φ : Ω× [0,∞) → [0,∞) is called an Young function if, for any fixed
x ∈ Ω, the function Φ(x, ·) increasing and convex such that

Φ(x, 0) = 0, lim
t→∞

Φ(x, t) = +∞, lim
t→0+

Φ(x, t)

t
= 0 and lim

t→∞

Φ(x, t)

t
= +∞.

We denote by N (Ω) the set of Young functions Φ : Ω × [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that, for any fixed x ∈ Ω,
Φ(x, ·) ∈ C1([0,∞)) ∩ C2((0,∞)) and there exists a constant s(Φ) > 1 with

1

s(Φ)
6

∂2
ttΦ(x, t)t

∂tΦ(x, t)
6 s(Φ) (2.4)

uniformly for all x ∈ Ω and t > 0, where in the future we shall call this number s(Φ) by an index of Φ.
Furthermore, we denote also N to mean the set of Young functions Φ ∈ N (Ω) such that Φ does not depend
on the first variable x.

As a direct consequence of the above definition, for any Φ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Φ) > 1 and any fixed
point x ∈ Ω, we can observe

t2∂2
ttΦ(x, t) ≈ t∂tΦ(x, t) ≈ Φ(x, t) (2.5)

for uniformly all t > 0, where note that all implied constants only depend only on s(Φ). Now we state some
important properties of functions of N (Ω), see [6, 7, 22] for their proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let Φ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Φ) > 1. Then, for any fixed x ∈ Ω, we have

1. Λ
1+ 1

s(Φ)

0 Φ(x, t) 6 Φ(x,Λ0t) 6 Λ
s(Φ)+1
0 Φ(x, t) for any Λ0 > 1 and t > 0.

2. λ
1+s(Φ)
0 Φ(x, t) 6 Φ(x, λ0t) 6 λ

1
s(Φ)

+1

0 Φ(x, t) for any 0 < λ0 6 1 and t > 0.

3. Λ
1

1+s(Φ)

0 Φ−1
t (x, t) 6 Φ−1

t (x,Λ0t) 6 Λ
s(Φ)

1+s(Φ)

0 Φ−1
t (x, t) for any Λ0 > 1 and t > 0.

4. λ
s(Φ)

1+s(Φ)

0 Φ−1
t (x, t) 6 Φ−1

t (x, λ0t) 6 λ
1

1+s(Φ)

0 Φ−1
t (x, t) for any 0 < λ0 6 1 and t > 0.

In the above lemma, for a fixed point x ∈ Ω, Φ−1
t (x, t) is understood by the inverse function of Φ(x, t)

with respect to t-variable.

Remark 2.1. For a given Φ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Φ) > 1, we notice useful but direct consequences of
Lemma 2.1 as

Φ(x, t+ s) 6 Φ(x, 2t) + Φ(x, 2s) 6 21+s(Φ) (Φ(x, t) + Φ(x, s)) (2.6)

for every x ∈ Ω and t, s > 0. Furthermore, for any fixed x ∈ Ω, we have

∂tΦ(x, t) 6 (1 + s(Φ))
Φ(x, t)

t
6 (1 + s(Φ))[Φ(x, 1)]

s(Φ)
1+s(Φ) [Φ(x, t)]

1
1+s(Φ) for every 0 6 t 6 1

and

∂tΦ(x, t) 6 (1 + s(Φ))
Φ(x, t)

t
6 (1 + s(Φ))[Φ(x, 1)]

1
1+s(Φ) [Φ(x, t)]

s(Φ)
1+s(Φ) for every t > 1.

Putting together the last two inequalities, we have the following very useful inequality which will be applied
in the future

Φ(x, t)

t
≈ ∂tΦ(x, t) 6 (1 + s(Φ))

(

[Φ(x, 1)]
s(Φ)

1+s(Φ) [Φ(x, t)]
1

1+s(Φ) + [Φ(x, 1)]
1

1+s(Φ) [Φ(x, t)]
s(Φ)

1+s(Φ)

)

(2.7)

for every x ∈ Ω and t > 0.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Φ, Φ̃ ∈ N (Ω) with indices s(Φ), s(Φ̃) > 1. Then,

1. For any non-negative real numbers a, b satisfying a + b > 0, aΦ + bΦ̃ ∈ N (Ω) with s(aΦ + bΦ̃) =

s(Φ) + s(Φ̃) and ΦΦ̃ ∈ N (Ω) with s(ΦΦ̃) = 4s(Φ)s(Φ̃)(s(Φ) + s(Φ̃)).
2. For any number m > 1, Φm ∈ N (Ω) with s(Φm) = s(Φ) + (m− 1)(s(Φ) + 1).
3. For any number µ > 0, Φµ(x, t) := tµΦ(x, t) ∈ N (Ω) with s(Φµ) = µ+ 3[s(Φ)]2.
4. There exists θ0 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on s(Φ) such that Φθ ∈ N (Ω) for every θ ∈ (θ0, 1] with s(Φθ)

depending only on s(Φ) and θ.

Lemma 2.3. Let Φ ∈ N with an index s(Φ) > 1. Then t 7→ Φ
(

t
1

s(Φ)+1

)

is a concave function.

Lemma 2.4. Let Φ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Φ) > 1. Then there exists a positive constant c ≡ c(s(Φ)) such
that

s1∂tΦ(x, s2) + s2∂tΦ(x, s1) 6 εΦ(x, s1) +
c

εs(Φ)
Φ(x, s2)

holds for all s1, s2 > 0 and 0 < ε 6 1.

Remark 2.2. We note that Ψ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Ψ) = s(G)+s(Ha)+s(Hb) by Lemma 2.2. In particular,
for every open subset B ⊂ Ω, it holds that Ψ+

B ,Ψ
−
B ∈ N with indices s

(

Ψ+
B

)

= s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb) and

s
(

Ψ−
B

)

= s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb).

For a given Young function Φ ∈ N (Ω) with an index s(Φ) > 1, we define the vector field VΦ : Ω×R
n\{0} →

R
n as follows

VΦ(x, z) :=

[

∂tΦ(x, |z|)

|z|

]
1
2

z. (2.8)

Furthermore, we shall often use the following inequalities that

1
ˆ

0

Φ(x, |θz1 + (1 − θ)z2|)

|θz1 + (1− θ)z2|2
dθ ≈

Φ(x, |z1|+ |z2|)

(|z1|+ |z2|)2
, (2.9)

|VΦ(x, z1)− VΦ(x, z2)|
2 ≈ ∂2

ttΦ(x, |z1|+ |z2|)|z1 − z2|
2 ≈

∂tΦ(x, |z1|+ |z2|)

|z1|+ |z2|
|z1 − z2|

2, (2.10)

Φ(x, |z1 − z2|) . Φ(x, |z1|+ |z2|)
|z1 − z2|

|z1|+ |z2|
(2.11)

and

〈

∂tΦ(x, |z1|)
z1
|z1|

− ∂tΦ(x, |z2|)
z2
|z2|

, z1 − z2

〉

≈ |VΦ(x, z1)− VΦ(x, z2)|
2 (2.12)

hold true, whenever x ∈ Ω and z1, z2 ∈ R
n \ {0}, where all implied constants in (2.9)-(2.12) depend on n

and s(Φ) (see [41] for further discussions). Moreover, we have the following useful inequality

|VΦ(x, z2)− VΦ(x, z1)|
2 .

1
ˆ

0

|VΦ(x, θz2 + (1 − θ)z1)− VΦ(x, z1)|
2 dθ

θ
(∀x ∈ Ω), (2.13)
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which follows from the following estimates that

1
ˆ

0

|VΦ(x, θz2 + (1− θ)z1)− VΦ(x, z1)|
2 dθ

θ

(2.10)

&

1
ˆ

0

Φ(x, |θz2 + (1 − θ)z1|+ |z1|)

(|θz2 + (1− θ)z1|+ |z1|)2
θ|z2 − z1|

2 dθ

&
|z2 − z1|2

(|z2|+ |z1|)2

1
ˆ

0

Φ(x, |θz2 + (1− θ)z1|+ |z1|)θ dθ

&
|z2 − z1|2

(|z2|+ |z1|)2
Φ



x,

1
ˆ

0

(|θz2 + (1− θ)z1|+ |z1|)θ dθ





&
|z2 − z1|2

(|z2|+ |z1|)2
Φ (x, |z2|+ |z1|)

(2.10)
≈ |VΦ(x, z2)− VΦ(x, z1)|

2

hold with having all implied constants in the above display depending on n and s(Φ), whenever x ∈ Ω and
z1, z2 ∈ R

n \ {0}, where in the third inequality of the last display we have applied Jensen’s inequality to the
convex function Φ(x, ·) with respect to measure θ dθ.

Moreover, the maps introduced in (2.8) are very convenient to formulate the monotonicity properties
of the vector field DzF (x, y, z) with respect to the gradient variable z and some growth properties of the
integrand F defined in (1.9).

Lemma 2.5. Let F : Ω × R × R
n → R be a function defined in (1.15) satisfying (1.10) and (1.16).Then

there exist positive constants c1, c2 ≡ c1, c2(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν) and c3 ≡ c3(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), L)
such that the following inequalities

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa(z2)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(z1)− VHb

(z2)|
2

6 c1 〈DzF (x, y, z1)−DzF (x, y, z2), z1 − z2〉 ,
(2.14)

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2+a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa(z2)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(z1)− VHb

(z2)|
2

+ c2 〈DzF (x, y, z1), z2 − z1〉 6 c2[F (x, y, z2)− F (x, y, z1)]
(2.15)

and

|F (x1, y, z)− F (x2, y, z)|

6 c3ω(|x1 − x2|) [G(|z|) + min{a(x1), a(x2)}Ha(|z|) + min{b(x1), b(x2)}Hb(|z|)]

+ c3|a(x1)− a(x2)|Ha(|z|) + c3|b(x1)− b(x2)|Hb(|z|)

(2.16)

hold true, whenever z, z1, z2 ∈ R
n \ {0}, x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and y ∈ R.

Proof. It follows from (1.16)2 that

〈DzF (x, y, z1)−DzF (x, y, z2), z1 − z2〉 =

1
ˆ

0

〈

D2
zzF (x, y, θz1 + (1− θ)z2)[z1 − z2], z1 − z2

〉

dθ

> ν

1
ˆ

0

Ψ(x, θz1 + (1− θ)z2)

|θz1 + (1− θ)z2|2
|z1 − z2|

2 dθ

> c
(

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa(z2)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(z1)− VHb

(z2)|
2
)

,
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where in the last inequality of the last display we have used (2.9) and (2.10). Then (2.14) follows. The
inequality (2.15) follows from the following observation that

[F (x, y, z2)− F (x, y, z1)]− 〈DzF (x, y, z1), z2 − z1〉

=

1
ˆ

0

〈DzF (x, y, θz2 + (1− θ)z1)−DzF (x, y, z1), z2 − z1〉 dθ

(2.14)

> c

1
ˆ

0

1

θ

(

|VG(θz2 + (1− θ)z1)− VG(z1)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (θz2 + (1− θ)z1)− VHa (z1)|

2
)

dθ

+

1
ˆ

0

b(x)

θ
|VHb

(θz2 + (1− θ)z1)− VHb
(z1)|

2 dθ

(2.13)

> c|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa (z2)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(z1)− VHb

(z2)|
2.

Since F (x, y, 0) = 0 for every x ∈ Ω and y ∈ R, using (1.15), we have

|F (x1, y, z)− F (x2, y, z)| = |(F (x1, y, z)− F (x1, y, 0))− (F (x2, y, z)− F (x2, y, 0))|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
ˆ

0

〈DzF (x1, y, θz), z〉 dθ −

1
ˆ

0

〈DzF (x2, y, θz), z〉 dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

1
ˆ

0

|DzF (x1, y, θz)−DzF (x2, y, θz)| |z|dθ

6

1
ˆ

0

|DzFG(x1, y, θz)−DzFG(x2, y, θz)| |z| dθ

+

1
ˆ

0

|a(x1)DzFHa(x1, y, θz)− a(x2)DzFHa(x2, y, θz)| |z| dθ

+

1
ˆ

0

|b(x1)DzFHb
(x1, y, θz)− b(x2)DzFHb

(x2, y, θz)| |z| dθ.

Without loss of generality, we can assume a(x2) 6 a(x1) and b(x2) 6 b(x1). Then using the structure
assumption (1.16), we find

1
ˆ

0

|a(x1)DzFHa(x1, y, θz)− a(x2)DzFHa (x2, y, θz)| |z| dθ

6 L|a(x1)− a(x2)|

1
ˆ

0

Ha(θ|z|)

θ
dθ + a(x2)ω(|x1 − x2|)

1
ˆ

0

Ha(θ|z|)

θ
dθ

6 ca(x2)Ha(|z|) + cω(|x1 − x2|)Ha(|z|)

for some constant c ≡ c(s(Ha), L). Similarly, we get

1
ˆ

0

|b(x1)DzFHb
(x1, y, θz)− b(x2)DzFHb

(x2, y, θz)| |z| dθ

6 cb(x2)Hb(|z|) + cω(|x1 − x2|)Hb(|z|),

where the validity of the last display is ensured by (1.16)3. Combining the last three displays, (2.16)
follows. �
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2.2. Musielak-Orlicz and Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. We now introduce the Musielak-Orlicz
spaces (generalized Orlicz spaces), which generalize the Orlicz spaces. Let Φ : Ω × [0,∞) → [0,∞) be an
Young function. Here we present some definitions and properties associated to Young functions.

Definition 2.2. Let Φ be a Young function.

(1) Φ is said to satisfy the ∆2-condition, denoted by Φ ∈ ∆2, if there exists a positive number ∆2(Φ)
such that Φ(x, 2t) 6 ∆2(Φ)Φ(x, t) for all x ∈ Ω and t > 0.

(2) Φ is said to satisfy the ∇2-condition, denoted by Φ ∈ ∇2, if there exists a positive number ∇2(Φ) > 1
such that Φ(x,∇2(Φ) t) > 2∇2(Φ)Φ(x, t) for all x ∈ Ω and t ≥ 0.

(3) We write Φ ∈ ∆2 ∩ ∇2 if Φ ∈ ∆2 and Φ ∈ ∇2.

For a given Young function Φ, we define the complementary function Φ∗ of Φ by, for each x ∈ Ω and
t > 0,

Φ∗(x, t) = sup{st− Φ(x, s) : s ≥ 0}.

Then Φ∗ satisfies all the conditions to be a Young function. One can see that (Φ∗)∗ = Φ and that Φ ∈ ∇2

if and only if Φ∗ ∈ ∆2 with 2∇2(Φ) = ∆2(Φ
∗).

For an Young function Φ, the Musielak-Orlicz classKΦ(Ω;RN ), N > 1, consists of all measurable functions
v : Ω → R

N satisfying
ˆ

Ω

Φ(x, |v(x)|) dx < +∞.

The Musielak-Orlicz space LΦ(Ω;RN ) is the vector space generated by KΦ(Ω;RN ). If Φ ∈ ∆2, then
KΦ(Ω;RN ) = LΦ(Ω;RN ) and this space is a Banach space under the Luxemburg norm

‖v‖LΦ(Ω;RN ) = inf







σ > 0 :

ˆ

Ω

Φ

(

x,
|v(x)|

σ

)

dx ≤ 1







.

The Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space W 1,Φ(Ω;RN ) is the function space of all measurable functions v ∈
LΦ(Ω;RN ) such that its distributional gradient vector Dv belongs to LΦ(Ω;RNn). For v ∈ W 1,Φ(Ω;RN ),
we define its norm to be

‖v‖W 1,Φ(Ω;RN ) = ‖v‖LΦ(Ω;RN ) + ‖Dv‖LΦ(Ω;RNn) .

The space W 1,Φ
0 (Ω;RN ) is defined as the closure of C∞

0 (Ω;RN ) in W 1,Φ(Ω;RN ). For N = 1, we simply write
LΦ(Ω) := LΦ(Ω;R) and W 1,Φ(Ω) := W 1,Φ(Ω;R). For a detailed discussion of the Musielak-Orlicz spaces
and the associated Sobolev spaces, we refer the reader to [2, 15, 29, 40, 55, 56, 72, 79, 82] and references
therein.

We end up this preliminary section with presenting some standard technical lemmas which will be applied
later, see for instance [53, 54, 63].

Lemma 2.6. Let h : [ρ1, ρ2] → R be a non-negative and bounded function, and θ ∈ (0, 1), A0 > 0, γ0 > 0.
Assume that

h(t) 6 θh(s) +
A0

(s− t)γ0

holds for ρ1 6 t < s 6 ρ2. Then there is a constant c ≡ c(θ, γ0) satisfying the following inequality:

h(ρ0) 6
cA0

(ρ1 − ρ0)γ0
.

Lemma 2.7. Let {Yi}∞i=0 be a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfying the following recursive inequalities

Yi+1 6 CbiY 1+τ0
i

with some fixed positive constant C, b > 1 and τ0 > 0 for every i = 0, 1, 2, . . .. If

Y0 6 C
− 1

τ0 b
− 1

τ2
0 ,

then Yi → 0 as i → ∞.
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Lemma 2.8. Let v ∈ W 1,1(Bρ) for some ball Bρ ⊂ R
n. Then there exists c ≡ c(n) such that

(l − k)|Bρ ∩ {v > l}|1−
1
n 6

c|Bρ|

|Bρ \ {v > k}|

ˆ

Bρ∩{k<v6l}

|Dv| dx

holds, whenever l and k are real numbers with l > k.

3. Absence of Lavrentiev phenomenon

Here we deal with the absence of Lavrantiev phenomenon under the assumptions introduced in (1.12)2,
(1.13)2 and (1.14)2. The following theorem widely covers the results of [30, Theorem 4.1], [31, Proposition
3.6], [22, Theorem 3.1], [13, Theorem 4], [6, Theorem 4.1] and [7, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.1. Let P be the functional defined in (1.1) with the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and

b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for the functions ωa, ωb being concave and vanishing at 0.

1. If the condition (1.12)2 is satisfied, then for any function v ∈ W 1,Ψ
loc (Ω) and ball BR ≡ BR(x0) ⋐

B̃ ⋐ Ω with P(v, B̃) < ∞, there exists a sequence of functions {vk}∞k=1 ⊂ W 1,∞(BR) such that

vk → v in W 1,G(BR) and P(vk, BR) → P(v,BR). (3.1)

2. If the condition (1.13)2 is satisfied, then for any function v ∈ W 1,Ψ
loc (Ω) ∩ L∞

loc(Ω) and ball BR ≡

BR(x0) ⋐ B̃ ⋐ Ω with P(v, B̃) < ∞, there exists a sequence of functions {vk}∞k=1 ⊂ W 1,∞(BR) such
that

vk → v in W 1,G(BR), P(vk, BR) → P(v,BR) and lim sup
k→∞

‖vk‖L∞(BR) 6 ‖v‖L∞(BR) . (3.2)

3. Let v ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) ∈ C0,γ(Ω) with some γ ∈ (0, 1) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P
under the assumption (1.14)2. Then, for every ball BR ⋐ Ω, there exists a sequence of functions

{vk}∞k=1 ⊂ W 1,∞(BR) such that

vk → v in W 1,G(BR) and P(vk, BR) → P(v,BR). (3.3)

Proof. Essentially, the proof for the first two parts is similar to the one of [22, Theorem 3.1]. Since our
assumptions are weaker than the assumptions considered there, we provide the detailed proof in any case.
First we fix ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that BR ⋐ BR+ε0 ⋐ B̃ ⋐ Ω. Let ρ ∈ C∞

0 (B1) be a non-negative standard
mollifier with

´

Rn

ρ dx = 1. Then we set ρε(x) :=
1
εn ρ

(

x
ε

)

for x ∈ Bε with 0 < ε < ε0. Clearly ρε ∈ C∞
0 (Bε),

´

Rn

ρε dx = 1, 0 6 ρε 6 c(n)ε−n and |Dρε| 6 c(n)ε−(n+1). For every 0 < ε < ε0/2, we consider the following

functions:

vε(x) := (v ∗ ρε)(x), aε(x) := inf
y∈B2ε(x)

a(y), bε(x) := inf
y∈B2ε(x)

b(y) (3.4)

and

Ψε(x, t) := G(t) + aε(x)Ha(t) + bε(x)Hb(t) (3.5)

for every x ∈ BR and t > 0.

1. By Jensen’s inequality, for a fixed x ∈ BR, we have

G(|Dvε(x)|) = G (|(Dv ∗ ρε)(x)|) 6

ˆ

Rn

G(|Dv(x − y)|)ρε(y) dy 6 cε−n.

It follows from (1.12)2 and the last display that

Ha(|Dvε(x)|) =

(

Ha ◦G−1
)

(G(|Dvε(x)|))

G(|Dvε(x)|)
G(|Dvε(x)|)

6 λ1

(

1 +
[

ωa

(

[G(|Dvε(x)|)]
− 1

n

)]−1
)

G(|Dvε(x)|)

6 c
(

1 + [ωa(ε)]
−1
)

G(|Dvε(x)|) 6 c
(

1 + [ωa(ε)]
−1
)

Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|).

(3.6)
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Similarly as above, we have

Hb(|Dvε(x)|) 6 c
(

1 + [ωb(ε)]
−1
)

Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|). (3.7)

2. Since v is locally bounded in Ω, we have

|Dvε(x)| = |(v ∗Dρε)(x)| 6

ˆ

Rn

|v(x − y)||Dρε(y)| dy 6 c(n) ‖v‖L∞(B̃) ε
−1.

Then the assumption (1.13)2 and the last display imply

Ha(|Dvε(x)|) =
Ha(|Dvε(x)|)

G(|Dvε(x)|)
G(|Dvε(x)|) 6 λ2

(

1 +
[

ωa

(

|Dvε(x)|
−1
)]−1

)

G(|Dvε(x)|)

6 c
(

1 + [ωa(ε)]
−1
)

G(|Dvε(x)|) 6 c
(

1 + [ωa(ε)]
−1
)

Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|)

(3.8)

with some constant c ≡ c
(

n, λ2, ‖v‖L∞(B̃)

)

for every x ∈ BR. Arguing in the same way, for every

x ∈ BR, we have

Hb(|Dvε(x)|) 6 c
(

1 + [ωb(ε)]
−1
)

Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|). (3.9)

Using the continuity of the coefficient functions a(·) and b(·) and recalling the very definition of Ψε in (3.6),
for every x ∈ BR, we have

Ψ(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6 Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) + |a(x) − aε(x)|Ha(|Dfε(x)|) + |b(x)− bε(x)|Hb(|Dfε(x)|)

6 Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) + 4[a]ωaωa(ε)Ha(|Dvε(x)|) + 4[b]ωb
ωb(ε)Hb(|Dvε(x)|).

(3.10)

Therefore, taking into account (3.6)-(3.7) when the first case comes into play, and (3.8)-(3.9) when the second
case is considered, in any case, it follows from (3.10) that

Ψ(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6 cΨε(x, |Dvε(x)|) + cωa(ε)(1 + [ωa(ε)]
−1)Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|)

cωb(ε)(1 + [ωb(ε)]
−1)Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6 cΨε(x, |Dvε(x)|)

(3.11)

for some constant c being independent of ε. Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality, we get

Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6

ˆ

Bε(x)

Ψε(x, |Dv(y)|)ρε(x− y) dy 6

ˆ

Bε(x)

Ψ(y, |Dv(y)|)ρε(x− y) dy

= [Ψ(·, |Dv(·)|) ∗ ρε](x) =: [Ψ(·, |Dv(·)|]ε(x).

(3.12)

Hence, in any case, using (3.11)-(3.12), we conclude that

Ψ(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6 c[Ψ(·, |Dv(·)|)]ε(x) (3.13)

holds every x ∈ BR with a constant c independent of ε. Since [Ψ(·, |Dv(·)|)]ε → Ψ(·, |Dv(·)|) strongly in
L1(BR), we are able to apply the general Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem of [78, Theorem 19] to

obtain a sequence of functions {vk} := {vεk} ⊂ C∞
0 (B̃) satisfying (3.1) for the first case and (3.2)1,2 for the

second case with some suitable choice of εk → 0. Clearly, the assertion (3.2)3 comes from the very definition
of mollification of v defined in (3.4).

3. Now we turn our attention to proving the last part of the theorem. Applying a Caccioppoli type
inequality of Lemma 5.2 under the assumption (1.14)2 below, we see that

 

Bε(x)

Ψε(x, |Dv(z)|) dz 6 c

 

B2ε(x)

Ψε

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v(z)− (v)B2ε(x)

ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dz (3.14)
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for a constant c independent of ε. Therefore, by the very definition of the convolution, the fact that
Ψε(x, ·) is convex for any fixed x ∈ BR and (3.14), we have

|Dvε(x)| 6 c (Ψε(x, ·))
−1
t ◦Ψε






x,

 

Bε(x)

|Dv(z)| dz







6 c (Ψε(x, ·))
−1
t







 

Bε(x)

Ψε(x, |Dv(z)|) dz







6 c (Ψε(x, ·))
−1
t







 

B2ε(x)

Ψε

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v(z)− (v)B2ε(x)

ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dz






6 cεγ−1

(3.15)

with some constant c independent of ε, whenever x ∈ BR and ε ∈ (0, ε0/4), where we have also
used the assumption v ∈ C0,γ(Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1) and Lemma 2.1 together with Remark 2.2.
Recalling the definition of Ψε in (3.5), using the modulus of continuity of functions a(·), b(·) and the
assumption (1.14)2, for every x ∈ BR, we estimate

Ψ(x, |Dvε(x)|) 6 Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) + |aε(x) − a(x)|Ha(|Dvε(x)|) + |bε(x)− b(x)|Hb(|Dvε(x)|)

6 Ψε(x, |Dvε(x)|) + cωa(ε)

(

1 +
[

ωa

(

|Dvε(x)|
− 1

1−γ

)]−1
)

G(|Dvε(x)|)

+ cωb(ε)

(

1 +
[

ωb

(

|Dvε(x)|
− 1

1−γ

)]−1
)

G(|Dvε(x)|)

6 cΨε(x, |Dvε(x)|)

for a constant c independent of ε, where we have also used (3.15). Then arguing in the same way as
in (3.12)-(3.13), we find a sequence of functions {vk}∞k=1 ⊂ W 1,∞(BR) satisfying (3.3). The proof is
now finished.

�

4. Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities

In the present section we provide a Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality for functions v ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) with
some ball BR ⊂ Ω, which is one of key points for further investigations. For this, first we give a Sobolev-
Poincaré type inequality for functions of W 1,Φ(BR) with Φ ∈ N and a ball BR ⊂ R

n.

Lemma 4.1. Let Φ ∈ N with an index s(Φ) > 1. For any d0 ∈ [1, n
n−1 ), there exists θ ≡ θ(n, s(Φ), d0) ∈

(0, 1) such that





 

BR

[

Φ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d0

dx





1
d0

6 c





 

BR

[Φ(|Dv|)]θ dx





1
θ

(4.1)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Φ), d0), whenever v ∈ W 1,Φ(BR) and BR ⊂ R
n is a ball. Moreover, the

above estimate still holds with v − (v)BR replaced by v if v ∈ W 1,Φ
0 (BR).

Proof. First note by Lemma 2.24 that there exists θ ≡ θ(n, s(Φ), d0) ∈
(

(n−1)d0

n , 1
)

such that Φθ ∈ N with

an index s(Φθ) depending on n, s(Φ), d0. Therefore, the following classical formula

|v(x) − (v)BR | 6 c(n)

ˆ

BR

|Dv(y)|

|x− y|n−1
dy (4.2)

holds for a.e x ∈ BR, see for instance [54, Lemma 7.14]. Letting E :=

 

BR

Φθ(|Dv|) dx, one can assume that

E > 0, otherwise v is constant on BR and the inequality (4.1) is trivial. Using (4.2), the fact that Φ is
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increasing and Lemma 2.1, we have

I :=

 

BR

[

Φ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d0

dx 6 c

 

BR



Φ





ˆ

BR

|Dv(y)|

R|x− y|n−1
dy









d0

dx

with c ≡ c(n, s(Φ), d0). Since
´

BR

1
R|x−y|n−1 dy < c(n), where this constant is independent of x ∈ BR and a ball

BR, we apply Jensen’s inequality to the convex function Φθ with respect to the measure R−1|x− y|−(n−1) dy
to obtain

I 6 c

 

BR





ˆ

BR

[Φ(|Dv(y)|)]θ

R|x− y|n−1
dy





d0
θ

dx = cR
(n−1)d0

θ E
d0
θ

 

BR





 

BR

[Φ(|Dv(y)|)]θ

|x− y|n−1
E−1 dy





d0
θ

dx

6 cR
(n−1)d0

θ E
d0
θ

 

BR

 

BR

[Φ(|Dv(y)|)]θ

|x− y|
(n−1)d0

θ

E−1 dy dx,

(4.3)

where in the last estimate we have applied again Jensen’s inequality to the convex function t 7→ t
d0
θ with

respect to the probability measure E−1Φθ(|Dv(y)|) dy. We observe that
 

BR

1

|x− y|
(n−1)d0

θ

dx 6
1

|BR|

ˆ

B2R(y)

1

|x− y|
(n−1)d0

θ

dx 6 c(n, s(Φ), d)R−
(n−1)d0

θ ,

which is possible since (n−1)d0

θ < n. Inserting the last estimate into (4.3), the inequality (4.1) follows. Finally,

if we replace v − (v)BR by v if v ∈ W 1,Φ
0 (BR), then the estimate (4.1) still holds true since the following

classical formula

|v(x)| 6 c(n)

ˆ

BR

|Dv(y)|

|x− y|n−1
dy

is valid for a.e x ∈ BR, whenever v ∈ W 1,1
0 (BR), see for instance [54, Lemma 7.14]. �

Theorem 4.1. Let v ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) for a ball BR ⊂ Ω with R 6 1 under a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈

Cωb(Ω). Then, for any d ∈
[

1, n2

n2−1

)

, there exist constants θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), d) ∈ (0, 1) and

c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), d) such that the following Sobolev-Poincaré-type inequality holds:





 

BR

[

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 cλsp





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Dv|)]θ dx





1
θ

, (4.4)

where

λsp =



















































1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1





ˆ

BR

G(|Dv|) dx





1
n






if v ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) with (1.12)2.

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)
(

λ2 + λ2 ‖v‖L∞(BR)

)

if v ∈ L∞(BR) with (1.13)2.

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)

(

λ3 + λ3

[

R−γ osc
BR

v

]
1

1−γ

)

if v ∈ C0,γ(BR) with (1.14)2.

(4.5a)

(4.5b)

(4.5c)

Moreover, the above estimate (4.4) is still valid with v − (v)BR replaced by v depending on which one of

(4.5a)-(4.5c) comes into play if v ∈ W 1,Ψ
0 (BR).

Proof. The above theorem widely covers the results of [6, Theorem 4.2], [7, Theorem 32.] and also the results
of [30, Theorem 1.6], which is a special case when G(t) = tp, H(t) = tq, ωa(t) = tα and ωb(·) ≡ 0 for some
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constants 1 < p 6 q and α ∈ (0, 1]. Then using the continuity of the coefficient functions a(·) and b(·), we
find

I :=





 

BR

[

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 18[a]ωaωa(R)





 

BR

[

Ha

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 18[b]ωb
ωb(R)





 

BR

[

Hb

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 9





 

BR

[

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

=: 18[a]ωaI1 + 18[b]ωb
I2 + 9I3,

(4.6)

where we have used the following elementary inequality

(t1 + t2 + t3)
d 6 3d

(

td1 + td2 + td3
)

(∀t1, t2, t3 > 0).

We now estimate the terms Ii with i ∈ {1, 2, 3} in (4.6) depending on which one of (1.12)2, (1.13)2 and
(1.14)2 is under consideration. In turn, using (1.12)2 and (2.2), we see

I1 = ωa(R)







 

BR





(

Ha ◦G−1
)

(

G
(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

))

G
(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

) G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ1ωa(R)







 

BR







1 +

[

ωa

(

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]− 1
n

)]−1


G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ1ωa(R)





 

BR

[(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

R

ωa(R)

(

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

))
1
n

])

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

]d

dx





1
d

6 9λ1(1 + ωa(1))





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 9λ1R





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)](1+ 1
n )d

dx





1
d

,

(4.7)

where we have used also that ωa(·) is non decreasing and R 6 1. In the same way, we have

I2 6 9λ1(1 + ωb(1))





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 9λ1R





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)](1+ 1
n)d

dx





1
d

.

(4.8)
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Adding the estimates coming from the last two displays and applying Lemma 4.1 with Φ ≡ G for d0 ≡ d
and d0 ≡

(

1 + 1
n

)

d < n
n−1 , there exists θ1 ≡ θ1(n, s(G), d) ∈ (0, 1) such that

I1 + I2 6 cλ1





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ cλ1R





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)](1+ 1
n)d

dx





1
d

6 cλ1





 

BR

[G(|Dv|)]θ1 dx





1
θ1

+ cλ1R





 

BR

[G(|Dv|)]θ1 dx





(1+ 1
n )

1
θ1

6 cλ1






1 +





ˆ

BR

G(|Dv|) dx





1
n











 

BR

Gθ1(|Dv|) dx





1
θ1

(4.9)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), ωa(1), ωb(1), d), where in the last inequality of the above display we have
used Hölder’s inequality. Since Ψ−

BR
∈ N with an index s(Ψ) = s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb) by Remark 2.2, we

are able to apply Lemma 4.1 with Φ ≡ Ψ−
BR

for d0 ≡ d. In turn, there exists θ2 ≡ θ2(n, s(Ψ), d) such that

I3 6 c





 

BR

[

Ψ−
BR

(|Dv|)
]θ2

dx





1
θ2

(4.10)

with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ), d). Inserting the estimates obtained in (4.9)-(4.10) into (4.6), recalling the
very definition of Ψ−

BR
in (2.3) and setting θ := max{θ1, θ2}, we arrive at (4.5a). Now we turn our attention

to proving (4.5b). For this, we estimate the terms Ii for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} for v ∈ L∞(BR) under the assumption
(1.13)2. In turn, using (2.2) and the assumption (1.13)2, we see

I1 = ωa(R)







 

BR





Ha

(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

)

G
(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

) G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ2ωa(R)







 

BR







1 +

[

ωa

(

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)−1
)]−1



G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ2ωa(R)





 

BR

[(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

|v − (v)BR |

ωa(R)

])

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 2λ2

(

1 + ωa(1) + ‖v‖L∞(BR)

)





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

.

(4.11)

In a similar way, one can see

I2 6 2λ2

(

1 + ωb(1) + ‖v‖L∞(BR)

)





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

. (4.12)

Adding the estimates in (4.11)-(4.12) and applying Lemma 4.1 with Φ ≡ G for d0 ≡ d, there exists an
exponent θ1 ≡ θ1(n, s(G), d) ∈ (0, 1) such that

I1 + I2 6 cλ2

(

1 + ‖v‖L∞(BR)

)





 

BR

[G(|Dv|)]θ1 dx





1
θ1

(4.13)
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for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), ωa(1), ωb(1), d). This estimate together with (4.10) and the very definition
of Ψ−

BR
in (2.3), we find (4.5b). It remains to prove (4.5c). Essentially, it can proved in a similar manner we

have shown in (4.11)-(4.12). So using the assumption (1.14)2 and again (2.2), we see

I1 = ωa(R)







 

BR





Ha

(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

)

G
(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

) G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ3ωa(R)







 

BR







1 +

[

ωa

(

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)− 1
1−γ

)]−1


G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ3ωa(R)





 

BR

[(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

R
−γ
1−γ

ωa(R)
|v − (v)BR |

1
1−γ

])

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

]d

dx





1
d

6 2λ3

(

1 + ωa(1) +

[

R−γ osc
BR

v

]
1

1−γ

)





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

.

(4.14)

By arguing in the same way, we see

I1 + I2 6 cλ3

(

1 +

[

R−γ osc
BR

v

]
1

1−γ

)





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

. (4.15)

for some constant c ≡ c(s(G), ωa(1), ωb(1)). Finally, this estimate together with (4.10) leads to (4.5c). The
proof is complete. �

Remark 4.1. We here remark that choosing d ≡ 1 in a Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality of Theorem 4.1,
there exist an exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) such that

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 cλsp





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Dv|)]θ dx





1
θ

, (4.16)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1)) where

λsp =



















































1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1





ˆ

BR

G(|Dv|) dx





1
n






if v ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) with (1.12)2.

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)
(

λ2 + λ2 ‖v‖L∞(BR)

)

if v ∈ L∞(BR) with (1.13)2.

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)

(

λ3 + λ3

[

R−γ osc
BR

v

]
1

1−γ

)

if v ∈ C0,γ(BR) with (1.14)2.

(4.17a)

(4.17b)

(4.17c)

5. Basic regularity results

We start this section by stating the following Caccioppoli inequality which is a fundamental result for the
further investigations. In what follows let Q = L/ν for the convenience in the future but in general it could
be any number larger than one.

Lemma 5.1 (Caccioppoli Inequality). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined

in (1.1) with 0 6 a(·), b(·) ∈ L∞(Ω). Then there exists a positive constant c ≡ c(s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), Q) such
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that the following Caccioppoli inequality

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |D(u− k)±|) dx 6 c

ˆ

BR

Ψ

(

x,
(u− k)±
R− ρ

)

dx (5.1)

holds, whenever Bρ ⋐ BR ⊂ Ω are concentric balls and k ∈ R.

Proof. The proof is elementary as done for [22, Lemma 4.6]. The only difference lies in that we have an
additional one phase. But the inequality (5.1) is still valid since Hb ∈ N with an index s(Hb) > 1. �

Remark 5.1. As a direct consequence of Lemma 5.1, with u ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) being a local Q-minimizer of
the functional P defined in (1.1) under the assumptions of Lemma 5.1, there exists a positive constant
c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), Q) such that

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

holds, whenever BR ⊂ Ω is a ball.

5.1. Local boundedness. Now we focus on local boundedness of a local Q-minimizer u of the functional
P defined in (1.1) with obtaining precise estimates under the assumption (1.12)2.

Theorem 5.1. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the

assumption (1.12). Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(data) such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

(u− (u)BR)±
R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(BR/2)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

(u− (u)BR)±
R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (5.2)

and

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x1)− u(x2)

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx for a.e x1, x2 ∈ BR/2, (5.3)

whenever BR ≡ BR(x0) ⊂ Ω is a ball with R 6 1. In particular, u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω).

Proof. Let us consider the following scaling:

ū(x) :=
u(x0 +Rx)− (u)BR

R
, ā(x) := a(x0 +Rx), b̄(x) := b(x0 +Rx),

Ψ̄(x, t) := G(t) + ā(x)H(t) + b̄(x)H(t),

Ā(k, s) := Bs(0) ∩ {ū > k} and B̄(k, s) := Bs(0) ∩ {ū < k}

(5.4)

for every x ∈ B1(0), t > 0, s ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ R. The rest of the proof falls in 3 steps.
Step 1: Sobolev-Poincaré inequality under the scaling. Before going on further, let us consider a

Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality under the new scaling introduced in (5.4). So we prove that there exists a
positive exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, |f |) dx 6 ck̄sp





ˆ

B1

[Ψ̄(x, |Df |)]θ dx





1
θ

(5.5)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1)), whenever f ∈ W 1,Ψ̄
0 (B1), where

κ̄sp = 1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1R





ˆ

B1

G(|Df |) dx





1
n






. (5.6)
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Essentially, the proof of the inequality (5.5) comes from a careful revealing of the arguments used in (4.7)-
(4.9). So using continuity properties of ā(·) and b̄(·), we see

I : =

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, |f |) dx ≤ 2[a]ωaωa(R)

ˆ

B1

Ha(|f |) dx + 2[b]ωb
ωb(R)

ˆ

B1

Hb(|f |) dx+

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄−
B1

(|f |) dx

: 2[a]ωaI1 + 2[b]ωb
I2 + I3,

(5.7)

where

Ψ̄−
B1

(t) := G(t) + inf
x∈B1

ā(x)Ha(t) + inf
x∈B1

b̄(x)Hb(t) for every t > 0. (5.8)

Now we estimate the terms Ii for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. In turn, using the
assumption (1.12)2 and (2.2), we have

I1 = ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

Ha(|f |)

G(|f |)
G(|f |) dx

6 λ1ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

(

1 +
[

ωa

(

[G (|f |)]−
1
n

)]−1
)

G (|f |) dx

6 λ1ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

R

ωa(R)
[G (|f |)]

1
n

])

G (|f |) dx

6 λ1(1 + ωa(1))

ˆ

B1

G (|f |) dx+ 2λ1R

ˆ

B1

[G (|f |)]1+
1
n dx.

(5.9)

In a similar manner, we find

I2 6 λ1(1 + ωb(1))

ˆ

B1

G (|f |) dx+ λ1R

ˆ

B1

[G (|f |)]1+
1
n dx. (5.10)

Inserting the estimates (5.9)-(5.10) into (5.8), the inequality (5.5) follows from the similar arguments used
in (4.9)-(4.10) and Lemma 4.1.

Step 2. Proof of (5.2). Since u− (u)BR is a local Q-minimizer of the functional P , we use a Caccioppoli
inequality of Lemma 5.1 to see that

ˆ

Bt

Ψ̄(x, |D(ū − k)±|) dx 6 c

ˆ

Bs

Ψ̄

(

x,
(ū− k)±
s− t

)

dx (5.11)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), Q), whenever 0 < t < s 6 1 and k ∈ R. Let us now
consider the concentric balls Bρ ⋐ Bt ⋐ Bs with 1/2 6 ρ < s 6 1 and t := (ρ+ s)/2. Let η ∈ C∞

0 (Bt) be a
standard cut-off function such that χBρ 6 η 6 χBt and |Dη| 6 2

t−ρ = 4
s−ρ . Now we apply inequality (5.5)

from Step 1 above in order to have a positive exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) such that

ˆ

Ā(k,ρ)

Ψ̄(x, ū − k) dx 6

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, η(ū − k)+) dx 6 ck̄sp





ˆ

B1

[

Ψ̄(x, |D(η(ū − k)+)|)
]θ

dx





1
θ

(5.12)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1)), where

k̄sp = 1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1R





ˆ

B1

G(|D(η(ū − k)+)|) dx





1
n






. (5.13)
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By scaling back and using Lemma 2.1, for any k > 0, we have

κ̄sp 6 c






1 +R





 

BR

G(|Du|) dx





1
n

+
R

(s− ρ)
s(G)+1

n





 

BR

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx





1
n







6
c

(s− ρ)s(G)+1






1 +





ˆ

BR

G(|Du|) dx





1
n







(5.14)

with a constant c ≡ c(n, λ1, [a]ωa + [b]ωb
), where we have also used Lemma 4.1 to Φ ≡ G for d0 ≡ 1.

Then, inserting the last estimate into (5.12) and applying Hölder inequality together with (5.11) yield
that

ˆ

Ā(k,ρ)

Ψ̄(x, ū− k) dx 6 c
1

(s− ρ)1+s(G)
|Ā(k, t)|

1−θ
θ

ˆ

Ā(k,t)

(

Ψ̄(x, |Dū|) + Ψ̄

(

x,
ū− k

s− ρ

))

dx

6 c
1

(s− ρ)1+s(G)
|Ā(k, s)|

1−θ
θ

ˆ

Ā(k,s)

Ψ̄

(

x,
ū− k

s− ρ

)

dx

(5.15)

holds with some constant c ≡ c(data), where in the last display we have also used (2.6). By the very
definition of Ā in (5.4), we observe

|Ā(k, s)| 6

ˆ

Ā(h,s)

Ψ̄(x, ū− h)

Ψ̄(x, k − h)
dx 6

1

Ψ̄−
B1

(k − h)

ˆ

Ā(h,s)

Ψ̄(x, ū − h) dx

and
ˆ

Ā(k,s)

Ψ̄(x, ū − k) dx 6

ˆ

Ā(h,s)

Ψ̄(x, ū − h) dx

for any h < k. Putting the last two inequalities into (5.15) and applying Lemma 2.1, we have the following
inequality:

ˆ

Ã(k,ρ)

Ψ̄(x, ū − k) dx 6
c

[Ψ̄−
B1

(k − h)]
1−θ
θ (s− ρ)2(max{s(G),s(Ha),s(Hb)}+1)







ˆ

Ā(h,s)

Ψ̄(x, ū − h) dx







1
θ

. (5.16)

Now we set sequences of numbers as follows:

ρi :=
1

2

(

1 +
1

2i

)

, ki := 2l0

(

1−
1

2i+1

)

and Mi :=
1

Ψ̄−
B1

(l0)

ˆ

Ā(ki,ρi)

Ψ̄(x, ū − ki) dx

for any integer i > 0 and some number l0 > 0 to be chosen in a few lines. Then applying (5.16) with the
choices k ≡ ki+1, h ≡ ki, ρ ≡ ρi+1 and s ≡ ρi, we have, for every i > 0,

Mi+1 6
c

[

Ψ̄−
B1

(

l0
2i+1

)]

1−θ
θ
(

1
4i+2

)max{s(G),s(Ha),s(Hb)}+1

[

Ψ̄−
B1

(l0)
]

1−θ
θ M

1
θ

i

6 c0

[

4(max{s(G),s(Ha),s(Hb)}+1) 1
θ

]i

M
1+ 1−θ

θ
i

with c0 ≡ c0(data), where in the last inequality of the last display we have used again Lemma 2.1. Now it’s
turn to apply a standard iteration of Lemma 2.7, which means that if

1

Ψ̄−
B1

(l0)

ˆ

Ā(l0,1)

Ψ̄(x, ū − l0) dx = M0 6 c
− θ

1−θ

0 4
−(max{s(G),s(Ha),s(Hb)}+1) θ

(1−θ)2 ,

then we obtain

‖ū+‖L∞(B1/2)
6 2l0.
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Consequently, choosing l0 > 0 in such a way that

Ψ̄−
B1

(l0) = c
θ

1−θ

0 4
(max{s(G),s(Ha),s(Hb)}+1) θ

(1−θ)2

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, ū+) dx,

we have
∥

∥Ψ̄−
B1

(ū+)
∥

∥

L∞(B1/2)
6 c

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, ū+) dx,

which implies that
∥

∥

∥

∥

Ψ−
BR

(

(u − (u)BR)+
R

)∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(BR/2)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,
(u− (u)BR)+

R

)

dx

holds with c ≡ c(data). Repeating the same argument for −u, which is also a local Q-minimizer of the
functional P defined in (1.9), the last inequality holds with (u− (u)BR)+ replaced by (u− (u)BR)−.

Step 3. Proof of (5.3). Using (5.2) and (2.6), for a.e x1, x2 ∈ BR/2, we have

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x1)− u(x2)

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

6 cΨ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x1)− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

+ cΨ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x2)− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for some constant c ≡ c(data), where in the last inequality of the above display we have used a Sobolev-
Poincaré type inequality of Theorem 4.1. Clearly, the last display implies u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). The proof is
complete. �

5.2. Almost standard Caccioppoli inequality. Now we present the primary results, the so-called almost
standard Caccioppoli type inequality, for proving Hölder continuity of a local Q-minimizer of the functional
P .

Lemma 5.2 (Almost standard Caccioppoli inequality). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the

functional P defined in (1.1) under one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14). Let B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω
be a ball with R 6 1. Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(data) such that

ˆ

BR1

Ψ−
BR

(|D(u− k)±|) dx 6

ˆ

BR1

Ψ(x, |D(u − k)±|) dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

Ψ−
BR

(

(u − k)±
R

)

dx

(5.17)

holds, whenever BR1 ⋐ BR2 ⊂ BR(x0) are concentric balls and k ∈ R.

Proof. First we prove the inequality (5.17) for the values of k ∈ R with inf
BR

u 6 k 6 sup
BR

u, depending on

which one of the assumptions (1.12)-(1.14) is in force. Firstly by the very definition of Ψ−
BR

in (2.3) and
Lemma 5.1, we see

I :=

ˆ

BR1

Ψ−
BR

(|D(u− k)±|) dx 6

ˆ

BR1

Ψ(x, |D(u − k)±|) dx 6 c∗

ˆ

BR2

Ψ

(

x,
(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 c∗ωa(R)

ˆ

BR2

Ha

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx+ c∗ωb(R)

ˆ

BR2

Hb

(

(u− k)±
R2 − R1

)

dx

+ c∗

ˆ

BR2

Ψ−
BR

(

(u − k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx =: c∗ (I1 + I2 + I3)

(5.18)
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for some constant c∗ ≡ c∗(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), Q, [a]ωa , [b]ωb
). Now we shall estimate each term Ii for

i ∈ {1, 2, 3} in the above display. Then using Lemma 2.1, the assumption (1.12)2, (2.2) and (5.3) of Lemma
5.1, we see

I1 = ωa(R)

ˆ

BR2

Ha

(

(u−k)±
R2−R1

)

G
(

(u−k)±
R2−R1

) G

(

(u − k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

Ha ◦G−1
)

(

G
(

(u−k)±
R

))

G
(

(u−k)±
R

) G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 λ1ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2



1 +

[

ωa

(

[

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)]− 1
n

)]−1


G

(

(u − k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 cωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2



1 +
1

ωa(R)
+

R

ωa(R)

(

G

(osc
BR

u

R

))
1
n



G

(

(u − k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 c






1 +





ˆ

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx





1
n







(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx

(5.19)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). In a totally similar way, it can be shown that

I2 6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx (5.20)

with a constant c ≡ c(data). Clearly, recalling Remark 2.2 and using Lemma 2.1, we have

I3 6

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

Ψ−
BR

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx (5.21)

Inserting the estimates obtained in (5.19)-(5.21) into (5.18) and recalling the very definition of Ψ−
BR

in (2.3),
we arrive at (5.17) under the assumption (1.12). The second part of the proof is to show (5.17) under the
assumption (1.13). For this, we again estimate the terms Ii with i ∈ {1, 2, 3} in (5.18). Applying Lemma
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2.1, the assumption (1.13) and (2.2), we see

I1 = ωa(R)

ˆ

BR2

(

Ha

G

)(

(u − k)±
R2 −R1

)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

Ha

G

)(

(u− k)±
R

)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 − R1

)

dx

6 2λ2ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

1 +

[

ωa

(

R

(u− k)±

)]−1
)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 cλ2ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

‖u‖L∞(BR)

ωa(R)

])

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx

(5.22)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Arguing similarly, we have

I2 6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx (5.23)

with a constant c ≡ c(data). Plugging the estimates (5.21)-(5.23) into (5.18), we conclude with (5.17) under
the assumption (1.13). Finally, the remaining part of the proof is to obtain the inequality (5.17) under the
assumption (1.14). In fact, we continue to estimate the terms Ii with i ∈ {1, 2, 3} in (5.18). Therefore, using
the assumption (1.14) and (2.2), we find

I1 = ωa(R)

ˆ

BR2

(

Ha

G

)(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

Ha

G

)(

(u− k)±
R

)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 2λ3ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2



1 +

[

ωa

(

[

R

(u − k)±

]
1

1−γ

)]−1


G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 cλ3ωa(R)

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ha)+1 ˆ

BR2

(

1 +
1

ωa(R)

)

G

(

(u− k)±
R2 −R1

)

dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u − k)±
R

)

dx

(5.24)

for some constant c ≡ c(data), where we have used Lemma 2.1 several times. Using the same argument as
above, we have

I2 6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

G

(

(u− k)±
R

)

dx (5.25)

with a constant c ≡ c(data). Inserting the estimates (5.21), (5.24)-(5.25) into (5.18), we arrive at (5.17)
under the assumption (1.14). So we have proved the inequality (5.17) for the values of k ∈ R such that
inf
BR

u 6 k 6 sup
BR

u. Now we consider the remaining cases. Suppose k < inf
BR

u. In this case, using (5.17) with

k ≡ inf
BR

u, we have
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ˆ

BR1

Ψ−
BR

(|D(u − k)+|) dx =

ˆ

BR1

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

D(u− inf
BR

u)+

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6

ˆ

BR1

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

D(u− inf
BR

u)+

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

Ψ−
BR











(

u− inf
BR

u

)

+

R











dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

Ψ−
BR

(

(u − k)+
R

)

dx

(5.26)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Similarly, it can seen that (5.26) is valid for the values of k > sup
BR

u. Since

−u is also the local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1), the inequality (5.17) is valued for all k ∈ R.
The proof is complete. �

From now on also in the rest of paper, for a fixed ball BR ⊂ Ω, we say that


























G− phase occurs in BR if a−(BR) 6 4[a]ωaωa(R) and b−(BR) 6 4[b]ωb
ωb(R).

(G,Ha)− phase occurs in BR if a−(BR) > 4[a]ωaωa(R) and b−(BR) 6 4[b]ωb
ωb(R).

(G,Hb)− phase occurs in BR if a−(BR) 6 4[a]ωaωa(R) and b−(BR) > 4[b]ωb
ωb(R).

(G,Ha, Hb)− phase occurs in BR if a−(BR) > 4[a]ωaωa(R) and b−(BR) > 4[b]ωb
ωb(R).

(5.27a)

(5.27b)

(5.27c)

(5.27d)

Then we have the following lemma which will be applied later, see Section 8.

Lemma 5.3. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under one of the

assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14). Let B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω be a ball with R 6 1. Then there exists a

constant c ≡ c(data) such that
ˆ

BR1

Ψ−
BR

(|D(u− k)±|) dx 6

ˆ

BR1

Ψ(x, |D(u − k)±|) dx

6 c

(

R

R2 −R1

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

BR2

Φ

(

(u − k)±
R

)

dx

(5.28)

holds, whenever BR1 ⋐ BR2 ⊂ BR(x0) are concentric balls and k ∈ R, where

Φ(t) =



























G(t) if (5.27a) is satisfied in BR,

G(t) + a−(BR)Ha(t) if (5.27b) is satisfied in BR,

G(t) + b−(BR)Hb(t) if (5.27c) is satisfied in BR,

Ψ−
BR

(t) if (5.27d) is satisfied in BR,

(5.29a)

(5.29b)

(5.29c)

(5.29d)

for every t > 0.

Proof. First we observe that if a−(BR) > 4[a]ωaωa(R), then using the continuity of the function a(·), we
have

a−(BR) 6 a(x) = a(x) − a−(BR) + a−(BR) 6 2[a]ωaωa(R) + a−(BR) 6 2a−(BR) (5.30)

for every x ∈ BR. On the other hand, if a−(BR) 6 4[a]ωaωa(R), then using again the continuity of a(·), we
see

a(x) = a(x)− a−(BR) + a−(BR) 6 6[a]ωaωa(R)

for every x ∈ BR. Clearly, analogous estimates to the last two displays are valid for the function b(·) in
BR. After those observations, we argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 depending on which case of
(5.27b)-(5.27d) occurs in the ball BR. �
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5.3. Hölder continuity. In this subsection we prove some local boundedness and Hölder continuity asser-
tions of a local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1) with various constants having the precise depen-
dencies.

Theorem 5.2. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the coef-

ficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being non-negative concave functions vanishing

at the origin.

1. If the assumption (1.12) is satisfied, then for every open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω, there exists a Hölder

continuity exponent γ ≡ γ(data(Ω0)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖u‖L∞(Ω0)
+ [u]0,γ;Ω0 6 c(data(Ω0)) (5.31)

and the oscillation estimate

osc
Bρ

u 6 c
( ρ

R

)γ

osc
BR

u (5.32)

holds for some c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) and all concentric balls Bρ ⋐ BR ⋐ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 1.
2. If the assumption (1.13) is satisfied, then there exists a Hölder continuity exponent γ ≡ γ(data) ∈

(0, 1) such that

[u]0,γ;Ω0 6 c(data(Ω0)) (5.33)

and the oscillation estimate

osc
Bρ

u 6 c
( ρ

R

)γ

osc
BR

u (5.34)

holds for some c ≡ c(data) and all concentric balls Bρ ⋐ BR ⊂ Ω with R 6 1.

Proof. Basically, we shall use De Giorgi’s methods to prove the local Hölder continuity of u based on
arguments employed in [22, 30]. For the convenience of the reader, we give a detailed proof. Note that, for
any given ball BR ⋐ Ω, either

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ BR/2 : u(x) > sup
BR

u−
1

2
osc
BR

u

}∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1

2
|BR/2| (5.35)

or
∣

∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ BR/2 : (−u(x)) > sup
BR

(−u)−
1

2
osc
BR

u

}∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1

2
|BR/2| (5.36)

holds true. It is enough to deal with only the case of (5.35) is valid since −u is a local Q-minimizer of the
functional P . The proof falls in three steps. In what follows, let B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω be a fixed ball
such that R 6 1. Let us also denote by

A(k, ρ) := {x ∈ Bρ : u(x) > k} and B(k, ρ) := {x ∈ Bρ : u(x) < k} (5.37)

for every concentric ball Bρ ⊂ B2R and k ∈ R.
Step 1. We suppose that (5.35) is satisfied. Then in this step we prove that, for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there

exists a natural number m ≡ m(data(Ω0), ε) > 3 if (1.12) is assumed, and m ≡ m(data, ε) > 3 if (1.13) is
assumed, such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ BR/2 : u(x) > sup
BR

u−
1

2m
osc
BR

u

}∣

∣

∣

∣

6 ε|BR/2|. (5.38)

Let m > 3 be a natural number to be determined in a few lines. For every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, we set

ki := sup
BR

u−
1

2i
osc
BR

u, Di := A(ki, R/2) \A(ki+1, R/2)

and

wi(x) :=







ki+1 − ki if u(x) > ki+1,
u(x)− ki if ki < u(x) 6 ki+1,
0 if u(x) 6 ki.
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Clearly wi ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR/2) with wi ≡ 0 in BR/2 \ A(k1, R/2) for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, and also |BR/2 \
A(k1, R/2)| > 1/2|BR/2|. Then applying Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, for every
τ ∈ (0, 1), we have

|A(ki+1, R/2)|Ψ−
BR

(

ki+1 − ki
R

)

6 c

ˆ

A(ki,R/2)

Ψ−
BR

(wi

R

)

dx

6 |A(ki, R/2)|
1
n







ˆ

A(ki,R/2)

[

Ψ−
BR

(wi

R

)]
n

n−1

dx







n−1
n

6 cR







ˆ

A(ki,R/2)

[

Ψ−
BR

(wi

R

)]
n

n−1

dx







n−1
n

6 c

ˆ

Di

∂tΨ
−
BR

(

u− ki
R

)

|Du| dx

6 τ

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|) dx+
c

τs(Ψ)

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
BR

(

u− ki
R

)

dx.

(5.39)

Now we use a Caccioppoli type inequality of Lemma 5.2 in order to have
ˆ

Di

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

A(ki,R)

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− ki
R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c

ˆ

A(ki,R)

Ψ−
BR

(osc
BR

u

2iR

)

dx

6 cΨ−
BR

(

ki+1 − ki
R

)

|A(ki, R)| 6 cΨ−
BR

(

ki+1 − ki
R

)

Rn.

One can see that
ˆ

Di

Ψ−
BR

(

u− ki
R

)

dx 6

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
BR

(

ki+1 − ki
R

)

dx = Ψ−
BR

(

ki+1 − ki
R

)

|Di|.

Using the estimates coming from the last two displays in (5.39), for every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m− 1}, we see

A(km−1, R/2) 6 A(ki+1, R/2) 6 cτRn +
c

τs(Ψ)
|Di|.

Summing for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m− 1}, it yields that

|A(km−1, R/2)| 6

(

cτ +
c

(m− 1)τs(Ψ)

)

Rn.

Now taking small enough τ ≡ τ(data(Ω0), ε) and large enough m ≡ m(data(Ω0), ε), we arrive at (5.38)
when (1.12) is assumed. But in the case that (1.13) is assumed, we choose small enough τ ≡ τ(data, ε) and
large enough m ≡ m(data, ε) to conclude (5.38).

Step 2. In this step, we prove that there exists a small positive ε0 ≡ ε0(data(Ω0)) ∈ (0, 1/2n+1) such
that if

0 < ν0 <
1

2
osc
BR

u and

∣

∣

∣

∣

{x ∈ BR/2 : u(x) > sup
BR

u− ν0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 ε0|BR/2|, (5.40)

then we have

sup
BR/4

u 6 sup
BR

u− ν0/2. (5.41)

Now we set the sequences by

ρi :=
R

4

(

1 +
1

2i

)

and ki := sup
BR

u−

(

1

2
+

1

2i+1

)

ν0 for every i = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,
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and we define

Di+1 := A(ki, ρi+1) \A(ki+1, ρi+1) and Yi :=
|A(ki, ρi)|

|BR/2|
.

Applying Lemma 5.2 together with (5.40), we discover
ˆ

A(ki,ρi+1)

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|) dx 6 c2(i+3)(s(Ψ)+1)

ˆ

A(ki,ρi)

Ψ−
BR

(

(u− ki)+
R

)

dx

6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1)Ψ−
BR

(ν0
R

)

|A(ki, ρi)|,

where we have also used the very definition of ki and that (u − ki)+ 6 ν0 6 ‖u‖L∞(BR). The last display

and the convexity of Ψ−
BR

imply that

Ψ−
BR







 

Di+1

|Du| dx






6

 

Di+1

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|) dx 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1) |A(ki, ρi)|

|Di+1|
Ψ−

BR

(ν0
R

)

6 Ψ−
BR

(

c2i(s(Ψ)+1) |A(ki, ρi)|

|Di+1|

ν0
R

)

.

Therefore, we have
 

Di+1

|Du| dx 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1) |A(ki, ρi)|

|Di+1|

ν0
R
.

On the other hand, applying Lemma 2.8 together with ε0 ∈ (0, 1/2n+1), we discover
ˆ

Di+1

|Du| dx > c(ki+1 − ki)|A(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n |Bρi+1 \A(ki, ρi+1)|ρ
−n
i+1

> c2−iν0|A(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n

(

|BR/4| − ε0|BR/2|
)

R−n

> c2−iν0|A(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n

> c2−iν0R
n−1Y

1− 1
n

i+1

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)). Combining last two displays, we conclude

Yi+1 6 c∗

(

2
n(s(Ψ)+2)

n−1

)i

Y
1+ 1

n−1

i

for some constant c∗ ≡ c∗(data(Ω0)). Now we apply Lemma 2.7 in order to have Yi → 0 as i → ∞, provided

Y0 =
|A(k0, R/2)|

|BR/2|
6 ε0 6 c

−(n−1)
∗ 2−n(n−1)(s(Ψ)+2).

Therefore, (5.41) is satisfied since
∣

∣

∣

∣

A

(

sup
BR

u−
ν0
2
, R/4

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

Step 3: Proof of Hölder continuity. Finally, we are now ready to prove a local Hölder continuity of u.
For this, let m > 3 be the natural number satisfying (5.38) for the choice ε ≡ ε0 ∈ (0, 1/2n+1), where ε0 is
determined via (5.40). Then we have

osc
BR/4

u 6

(

1−
1

2m+1

)

osc
BR

u

with m ≡ m(data(Ω0)), whenever B2R ⊂ Ω0 is a ball with R 6 1. Clearly, the above display implies that
there exists a positive exponent γ ≡ γ(data(Ω0)) ∈ (0, 1) such that, for any fixed ball B8R0 ⊂ Ω0 with
8R0 6 1, the following oscillation

osc
BR

u 6 c

(

R

R0

)γ

osc
BR0

u
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holds with some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) for every R ∈ (0, R0]. Here we note that in the case that
the assumption (1.13) is in force, the constants appearing in the above lemma depend only on data, but
otherwise are independent of the subset Ω0. Finally, we have shown that

u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω0)

if either the assumption (1.12) or (1.13) is satisfied. Therefore by a standard covering argument, the estimates
(5.31) and (5.32) are satisfied. Clearly, if (1.13) is assumed instead of (1.12), γ in (5.33) depends only on
data since ‖u‖L∞(Ω0)

6 ‖u‖L∞(Ω). The proof is complete. �

5.4. The Harnack inequality. In this subsection we prove the Harnack inequality for a local Q-minimizer
u of the functional P in (1.1) under one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14). The analysis similar
to the one in the Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 5.2 gives the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1) under

the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being non-negative concave functions

vanishing at the origin. Suppose that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) is satisfied. Let

B6R ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω be a ball with 6R 6 1. Then for any τ1, τ2 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a large number m depending

on data and τ1, τ2 such that for any 0 < k 6 ‖u‖L∞(B3R), if

|{x ∈ BR : u(x) > k}| > τ1|BR| (5.42)

holds, then
∣

∣{x ∈ B2R : u(x) 6 2−mk}
∣

∣ 6 τ2 |B2R| . (5.43)

Proof. Let m > 3 be a large number to be determined later. We set, for i = 0, 1, . . . ,m,

ki :=
k

2i
, Di := B(ki, 2R) \B(ki+1, 2R)

and

wi(x) :=







ki − ki+1 if u(x) < ki+1,
u(x)− ki+1 if ki+1 6 u(x) < ki,
0 if u(x) > ki.

We observe that Ψ−
3R(wi) ∈ W 1,1(B2R) and Ψ−

3R(wi) ≡ 0 on B2R \B(k0, 2R) for every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m} and
|B2R \ B(k0, 2R)| > τ1|BR|. Then using Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, we have
that

B(ki+1, 2R)Ψ−
3R

(

ki − ki+1

3R

)

6

ˆ

B(ki,2R)

Ψ−
3R

( wi

3R

)

dx

6 |B(ki, 2R)|
1
n







ˆ

B(ki,2R)

[

Ψ−
3R

( wi

3R

)]
n

n−1

dx







n−1
n

6 cR







ˆ

B(ki,2R)

[

Ψ−
3R

( wi

3R

)]
n

n−1

dx







n−1
n

6 c

ˆ

Di

(

Ψ−
3R

)′
(

u− ki+1

3R

)

|Du| dx

6 ε

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
B3R

(|Du|) dx+
c

εs(Ψ)

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
3R

(

u− ki+1

3R

)

dx

(5.44)

for every ε ∈ (0, 1) and some constant c ≡ c(data, τ1), where we have used Remark 2.2 that Ψ−
B3R

∈ N with
an index s(Ψ) = s(G)+s(Ha)+s(Hb). It follows from the almost standard Caccioppoli inequality of Lemma
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5.2 that
ˆ

Di

Ψ−
B3R

(|Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B(ki,2R)

Ψ−
3R

(

ki − u

3R

)

dx 6 c

ˆ

B(ki,2R)

Ψ−
3R

(∣

∣

∣

∣

2(ki − ki+1)

3R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c|B(ki, 2R)|Ψ−
3R

(∣

∣

∣

∣

2(ki − ki+1)

3R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

6 cRnΨ−
3R

(∣

∣

∣

∣

ki − ki+1

3R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

,

(5.45)

where we have also used the assumption that u is non-negative. Clearly, by the very definition of Di, one
can see that

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
3R

(

u− ki+1

3R

)

dx 6

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
3R

(

ki − ki+1

3R

)

dx 6 c|Di|

ˆ

Di

Ψ−
3R

(

ki − ki+1

3R

)

dx. (5.46)

Combining the estimates obtained in (5.44)-(5.46), we find that

|B(km, 2R)| 6 |B(ki+1, 2R)| 6 cεRn +
c

εs(Ψ)
|Di|

holds for some constant c ≡ c(data, τ1), whenever ε ∈ (0, 1) and i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m − 1}. Summing the last
inequality above over the index i from 0 to m− 1 implies

|B(km, 2R)| 6 cεRn +
c

εs(Ψ)m
|B(k0, 2R)| 6

(

c∗ε+
c∗

εs(Ψ)m

)

|B2R|

for some constant c∗ ≡ c∗(data, τ1). Now choosing small enough ε ≡ (data, τ1, τ2) and sufficiently large
m ≡ m(data, τ1, τ2) such that

c∗ε+
c∗

εs(Ψ)m
6 τ2,

we arrive at the desired estimate (5.43).
�

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.4, let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a non-negative Q-minimizer of the

functional P in (1.1). Suppose that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) is satisfied. Then for

any τ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a small δ1 ≡ δ1(data(Ω0)) such that for any 0 < k 6 ‖u‖L∞(B3R), if

|{x ∈ BR : u(x) > k}| > τ |BR| (5.47)

holds, then

inf
BR

u > δ1k. (5.48)

Proof. It’s enough to prove the lemma for τ ∈
(

0, 2−(n+1)
)

. Let us fix m0 ∈ N, and consider the sequences
defined by

ρi := R

(

1 +
1

2i

)

and ki :=

(

1

2
+

1

2i

)

2−m0k (i = 0, 1, 2, . . .) . (5.49)

Next we also define

D−
i+1 := B(ki, ρi+1) \B(ki+1, ρi+1) and Yi :=

|B(ki, ρi)|

|Bρi |
, (5.50)

where the definition of B(ki, ρi) has been introduced in (5.37). By using the assumption that u is non-
negative, we observe (u− ki)− 6 2−m0k. Then by applying Lemma 5.2, we see

ˆ

B(ki,ρi+1)

Ψ−
B2R

(|Du|) dx 6 c2(i+3)(s(Ψ)+1)

ˆ

B(ki,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

(

(u− ki)−
2R

)

dx

6 c2(i+3)(s(Ψ)+1)Ψ−
B2R

(

2−m0k

R

)

|B(ki, ρi)|
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for some constant c ≡ c(data). This estimate together with the convexity of Ψ−
B2R

implies

Ψ−
B2R









 

D−

i+1

|Du| dx









6

 

D−

i+1

Ψ−
B2R

(|Du|) dx 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1) |B(ki, ρi)|

|D−
i+1|

Ψ−
B2R

(

2−m0k

R

)

6 cΨ−
B2R

(

2i(s(Ψ)+1) |B(ki, ρi)|

|D−
i+1|

2−m0k

R

)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)). Therefore, using the fact that the function Ψ−
B2R

is increasing and
Lemma 2.1, we have

 

D−

i+1

|Du| dx 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1) |B(ki, ρi)|

|D−
i+1|

2−m0k

R
.

Now applying Lemma 2.8 together with the fact that τ ∈
(

0, 2−(n+1)
)

, we see
ˆ

D−

i+1

|Du| dx > c(ki − ki+1)|B(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n

∣

∣Bρi+1 \B(ki, ρi+1)
∣

∣ ρni+1

> c2−i2−m0k|B(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n (|B2R| − τ |BR|)R
−n

> c2−i2−m0k|B(ki+1, ρi+1)|
1− 1

n

6 c2−i2−m0kRn−1Y
1− 1

n

i+1 .

The combination of the last two displays yields

Y
1− 1

n

i+1 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1)R−n|B(ki, ρi)| 6 c2i(s(Ψ)+1)Yi

and then we conclude

Yi+1 6 c∗2
i (s(Ψ)+1)n

n−1 Y
1+ 1

n−1

i

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)). Now applying Lemma 5.4, we find a large natural number m0 ≡
m0(data(Ω0)) such that

∣

∣{x ∈ B2R : u(x) 6 2−m0k}
∣

∣ 6 c
−(n−1)
∗ 2−n(n−1)(s(Ψ)+1).

With keeping the above choice of m0, we observe that

Y0 =
|B(k0, 2R)|

|B2R|
=

|x ∈ B2R : u(x) 6 2−m0k|

|B2R|
6 c

−(n−1)
∗ 2−n(n−1)(s(Ψ)+1).

Now we are at stage in applying Lemma 2.7 to obtain that Yi → 0 as i → ∞, which is equivalent to

|B(2−(m0+1)k,R)| = 0.

The last display implies the validity of (5.48) with the choice of δ1 ≡ 2−(m0+1). �

From Lemma 5.5 and the covering arguments in [62, Section 7], we obtain the following weak Harnack
inequality for a local Q-minimizers of the functional P defined in (1.1). We also refer to [11, 22, 59] for the
proof.

Theorem 5.3 (The weak Harnack inequality). Let W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local non-negative Q-minimizer of the

functional P defined in (1.1) with the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) satisfying

(1.12)2 for functions ωa, ωb being concave which vanish at 0. Suppose one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13)
and (1.14) is satisfied. Let B9R ≡ B9R(x0) ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω be a ball with 9R 6 1. Then there exist q− > 0 and a

constant c depending on data(Ω0) such that

inf
x∈BR

u(x) >
1

c





 

B2R

uq− dx





1
q−

. (5.51)
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To conclude the result of Theorem 5.4 below, we need to obtain a local sup-estimates for local quasiminizers
of P .

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.4, let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer

of the functional P in (1.1) with the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) satisfying (1.12)2
for functions ωa, ωb being concave which vanish at 0. Suppose that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and
(1.14) is satisfied. Let B9R ≡ B9R(x0) ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω be a ball with 9R 6 1. Then for any q+ > 0, the local

estimate holds

sup
BR

u 6 c





 

B2R

|u|q+ dx





1
q+

(5.52)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)).

Proof. The proof consists of two steps. For the convenience, let us consider the scaled functions

ū(x) :=
u(x0 +Rx)

R
for every x ∈ B4. (5.53)

Then the almost standard Caccioppoli inequality (5.17) of Lemma 5.2 can be written in the view of ū as
follows:

ˆ

Br1

Ψ−
B2R

(|D(ū− k)±|) dx 6
c

(r2 − r1)s(Ψ)+1

ˆ

Br2

Ψ−
B2R

((ū − k)±) dx (5.54)

with some constant c ≡ c(data), whenever Br1 ⋐ Br2 ⊂ B2(0) are concentric balls and k ∈ R. Next for
1 6 t 6 s 6 2, we set sequences by

ρi :=

(

t+
s− t

2i

)

and ki := 2l0

(

1−
1

2i+1

)

(5.55)

for some constant d0 > 0 to be determined later. We also define

ρ̄i :=
ρi + ρi+1

2
and Yi :=

1

Ψ−
B2R

(l0)

ˆ

Ā(ki,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

((u − ki)+) dx, (5.56)

where

Ā(k, ρ) := {x ∈ Bρ : ū > k}. (5.57)

Let ηi ∈ C∞
0 (Bρ̄i) be a cut-off function such that 0 6 ηi 6 1, ηi ≡ 1 on Bρi+1 and |Dηi| 6

c(n)2i

(s−t) .

Then using Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, we have
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Ψ−
B2R

(l0)Yi+1 6

ˆ

Bρ̄i

Ψ−
B2R

((ū− ki+1)ηi) dx

6 |Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n







ˆ

Bρ̄i

[

Ψ−
B2R

((ū− ki+1)+ηi)
]

n
n−1 dx







n−1
n

6 c|Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n

ˆ

Bρ̄i

(

Ψ−
B2R

)′
((ū− ki+1)+ηi) [|D(ū − ki+1)+|ηi + (ū− ki+1)+|Dηi|] dx

6 c|Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n

ˆ

Bρ̄i

(

Ψ−
B2R

)′
((ū− ki+1)+) |D(ū − ki+1)+| dx

+ c|Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n

2i

s− t

ˆ

Bρ̄i

(

Ψ−
B2R

)′
((ū− ki+1)+) (ū− ki+1)+ dx

6 c|Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n







ˆ

Bρ̄i

Ψ−
B2R

(|D(ū − ki+1)+|) dx+
2i

s− t

ˆ

Bρ̄i

Ψ−
B2R

((ū − ki+1)+) dx







6 c|Ā(ki+1, ρi)|
1
n

(

2i

s− t

)s(Ψ)+1 ˆ

Bρi

Ψ−
B2R

((ū − ki+1)+) dx

for some constant c ≡ c(data), where in the last inequality of the above display we also have used (5.54)
and (5.57). Now applying Lemma 2.1, we see that

|Ā(ki+1, ρi)| 6
1

Ψ−
B2R

(ki+1 − ki)

ˆ

Ā(ki+1,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

(ū− ki) dx

6
1

Ψ−
B2R

(l0/2i+1)

ˆ

Ā(ki+1,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

(ū− ki) dx

6
Ψ−

B2R
(l0)

Ψ−
B2R

(l0/2i+1)
Yi 6 2(i+1)(s(Ψ)+1)Yi 6 c

(

2i

s− t

)s(Ψ)+1

Yi.

and
ˆ

Bρi

Ψ−
B2R

((ū− ki+1)+) dx =

ˆ

Ā(ki+1,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

(ū− ki+1) dx

6

ˆ

Ā(ki,ρi)

Ψ−
B2R

(ū− ki) dx = Ψ−
B2R

(l0)Yi.

Combining the last three displays, we conclude with the following recursive inequality:

Yi+1 6 c0
2i(1+

1
n )(s(Ψ)+1)

(s− t)(1+
1
n )(s(Ψ)+1)

Y
1+ 1

n

i

for some constant c0 ≡ c0(data). Now we are at the stage to apply Lemma 2.7. In turn, we have Yi → 0 as
i → ∞, provided

Y0 =
1

Ψ−
B2R

(l0)

ˆ

Ā(l0,s)

Ψ−
B2R

(ū− l0) dx 6

[

c0

(s− t)(1+
1
n)(s(Ψ)+1)

]−n

2−n(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1).
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The inequality in the last display is satisfied if we choose l0 > 0 in the following way

Ψ−
B2R

(l0) =
cn02

n(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

ˆ

Bs

Ψ−
B2R

((ū)+) dx.

Therefore, we obtain ū 6 2l0 in Bt. This estimate together with the last display yields

Ψ−
B2R

(

sup
Bt

(ū)+

)

6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

 

Bs

Ψ−
B2R

((ū)+) dx. (5.58)

Recalling Ψ−
B2R

∈ N with an index s(Ψ) and applying Lemma 2.3 for Ψ−
B2R

, one can see that t 7→

Ψ−
B2R

(

t
1

s(Ψ)+1

)

is a concave function. Using this one together with Jensen’s inequality in (5.58), we see

Ψ−
B2R

(

sup
Bt

(ū)+

)

6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

 

Bs

Ψ−
B2R

((ū)+) dx

=
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

 

Bs

Ψ−
B2R

(

[

(ū)
s(Ψ)+1
+

]
1

s(Ψ)+1

)

dx

6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)
Ψ−

B2R











 

Bs

(ū)
s(Ψ)+1
+ dx





1
s(Ψ)+1







6 Ψ−
B2R







c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)





 

Bs

(ū)
s(Ψ)+1
+ dx





1
s(Ψ)+1






.

Since Ψ−
B2R

is the increasing function, the last display implies

sup
Bt

(ū)+ 6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)





 

Bs

(ū)
s(Ψ)+1
+ dx





1
s(Ψ)+1

.

Since −u is a local Q-minimizer of the functional P , we find

sup
Bt

|ū| 6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)





 

Bs

|ū|s(Ψ)+1 dx





1
s(Ψ)+1

.

Therefore, for 0 < q+ < s(Ψ) + 1, we discover from Young’s inequality that

sup
Bt

|ū| 6
c

(s− t)(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)

(

sup
Bs

|ū|

)1−
q+

s(Ψ)+1





 

Bs

|ū|q+ dx





1
s(Ψ)+1

6
1

2
sup
Bs

|ū|+
c

(s− t)
(1+n)(s(Ψ)+1)2

q+





 

B2

|ū|q+ dx





1
q+

holds for every 1 6 t < s 6 2. Then we apply Lemma 2.6 for h(t) = sup
Bt

|ū| in order to have

sup
B1

|ū| 6 c





 

B2

|ū|q+ dx





1
q+

(5.59)

for c ≡ c(data, q+). On the other hand, for q+ > s(Ψ) + 1, the inequality (5.59) is still valid by using
Hölder’s inequality. Scaling back as we introduced in (5.53), we arrive at the desired estimate (5.52). �

Finally, the main result of the this section is the following:
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Theorem 5.4. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer u of the functional P defined in

(1.1) under the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being non-negative concave

functions vanishing at the origin. Suppose that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) is satisfied.

For every ball BR with B9R ⊂ Ω0 with Ω0 ⋐ Ω being an open subset, there exists a positive constant

c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) such that

sup
BR

u 6 c inf
BR

u (5.60)

holds.

Proof. The proof is essentially based on the results we have obtained so far. In fact, applying Theorem 5.3
and Lemma 5.6 with q− = q+, we obtain (5.60). �

Remark 5.2. The results of the above theorem refine the results of [58, Theorem 1.3] without any extra term
in (5.60) under our multi-phase settings when the assumptions (1.12) and (1.13) come into play, and see also
[57, 59].

5.5. Higher integrability results. Next, we provide a higher integrability result for a local minimizer of
the functional F defined in (1.9).

Theorem 5.5 (Higher Integrability). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in

(1.9) under the assumption (1.10). Assume that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) is satisfied.
Then there exists a higher integrability exponent δ ≡ δ(data) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following reverse type

Hölder inequality







 

BR/2

[Ψ(x, |Du|)]1+δ dx







1
1+δ

6 c

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (5.61)

holds for a constant c ≡ c(data), where data is clarified in (1.19), whenever BR ⋐ Ω is a ball with R 6 1.
In particular, for any open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω, it holds that

‖Ψ(x, |Du|)‖L1+δ(Ω0)
6 c(data(Ω0)). (5.62)

Proof. Let BR ⋐ Ω be a ball with R 6 1 as in the statement. Since u is a local Q := L/ν-minimizer of the
functional P in (1.1), we are able to apply Lemma 5.1 with the choices ρ ≡ R/2, r ≡ R and k ≡ (u)BR in
order to get

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (5.63)

with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L). Then, applying Remark 4.1 depending on which one
of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) is assumed, we obtain the following reverse Hölder inequality:

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Du|)]θ dx





1
θ

, (5.64)

where c ≡ c(data), and θ ∈ (0, 1) is the same appearing in Remark 4.1. At this point (5.61) follows using a
variant of Gehring’s lemma on reverse Hölder inequalities, see for instance [53, Theorem 6.6]. �

6. Harmonic type approximation

Here we discuss some important regularity results for the solution to the following Dirichlet boundary
value problem:

{

− divA0(Dh) = 0 in BR

h ∈ υ +W 1,Ψ0

0 (BR),
(6.1)
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where BR ⊂ R
n is a given ball with n > 2, υ ∈ W 1,Ψ0(BR) is a given function, and A0 : Rn → R

n is a vector
field belonging to C0(Rn) ∩ C1(Rn \ {0}) and satisfies the following ellipticity and coercivity assumptions:







|A0(z)||z|+ |DzA0(z)||z|2 6 LΨ0(|z|)

ν
Ψ0(|z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6 〈DzA0(z)ξ, ξ〉

(6.2)

for fixed constants 0 < ν 6 L, whenever z ∈ R
n \ {0} and ξ ∈ R

n, in which the function Ψ0 is given by

Ψ0(t) := G(t) + a0Ha(t) + b0Hb(t) (6.3)

with fixed constants a0, b0 > 0 for every t > 0. By Lemma 2.21, we get the following

1

s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb)
6

Ψ
′′

0 (t)t

Ψ
′

0(t)
6 s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb) (6.4)

for every t > 0, which means that Ψ0 ∈ N with an index s(Ψ0) = s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb). Therefore, we note
that the following monotonicity property that

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a0|VHa (z1)− VHa(z2)|

2 + b0|VHb
(z1)− VHb

(z2)|
2 ≈ |VΨ0(z1)− VΨ0(z2)|

2

6 c 〈A0(z1)−A0(z2), z1 − z2〉
(6.5)

holds with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν), whenever z1, z2 ∈ R
n \ {0}, where the map VΦ for a function

Φ ∈ N has been defined in (2.8).

Theorem 6.1. Let h ∈ W 1,Ψ0(BR) be the weak solution to (6.1) under the assumption (6.2). Suppose that

there exists a higher integrability exponent δ1 > 0 such that

Ψ0(|Dυ|) ∈ L1+δ1(BR) and ‖Ψ0(|Dυ|)‖L1(BR) 6 L0 (6.6)

for some constant L0 > 0. Then there exists a positive exponent δ0 6 δ1 depending on n, s(Ψ0), ν, L and δ1
such that the following inequality





 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]1+δ0 dx





1
1+δ0

6 c





 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)]1+δ0 dx





1
1+δ0

(6.7)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, L0, δ1).

Proof. First the standard energy estimate implies that
ˆ

BR

Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

ˆ

BR

Ψ0(|Dυ|) dx 6 cL0 (6.8)

holds with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L). For a fixed ball B2ρ ⊂ BR, let η ∈ C1
0 (B2ρ) be a standard cut-

off function satisfying χBρ 6 η 6 χB2ρ and |Dη| 6 4/ρ. Let us take the function ϕ = ηs(Ψ0)+1
(

h− (h)B2ρ

)

as a test function in the equation (6.1). Then using the monotonicity property of A0(·) and Lemma 2.4 with
Ψ0, we have

ˆ

B2ρ

ηs(Ψ0)+1Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B2ρ

ηs(Ψ0)Ψ
′

0(|Dh|)

∣

∣

∣

∣

h− (h)B2ρ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

6 c

ˆ

B2ρ

ηs(Ψ0)

(

(εη)Ψ0(|Dh|) +
1

(εη)s(Ψ0)
Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− (h)B2ρ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

))

dx.

(6.9)

Choosing ε sufficiently small in the last display, we conclude that
 

Bρ

Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2ρ

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− (h)B2ρ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (6.10)
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for a constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L). By applying Lemma 4.1 to Φ ≡ Ψ0 with d0 ≡ 1, there exists θ0 ≡
θ0(n, s(Ψ0)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

 

Bρ

Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2ρ

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− (h)B2ρ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c







 

B2ρ

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]θ0 dx







1
θ0

(6.11)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L), whenever B2ρ ⊂ BR is a ball. Now we prove a version of
the last inequality near the boundary of BR. For this, let B2ρ(y) ⊂ R

n be a ball such that y ∈ BR and
1
10 <

|B2ρ(y)\BR|
|B2ρ(y)|

. We take a test function by ϕ ≡ ηs(Ψ0)+1(h − υ), where η ∈ C1
0 (B2ρ) is a standard

cut-off function as before so that χBρ 6 η 6 χB2ρ and |Dη| 6 4/ρ. This choice of ϕ is admissible since
suppϕ ⋐ BR ∩B2ρ(y). Arguing similarly as we have done above, we have

ˆ

BR∩B2ρ(y)

ηs(Ψ0)+1Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

ˆ

BR∩B2ρ(y)

ηs(Ψ0)Ψ
′

0(|Dh|)

∣

∣

∣

∣

h− υ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

+ c

ˆ

BR∩B2ρ(y)

ηs(Ψ0)Ψ
′

0(|Dh|)|Dυ| dx

6 c

ˆ

BR∩B2ρ

ηs(Ψ0)

(

(εη)Ψ0(|Dh|) +
1

(εη)s(Ψ0)
Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− υ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

))

dx

+ c

ˆ

BR∩B2ρ

ηs(Ψ0)

(

(εη)Ψ0(|Dh|) +
1

(εη)s(Ψ0)
Ψ0 (|Dυ|)

)

dx.

(6.12)

Again choosing ε small enough and reabsorbing the terms, we find that
 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

ηs(Ψ0)+1Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− υ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx+ c

 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

Ψ0 (|Dυ|) dx

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L). Redefining h− υ ≡ 0 on B2ρ(y) \BR, we are able to apply Lemma
4.1 to Φ ≡ Ψ0 with d0 ≡ 1. In turn, there exists θ0 ≡ θ0(n, s(Ψ0)) ∈ (0, 1) as appearing in (6.11) such that

 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h− υ

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6







 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

[Ψ0(|Dh−Dυ|)]θ0 dx







1
θ0

6







 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]θ0 dx







1
θ0

+ c

 

BR∩B2ρ(y)

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)] dx

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0)), where for the last inequality we have used (2.6) and Hölder’s inequality.
Combining the last two displays and (6.11), we have

 

Bρ(y)

[V (x)]
1
θ0 dx 6 c







 

B2ρ(y)

V (x) dx







1
θ0

+ c

 

B2ρ(y)

U(x) dx (6.13)

for some c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L), where

V (x) := [Ψ0(|Dh|)]θ0χB2ρ(y)(x) and U(x) := Ψ0(|Dυ|)χB2ρ(y)(x)

for every ball B2ρ(y) ⊂ R
n satisfying either B2ρ(y) ⊂ BR or 1

10 <
|B2ρ(y)\BR|

|B2ρ(y)|
with y ∈ BR. Applying a

variant of Gehring’s lemma and a standard covering argument, we arrive at the desired estimate (6.7). �
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Before going on further, we recall a classical truncation lemma due to [1]. The statement involves the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator, defined as

M(f)(x) := sup
Br(x)⊂Rn

 

Br(x)

|f(y)| dy, x ∈ R
n, (6.14)

whenever f ∈ L1
loc(R

n).

Theorem 6.2 ([1]). Let BR ⊂ R
n be a ball and f ∈ W 1,1

0 (BR). Then, for every λ > 0, there exists

fλ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (BR) such that

‖Dfλ‖L∞(BR) 6 cλ (6.15)

for some constant c depending only on n. Moreover, it holds that

{x ∈ BR : fλ(x) 6= f(x)} ⊂ {x ∈ BR : M(|Df(x)|) > λ} ∪ negligible set. (6.16)

We notice that in this theorem we may assume that f is defined on R
n by redefining f ≡ 0 on R

n \ BR.
We are now ready to state the main result of this section.

Lemma 6.1 (Harmonic type approximation). Let BR ⊂ R
n be a ball with R 6 1, σ ∈ (0, 1) and υ ∈

W 1,Ψ0(B2R) be a function satisfying
 

B2R

Ψ0(|Dυ|) dx 6 c0 (6.17)

and
 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)]1+δ1 dx 6 c1 (6.18)

for some constants c0, c1 > 1 and δ1 > 0. Suppose that Ψ0(1) > 1. We further assume that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

BR

〈A0(Dυ), Dϕ〉 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 σ ‖Dϕ‖L∞(BR) holds for ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (BR). (6.19)

Then there exists h ∈ υ +W 1,Ψ0

0 (BR) such that
 

BR

〈A0(Dh), Dϕ〉 dx = 0 for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (BR), (6.20)

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]1+δ0 dx 6 c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1)

for some positive δ0 ≡ δ0(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1),

(6.21)

 

BR

(

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa(Dυ)− VHa (Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

dx 6 c̄σs1 , (6.22)

and
 

BR

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

υ − h

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c̄σs0 (6.23)

for some constants with dependence as s1 ≡ s1(n, s(Ψ0), δ1, c0) > 0, s0 ≡ s0(n, s(Ψ0), δ1, c0) > 0 and

c̄ ≡ c̄(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1) > 1.
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Proof. By the standard approximation argument, if (6.19) holds for all functions ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (BR), then it also

holds for all functions ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (BR). The proof falls in three steps.

Step 1: Truncation. The standard energy estimate and (6.17) give us
 

BR

Ψ0(|Dh|) dx 6

 

BR

Ψ0(|Dυ|) dx 6 c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L)c0. (6.24)

By applying Theorem 6.1, there exists a positive exponent δ0 ≡ δ0(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1) satisfying
 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]1+δ0 dx 6 c

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)]1+δ0 dx 6 c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1), (6.25)

which is (6.21). We now set f := υ − h ∈ W 1,Ψ0

0 (BR) and let λ > 1 to be chosen later. We consider

fλ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (BR) provided by Theorem 6.2, which satisfies (6.15) and (6.16). By these properties, Chebyshev’s

inequality and then the maximal function theorem for Orlicz spaces (see for instance [51, Proposition 1.2]),
we have

|{f 6= fλ}|

|BR|
6

|BR ∩ {M(|Df |) > λ}|

|BR|
6

1

[Ψ0(λ)]1+δ0

 

BR

[Ψ0(M(|Df |))]1+δ0 dx

6
c

[Ψ0(λ)]1+δ0

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Df |)]1+δ0 dx

6
c

[Ψ0(λ)]1+δ0





 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)]1+δ0 dx+

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]1+δ0 dx



 6
c

[Ψ0(λ)]1+δ0

(6.26)

with c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1), where we have used (6.21) and (6.25). Now we test the equation (6.1)
against fλ to obtain

Γ1 :=

 

BR

〈A0(Dυ)−A0(Dh), Dfλ〉χ{f=fλ} dx

=

 

BR

〈A0(Dυ), Dfλ〉 dx−

 

BR

〈A0(Dυ)−A0(Dh), Dfλ〉χ{f 6=fλ} dx =: Γ2 + Γ3.

(6.27)

Next we estimate each term appearing in the last equality. By using (6.5), we have

Γ1 > c

 

BR

[

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa (Dυ)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
]

χ{f=fλ} dx

with c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0)). Using (6.19), and then (6.15), we get

|Γ2| 6 σ ‖Dfλ‖L∞(BR) 6 c(n)σλ.

For Γ3, we fix ε ∈ (0, 1) to be chosen later and we estimate

|Γ3| 6

 

BR

(|A0(Dh)|+ |A0(Dυ)|) |Dfλ|χ{f 6=fλ} dx

(6.2)

6 L ‖Dfλ‖L∞(BR)

 

BR

[

Ψ0(|Dυ|)

|Dυ|
+

Ψ0(|Dh|)

|Dh|

]

χ{f 6=fλ} dx

6 ε

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|) + Ψ0(|Dh|)] dx +
c

εs(Ψ0)
Ψ0(‖Dfλ‖L∞(BR))

|{f 6= fλ}|

|BR|

6 c

(

ε+
1

[Ψ0(λ)]δ0εs(Ψ0)

)



REGULARITY FOR ORLICZ PHASE PROBLEMS 41

with some c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1), where in the last two inequalities we have used Lemma 2.1 together
with (6.15) and (6.24). Merging the estimates for Γ1,Γ2 and Γ3 with (6.27), we deduce that

 

BR

(

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa (Dυ)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

χ{f=fλ} dx

6 c∗

(

σλ + ε+
1

[Ψ0(λ)]δ0εs(Ψ0)

)

=: S(σ, λ, ε)

(6.28)

for some constant c∗ ≡ c∗(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1), where ε ∈ (0, 1) is still to be chosen later. Now let us use
a short notation for the simplicity

Z2 := |VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa(Dυ)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2 (6.29)

and fix θ ∈ (0, 1), again to be chosen later. Hölder’s inequality and (6.28) imply





 

BR

Z2θχ{f=fλ} dx





1
θ

6 S(σ, λ, ε). (6.30)

Again using Hölder’s inequality, we get





 

BR

Z2θχ{f 6=fλ} dx





1
θ

6

(

|{f 6= fλ}|

|BR|

)
1−θ
θ

 

BR

Z2 dx

(6.26)

6 c[Ψ0(λ)]
−

(1−θ)(1+δ0)

θ

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|) + Ψ0(|Dh|)] dx
(6.24)

6 c[Ψ0(λ)]
−

(1−θ)(1+δ0)

θ

(6.31)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1, θ). Consequently, (6.30) and (6.31) yield that





 

BR

Z2θ dx





1
θ

6 c
(

S(σ, λ, ε) + [Ψ0(λ)]
−

(1−θ)(1+δ0)

θ

)

holds with again c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1, θ). Recalling S(σ, λ, ε) in (6.28) and using Lemma 2.1, we find





 

BR

Z2θ dx





1
θ

dx 6 c

(

σλ + ε+ λ
−δ0

(

1
s(Ψ0)

+1
)

ε−s(Ψ0) + λ
−
(

1
s(Ψ0)

+1
)

(1−θ)(1+δ0)
θ

)

,

where at this moment we have used the assumption that Ψ0(1) > 1. Choosing λ = σ− 1
2 and ε = σs with

s = δ0
4s(Ψ0)

(

1
s(Ψ0)

+ 1
)

, we obtain





 

BR

(

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa (Dυ)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)θ

dx





1
θ

6 cσm0

(6.32)

with constants m0 = min{ 1
2 ,

δ0
4s(Ψ0)

(

1
s(Ψ0)

+ 1
)

,
(

1
s(Ψ0)

+ 1
)

(1−θ)(1+δ0)
2θ } and

c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1, θ). Recall that θ is yet to be chosen.
Step 2: Proof of (6.22). By taking θ properly, we can deduce (6.22) from (6.32). Hölder’s inequality

with conjugate exponents
(

2(1+δ0)
1+2δ0

, 2(1 + δ0)
)

yields

 

BR

Z2 dx =

 

BR

Z · Z dx 6





 

BR

Z
2(1+δ0)
1+2δ0 dx





1+2δ0
2(1+δ0)





 

BR

Z2(1+δ0) dx





1
2(1+δ0)

. (6.33)
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We now choose θ := 1+δ0
1+2δ0

∈ (0, 1) in (6.32) in order to find that





 

BR

Z
2(1+δ0)
1+2δ0 dx





1+2δ0
2(1+δ0)

6 cσ
m0
2 . (6.34)

On the other hand, recalling (6.29) and (6.25), we have
 

BR

Z2(1+δ0) dx

=

 

BR

(

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa(Dυ)− VHa (Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)1+δ0

dx

6 c

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|)]1+δ0 dx+ c

 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dh|)]1+δ0 dx 6 c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1).

(6.35)

We combine the estimates (6.33)-(6.35) to discover
 

BR

(

|VG(Dυ)− VG(Dh)|2 + a0|VHa(Dυ)− VHa (Dh)|2 + b0|VHb
(Dυ)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

dx 6 cσs1 , (6.36)

where

s1 =
1

2
min

{

1

2
,

δ0
4s(Ψ0)

(

1

s(Ψ0)
+ 1

)

,

(

1

s(Ψ0)
+ 1

)

δ0
2

}

and c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ0, c0, c1).

Step 3: Proof of (6.23). By applying Lemma 4.1 to Φ ≡ Ψ0 with d0 ≡ 1, we see that there exists
θ0 ≡ θ0(n, s(Ψ0)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

 

BR

Ψ0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

υ − h

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c





 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ −Dh|)]θ0 dx





1
θ0

6 c





 

BR

(

[Ψ0(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)]
1
2

|Dυ −Dh|

(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)

)θ0

[Ψ0(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)]
θ0
2 dx





1
θ0

6 c





 

BR

Ψ0(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)
|Dυ −Dh|2

(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)2
dx





1
2




 

BR

[Ψ0(|Dυ|+ |Dh|)]
θ0

2−θ0 dx





2−θ0
2θ0

6 c





 

BR

Z2 dx





1
2




 

BR

Ψ0(|Dυ|+ |Dh|) dx





1
2

6 cσ
s1
2 = cσs0

for some c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ0), ν, L, δ1, c0, c1), where in the last display we have applied Hölder’s inequality with

conjugate exponents
(

2
θ0
, 2
2−θ0

)

, and finally used (2.10) with (6.36). This proves (6.23). The proof is

complete. �

7. Comparison estimates

Throughout this section we fix a ball B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 1 and some open subset
Ω0 ⋐ Ω. We consider the functional defined by

W 1,1(B2R) ∋ υ 7→ FB2R(υ) :=

ˆ

B2R

F (x, (u)B2R , Dυ) dx, (7.1)
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where u is a local minimizer of the functional F in (1.9). Now we consider a function w ∈ u +W 1,Ψ
0 (BR)

being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:
{

w 7→ min
υ

FB2R(υ)

υ ∈ u+W 1,Ψ
0 (B2R).

(7.2)

In the following we shall deal with first comparison estimates in order to remove u-dependence in the original
functional F in (1.9).

Lemma 7.1. Let w ∈ W 1,Ψ(B2R) be the solution to the variational problem (7.2) under the assumptions

(1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being

non-negative concave functions vanishing at the origin. Assume that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13)
and (1.14) is satisfied. Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) such that

 

B2R

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dw)|2 + a(x)|VHa (Du)− VHa(Dw)|2 + b(x)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dw)|2
)

dx

6 cω(Rγ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(7.3)

holds, where γ ≡ γ(data(Ω0)) is the Hölder exponent determined via Theorem 5.2. Moreover, the following

estimates hold true:
 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx 6
L

ν

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx, (7.4)

‖w‖L∞(B2R) 6 ‖u‖L∞(B2R) , (7.5)

osc
B2R

w 6 osc
B2R

u (7.6)

and
 

B2R

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[ω(Rγ)]
1
2

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (7.7)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where in the case that (1.14) is considered, γ appearing in (7.3) and

(7.7) is the same as in the assumption (1.14).

Proof. The proof is very standard and we shall follow the structure of the proof of [13, Lemma 4]. The
Euler-Lagrange equation of the functional FB2R , which is

 

B2R

〈DzF (x, (u)B2R , Dw), Dϕ〉 dx = 0, (7.8)

holds for any function ϕ ∈ W 1,Ψ
0 (B2R) (see for instance [6, Lemma 5.2]). The minimality and growth

condition (1.10) imply that
 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx 6
1

ν

 

B2R

F (x, (u)B2R , Dw) dx

6
1

ν

 

B2R

F (x, (u)B2R , Du) dx 6
L

ν

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(7.9)

which proves (7.4). Therefore, we conclude with
 

B2R

〈DzF (x, (u)B2R , Dw), Du −Dw〉 dx = 0. (7.10)
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Letting u+
B2R

:= sup
x∈B2R

u(x) and u−
B2R

:= inf
x∈B2R

u(x), the minimality of w yields

FB2R(w) 6 FB2R

(

min{w, u+
B2R

}
)

and FB2R(w) 6 FB2R(max{w, u−
B2R

}).

Consequently, the last display together with (1.10) gives us

ˆ

B2R∩
{

w>u+
B2R

}

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx = 0 and

ˆ

B2R∩
{

w6u−

B2R

}

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx = 0.

By coarea formula, we get that

inf
x∈B2R

u ≡ u−
B2R

6 w(x) 6 u+
B2R

≡ sup
x∈B2R

u(x) a.e. x ∈ B2R. (7.11)

This proves (7.5) and (7.6). Using (2.15) and (7.10) together with the minimality of u and w, we have that

 

B2R

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dw)|2 + a(x)|VHa (Du)− VHa(Dw)|2 + b(x)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dw)|2
)

dx

(7.10)
=

 

B2R

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dw)|2 + a(x)|VH(Du)− VH(Dw)|2 + b(x)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dw)|2
)

dx

+ c∗

 

B2R

〈DzF (x, (u)B2R , Dw), Du −Dw〉 dx

6 c∗

 

B2R

[F (x, (u)B2R , Du)− F (x, (u)B2R , Dw)] dx

= c∗

 

B2R

[F (x, (u)B2R , Du)− F (x, u,Du)] dx+ c∗

 

B2R

[F (x, u,Du)− F (x,w,Dw)] dx

+ c∗

 

B2R

[F (x,w,Dw) − F (x, (w)B2R , Dw)] dx+ c∗

 

B2R

[F (x, (w)B2R , Dw)− F (x, (u)B2R , Dw)] dx

=: c∗

4
∑

i=1

Ii

(7.12)

with c∗ ≡ c∗(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν). Now we estimate each term Ii for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} in the last display.
We have

I1
(1.16)

6 c

 

B2R

ω(|u− (u)B2R |)Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(5.31),(5.33)

6 cω(2[u]0,γ;Ω0R
γ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(2.1)

6 c(data(Ω0))ω(R
γ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(7.13)

where in the last display we have also used the fact that ω(·) is concave. The minimality of u implies

I2 6 0. (7.14)
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We have therefore

I3
(1.16)

6 c

 

B2R

ω(|w − (w)B2R |)Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx

6 c

 

BR

ω

(

osc
B2R

w

)

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx

(7.6)

6 cω

(

osc
B2R

u

)
 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx

(5.31),(5.33)

6 cω(2[u]0,γ;Ω0R
γ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(2.1)

6 c(data(Ω0))ω(R
γ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(7.15)

Observing that

|(w)B2R − (u)B2R |
(7.11)

6 osc
B2R

u, (7.16)

as in the estimate for I1, we still have

I4 6 cω(Rγ)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx. (7.17)

Inserting all the estimates obtained for Ii with i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} into (7.12) completes the proof of (7.3).
Let us now prove (7.7). By Theorem 4.1 with d ≡ 1, there exists θ1 ≡ θ1(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) ∈ (0, 1)

such that

J :=

 

B2R

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c





 

B2R

[Ψ(x, |Du−Dw|)]θ1 dx





1
θ1

6 c





 

B2R

(

[Ψ(x, |Du|+ |Dw|)]
1
2
|Du−Dw|

|Du|+ |Dw|

)θ1

[Ψ(x, |Du|+ |Dw|)]
θ1
2 dx





1
θ1

,

(7.18)

where in the last inequality of the last display we have used (2.11) for Ψ. Applying Hölder’s inequality with

conjugate exponents
(

2
θ1
, 2
2−θ1

)

to the right hand side of the last display and (2.10), we get

J 6 c





 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|+ |Dw|)
|Du−Dw|2

(|Du|+ |Dw|)2
dx





1
2




 

B2R

[Ψ(x, |Du|+ |Dw|)]
θ1

2−θ1 dx





2−θ1
2θ1

6 c





 

B2R

|VΨ(x,Du)− VΨ(x,Dw)|2 dx





1
2




 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|+ |Dw|) dx





1
2

6 c(data(Ω0))[ω(R
γ)]

1
2

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(7.19)

where in the last inequality of the above display we have used (7.3), and then (7.4). Combining the last two
displays we arrive at (7.7). �
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Next we consider the functional defined by

W 1,1(BR) ∋ υ 7→ Fc(υ) :=

ˆ

BR

Fc(x,Dυ) dx, (7.20)

where the density function is given by

Fc(x, z) := FG (xc, (u)B2R , z) + a(x)FHa (xc, (u)B2R , z) + b(x)FHb
(xc, (u)B2R , z) (7.21)

for some fixed point xc ∈ BR and for every x ∈ Ω and z ∈ R
n. Now we consider a function wc ∈ w+W 1,Ψ

0 (BR)
being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:

{

wc 7→ min
v

Fc(v)

v ∈ w +W 1,Ψ
0 (BR),

(7.22)

where w ∈ W 1,Ψ(B2R) is the solution to the variational problem (7.2).

Lemma 7.2. Let wc ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) be the solution to the variational problem (7.22) under the assumptions

(1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let the coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being

non-negative concave functions vanishing at the origin. Assume that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13)
and (1.14) is satisfied. Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) such that

 

BR

(

|VG(Dw) − VG(Dwc)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (Dw) − VHa(Dwc)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(Dw)− VHb

(Dwc)|
2
)

dx

6 cω(R)

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(7.23)

Moreover, the following estimates hold true:
 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx 6
L

ν

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx, (7.24)

‖wc‖L∞(BR) 6 ‖w‖L∞(BR) , (7.25)

osc
BR

wc 6 osc
BR

w (7.26)

and
 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

w − wc

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[ω(R)]
1
2

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx (7.27)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Finally, there exists a higher integrability exponent δ0 ≡ δ0(data) with

δ0 6 δ with δ having been determined via Theorem 5.5, and a constant c ≡ c(data) such that







 

BR/2

[Ψ(x, |Dwc|)]
1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx. (7.28)

Proof. Essentially, the proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 7.1. The estimates (7.24)-(7.26) can be obtained
as for (7.4)-(7.6). We now focus on proving (7.23). The Euler-Lagrange equation arising from the functional
Fc defined in (7.20)

 

BR

〈DzFc(x,Dwc), Dϕ〉 dx = 0 (7.29)
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is valid, whenever ϕ ∈ W 1,Ψ
0 (BR). Then using (1.16), we have

 

BR

(

|VG(Dw) − VG(Dwc)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (Dw) − VHa(Dwc)|

2 + b(x)|VHb
(Dw)− VHb

(Dwc)|
2
)

dx

6 c

 

BR

〈DzFc(x,Dw) −DzFc(x,Dwc), Dw −Dwc〉 dx

6 c

 

BR

|DzFG(xc, (u)B2R , Dw) −DzFG(x, (u)B2R , Dw)||Dw −Dwc| dx

+ c

 

BR

a(x)|DzFHa(xc, (u)B2R , Dw) −DzFHa(x, (u)B2R , Dw)||Dw −Dwc| dx

+ c

 

BR

b(x)|DzFHb
(xc, (u)B2R , Dw)−DzFHb

(x, (u)B2R , Dw)||Dw −Dwc| dx

6 cω(R)

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx

(7.30)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L). This proves (7.23), and (7.27) follows from this estimate
together with applying the arguments used in (7.18)-(7.19). Since wc is a L/ν-minimizer of the functional
Fc defined in (7.22), we are able to apply Lemma 5.1 with the choices of υ ≡ wc, ρ ≡ R/2, r ≡ R and
k ≡ (wc)BR . In turn, it gives us that

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx 6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (7.31)

holds with c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), L, ν). Then applying Remark 4.1, there exists a positive exponent
θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx 6 cκ̄sp





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Dwc|)]
θ dx





1
θ

(7.32)

holds with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), L, ν, ωa(1), ωb(1)), where

κ̄sp =



















































1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1





ˆ

BR

G(|Dwc|) dx





1
n






if (1.12) is considered,

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)
(

λ2 + λ2 ‖wc‖L∞(BR)

)

if (1.13) is considered,

1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)

(

λ3 + λ3

[

R−γ osc
BR

wc

]
1

1−γ

)

if (1.14) is considered.

(7.33a)

(7.33b)

(7.33c)

Furthermore, taking into account (7.4)-(7.6) and (7.24)-(7.26) in the last display, we conclude that

 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx 6 c





 

BR

[Ψ (x, |Dwc|)]
θ dx





1
θ

(7.34)

holds for some constant θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb)) ∈ (0, 1) and c ≡ c(data). The estimate (7.28) follows
from applying a variant of Gehring’s lemma. �
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To go further let us introduce the excess functional defined by

E(v,Br) :=
(

Ψ−
B2r

)−1





 

Br

Ψ−
B2r

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)Br

2r

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx



 (7.35)

for any function v ∈ L1(B2r) and a ball B2r ⊂ Ω, where we note that
(

Ψ−
B2r

)−1
is the inverse function of

Ψ−
B2r

. By the convexity of Ψ−
B2r

together with Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.2, one can see that

E(v,Br) 6 c
(

Ψ−
B2r

)−1





 

Br

Ψ−
B2r

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − v0
2r

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx



 (7.36)

for some constant c ≡ c(s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb)), whenever v0 ∈ R is an arbitrary number.

Lemma 7.3. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in (1.9) under the assump-

tions (1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let wc ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) be the solution to the variational problem (7.22). If one

of the assumptions (1.22a)-(1.22e) is satisfied, then for every ε∗ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive radius

R∗ ≡ R∗(data(Ω0), ε
∗) (7.37)

such that

 

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (7.38)

for some constant c ≡ c (data(Ω0)), whenever τ ∈ (0, 1/16) and R 6 R∗.

Proof. We assume E(wc, BR/2) > 0, otherwise (7.38) is trivial. For the sake of simplicity during the proof,
we write

E(R) := E(wc, BR/2) =
(

Ψ−
BR

)−1







 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx






. (7.39)

The proof falls in several delicate steps.
Step 1: Initial settings on wc. Applying Lemma 5.2 to BR/2 with k ≡ (wc)BR/2

, we have

 

BR/4

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx 6 c

 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (7.40)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 7.2 that there exists a higher integrability
exponent δ0 ≡ δ0(data) such that







 

BR/8

[Ψ(x, |Dwc|)]
1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c

 

BR/4

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx (7.41)

for a constant c ≡ c(data).
Step 2: Scaling. We set the scaled functions of wc(·), a(·) and b(·) in the ball B1 by



















w̄c(x) :=
wc(x0 +Rx)− (wc)BR/2

E(R)R
,

ā(x) := a(x0 +Rx)
Ha(E(R))

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
and b̄(x) := b(x0 +Rx)

Hb(E(R))

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
.

(7.42a)

(7.42b)
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for every x ∈ B1. Now we define the control function and energy integrand associated to our scaling in
(7.42a)-(7.42b) as











































Ψ̄(x, |z|) := Ḡ(|z|) + ā(x)H̄a(|z|) + b̄(x)H̄b(|z|),

F̄ (x, z) := F̄G(z) + ā(x)F̄Ha (z) + b̄(x)F̄Hb
(z),

F̄G(z) :=
FG(xc, (u)B2R , E(R)z)

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
, F̄Ha (z) :=

FHa(xc, (u)B2R , E(R)z)

Ha (E(R))
,

F̄Hb
(x, z) :=

FHb
(xc, (u)B2R , E(R)z)

Hb (E(R))
and Ā(x, z) := DzF̄ (x, z)

(7.43a)

(7.43b)

(7.43c)

(7.43d)

for every x ∈ B1 and z ∈ R
n, where the point xc ∈ BR has been fixed in (7.22) and

Ḡ(t) :=
G(E(R)t)

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
, H̄a(t) :=

Ha(E(R)t)

Ha (E(R))
, H̄b(t) :=

Hb(E(R)t)

Hb (E(R))
(7.44)

for every t > 0. Clearly, one can see that Ḡ, H̄a, H̄b ∈ N with indices s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), respectively, and
also that

Ḡ(1) 6 1, H̄a(1) = 1 and H̄b(1) = 1. (7.45)

Then one can check that the function w̄c minimizes the following functional

W 1,Ψ̄(B1) ∋ v 7→

ˆ

B1

F̄ (x,Dv) dx, (7.46)

where the functions Ψ̄(·) and F̄ (·) have been defined in (7.43a) and (7.43b), respectively. The Euler-Lagrange
equation associated to the functional in (7.46) becomes

 

B1

〈

Ā(x,Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx =

 

B1

〈

DzF̄ (x,Dw̄c) , Dϕ
〉

dx = 0 (7.47)

for every ϕ ∈ W 1,Ψ̄
0 (B1). By the assumptions (1.10) and (1.16) via elementary computations, we have the

following structure condition in the scaled settings:






















νΨ̄(x, |z|) 6 F̄ (x, z) 6 LΨ̄(x, |z|),

|Ā(x, z)||z|+ |DzĀ(x, z)||z|
2 6 LΨ̄(x, |z|),

ν
Ψ̄(x, |z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

DzĀ(x, z)ξ, ξ
〉

(7.48a)

(7.48b)

(7.48c)

hold true for every x ∈ B1 and z ∈ R
n \ {0}.

Step 3: Freezing. Now we consider frozen functional and vector field associated to F̄ (·) and Ā(·) defined
in (7.43b)-(7.43d). Let x̄a, x̄b ∈ B1 be points such that ā(x̄a) = inf

x∈B1

ā(x) and b̄(x̄b) = inf
x∈B1

b̄(x). Then we

denote by

F̄0(z) := F̄G(z) + ā(x̄a)F̄Ha (z) + b̄(x̄b)F̄Hb
(z), (7.49)

Ā0(z) := DzF̄0(z) (7.50)

and

Ψ̄0(t) := Ḡ(t) + ā(x̄a)H̄a(t) + b̄(x̄b)H̄b(t) (7.51)

for every x ∈ B1, z ∈ R
n and t > 0. By the very definition in (7.43a)-(7.43d), straightforwardly one can see

Ψ̄0(1) = 1. (7.52)

In our new scaled settings, we now consider the functional

W 1,Ψ̄0
(

B1/8

)

∋ v 7→

ˆ

B1/8

F̄0(Dv) dx. (7.53)
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We observe that the newly defined integrand F̄0(·) and vector field Ā0(·) satisfy the growth and ellipticity
conditions as























νΨ̄0(|z|) 6 F̄0(z) 6 LΨ̄0(|z|),

|Ā0(z)||z|+ |DzĀ0(z)||z|
2 6 LΨ̄0(|z|),

ν
Ψ̄0(|z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

DzĀ0(z)ξ, ξ
〉

(7.54a)

(7.54b)

(7.54c)

for every z ∈ R
n \ {0} and ξ ∈ R

n. Therefore, the estimates (7.40) and (7.41) are written in the view of w̄c

as

 

B1/4

Ψ̄(x, |Dw̄c|) dx +







 

B1/8

[Ψ̄(x, |Dw̄c|)]
1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c(data). (7.55)

Step 4: Harmonic type approximation. Let ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0

(

B1/8

)

. Using (7.47), we see

I0 :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c)− Ā(x,Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

 

B1/8

|Ā0(Dw̄c)− Ā(x,Dw̄c)| dx ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
=: I1 ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)

.

(7.56)

Now using (1.16), we see

I1 6 L

 

B1/8

|ā(x)− ā(x̄a)|
H̄a(|Dw̄c|)

|Dw̄c|
dx + L

 

B1/8

|b̄(x)− b̄(x̄b)|
H̄b(|Dw̄c|)

|Dw̄c|
dx =: L (I11 + I12) . (7.57)

Now we estimate the terms appearing in the last display. In turn, using (2.7), (7.45) and (7.55), we have

I11 6 c

 

B1/8

|ā(x)− ā(x̄a)|
(

[H̄a(|Dw̄c|)]
1

s(Ha)+1 + [H̄a(|Dw̄c|)]
s(Ha)

s(Ha)+1

)

dx

6 c ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
s(Ha)

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)







 

B1/8

ā(x)H̄a(|Dw̄c|) dx







1
s(Ha)+1

+ c ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)







 

B1/8

ā(x)H̄a(|Dw̄c|) dx







s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

6 c(data)

(

‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+ ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)

,

(7.58)

where we have used also Hölder’s inequality and the fact that ā(x̄a) 6 ā(x) for every x ∈ B1. In a similar
way, we have

I12 6 c(data)

(

∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

1
s(Hb)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+
∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

s(Hb)

s(Hb)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)

. (7.59)

Inserting those estimates into (7.57) and then (7.56), we find

I0 6 c(data)

(

‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+ ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)

+ c(data)

(

∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

1
s(Hb)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+
∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

s(Hb)

s(Hb)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)

.

(7.60)
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Now we estimate the terms ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖L∞(B1/8)
and

∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

L∞(B1/8)
depending on which assumption

of (1.22a)-(1.22e) comes into play. Recalling the definition of ā(·), b̄(·) in (7.42b) and the excess functional
in (7.39), we have

Ia := ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖L∞(B1/8)
6 cωa(R)

Ha(E(R))

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
(7.61)

and

Ib :=
∥

∥b̄− b̄(x̄b)
∥

∥

L∞(B1/8)
6 cωb(R)

Hb(E(R))

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
. (7.62)

Case 1: Assumption (1.22a) is in force. The assumption (1.22a)2 implies that for any ε ∈ (0, 1) there
exists µ1 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ
(

t, G−1
(

t−n
))

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ1). (7.63)

Then using this one and (1.12), we continue to estimate Ia in (7.61) as

Ia 6 cωa(R)

(

Ha ◦G−1
) (

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
)

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))

6 cωa(R)ε



1 +
1

ωa

(

[Ψ−
BR

(E(R))]−
1
n

)



+ cωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa (µ1)

)
(7.64)

with c ≡ c([a]ωa , λ1), where we have used the fact that
(

Ψ−
BR

)−1
(t) 6 G−1(t) for every t > 0. Using (2.2)

together with the energy estimates (7.24) and (7.4), we observe that

1

ωa

(

[

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
]− 1

n

) 6
c

ωa(R)
+

c

ωa(R)

ˆ

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6
c

ωa(R)
+

c

ωa(R)

ˆ

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6
c(data)

ωa(R)
.

(7.65)

Combining the last two displays, we conclude

Ia 6 c

(

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

))

(7.66)

with some constant c ≡ c(data). In the same manner, we see

Ib 6 c

(

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωb(µ1)

))

(7.67)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Therefore, inserting the estimates in the last two displays into (7.60) and
recalling (7.56), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data)p1(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (7.68)

where

p1(ε,R) :=

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

)]
1

s(Ha)+1

+

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

)]

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

+

[

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωb(µ1)

)]
1

s(Hb)+1

+

[

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωb(µ1)

)]

s(Hb)

s(Hb)+1

.

(7.69)
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Case 2: Assumption (1.22b) is in force. From the assumption (1.22b)2 it holds that for every ε ∈ (0, 1)
there exists µ2 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ2). (7.70)

Then by the very definition of Ψ−
BR

in (2.3) together with (7.70) and (1.13), we have

Ia 6 cωa(R)
Ha(E(R))

G(E(R))

6 cωa(R)ε

(

1 +
1

ωa ([E(R)]−1)

)

+ cωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa (µ2)

)

.

(7.71)

Again using (2.1) together with taking into account (7.25) and (7.5), we see

1

ωa ([E(R)]−1)
6

1

ωa

(

R
2‖wc‖L∞(BR)

) 6
c(data)

ωa(R)
. (7.72)

Combining the last two displays, we find

Ia 6 c

(

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

))

(7.73)

with some constant c ≡ c(data). Similarly, it holds that

Ib 6 c

(

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

))

. (7.74)

Then, plugging the estimates in the last two displays into (7.60) and recalling (7.56), we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data)p2(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (7.75)

where

p2(ε,R) :=

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

)]
1

s(Ha)+1

+

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

)]

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

+

[

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωb(µ2)

)]
1

s(Hb)+1

+

[

ε+ ωb(R)

(

1 +
1

ωb(µ2)

)]

s(Hb)

s(Hb)+1

.

(7.76)

Case 3: Assumption (1.22c) is in force. The assumption (1.22c)2 implies that for any ε ∈ (0, 1) there
exists µ3 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ3). (7.77)

This one together with recalling (7.61) and (1.14), we see

Ia 6 cω(R)
Ha(E(R))

G(E(R))

6 cωa(R)ε



1 +
1

ωa

(

[E(R)]−
1

1−γ

)



+ cωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)









.

(7.78)

Now using (7.26), (7.6) and (1.14), we have

1

ωa

(

[E(R)]−
1

1−γ

) 6
1

ωa

(

[

osc
B2R

u

R

]− 1
1−γ

) 6
c(data)

ωa(R)
. (7.79)
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Combining the last two displays, we find

Ia 6 c









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















(7.80)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). In the same way, we show

Ib 6 c









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















(7.81)

for some constant c ≡ c(data). Using the estimates (7.80)-(7.81) in (7.60), we conclude
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data)p3(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (7.82)

where

p3(ε,R) :=









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















1
s(Ha)+1

+









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

+









ε+ ωb(R)









1 +
1

ωb

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















1
s(Hb)+1

+









ε+ ωb(R)









1 +
1

ωb

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















s(Hb)

s(Hb)+1

.

(7.83)

Case 4. Assumption (1.22d) is in force. We treat this case in a different way rather than the estimate
used in (7.63)-(7.69). In fact, we take an advantage that wa(·) is a power function. Then recalling Ia
introduced in (7.61), we see that

Ia 6 cRα

(

Ha ◦G−1
) (

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
)

Ψ−
BR

(E(R))
6 cRα









1 +







 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx







α
n









6 cRα + c







ˆ

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx







α
n

6 cRα + c





ˆ

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx





α
n

6 cRα + cR
αδ
1+δ





ˆ

B2R

[Ψ (x, |Du|)]1+δ dx





α
n(1+δ)

6 c(data(Ω0))R
αδ
1+δ

(7.84)

for a higher integrability exponent δ coming from Theorem 5.5, where we have used (7.24), (7.4) together
with (5.62). By arguing similarly, we estimate Ib in (7.62) as

Ib 6 c(data(Ω0))R
βδ
1+δ . (7.85)

Using estimates from the last two displays in (7.60) and recalling R 6 1, we see
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data(Ω0))q1(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (7.86)
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where

q1(R) := R
αδ

(1+δ)(1+s(Ha )) +R
βδ

(1+δ)(1+s(Hb)) . (7.87)

Case 5: Assumption (1.22e) is in force. Again we estimate Ia and Ib introduced in (7.61)-(7.62).
Using the assumption (1.13), (7.26) and (7.6), we have

Ia 6 cRαHa(E(R))

G(E(R))

6 cRα






1 +







(

Ψ−
BR

)−1







 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx













α





6 c

(

Rα +

[

osc
B2R

u

]α)

6 c(data(Ω0))R
γα,

(7.88)

where we have also used (5.33) and the Hölder continuity exponent γ came from Theorem 5.2. Similarly, we
see

Ib 6 c(data(Ω0))R
γβ . (7.89)

Inserting the estimates from the last two displays into (7.60) and recalling R 6 1, we see
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data(Ω0))q2(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (7.90)

where

q2(R) := R
αγ

1+s(Ha) +R
βγ

1+s(Hb) (7.91)

Collecting the estimates obtained in (7.68), (7.75),(7.82), (7.86) and (7.90), we conclude with
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 chd(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
(7.92)

for some constant ch ≡ ch(data(Ω0)), whenever ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (B1/8), where

d(ε,R) :=























p1(ε,R) if (1.22a) is assumed,
p2(ε,R) if (1.22b) is assumed,
p3(ε,R) if (1.22c) is assumed,
q1(R) if (1.22d) is assumed,
q2(R) if (1.22e) is assumed,

(7.93)

in which p1, p2, p3, q1 and q2 have been defined in (7.69), (7.76), (7.83), (7.87) and (7.91), respectively. By
(7.52), (7.54a)-(7.55) and (7.92), we are able to apply Lemma 6.1 with A0(z) ≡ Ā0(z), Ψ0(t) ≡ Ψ̄0(t) with

a0 ≡ ā(x̄a) and b0 ≡ b̄(x̄b), to discover that there exists h̄ ∈ w̄c +W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8) such that
 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dh̄), Dϕ
〉

dx = 0 for all ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (B1/8), (7.94)

 

B1/4

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) dx+

 

B1/8

[Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|)]1+δ1 dx 6 c for some δ1 6 δ0, (7.95)

 

B1/8

(

|VḠ(Dw̄c)− VḠ(Dh̄)|2 + ā(x̄a)|VH̄a
(Dw̄c)− VH̄a

(Dh̄)|2 + b̄(x̄b)|VH̄b
(Dw̄c)− VH̄b

(Dh̄)|2
)

dx

6 c[d(ε,R)]s1

(7.96)
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and finally
 

B1/8

(

Ḡ
(

|w̄c − h̄|
)

+ ā(x̄a)H̄a

(

|w̄c − h̄|
)

+ b̄(x̄b)H̄b

(

|w̄c − h̄|
))

dx 6 cd[d(ε,R)]s0 (7.97)

with some constants c, cd ≡ c, cd(data(Ω0)) > 1 and s0, s1 ≡ s0, s1(data) ∈ (0, 1), but they are all indepen-
dent of R. Therefore, for a given ε∗ ∈ (0, 1) as in the statement of our lemma, we choose small enough ε and
R∗ to satisfy

cd [d(ε,R
∗)]

s0 6 ε∗. (7.98)

Since the constants cd and s0 only depend on data(Ω0) and data, respectively, the last display gives us the
dependence of R∗ as in (7.37). Furthermore, by (7.97), we conclude with

 

B1/8

[

Ḡ
(

|w̄c − h̄|
)

+ ā(x̄a)H̄a

(

|w̄c − h̄|
)

+ b̄(x̄b)H̄b

(

|w̄c − h̄|
)]

dx 6 ε∗. (7.99)

Proof of (7.38). We observe that by a standard density argument, the relation in (7.94) still holds for

every ϕ ∈ W 1,1
0 (B1/8) with Ψ̄0(|Dϕ|) ∈ L1(B1/8). Recalling (7.49) and (7.50), we see that h̄ is a local

minimizer of the functional

W 1,Ψ̄0(B1/8) ∋ υ 7→

ˆ

B1/8

F̄0(Dυ) dx. (7.100)

Since the conditions (7.54a)-(7.54c) are satisfied for the integrand F̄0(·), we are in a position to apply the
results from [65] to obtain the following a priori Lipschitz estimate:

sup
B1/16

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) 6 c

 

B1/8

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) dx (7.101)

with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L). For any τ ∈ (0, 1/16), we have that
 

Bτ

Ψ̄0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w̄c − (w̄c)Bτ

τ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6

 

Bτ

Ψ̄0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w̄c − (h̄)Bτ

τ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6

 

Bτ

Ψ̄0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

h̄− (h̄)Bτ

τ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx+

 

Bτ

Ψ̄0

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w̄c − h̄

τ

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

(7.99)

6 c sup
Bτ

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) + cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗

(7.101)

6 c

 

B1/8

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) dx+ cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗

(7.95)

6 c+ cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗.

(7.102)

By scaling back to wc as introduced in (7.42a)-(7.42b), we obtain the desired estimate (7.38). The proof is
complete. �

Lemma 7.4. Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma 7.3, let wc ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) be the solution

to the problem defined in (7.22). If one of the assumptions (1.22a)-(1.22e) is satisfied, then there exists

h ∈ wc +W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8) being a local minimizer of the functional defined by

W 1,1(BR/8) ∋ v 7→ F0(v) :=

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dv) dx, (7.103)

where the integrand function is given by

F0(z) := FG (xc, (u)B2R , z) + a(xa)FHa (xc, (u)B2R , z) + b(xb)FHb
(xc, (u)B2R , z) (7.104)
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for some fixed point xc ∈ BR having been fixed in (7.22) and xa, xb ∈ BR being points such that a(xa) :=
inf

x∈BR

a(x) and b(xb) := inf
x∈BR

b(x), whenever z ∈ R
n, such that

 

BR/8

[

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Du)− VHa (Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c (ω (Rγ) + [d(ε,R)]s1)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(7.105)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where s1 and d(ε,R) have been defined in (7.96) and (7.93), respectively.
Moreover, we have the energy estimate

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (7.106)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L).

Proof. We need to revisit the proof of Lemma 7.3, specially Step 3 and Step 4. Under the settings of the

proof of Lemma 7.3, we consider a function h̄ ∈ w̄c + W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8) satisfying (7.94)-(7.97). Let h be the

scaled back function of h̄ in BR/8 as

h(x) := E(wc, BR/2)Rh̄

(

x− x0

R

)

for every x ∈ BR/8(x0). (7.107)

Clearly, h ∈ wc +W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8) is a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined in (7.103) which means

that

F0(h) =

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh) dx 6

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh+Dϕ) dx = F0(h+ ϕ) (7.108)

holds for every ϕ ∈ W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8). As we have shown in (7.9), recalling (7.24) and (7.4), we see

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6
L

ν

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx 6
8nL

ν

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx

6 c(n, ν, L)

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx 6 c(n, ν, L)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(7.109)

which proves (7.106). We write the inequality (7.96) in view of G,Ha, Hb, wc and h in order to have
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Dwc)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Dwc)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Dwc)− VHb

(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c[d(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c[d(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx 6 c[d(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(7.110)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where we have applied Sobolev-Poincaré inequality and (7.109). Com-
bining this estimate together with (7.3) and (7.23) via some elementary computations and recalling R 6 1,
we directly arrive at (7.105). �

We finally finish this section with a crucial decay estimate on a local minimizer u of the functional F .
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Lemma 7.5. Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma 7.3, if one of the conditions (1.22a)-(1.22e)
is satisfied, then for every ε∗ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive radius R∗ with the dependence as

R∗ ≡ R∗(data(Ω0), ε∗) (7.111)

such that if R 6 R∗, then there exists a constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) such that

ˆ

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c
(

τn + τ−(s(Ψ)+1)ε∗

)

ˆ

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (7.112)

holds for every τ ∈ (0, 1/16).

Proof. First we apply Lemma 7.3 with ε∗ ∈ (0, 1) to be determined in a few lines, and we can use (7.38)
provided

R 6 R∗ ≡ R∗(data(Ω0), ε
∗)

is found via (7.37). Therefore, using the convexity of Ψ−
BR

, Lemma 7.3 and a Sobolev-Poincaré inequality of
Lemma 4.1 via some elementary manipulations, for every τ ∈ (0, 1/32), we have that

 

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c

 

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (wc)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c

 

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx+ cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)

 

BR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− wc

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

+ cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)

 

BR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− wc

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx+ cτ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)

 

BR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− wc

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

(7.113)

with some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where throughout the last display we have repeatedly used (2.6) and
(7.36). The last display, (7.7) and (7.27) with some elementary manipulations yield

ˆ

BτR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c
(

τn + τ−(s(Ψ)+1)ε∗ + τ−(s(Ψ)+1)[ω(Rγ)]
1
2

)

ˆ

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for every τ ∈ (0, 1/16) and some c ≡ c(data(Ω0)). Then we choose ε∗ ≡ ε∗/2 and R∗ 6 R∗ in such a way

that [ω(Rγ
∗)]

1
2 6 ε∗/2. This choice gives us the dependence as described in (7.111) and yields (7.112). �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Now we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. In fact, it comes from the combination of Lemma
5.3 and Lemma 7.5.

Step 1: Different alternatives. Now we consider the different alternatives depending on which phase
of (5.27a)-(5.27d) occurs in some fixed ball BR ≡ BR(x0) ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 R∗ ≡ R∗(data(Ω0), ε∗),
which will be determined via Lemma 7.5 depending on ε∗ ∈ (0, 1).

Alternative 1. Let τab ∈ (0, 1/64) to be chosen in a few lines. Assume that G-phase occurs in the ball
BτabR, which means that (5.27a) happens in BτabR. In this situation, we have

a−(B2τabR) 6 8[a]ωaωa(τabR) and b−(B2τabR) 6 8[b]ωb
ωb(τabR). (8.1)
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Then we are able to apply Lemma 5.3 in the ball B2τabR. In turn, this one together with applying Lemma
7.5 implies that

ˆ

BτabR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B2τabR

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τabR

2τabR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c

ˆ

B2τabR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τabR

2τabR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

τnab + τ
−(s(Ψ)+1)
ab ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.2)

for c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), provided R 6 R∗ (data(Ω0), ε∗). Then, for every σ ∈ (0, n), we write down the last
inequality in the following form

ˆ

BτabR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
ab

(

cabτ
σ
ab + cabτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
ab ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for some constant cab ≡ cab(data(Ω0)). We select small enough τab, ε∗ depending on data(Ω0) and σ in

such a way that cabτ
σ
ab 6 1/2 and cabτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
ab ε∗ 6 1/2. Then we have

ˆ

BτabR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.3)

for every R 6 Rab ≡ Rab(data(Ω0), σ).
Alternative 2. Let τb ∈ (0, 1/64) also to be determined later. This time we assume that (G,Ha)-phase

occurs in BR ((5.27b) happens in BR) and that b−(BτbR) 6 4[b]ωb
ωb(τbR). Then we have

b−(B2τbR) 6 8[b]ωb
ωb(τbR). (8.4)

Also we can observe that

a−(BτbR) > a−(BR) > 4[a]ωaωa(R) > 4[a]ωaωa(τbR) (8.5)

and

a−(BR) 6 a(x) 6 2[a]ωaωa(R) + a−(BR) 6 2a−(BR) (∀x ∈ BR). (8.6)

Applying Lemma 5.3 and then Lemma 7.5 together with recalling (8.6), we have
ˆ

BτbR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B2τbR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τbR

2τbR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

+ a−(B2τbR)Ha

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τbR

2τbR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]

dx

6 c

ˆ

B2τbR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τbR

2τbR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

τnb + τ
−(s(Ψ)+1)
b ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.7)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), provided R 6 R∗(data(Ω0), ε∗). Then, for every σ ∈ (0, n), we write
down the last display as

ˆ

BτbR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
b

(

cbτ
σ
b + cbτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
b ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for some constant cb ≡ cb(data(Ω0)). We select small enough τb, ε∗ depending on data(Ω0) and σ in such

a way that cbτ
σ
b 6 1/2 and cbτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
b ε∗ 6 1/2. Then we have

ˆ

BτbR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
b

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.8)
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for every R 6 Rb ≡ Rb(data(Ω0), σ).
Alternative 3. Let τa ∈ (0, 1/64) to be fixed later. Assume that (G,Hb)-phase occurs in BR ((5.27c)

happens in BR) and a−(BτaR) 6 4[a]ωaωa(τaR). Then we have

a−(B2τaR) 6 8[a]ωaωa(τaR). (8.9)

Applying Lemma 5.3 and then Lemma 7.5 together with recalling that b−(BR) 6 b(x) 6 2b−(BR) holds for
every x ∈ BR if b−(BR) > 4[b]ωb

ωb(R) likewise in (8.6), we have
ˆ

BτaR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B2τaR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τaR

2τaR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

+ b−(B2τaR)Hb

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τaR

2τaR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]

dx

6 c

ˆ

B2τaR

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τaR

2τaR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

τna + τ−(s(Ψ)+1)
a ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.10)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), provided R 6 R∗(data(Ω0), ε∗). Then, for every σ ∈ (0, n), we write
down the last display as

ˆ

BτaR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
a

(

caτ
σ
a + caτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
a ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for some constant ca ≡ ca(data(Ω0)). We select small enough τa, ε∗ depending on data(Ω0) and σ in such

a way that caτ
σ
a 6 1/2 and caτ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
a ε∗ 6 1/2. Then we have
ˆ

BτaR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
a

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.11)

for every R 6 Ra ≡ Ra(data(Ω0), σ).
Alternative 4. Let τ0 ∈ (0, 1/64) to be chosen later. We assume that (G,Ha, Hb)-phase occurs in

BR, which means that (5.27d) happens in BR. In this situation, from the observation in (8.6) we see that
a−(BR) 6 a(x) 6 2a−(BR) and b−(BR) 6 b(x) 6 2b−(BR) for every x ∈ BR. Then again applying Lemma
5.3 and Lemma 7.5, we find

ˆ

Bτ0R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

ˆ

B2τaR

Ψ−
B2τ0R

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τ0R

2τ0R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c

ˆ

B2τ0R

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)B2τ0R

2τ0R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

τn0 + τ
−(s(Ψ)+1)
0 ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.12)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), provided R 6 R∗(data(Ω0), ε∗). Then, for every σ ∈ (0, n), we write
down the last display as

ˆ

Bτ0R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
0

(

c0τ
σ
0 + c0τ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
0 ε∗

)

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

for some constant c0 ≡ c0(data(Ω0)). Then we choose τ0, ε∗ depending on data(Ω0) and σ in such a way

that c0τ
σ
0 6 1/2 and c0τ

σ−(n+s(Ψ)+1)
0 ε∗ 6 1/2. Then we have

ˆ

Bτ0R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τn−σ
0

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.13)
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for every R 6 R0 ≡ R0(data(Ω0), σ). Next we consider the double nested exit time argument based on the
proof of [38, Theorem 2].

Step 2: Double nested exit time and iteration. Now we shall combine all the alternatives we have
discussed with the estimates (8.3), (8.8), (8.11) and (8.13). Take a ball BR ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω such that R 6 Rm,
where Rm = min{Rab, Ra, Rb, R0} depends on data(Ω0) and σ. We consider G-phase in Bτk+1

ab R for every

integer k > 0 and define the exit time index

tab = min{k ∈ N : G− phase in the ball Bτk+1
ab R does not occur}. (8.14)

If there does not exist such tab, then for any 0 < ρ < τ2abR < R 6 Rm, there exists an integer m > 1 such

that τm+2
ab R 6 ρ < τm+1

ab R. Using iterative (8.3), we have

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

B
τ
m+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
(m−1)(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

τ2
abR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx = τ
(m+2)(n−σ)
ab τ

−3(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

τ2
abR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(8.15)

Clearly, the above inequality holds true when τ2abR 6 ρ 6 R 6 Rm. So we consider the case of tab < ∞. For
every k ∈ {1, . . . , tab}, we apply (8.3) repeatedly in order to obtain

ˆ

B
τk
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τ
k(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx. (8.16)

By the very definition of τab in (8.14), we have three different scenarios: either (G,Ha)-phase occurs
in B

τ
tab+1

ab R
, (G,Hb)-phase occurs in B

τ
tab+1

ab R
or (G,Ha, Hb)-phase occurs in B

τ
tab+1

ab R
. Clearly, the last

condition is stable for shrinking balls. Since the first two conditions can be considered similarly, we shall
focus on the occurrence of (G,Ha)-phase in the ball B

τ
tab+1

ab R
. Let us define a second exit time index

tb := min{k ∈ N : (G,Ha)− phase in the ball B
τk+1
b τ

tab+1

ab R
does not occur}. (8.17)

Arguing similarly as in (8.15) by using (8.8) if there is no such a finite number tb ∈ N, we are able to arrive
at the inequality (8.25) below. So we only focus on the case of tb < ∞. Iterating (8.8) with BR replaced by
B

τ
tab+1

ab R
, we have

ˆ

B
τk
b
τ
tab+1

ab
R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τ
k(n−σ)
b

ˆ

B
τ
tab+1

ab
R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.18)

for every k ∈ {1, . . . , tb}. By again the very definition of tb, there is only one chance that (G,Ha, Hb)-phase
occurs in the ball B

τ
tb+1

b τ
tab+1

ab R
. But as this condition is stable, we can iterate (8.13) for every k ∈ N in

order to have
ˆ

B
τk
0

τ
tb+1
b

τ
tab+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 τ
k(n−σ)
0

ˆ

B
τ
tb+1
b

τ
tab+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx. (8.19)

Now we have all the needed estimates (8.16), (8.18) and (8.19). For 0 < ρ < R 6 Rm, we consider the
following cases.
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Case 1: R > ρ > τ tab+1
ab R. There exists m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , tab} such that τm+1

ab R 6 ρ < τmabR. Then from
(8.16), we have

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

Btm
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
m(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
(m+1)(n−σ)
ab τσ−n

ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(8.20)

where the last inequality is valid since τab depends on data(Ω0) and σ.

Case 2: τ tab+1
ab R > ρ > τbτ

tab+1
ab R. In this case, using (8.20), we see

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

B
τ
tab+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

= τ
(tab+1)(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6
(

τbτ
tab+1
ab

)n−σ
τσ−n
b

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(8.21)

where again the last inequality is possible by the dependencies of τb.
Case 3: τbτ

tab+1
ab R > ρ > τ tb+1

b τ tab+1
ab R. Again there exists a natural number m ∈ {1, . . . , tb} so that

τmb τ tab+1
ab R > ρ > τm+1

b τ tab+1
ab R. Therefore, using (8.18) and (8.20), we have

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

B
τm
b

τ
tab+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
m(n−σ)
b

ˆ

B
τ
tab+1

ab
R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
(m+1)(n−σ)
b τσ−n

b τ
(tab+1)(n−σ)
ab

ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(8.22)
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Case 4: τ tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab R > ρ > τ tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab τ0R. Now by (8.22), we find

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

B
τ
tb+1

b
τ
tab+1

ab
R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c
(

τ tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 cτσ−n
0

(

τ0τ
tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(8.23)

Case 5: τ tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab τ0R > ρ > 0. This condition implies that there exists a natural number m ∈ N such

that τm+1
0 τ tb+1

b τ tab+1
ab R 6 ρ < τm0 τ tb+1

b τ tab+1
ab R. This time we apply (8.19) and (8.23) in order to have

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6

ˆ

B
τm
0

τ
tb+1

b
τ
tab+1

ab
R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
m(n−σ)
0

ˆ

B
τ
tb+1
b

τ
tab+1
ab

R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 τ
m(n−σ)
0

(

τ tb+1
b τ tab+1

ab

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 cτσ−n
0

( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx = c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx.

(8.24)

As we discussed earlier after (8.16), we can proceed the same for the occurrence of (G,Ha)-phase in the ball
B

τ
τab+1

ab R
instead of the occurrence of (G,Hb)-phase in the ball B

τ
τab+1

ab R
. Then we can directly jump to the

case that (G,Ha, Hb)-phase occurs in the ball B
τ
τab+1

ab R
, which is trivial by (8.13). Moreover, if we start with

the occurrence of (G,Ha, Hb)-phase in BR, then the procedure will be much easier by (8.13). Taking into
account all the possible cases that we considered above, we can conclude that, for every σ ∈ (0, 1), there
exists c ≡ c(data(Ω0), σ) such that

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.25)

holds true, whenever 0 < ρ < R 6 Rm, where Rm is some positive radius depending only on data(Ω0) and
σ in the beginning of the proof. In order to complete the proof, we need to consider the remaining cases. If
0 < Rm 6 ρ < R 6 1, then we have

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6
( ρ

R

)n−σ
(

R

ρ

)n−σ ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6
( ρ

R

)n−σ
(

R

Rm

)n−σ ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(8.26)
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where we have used the dependence of Rm. Finally, if 0 < ρ < Rm 6 R 6 1, then by (8.25) and (8.26), we
see

ˆ

Bρ

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 c

(

ρ

Rm

)n−σ ˆ

BRm

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

6 c

(

ρ

Rm

)n−σ (
Rm

R

)n−σ ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

= c(data(Ω0), σ)
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

. (8.27)

All in all, collecting the estimates obtained in (8.25)-(8.27), we arrive at the validity of the Morrey type
inequality (1.24). The proof is complete.

Now we consider a crucial outcome of Theorem 1.2, which plays a crucial role for proving Theorem 1.1
afterwards.

Lemma 8.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 7.3, let wc ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) be the solution to the problem

defined in (7.22). Suppose that (1.22c) is satisfied for ωa(t) = tα and ωb(t) = tβ with some α, β ∈ (0, 1].

Then there exists h ∈ wc + W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8) being a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined in (7.103)

such that
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c

(

ω (Rγ) +
[

R
α

2(1+s(Ha)
) +R

β
2(1+s(Hb))

]s1
)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.28)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) and s1 ≡ s1(data), respectively. Moreover, the energy estimate
 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (8.29)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L).

Proof. Essentially, the above lemma is a special case of Lemma 7.4 since we consider a particular case that
ωa(t) = tα and ωb(t) = tβ for some α, β ∈ (0, 1). But our purpose here is to obtain an estimate such as
(8.28) with a different multiplier containing some power of R, which will be used for proving Theorem 1.1.
Therefore, we are able to apply Theorem 1.2. In turn, for every θ ∈ (0, 1) and open sunset Ω0 ⋐ Ω, there
exists a constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0), θ) such that

[u]0,θ;Ω0 6 c(data(Ω0), θ). (8.30)

In particular, we choose θ := (γ+1)/2. Now we need to revisit the proof of Lemma 7.3. Under the settings of
the proof of Lemma 7.3, we turn our attention to estimating the terms Ia and Ib introduced in (7.59)-(7.60).
Using (1.14), (7.26) and (7.6), we have

Ia 6 cRα









1 +







(

Ψ−
BR

)−1







 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx













α
1−γ









6 c

(

Rα +R− αγ
1−γ

[

osc
B2R

u

]
α

1−γ

)

6 c(data(Ω0))R
α/2,

(8.31)

where we have used (8.30) with the choice of θ := (1+ γ)/2 and B2R ⊂ Ω0 with R 6 1. In the same way, we
show

Ib 6 c(data(Ω0))R
β/2. (8.32)

Inserting those estimates into (7.60), we see that
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∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄c), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(data(Ω0))q3(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (8.33)

whenever ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (B1/8), where

q3(R) := R
α

2(1+s(Ha)) +R
β

2(1+s(Hb)) . (8.34)

Note that the vector field Ā0 has been defined in (7.50). We consider a function h̄ ∈ w̄c + W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8)

satisfying (7.94)-(7.97) with the term d(ε,R) replaced by q3(R). Let h be the scaled back function of h̄ in
BR/8 as

h(x) := E(wc, BR/2)Rh̄

(

x− x0

R

)

for every x ∈ BR/8(x0). (8.35)

Clearly, h ∈ wc +W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8) is a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined in (7.103), which means

that

F0(h) =

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh) dx 6

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh+Dϕ) dx = F0(h+ ϕ) (8.36)

holds for every ϕ ∈ W
1,Ψ−

BR
0 (BR/8). As we have shown in (7.9), we recall (7.24) and (7.4) to see that

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6
L

ν

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx 6
8nL

ν

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dwc|) dx

6 c(n, ν, L)

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Dw|) dx 6 c(n, ν, L)

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(8.37)

which proves (7.106). We write the inequality (7.96) in view of G,Ha, Hb, wc and h in order to have
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Dwc)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Dwc)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Dwc)− VHb

(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c[q3(R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

wc − (wc)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[q3(R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ−
BR

(|Dwc|) dx

6 c[q3(R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(8.38)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where we have applied Sobolev-Poincaré inequality and (7.109). Com-
bining this estimate together with (7.3) and (7.23) alongside some elementary computations, we arrive at
the desired estimate (8.28). �

9. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1. First applying Theorem 1.2 and a standard covering argument,
we find that for every open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω and any number k > 0, there exists a constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0), k)
such that

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx 6 cR−k, (9.1)

whenever B2R ⊂ Ω0 is a ball with R 6 1. Now we fix an open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω and a ball B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω0

with R 6 1. Then applying Lemma 7.4 and Lemma 8.1,
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BR/8

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

dx

6 c (Rµγ + [q(R)]s1 )

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx

(9.2)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)) and s1 ≡ s1(data), where

q(R) :=















R
αδ

(1+δ)(1+s(Ha )) +R
βδ

(1+δ)(1+s(Hb)) if (1.21a) is assumed,

R
αγ

1+s(Ha) +R
βγ

1+s(Hb) if (1.21b) is assumed,

R
α

2(1+s(Ha)) +R
β

2(1+s(Hb)) if (1.21c) is assumed,

(9.3)

in which γ is the Hölder continuity exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 and δ is the higher integrability
exponent coming from Theorem 5.5. We denote by

d ≡ d(data(Ω0)) :=



















min
{

µγ, αδs1
(1+δ)(1+s(Ha))

, βδs1
(1+δ)(1+s(Hb))

}

if (1.21a) is assumed,

min
{

µγ, αγs1
1+s(Ha)

, βγs1
1+s(Hb)

}

if (1.21b) is assumed,

min
{

µγ, αs1
2(1+s(Ha))

, βs1
2(1+s(Hb))

}

if (1.21c) is assumed,

(9.4)

and xa, xb ∈ BR are points such that a(xa) = inf
x∈BR

a(x) and b(xb) = inf
x∈BR

b(x). Now choosing k ≡ d/4 in

(9.1), the inequality (9.2) can be written as
 

BR/8

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

dx

6 cR3d/4

(9.5)

for some constant c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where we again recall that the function h has been defined via Lemma
7.4 and Lemma 8.1. Recalling, (7.106) and (8.29), we have the energy estimate

 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx (9.6)

with a constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L). Now using repeatedly (2.10), we have
 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Du−Dh|) dx 6 c

 

BR/8

(

[

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|+ |Dh|)
]

1
2

|Du−Dh|

|Du|+ |Dh|

)

[

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|+ |Dh|)
]

1
2 dx

6 c







 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|+ |Dh|)
|Du−Dh|2

(|Du|+ |Dh|)2
dx







1
2






 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|+ |Dh|) dx







1
2

(2.10),(9.5)

6 cR3d/8







 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Du|+ |Dh|) dx







1
2

(9.6),(9.1)

6 cRd/4

(9.7)

with c ≡ c(data(Ω0)), where d has been introduced in (9.3). Since h is a minimizer of functional F0 defined
in (7.103), and this functional satisfies the growth and ellipticity conditions (1.16)1,2 with a(x) ≡ a(xa) and

b(x) ≡ b(xb) , we are able to apply the theory in [65], which provides the gradient Hölder regularity with the
estimates

 

Bρ

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh− (Dh)Bρ |) dx 6 c
( ρ

R

)β1
 

BR/8

Ψ−
BR

(|Dh|) dx

(9.6)

6 c
( ρ

R

)β1
 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx,

(9.8)
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whenever 0 < ρ 6 R/8, where the constants c, β1 depend only on n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, but are inde-
pendent of the values a(xa) and b(xb). Therefore, for every 0 < ρ 6 R/8, we have

 

Bρ

G(|Du − (Du)Bρ |) dx

6 c

 

Bρ

G(|Dh− (Dh)Bρ |) dx+ c

 

Bρ

G(|Du −Dh|) dx

(9.8)

6 c
( ρ

R

)β1
 

B2R

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx+ c

(

R

ρ

)n  

BR/8

G(|Du −Dh|) dx

(9.1),(9.7)

6 c
( ρ

R

)β1

R−k + c

(

R

ρ

)n

Rd/4

(9.9)

with c ≡ c(data(Ω0), k). Notice that k ∈ (0, 1) is still arbitrary and d has been defined in (9.3) depending
only on data(Ω0). Taking k ≡ dβ1/(32n) and ρ ≡ (R/8)1+d/(16n) in the last display, after some elementary
manipulations, we get

 

Bρ

G(|Du − (Du)Bρ |) dx 6 cρ
dβ1
64n (9.10)

for every ρ ∈ (0, 1/8), provided B8ρ ⋐ Ω0. In particular, using Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 2.11, we have
 

Bρ

|Du− (Du)Bρ | dx 6 cρ
dβ1
64n (1+

1
s(G)) (9.11)

for every ρ ∈ (0, 1/8) with B8ρ ⋐ Ω0. By the integral characterization of Hölder continuity due to Campanato

and Meyers and a standard covering argument alongside (9.11), Du ∈ C0,θ
loc (Ω) for θ ≡ dβ1

64n

(

1 + 1
s(G)

)

. This

proves the local Hölder continuity of Du. But the proof is not finished yet, since θ should be independent
of Ω0 as in the statement of Theorem 1.1. In order to obtain the full completeness, we apply some standard
perturbation methods. Indeed, once we have that Du is locally bounded, we shall revisit the proof of Lemma
7.4 and Lemma 8.1. We also observe that the functional defined in (7.103) satisfies the bounded slope
condition (see for instance [17]). Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, ‖Du‖L∞(BR))

such that

‖Dh‖L∞(BR) 6 c.

Since Du is locally bounded, following the proof of Lemma 7.1, Lemma 7.4 and Lemma 8.1, specially the
estimate in (7.3) can be modified with γ ≡ 1. Moreover, the estimates in (8.28) and (7.105) can be upgraded
by

 

BR/8

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2 + b(xb)|VHb
(Du)− VHb

(Dh)|2
)

dx

6 cRmin{µ,α,β}

(9.12)

with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, ‖a‖L∞(Ω0)
, ‖b‖L∞(Ω0)

, ‖Du‖L∞(B2R)). In particular,

the last estimate via (9.7) implies that
 

BR

G(|Du−Dh|) dx 6 cRmin{µ,α,β}/4. (9.13)

Therefore, (9.8) implies that
 

Bρ

G(|Dh− (Dh)Bρ |) dx 6 c
( ρ

R

)β1

, (9.14)
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where β1 depends on n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L while the constant c depends only on n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν,
L, ‖Du‖L∞(Ω0)

, ‖a‖L∞(Ω0)
and ‖b‖L∞(Ω0)

. Combining the last two estimates similarly as shown in (9.9), we

deduce the gradient Hölder continuity with the exponent depending only on n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ν, L, α, β
and µ, which is the desired dependence as described in the statement. The proof is finally complete.

10. Orlicz double phase problems

Let us consider a general class of functionals with double phase growth, which is essentially the case when
b(·) ≡ 0 in (1.2). The functionals we shall deal with is of type

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ Fd(v,Ω) :=

ˆ

Ω

Fd(x, v,Dv) dx, (10.1)

where Fd : Ω× R× R
n → R is a Caratheódory function fulfilling the following double-sided growth

νΨd(x, |z|) 6 Fd(x, y, z) 6 LΨd(x, |z|), (10.2)

whenever x ∈ Ω, y ∈ R and z ∈ R
n, in which here and in the rest of the paper we denote by

Ψd(x, t) := G(t) + a(x)Ha(t) (∀x ∈ Ω, t > 0). (10.3)

As we introduced before we assume G,Ha ∈ N with indices s(G), s(Ha) > 1 and a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) with
ωa : [0,∞) → [0,∞) being a concave function such that ωa(0) = 0. We shall consider a local minimizer u of
the functional Fd in (10.1) under one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) with ωb(·) ≡ 0. Since the
double sided growth assumption (10.3) is not enough for higher regularity properties of a local minimizer u
of the functional Fd, we shall assume that Fd is a continuous integrand belonging to the space C2(Rn \ {0})
with respect to z-variable and having the the following structure assumptions:































|DzFd(x, y, z)||z|+ |D2
zzFd(x, y, z)||z|2 6 LΨd(x, |z|),

ν
Ψa(x, |z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

D2
zzFd(x, y, z)ξ, ξ

〉

,

|DzFd(x1, y, z)−DzFd(x2, y, z)||z| 6 Lω(|x1 − x2|)[Ψd(x1, |z|) + Ψd(x2, |z|)]
+ L|Ψd(x1, |z|)−Ψd(x2, |z|)|,

|Fd(x, y1, z)− Fd(x, y2, z)| 6 Lω(|y1 − y2|)Ψd(x, |z|),

(10.4)

whenever x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω, y, y1, y2 ∈ R, z ∈ R
n \ {0}, ξ ∈ R

n, where 0 < ν 6 L are fixed constants, and the
function ω is the same as defined in (1.17) or (1.18). The structure conditions in (10.4) are satisfied for
instance by the model functional

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ υ 7→

ˆ

Ω

fd(x, υ)Ψd(x, |Dυ|) dx, (10.5)

where the continuous function fd(·) satisfies 0 < ν0 6 f(·, ·) 6 L0 for some constants ν0, L0 and fulfills the
following inequality

|fd(x1, y1)− fd(x2, y2)| 6 L0ω(|x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|),

whenever x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R, in which ω is the same as defined in (1.17) or (1.18). Another model

case is given by

W 1,1(Ω) ∋ υ 7→

ˆ

Ω

[FG(x, υ,Dυ) + a(x)FHa (x, υ,Dυ)] dx, (10.6)

where FG(·) and FHa(·) have G−growth and Ha−growth respectively, and satisfy the following suitable
structure assumptions that



























|DzFΦ(x, y, z)||z|+ |D2
zzFΦ(x, y, z)||z|2 6 L0Φ(|z|),

ν0
Φ(|z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

D2
zzFΦ(x, y, z)ξ, ξ

〉

,

|DzFΦ(x1, y, z)−DzFΦ(x2, y, z)||z| 6 L0ω(|x1 − x2|)Φ(|z|),

|FΦ(x, y1, z)− FΦ(x, y2, z)| 6 L0ω(|y1 − y2|)Φ(|z|)
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hold with Φ ∈ {G,Ha} for some positive constants ν0, L0, where ω is as in (1.17) or (1.18). The reason we
consider the double phase case independently is that we have discussed the various regularity properties of
the functional F in (1.9) in the sense of multi-phase of the type defined in (1.15) together with the structure
assumptions (1.16), but this one is a special case of (10.1) together with the structure assumptions (10.4) in
the sense of the double phase structures. Now we restate and prove Lemma 2.5 in the double phase settings
which will be applied later.

Lemma 10.1. Let Fd : Ω× R× R
n → R be a function defined in (10.1) which satisfies (10.2) and (10.4).

There exist positive constants c1, c2 ≡ c1, c2(n, s(G), s(Ha), ν) such that the following inequalities

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa(z2)|

2 6 c1 〈DzFd(x, y, z1)−DzFd(x, y, z2), z1 − z2〉 , (10.7)

|VG(z1)− VG(z2)|
2 + a(x)|VHa (z1)− VHa (z2)|

2+c2 〈DzFd(x, y, z1), z2 − z1〉

6 c2[Fd(x, y, z2)− Fd(x, y, z1)]
(10.8)

and

|Fd(x1, y, z)− Fd(x2, y, z)| 6 Lω(|x1 − x2|) [Ψd(x1, |z|) + Ψd(x2, |z|)] + L|a(x1)− a(x2)|Ha(|z|) (10.9)

hold true, whenever z, z1, z2 ∈ R
n \ {0}, x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and y ∈ R.

Proof. The arguments of the proof for (10.7) and (10.8) are essentially the same as done for Lemma 2.5.
Only difference lies in the one for (10.9). Since Fd(x, y, 0) = 0 for every x ∈ Ω and y ∈ R, we have

|Fd(x1, y, z)− Fd(x2, y, z)| = |(Fd(x1, y, z)− Fd(x1, y, 0))− (Fd(x2, y, z)− Fd(x2, y, 0))|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
ˆ

0

〈DzFd(x1, y, θz), z〉 dθ −

1
ˆ

0

〈DzFd(x2, y, θz), z〉 dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

1
ˆ

0

|DzFd(x1, y, θz)−DzFd(x2, y, θz)| |z|dθ

6 Lω(|x1 − x2|) [Ψd(x1, |z|) + Ψd(x2, |z|)] + L|a(x1)− a(x2)|Ha(|z|),

where the last inequality of the last display is implied by (10.4)3. This proves (10.9). �

In order to simplify the notations in the present section, we use the set of parameters for a minimizer u
of the functional Fd depending on which one of the assumptions (1.12)-(1.14) under ωb(·) ≡ 0 comes into
play as the data in this section.

datad ≡































n, λ1, s(G), s(Ha), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ω(·), ‖Ψ(x, |Du|)‖L1(Ω) , ‖u‖L1(Ω) , ωa(1)

if (1.12) is considered under ωb(·) ≡ 0,
n, λ2, s(G), s(Ha), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ω(·), ‖u‖L∞(Ω) , ωa(1)

if (1.13) is considered under ωb(·) ≡ 0,
n, λ3, s(G), s(Ha), ν, L, ‖a‖Cωa (Ω) , ω(·), [u]0,γ , ωa(1)

if (1.14) is considered under ωb(·) ≡ 0,

(10.10)

where λ1, λ2, λ3 are the same as defined in (1.12)-(1.14) and s(G), s(Ha) are indices of the functions G,Ha

in the sense of Definition 2.1, respectively. With Ω0 ⋐ Ω being a fixed open subset, we also denote by
datad(Ω0) the above set of parameters together with dist(Ω0, ∂Ω):

datad(Ω0) ≡ datad, dist(Ω0, ∂Ω). (10.11)

Now we provide the main results in this section, which correspond to Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 10.1 (Maximal regularity). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψd(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional Fd defined

in (10.1) under the assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.17) with ωb(·) ≡ 0. Suppose that ωa(t) = tα for some
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α ∈ (0, 1]. If one of the following assumptions























(1.12),

(1.13),

(1.14) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

= 0

(10.12a)

(10.12b)

(10.12c)

is satisfied, then there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) depending only on n, s(G), s(Ha), ν, L, α and µ such that Du ∈ C0,θ
loc (Ω).

Theorem 10.2 (Morrey decay). Let u ∈ W 1,Ψd(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional Fd defined in

(10.1), under the assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Assume that ωb(·) ≡ 0 in what follows. If one of

the following assumptions






















































(1.12) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ
(

t, G−1(t−n)
)

= 0,

(1.13) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

= 0,

(1.14) with lim sup
t→0+

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

= 0,

(1.12) with ωa(t) = tα for some α ∈ (0, 1],

(1.13) with ωa(t) = tα for some α ∈ (0, 1]

(10.13a)

(10.13b)

(10.13c)

(10.13d)

(10.13e)

is satisfied, then

u ∈ C0,θ
loc (Ω) for every θ ∈ (0, 1). (10.14)

Moreover, for every σ ∈ (0, n), there exists a positive constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0), σ) such that the decay

estimate
ˆ

Bρ

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx 6 c
( ρ

R

)n−σ
ˆ

BR

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.15)

holds for every concentric balls Bρ ⊂ BR ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 1.

The above theorems completely cover the main results of [13], where the special case that G(t) = tp,
Ha(t) = tq and ωa(t) = tα with some constants q > p > 1 and α ∈ (0, 1] is considered. Also the results of
[12] can be considered for a general class of functionals not only for the model functional in (1.4). Let us
now briefly overview our arguments employed in proving the above theorems comparing with the ones used
in [12, 13]. We do not distinguish between the G-phase, where an inequality of the type a(·) 6 Mωa(R) is
satisfied, and (G,Ha)-phase, where a complementary inequality a(·) > Mωa(R) holds in a certain ball BR

under consideration for some suitable large constant M , which has a drawback to deal with the multi-phase
type problems and even double phase type problems that we consider. Instead we consider the function
[Ψd]

−
BR

(·) defined in (10.29) for a ball BR ⊂ Ω under the investigation to obtain various estimates, and the

advantage of considering this function is that [Ψd]
−
BR

∈ N with an index s(Ψd) = s(G) + s(Ha) by Remark
2.2, which is independent of the considered ball BR. Also the approach introduced in this paper may open
a gate to study parabolic double phase equations of type

ut − div

(

G′(|Du|)
Du

|Du|
+ a(x, t)H ′

a(|Du|)
Du

|Du|

)

= 0,

which would be one of attracting topics for the regularity theory in the future, we refer some recent results
on this topic [19, 39]. Essentially, the idea of the proofs of Theorem 10.2 and Theorem 10.1 is based on
the arguments previously used for proving Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1, but the functional Fd in (10.1)
is much more general than the functional F in (1.9) for the consideration under the double phase settings.
In this regard, we need to take care of some points in more detail depending on the structure assumptions
(10.4), specially Lemma 10.3 below. Since u ∈ W 1,Ψd(Ω) is a local L/ν-minimizer of the functional P defined
in (1.1) with b(·) ≡ 0 if u is a minimizer of the functional Fd in (10.1), we are able to rewrite the results
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together with their proofs under the double phase settings up to the end of Section 6. Starting by Section
7, we shall investigate in a different way.

In what follows let BR ≡ BR(x0) be a ball such that B2R ⊂ Ω0 ⋐ Ω, where Ω0 is some fixed open subset
of Ω. We define a functional given by

W 1,1(B2R) ∋ υ 7→ Fd,B2R(υ) :=

ˆ

B2R

Fd(x, (u)B2R , Dυ) dx (10.16)

with u being a local minimizer of the functional Fd defined in (10.1). Now we consider a function w ∈

u+W 1,Ψd

0 (B2R) being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:
{

w 7→ min
υ

Fd,B2R(υ)

υ ∈ u+W 1,Ψd

0 (B2R).
(10.17)

As in Lemma 7.1 we shal consider the first comparison estimates in order to remove u-dependence in the
original functional Fd defined in (10.1).

Lemma 10.2. Let w ∈ W 1,Ψ(B2R) be the solution to the variational problem (10.17) under the assumptions

(10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Let the coefficient function a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) for ωa being non-negative concave

function vanishing at the origin. Assume that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) under

ωb(·) ≡ 0 is satisfied. Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)) such that
 

B2R

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dw)|2 + a(x)|VHa (Du)− VHa(Dw)|2
)

dx 6 cω(Rγ)

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.18)

holds, where γ ≡ γ(datad(Ω0)) is the Hölder exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 in the double phase

settings. Moreover, the following estimates holds true:
 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx 6
L

ν

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx, (10.19)

‖w‖L∞(B2R) 6 ‖u‖L∞(B2R) , (10.20)

osc
B2R

w 6 osc
B2R

u (10.21)

and
 

B2R

Ψd

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[ω(Rγ)]
1
2

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.22)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)). Moreover, there exist a positive higher integrability exponent δ0 ≡
δ0(datad) with δ0 6 δ, where δ has been determined via Theorem 5.5 under the double phase settings, and a

constant c ≡ c(datad) satisfying the following reverse Hölder inequalities:







 

BR/2

[Ψd(x, |Dw|)]1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c

 

BR

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx. (10.23)

Here, in the case that (1.14) is considered, γ appearing in (10.18) and (10.22) is the same as in the assumption

(1.14).

Proof. First of all the meaning of datad and datad(Ω0) has been defined in (10.10) and (10.11), respectively.
The proofs for (10.19)-(10.22) can be done by arguing similarly as in the proof Lemma 7.1 together with
Lemma 10.1. Since w is a L/ν-minimizer of the functional Fd,B2R defined in (10.16), we are able to apply
Lemma 5.1 under the double phase settings. In turn, it gives us that

 

BR/2

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx 6 c

 

BR

Ψd

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (10.24)
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holds with c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), L, ν). Then applying Theorem 4.1, there exists θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha)) ∈ (0, 1)
such that

 

BR/2

Ψd (x, |Dw|) dx 6 cκ̄sp





 

BR

[Ψd(x, |Dw|)]θ dx





1
θ

(10.25)

holds with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), L, ν, ωa(1)), where

κ̄sp =











































1 + λ1[a]ωa + λ1[a]ωa





ˆ

BR

G(|Dw|) dx





1
n

if (1.12) is in force with ωb(·) ≡ 0,

1 + λ2[a]ωa + λ2[a]ωa ‖w‖L∞(BR) if (1.13) is in force with ωb(·) ≡ 0,

1 + λ3[a]ωa + λ3[a]ωa

[

R−γ osc
BR

w

]
1

1−γ

if (1.14) is in force with ωb(·) ≡ 0.

(10.26a)

(10.26b)

(10.26c)

Furthermore, taking into account (10.19)-(10.22) in the last display, we conclude that

 

BR/2

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx 6 c





 

BR

[Ψd (x, |Dw|)]θ dx





1
θ

(10.27)

holds for some constants θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha)) ∈ (0, 1) and c ≡ c(datad). The last display follows (10.23)
by applying a variant of Gehring’s lemma. �

At this stage, we do not need to consider Lemma 7.2 because we shall freeze x-variable in the non-linearity
at once. For this, let us consider the excess functional given by

Ed(v,Br) :=
(

[Ψd]
−
B2r

)−1





 

Br

[Ψd]
−
B2r

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)Br

2r

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx



 (10.28)

for any function v ∈ L1(B2r) and ball B2r ⊂ Ω, where now and in the rest of this section for every open
subset B ⊂ Ω, we shall denote by

[Ψd]
−
B (t) := G(t) + inf

x∈B
a(x)Ha(t) (∀t > 0), (10.29)

and
(

[Ψd]
−
B

)−1

is the inverse function of [Ψd]
−
B . By convexity of the function [Ψd]

−
B2r

and Lemma 2.1, there

is a constant c ≡ c(s(G) + s(Ha)) such that

Ed(v,Br) 6 c
(

[Ψd]
−
B2r

)−1





 

Br

[Ψd]
−
B2r

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − v0
2r

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx



 (10.30)

holds for every v0 ∈ R. Now we consider the estimates corresponding to the outcome of Lemma 7.3 under
our double phase settings.

Lemma 10.3. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψd(Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional Fd defined in (10.1) under the

assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Let w ∈ W 1,Ψ(B2R) be the solution to the variational problem

(10.17). Suppose ωb(·) ≡ 0 in what follows. If one of the assumptions (10.13a)-(10.13e) is satisfied, then for

every ε∗ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive radius

R∗ ≡ R∗(datad(Ω0), ε
∗) (10.31)

such that
 

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (10.32)

for some constant c ≡ c (datad(Ω0)), whenever τ ∈ (0, 1/16) and R 6 R∗.
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Proof. Again note that the meaning of datad and datad(Ω0) already has been introduced in (10.10)-(10.11).
We can always assume Ed(w,BR/2) > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove in (10.32). For the simplicity,
we shall write

Ed(R) := Ed(w,BR/2), (10.33)

where the notion Ed has been defined in (10.28). The proof falls in several steps, similarly as we have done
in the proof of Lemma 7.3. For the sake of completeness, we provide the proof in a full detail.

Step 1: Initial information on w. Applying Lemma 5.2 under the double phase settings to BR/2 with
k ≡ (w)BR/2

, we have

 

BR/4

Ψd (x, |Dw|) dx 6 c

 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (10.34)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 10.2 that there exists a higher integrability
exponent δ0 ≡ δ0(datad) such that







 

BR/8

[Ψd(x, |Dw|)]1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c

 

BR/4

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx (10.35)

for a constant c ≡ c(datad).
Step 2: Scaled functions. We consider scaled functions of w(·) and a(·) in the ball B1 by setting























w̄(x) :=
w(x0 +Rx)− (w)BR/2

Ed(R)R
,

ā(x) := a(x0 +Rx)
Ha(Ed(R))

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))

(10.36a)

(10.36b)

for every x ∈ B1. Now we introduce the control function and energy density associated to our scaling
introduced above in (10.36a)-(10.36b) as











Ψ̄d(x, |z|) := Ḡ(|z|) + ā(x)H̄a(|z|),

F̄d(x, z) :=
Fd(x0 +Rx, (u)B2R , Ed(R)z)

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
and Ād(x, z) := DzF̄d(x, z)

(10.37a)

(10.37b)

for every x ∈ B1 and z ∈ R
n, where to the end of the proof of this lemma, we always shall understand by

Ḡ(t) :=
G(E(R)t)

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
and H̄a(t) :=

Ha(E(R)t)

Ha (Ed(R))
(10.38)

for every t > 0. By elementary computations, we can observe that Ḡ, H̄a ∈ N with indices s(G), s(Ha),
respectively, and also that

Ḡ(1) 6 1 and H̄a(1) = 1. (10.39)

Clearly, the function w̄ minimizes the following functional

W 1,Ψ̄d(B1) ∋ v 7→

ˆ

B1

F̄d(x,Dv) dx, (10.40)

where the functions Ψ̄d(·) and F̄d(·) have been defined in (10.37a) and (10.37b), respectively. The Euler-
Lagrange equation arising from the functional in (10.40) can be written as

 

B1

〈

Ād(x,Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx =

 

B1

〈

DzF̄d (x,Dw̄) , Dϕ
〉

dx = 0 (10.41)
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for every ϕ ∈ W 1,Ψ̄d

0 (B1). By the assumptions (10.2) and (10.4) via elementary computations, we have the
following structure conditions in the scaled settings:











































νΨ̄d(x, |z|) 6 F̄d(x, z) 6 LΨ̄d(x, |z|),

|Ād(x, z)||z|+ |DzĀd(x, z)||z|
2 6 LΨ̄d(x, |z|),

ν
Ψ̄d(x, |z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

DzĀd(x, z)ξ, ξ
〉

,

∣

∣Ād(x1, z)− Ād(x2, z)
∣

∣ |z| 6 Lω(R|x1 − x2|)
[

Ψ̄d(x1, |z|) + Ψ̄d(x2, |z|)
]

+ L|ā(x1)− ā(x2)|H̄a(|z|)

(10.42a)

(10.42b)

(10.42c)

(10.42d)

(10.42e)

for every x, x1, x2 ∈ B1 and z ∈ R
n \ {0}.

Step 3: Freezing. Now we shall consider frozen functional and vector field associated to F̄d(·) and Ād(·)
defined in (10.37b). Let x̄a ∈ B1 such that ā(x̄a) = inf

x∈B1

ā(x). Then we denote by

F̄0(z) := F̄d(x̄a, z), Ā0(z) := DzF̄d(x̄a, z), (10.43)

and

Ψ̄0(t) := Ḡ(t) + ā(x̄a)H̄a(t) (10.44)

for every x ∈ B1, z ∈ R
n and t > 0. Here we single out that here is a difference between Step 3 of the proof

for Lemma 7.3 and our present situation. By the very definition in (10.37a) and (10.38), one can check

Ψ̄0(1) = 1. (10.45)

In our newly scaled environment, let us now consider the functional

W 1,Ψ̄0
(

B1/8

)

∋ v 7→

ˆ

B1/8

F̄0(Dv) dx. (10.46)

We observe that the newly defined integrand F̄0(·) and vector field Ā0(·) satisfy the growth and ellipticity
conditions as























νΨ̄0(|z|) 6 F̄0(z) 6 LΨ̄0(|z|),

|Ā0(z)||z|+ |DzĀ0(z)||z|
2 6 LΨ̄0(|z|),

ν
Ψ̄0(|z|)

|z|2
|ξ|2 6

〈

DzĀ0(z)ξ, ξ
〉

(10.47a)

(10.47b)

(10.47c)

for every z ∈ R
n \ {0} and ξ ∈ R

n. Therefore, the energy and higher integralibility estimates in (10.34) and
(10.35) can be seen in the view of w̄ as

 

B1/4

Ψ̄d(x, |Dw̄|) dx+







 

B1/8

[Ψ̄d(x, |Dw̄|)]1+δ0 dx







1
1+δ0

6 c(datad). (10.48)

Step 4: Harmonic type approximation. Let ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0

(

B1/8

)

be any fixed function. Using (10.41),
we see

I0 :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄)− Ād(x,Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

 

B1/8

|Ā0(Dw̄)− Ād(x,Dw̄)| dx ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
=: I1 ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)

.

(10.49)



74 SUMIYA BAASANDORJ AND SUN-SIG BYUN

Now we estimate I1 in the last display using (10.42d)-(10.42e). In turn, we have

I1 6 Lω(R)

 

B1/8

(

Ψ̄d(x̄a, |Dw̄|)

|Dw̄|
+

Ψ̄d(x, |Dw̄|)

|Dw̄|

)

dx

+ L

 

B1/8

|ā(x) − ā(x̄a)|
H̄a(|Dw̄|)

|Dw̄|
dx

6 2Lω(R)

 

B1/8

Ψ̄d(x̄a, |Dw̄|)

|Dw̄|
dx+ 2L(1 + ω(R))

 

B1/8

|ā(x) − ā(x̄a)|
H̄a(|Dw̄|)

|Dw̄|
dx

=: 2Lω(R)I11 + 2L(1 + ω(R))I12.

(10.50)

Now we estimate the terms appearing in the last display. Recalling (10.44) and (10.45) together with (2.7),
we find

I11 6 c

 

B1/8

Ψ̄′
0(|Dw̄|) dx 6 c

[

Ψ̄0(1)
]

s(Ψd)

1+s(Ψd)

 

B1/8

[

Ψ̄0(|Dw̄|)
]

1
1+s(Ψd) dx

+ c
[

Ψ̄0(1)
]

1
1+s(Ψd)

 

B1/8

[

Ψ̄0(|Dw̄|)
]

s(Ψd)

1+s(Ψd) dx

6 c







 

B1/8

Ψ̄0(|Dw̄|) dx







1
1+s(Ψd)

+ c







 

B1/8

Ψ̄0(|Dw̄|) dx







s(Ψd)

1+s(Ψd)

6 c(datad),

(10.51)

where we have applied the Hölder’s inequality together with (10.48) and the fact that Ψ̄0 ∈ N with an index
s(Ψd) = s(G) + s(Ha). Next we shall deal with estimating the second term I12 in (10.50). In turn, using
(2.7) and (10.39), we have

I12 6 c

 

B1/8

|ā(x) − ā(x̄a)|
(

[H̄a(|Dw̄|)]
1

s(Ha)+1 + [H̄a(|Dw̄|)]
s(Ha)

s(Ha)+1

)

dx

6 c ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
s(Ha)

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)







 

B1/8

ā(x)H̄a(|Dw̄|) dx







1
s(Ha)+1

+ c ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)







 

B1/8

ā(x)H̄a(|Dw̄|) dx







s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

6 c(datad)

(

‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+ ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)

,

(10.52)

where we have used also Hölder’s inequality and the fact that ā(x̄a) 6 ā(x) for every x ∈ B1. Inserting those
estimates coming from the last two displays into (10.50) and then (10.49), we find

I0 6 c(datad(Ω0))

[

ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))

(

‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖
1

s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)
+ ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

L∞(B1/8)

)]

. (10.53)

Now we shall estimate the term ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖L∞(B1/8)
depending on which one of the assumptions (10.13a)-

(10.13e) comes into play. Recalling the definition of ā(·) in (10.36b) and the excess functional in (10.33), we
have

Ia := ‖ā− ā(x̄a)‖L∞(B1/8)
6 cωa(R)

Ha(Ed(R))

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
. (10.54)
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Case 1: Assumption (10.13a) is in force. It follows from the assumption (10.13a)2 that for any
ε ∈ (0, 1) there exists µ1 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ
(

t, G−1
(

t−n
))

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ1). (10.55)

Then using the last display, (1.12) and the fact that
(

[Ψd]
−
BR

)−1

(t) 6 G−1(t) for every t > 0, Ia in (10.54)

can be estimated as

Ia 6 cωa(R)

(

Ha ◦G−1
)

(

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
)

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))

6 cωa(R)ε









1 +
1

ωa

(

[

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
]− 1

n

)









+ cωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa (µ1)

)

(10.56)

with c ≡ c([a]ωa , λ1). Using (2.2) and the energy estimate (10.19), we see

1

ωa

(

[

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
]− 1

n

) 6
c

ωa(R)
+

c

ωa(R)

ˆ

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6
c

ωa(R)
+

c

ωa(R)

ˆ

B2R

Ψd (x, |Du|) dx 6
c(datad)

ωa(R)
.

(10.57)

Combining the last two displays, we conclude

Ia 6 c

(

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

))

(10.58)

with some constant c ≡ c(datad). Therefore, inserting the estimates in the last two displays into (10.53)
and recalling (10.49), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad)P1(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.59)

where

P1(ε,R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

)]
1

s(Ha)+1

+ (1 + ω(R))

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ1)

)]

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

(10.60)

Case 2: Assumption (10.13b) is in force. From the assumption (10.13b)2 it holds that for every
ε ∈ (0, 1) there exists µ2 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ2). (10.61)

Then by the very definition of [Ψd]
−
BR

in (10.29) together with (10.61) and (1.13) under ωb ≡ 0, we have

Ia 6 cωa(R)
Ha(Ed(R))

G(Ed(R))

6 cωa(R)ε

(

1 +
1

ωa ([Ed(R)]−1)

)

+ cωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa (µ2)

)

.

(10.62)

Again using (2.1) together with taking into account (10.20), we see

1

ωa ([Ed(R)]−1)
6

1

ωa

(

R
2‖w‖L∞(BR)

) 6
c(datad)

ωa(R)
. (10.63)
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Combining the last two displays, we find

Ia 6 c

(

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

))

(10.64)

with some constant c ≡ c(datad). Then, plugging the estimates in the last two displays into (10.53) and
recalling (10.49), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad)P2(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.65)

where

P2(ε,R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

)]
1

s(Ha)+1

+ (1 + ω(R))

[

ε+ ωa(R)

(

1 +
1

ωa(µ2)

)]

s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

.

(10.66)

Case 3: Assumption (10.13c) is in force. The assumption (10.13c)2 implies that for any ε ∈ (0, 1),
there exists µ3 > 0 depending on ε such that

Λ

(

t
1

1−γ ,
1

t

)

6 ε for every t ∈ (0, µ3). (10.67)

This one together with using (10.54) and (1.14) under ωb(·) ≡ 0 implies

Ia 6 cωa(R)
Ha(Ed(R))

G(Ed(R))

6 cωa(R)ε



1 +
1

ωa

(

[Ed(R)]−
1

1−γ

)



+ cωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)









.

(10.68)

Now using (10.21) and (1.14), we have

1

ωa

(

[Ed(R)]−
1

1−γ

) 6
1

ωa

(

[

osc
B2R

u

R

]− 1
1−γ

) 6
c(datad)

ωa(R)
. (10.69)

Combining the last two displays, we find

Ia 6 c









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















(10.70)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad). Using the estimate (10.70) in (10.53), we conclude

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad)P3(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.71)
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where

P3(ε,R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















1
s(Ha)+1

+ (1 + ω(R))









ε+ ωa(R)









1 +
1

ωa

(

µ
1

1−γ

3

)

















s(Ha)
s(Ha)+1

.

(10.72)

Case 4. Assumption (10.13d) is in force. Now we take the advantage that wa(·) is the power function.
Recalling Ia denoted in (10.54), we see that

Ia 6 cRα

(

Ha ◦G−1
)

(

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
)

[Ψd]
−
BR

(Ed(R))
6 cRα









1 +







 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx







α
n









6 cRα + c







ˆ

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx







α
n

6 cRα + cR
αδ0
1+δ0







ˆ

BR/2

[

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|)
]1+δ0

dx







α
n(1+δ0)

6 c(datad(Ω0))R
αδ0
1+δ0 ,

(10.73)

where we have used the higher integrability estimates (5.62) of Theorem 5.5 under the double phase settings.
Using estimates from the last display in (10.53) and recalling R 6 1, we see

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad(Ω0))Q1(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.74)

where

Q1(R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))R
αδ0

(1+δ0)(1+s(Ha)) . (10.75)

Case 5: Assumption (10.13e) is in force. Using the assumption (1.13) and (10.21), Ia in (10.54) can
be estimated as

Ia 6 cRαHa(Ed(R))

G(Ed(R))

6 cRα






1 +







(

[Ψd]
−
BR

)−1







 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx













α





6 c

(

Rα +

[

osc
B2R

u

]α)

6 c(datad(Ω0))R
γα,

(10.76)

where we have also used (5.33) and γ is the Hölder continuity exponent coming from Theorem 5.2 under the
double phase settings. Inserting the estimate from the last display into (10.53) and recalling R 6 1, we see

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad(Ω0))Q2(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.77)

where

Q2(R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))R
αγ

1+s(Ha) . (10.78)



78 SUMIYA BAASANDORJ AND SUN-SIG BYUN

Collecting the estimates obtained in (10.59), (10.65),(10.71), (10.74) and (10.77), we conclude with
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 chD(ε,R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
(10.79)

for some constant ch ≡ ch(datad(Ω0)) for every ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (B1/8), where

D(ε,R) :=























P1(ε,R) if (10.13a) is assumed,
P2(ε,R) if (10.13b) is assumed,
P3(ε,R) if (10.13c) is assumed,
Q1(R) if (10.13d) is assumed,
Q2(R) if (10.13e) is assumed,

(10.80)

in which P1, P2, P3, Q1 andQ2 have been defined in (10.60), (10.66), (10.72), (10.75) and (10.78), respectively.
By (10.45), (10.47a)-(10.47c) and (10.79), we are able to apply Lemma 6.1 with A0(z) ≡ Ā0(z), Ψ0(t) ≡ Ψ̄0(t)

with a0 ≡ ā(x̄a) and b0 ≡ 0. By Lemma 6.1, there exists h̄ ∈ w̄ +W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8) such that
 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dh̄), Dϕ
〉

dx = 0 for all ϕ ∈ W 1,∞
0 (B1/8), (10.81)

 

B1/4

Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|) dx+

 

B1/8

[Ψ̄0(|Dh̄|)]1+δ1 dx 6 c for some δ1 6 δ0, (10.82)

 

B1/8

(

|VḠ(Dw̄)− VḠ(Dh̄)|2 + ā(x̄a)|VH̄a
(Dw̄)− VH̄a

(Dh̄)|2
)

dx 6 c[D(ε,R)]s1 (10.83)

and finally
 

B1/8

(

Ḡ
(

|w̄ − h̄|
)

+ ā(x̄a)H̄a

(

|w̄ − h̄|
))

dx 6 cd[D(ε,R)]s0 (10.84)

with some constants c, cd ≡ c, cd(datad(Ω0)) > 1 and s0, s1 ≡ s0, s1(datad) ∈ (0, 1), but they are all
independent of R. The rest of the proof is similar as the argument after (7.98) of Lemma 7.3. �

Lemma 10.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 10.3, let w ∈ W 1,Ψ(B2R) be the solution to the problem

defined in (10.17). If one of the assumptions (10.13a)-(10.13e) is satisfied, then there exists h ∈ w +

W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8) being a local minimizer of the functional defined by

W 1,1(BR/8) ∋ v 7→ F0(v) :=

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dv) dx, (10.85)

where the integrand function is given by

F0(z) := F (xa, (u)B2R , z) (10.86)

for xa ∈ BR being a point such that a(xa) := a−(BR), whenever z ∈ R
n, such that

 

BR/8

[

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Du)− VHa (Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c (ω (Rγ) + [D(ε,R)]s1)

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx

(10.87)
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for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)), where s1 and D(ε,R) have been defined in (10.83) and (10.80), respec-
tively. Moreover, we have the energy estimate

 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.88)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L).

Proof. We need to revisit the proof of Lemma 10.3, specially Step 3 and Step 4. We consider a function

h̄ ∈ w̄ +W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8) satisfying (10.81)-(10.84). Let h be the scaled back function of h̄ in BR/8 as

h(x) := Ed(w,BR/2)Rh̄

(

x− x0

R

)

for every x ∈ BR/8(x0). (10.89)

Clearly, h ∈ w +W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8) is a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined in (10.85) which means

that

F0(h) =

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh) dx 6

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh+Dϕ) dx 6 F0(h+ ϕ) (10.90)

holds for every ϕ ∈ W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8). As shown in (7.9), we recall (10.19) to discover that

 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6
L

ν

 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx

6
8nL

ν

 

BR

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx 6 c(n, ν, L)

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx,

(10.91)

which proves (10.88). We write the inequality (10.83) in view of G,Ha, w and h in order to have
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c[D(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[D(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx

6 c[D(ε,R)]s1
 

BR/2

Ψd (x, |Du|) dx

(10.92)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)), where we have applied the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality and (10.91).
Combining this estimate together with (10.18) via some elementary computations, we directly reach (10.87).

�

We finally finish the present subsection with a crucial decay estimate on u.

Lemma 10.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 10.3, if one of the conditions (10.13a)-(10.13e) is satisfied,
then for every ε∗ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive radius R∗ with the dependence as

R∗ ≡ R∗(datad(Ω0), ε∗) (10.93)

such that if R 6 R∗, then there exists a constant cG ≡ cG(datad(Ω0)) such that

ˆ

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 cG

(

τn + τ−(s(Ψd)+1)ε∗

)

ˆ

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.94)

holds for every τ ∈ (0, 1/32).
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Proof. For the proof, we apply Lemma 10.3 with ε∗ ∈ (0, 1) to be determined in a few lines, and we can use
(10.32) provided

R 6 R∗ ≡ R∗(datad(Ω0), ε
∗)

is found via (10.31). For every τ ∈ (0, 1/32) with some elementary manipulations, we see that
 

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c

 

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (w)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c

 

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx+ cτ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)

 

BR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

+ cτ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)

 

BR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

6 c
(

1 + τ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)ε∗
)

 

BR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx+ cτ−(n+s(Ψd)+1)

 

BR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− w

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx

(10.95)

with some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)), where throughout the last display we repeatedly used (2.6) and (7.36).
The last display and (10.22) along with some elementary manipulations yield

ˆ

BτR

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BτR

τR

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c
(

τn + τ−(s(Ψd)+1)ε∗ + τ−(s(Ψd)+1)[ω(Rγ)]
1
2

)

ˆ

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx

for every τ ∈ (0, 1/16) and some c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)). Then we choose ε∗ ≡ ε∗/2 and R∗ 6 R∗ in such a way

that [ω(Rγ
∗)]

1
2 6 ε∗/2. This choice gives us the dependence as described in (10.93) and yields (10.94). �

We have now discovered all the necessary tools. They are Lemma 10.2, Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 10.5 in
the double phase settings for proving Theorem 10.1 and Theorem 10.2. Applying those lemmas with arguing
in a similar manner as in the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1, we are able to prove Theorem 10.1
and Theorem 10.2. For the sake of the completeness, we provide a sketch of the proofs.

Proof of Theorem 10.2. The proof of Theorem 10.2 can be done similarly as for the proof of Theorem
1.2. We just combine Lemma 5.3 under the double phase settings and Lemma 10.5, as we already have done
in (8.1)-(8.27).

Lemma 10.6. Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 10.4, let w ∈ W 1,Ψd(BR)
be the function defined in (10.17). Suppose that (10.13c) is satisfied for ωa(t) = tα with some α ∈ (0, 1].

Then there exists a function h ∈ w +W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8) being a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined

in (10.85) such that
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Du)− VHa(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c
(

ω (Rγ) +
[

ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))R
α

2(1+s(Ha)

]s1)
 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx

(10.96)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)) and s1 ≡ s1(datad), respectively. Moreover, the energy estimate
 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.97)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L).
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Proof. First we apply Theorem 10.2 in order to obtain that, for every θ ∈ (0, 1) and every open subset
Ω0 ⋐ Ω, there exists a constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0), θ) such that

[u]0,θ;Ω0 6 c(datad(Ω0), θ). (10.98)

In particular, we choose θ ≡ (γ + 1)/2. By revisiting the proof of Lemma 10.3, we shall estimate the term
Ia introduced in (10.54). Using (1.14) and (10.21), we have

Ia 6 cRα









1 +







(

[Ψd]
−
BR

)−1







 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx













α
1−γ









6 c

(

Rα +R− αγ
1−γ

[

osc
B2R

u

]
α

1−γ

)

6 c(datad(Ω0))R
α/2,

(10.99)

where we have used (10.98) with the choice of θ ≡ (1 + γ)/2 and B2R ⊂ Ω0 with R 6 1. Plugging this
estimate in (10.53), we find

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

B1/8

〈

Ā0(Dw̄), Dϕ
〉

dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(datad(Ω0))Q3(R) ‖Dϕ‖L∞(B1/8)
, (10.100)

where

Q3(R) := ω(R) + (1 + ω(R))R
α

2(1+s(Ha) , (10.101)

where the vector field Ā0 has been defined in (10.43). We consider a function h̄ ∈ w̄+W 1,Ψ̄0

0 (B1/8) satisfying
(10.81)-(10.84) with the term D(ε,R) replaced by Q3(R) defined above. Let h be the scaled back function
of h̄ in BR/8 as

h(x) := Ed(w,BR/2)Rh̄

(

x− x0

R

)

for every x ∈ BR/8(x0). (10.102)

Clearly, h ∈ w +W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8) is a local minimizer of the functional F0 defined in (10.85) which means

that

F0(h) =

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh) dx 6

ˆ

BR/8

F0(Dh+Dϕ) dx 6 F0(h+ ϕ) (10.103)

holds for every ϕ ∈ W
1,[Ψd]

−

BR
0 (BR/8). Arguing similarly as in the proof of Lemma 10.2 together with recalling

(10.19), we see
 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6
L

ν

 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx 6
8nL

ν

 

BR

Ψd(x, |Dw|) dx

6 c(n, ν, L)

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx,

(10.104)

which proves (10.97). We write the inequality (10.83) in view of G,Ha, w and h in order to have
 

BR/8

[

|VG(Dw)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Dw) − VHa(Dh)|2
]

dx

6 c[Q3(R)]s1
 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

w − (w)BR/2

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 c[Q3(R)]s1
 

BR/2

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dw|) dx

6 c[Q3(R)]s1
 

B2R

Ψd (x, |Du|) dx

(10.105)
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for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)), where we have applied the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality and (10.91).
Combining this estimate together with (10.18) via some elementary computations implies (10.96). �

Proof of Theorem 10.1. It follows from Theorem 10.2 and a standard covering argument that, for
every open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω and any number k > 0, there exists a constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0), k) such that

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx 6 cR−k (10.106)

for every B2R ⊂ Ω0 with R 6 1. Now we fix an open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω and a ball B2R ≡ B2R(x0) ⊂ Ω0 with
R 6 1. Then applying Lemma 10.4 and Lemma 10.6,

 

BR/8

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa (Du)− VHa (Dh)|2
)

dx

6 c (Rµγ + [Q(R)]s1)

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx

(10.107)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)) and s1 ≡ s1(datad), where

Q(R) :=











Rµ + (1 +Rµ)R
αδ0

(1+δ0)(1+s(Ha)) if (10.12a) is assumed,

Rµ + (1 +Rµ)R
αγ

1+s(Ha) if (10.12b) is assumed,

Rµ + (1 +Rµ)R
α

2(1+s(Ha)) if (10.12c) is assumed,

(10.108)

in which γ is the Hölder continuity exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 under the double phase settings
and δ0 is the higher integrability exponent coming from Lemma 10.2. Denoting by

d ≡ d(datad(Ω0)) :=



















min
{

µγ, s1µ,
αδ0s1

(1+δ0)(1+s(Ha))

}

if (10.12a) is assumed,

min
{

µγ, s1µ,
αγs1

1+s(Ha)

}

if (10.12b) is assumed,

min
{

µγ, s1µ,
αs1

2(1+s(Ha))

}

if (10.12c) is assumed,

(10.109)

and choosing k ≡ d/4 in (10.106), the inequality (10.107) can be written as
 

BR/8

(

|VG(Du)− VG(Dh)|2 + a(xa)|VHa(Du)− VHa(Dh)|2
)

dx 6 cR3d/4

(10.110)

for some constant c ≡ c(datad(Ω0)), where we again recall that the function h has been defined via Lemma
10.4 and Lemma 10.6. Recalling (10.88) and (10.97), we have the energy estimate

 

BR/8

[Ψd]
−
BR

(|Dh|) dx 6 c

 

B2R

Ψd(x, |Du|) dx (10.111)

with a constant c ≡ c(n, ν, L). Once we arrive at this stage, the rest of the proof is in the same way as
argued in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof is complete.

11. Regularity results under additional integrability

We turn our attention to studying properties of a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1)
under some additional Lebesgue integrability assumption. We shall consider a local Q-minimizer u of the
functional P under the following assumptions:







u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) ∩ Lκ(Ω) (κ > 1)

λ4(κ) := sup
t>0

Λ

(

t
κ

n+κ ,
1

t

)

< ∞,
(11.1)

where the function Λ : (0,∞) × (0,∞) → (0,∞) has been defined in (1.11) together with ωa, ωb : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) being concave functions vanishing at the origin such that a(·) ∈ C0,ωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ C0,ωb(Ω). To see
the meaning of the assumption (11.1)2, let us consider the standard double phase that G(t) = tp, Ha(t) = tq
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and ωa(t) = tα, ωb ≡ 0 for 1 < p 6 q and α ∈ (0, 1]. Under these standard double phase settings, the
assumption (11.1)2 is equivalent to the following one:

q 6 p+
ακ

n+ κ
. (11.2)

A local Q-minimizer u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) implies that u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). It is clearly interesting point that p < n,
otherwise we can prove u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω) by using Morrey-Embedding properties for p > n and using a higher
integrability for p = n. Then, for 1 < p < n, applying Sobolev embedding properties, one can see that

u ∈ L
np

n−p

loc (Ω). Choosing κ ≡ np
n−p , the condition (11.2) is equivalent to the following one

q 6 p+
αp

n
,

which generates the same condition as (1.6a), as we have discussed in the introduction part. Now if κ > np
n−p ,

then we would have

q 6 p+
αp

n
< p+

ακ

n+ κ
,

which tells us the possible range of q is larger than the one in (1.6a). Considering a local Q-minimizers of
the functional P under the assumption (11.1) , we shall show that u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). To do this, we start by
proving a Sobolev-Poincaré inequality under the assumption (11.1)2.

Theorem 11.1. Let v ∈ W 1,Ψ(BR) ∩ Lκ(BR) for a ball BR ⊂ Ω with R 6 1 under the assumption

(11.1)2. Then, for any d ∈
[

1, n(n+κ)
n(n+κ)−κ

)

, there exist constants θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), κ, d) ∈ (0, 1) and

c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), κ, d) such that the following Sobolev-Poincaré-type inequality holds:





 

BR

[

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 cλsp





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Dv|)]θ dx





1
θ

, (11.3)

where

λsp = 1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ4(κ) + λ4(κ)





ˆ

BR

|v|κ dx





1
n+κ






(11.4)

Moreover, the above estimate (11.3) is still valid with v− (v)BR replaced by v if v ∈ W 1,Ψ
0 (BR)∩Lκ(BR).

Proof. Note that the above theorem covers [75, Theorem 3.1], which is a special case when G(t) = tp,
H(t) = tq, ωa(t) = tα and ωb(·) ≡ 0 for some constants 1 < p 6 q and α ∈ (0, 1]. Also our proof is much
more elementary comparing with the approach used there. Using the continuity of the coefficient functions
a(·) and b(·) and arguing in the same way as in (4.6), we find

I :=





 

BR

[

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 6[a]ωaωa(R)





 

BR

[

Ha

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 6[b]ωb
ωb(R)





 

BR

[

Hb

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ 3





 

BR

[

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

=: 6[a]ωaI1 + 6[b]ωb
I2 + 3I3.

(11.5)
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We now shall deal with estimating the terms Ii with i ∈ 1, 2, 3 in (11.5) using the additional a priori
assumption u ∈ Lκ(BR) under (11.1)2. In turn, using (2.2) and the assumption (11.1)2, we see

I1 = ωa(R)







 

BR





Ha

(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

)

G
(∣

∣

∣

v−(v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

) G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ4(κ)ωa(R)







 

BR







1 +

[

ωa

(

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)− κ
n+κ

)]−1


G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)





d

dx







1
d

6 λ4(κ)ωa(R)




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[(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

R

ωa(R)

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

κ
n+κ

])

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

]d

dx





1
d

6 c∗λ4(κ)


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G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ c∗λ4(κ)R
n

n+κ




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|v − (v)BR |
dκ

n+κ

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

for the constant c∗ = 2(1 + ωa(1)). Using Hölder’s inequality with conjugate exponents
(

n+κ
d , n+κ

n+κ−d

)

, we

have

R
n

n+κ





 

BR

|v − (v)BR |
dκ

n+κ

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

6 R
n

n+κ




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|v − (v)BR |
κ
dx





1
n+κ




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[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]

(n+κ)d
n+κ−d

dx





n+κ−d
(n+κ)d

6 c





ˆ

BR

|v|κ dx





1
n+κ





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]

(n+κ)d
n+κ−d

dx





n+κ−d
(n+κ)d

for some constant c ≡ c(n). Combining the last two displays and arguing similarly for I2, we discover

I1 + I2 6 cλ4(κ)





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]d

dx





1
d

+ cλ4(κ)





ˆ

BR

|v|κ dx





1
n+κ





 

BR

[

G

(∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)]

(n+κ)d
n+κ−d

dx





n+κ−d
(n+κ)d

for some constant c ≡ c(n, ωa(1), ωb(1)). Now we apply Lemma 4.1 to Φ ≡ G with d0 ≡ d and d0 ≡ n+κ−d
(n+κ)d

in order to have an exponent θ1 ≡ θ1(n, s(G), κ, d) ∈ (0, 1) such that

I1 + I2 6 c






λ4(κ) + λ4(κ)





ˆ

BR

|v|κ dx





1
n+κ











 

BR

[G (|Dv|)]θ1 dx





1
θ1

(11.6)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), ωa(1), ωb(1), κ, d). On the other hand, since Ψ−
BR

∈ N with an index

s(Ψ) = s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hb) by Remark 2.2, we are able to apply Lemma 4.1 with Φ ≡ Ψ−
BR

for d0 ≡ d. In
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turn, there exists θ2 ≡ θ2(n, s(Ψ), d) such that

I3 6 c





 

BR

[

Ψ−
BR

(|Dv|)
]θ2

dx





1
θ2

(11.7)

with some constant c ≡ c(n, s(Ψ), d). Taking into account the estimates obtained in (11.6)-(11.7) into (11.5),
recalling the very definition of Ψ−

BR
in (2.3) and setting θ := max{θ1, θ2}, we arrive at (11.3). The proof is

finished. �

Remark 11.1. We here remark that choosing d ≡ 1 in a Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality of Theorem 11.1,
we see that there exists an exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), κ) such that

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

v − (v)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx 6 cλsp





 

BR

[Ψ(x, |Dv|)]θ dx





1
θ

(11.8)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), κ), where λsp is the one same as in (11.4).

Remark 11.2. With u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) being a local Q-minimizer of the functional P , we here point out that it is
also possible to suppose a priori u ∈ WΦ(Ω) for some Young function Φ. In this case, discovering a relevant
assumption like (11.1)2 would be an interesting point to find how it is connected to Embedding properties in
Orlicz-Sobolev spaces [26, 27, 28] likewise we have discussed above in Lebesgue settings. Moreover, proving
various regularity results under a new relevant condition may generate a different phenomenon even for a
Lavrentiev gap. We can also a priori assume that local Q-minimizers belong to certain Campanato, BMO,
VMO, or some other spaces. Under all those a priori assumptions, it should be necessary to discover out the
relevant optimal conditions under which various regularity results are obtainable.

For a local Q-minimizer u of the functional P under the assumption (11.1), the data of the problem is
understood by the following set of parameters:

datai ≡ {n, λ4(κ), κ, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), ‖u‖Lκ(Ω) , Q}. (11.9)

As usual, for any open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω, we denote by datai(Ω0) the set of parameters defined above together
with dist(Ω0, ∂Ω). Now we focus on showing local boundedness estimates of a local Q-minimizer u of the
functional P in (1.1) under the assumption (11.1).

Theorem 11.2. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1) under the assumption

(11.1). Then there exists a constant c ≡ c(datai) such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

(u− (u)BR)±
R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(BR/2)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ

(

x,

∣

∣

∣

∣

(u− (u)BR)±
R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx (11.10)

and

Ψ−
BR

(∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x1)− u(x2)

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c

 

BR

Ψ(x, |Du|) dx for a.e x1, x2 ∈ BR/2, (11.11)

whenever BR ≡ BR(x0) ⊂ Ω is a ball with R 6 1. In particular, u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω).

Proof. The meaning of datai under the assumption (11.1), already has been introduced in (11.9). As in the
proof of Theorem 5.1, we consider the following scaled functions as:

ū(x) :=
u(x0 +Rx)− (u)BR

R
, ā(x) := a(x0 +Rx), b̄(x) := b(x0 +Rx),

Ψ̄(x, t) := G(t) + ā(x)H(t) + b̄(x)H(t),

Ā(k, s) := Bs(0) ∩ {ū > k} and B̄(k, s) := Bs(0) ∩ {ū < k}

(11.12)

for every x ∈ B1(0), t > 0, s ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ R. The remaining part of the proof consists of 3 steps as in
the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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Step 1: Sobolev-Poincaré under the scaling in (11.12). In this step, we prove that there exists a
positive exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), κ) ∈ (0, 1) such that

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, |f |) dx 6 ck̄sp





ˆ

B1

[Ψ̄(x, |Df |)]θ dx





1
θ

(11.13)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), κ), whenever f ∈ W 1,Ψ̄
0 (B1) ∩ Lκ(B1), where

κ̄sp = 1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ1 + λ1R





ˆ

B1

|f |κ dx





1
n+κ






.

Using the continuity properties of ā(·) and b̄(·), we see

I : =

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, |f |) dx

6 2[a]ωaωa(R)

ˆ

B1

Ha(|f |) dx+ 2[b]ωb
ωb(R)

ˆ

B1

Hb(|f |) dx +

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄−
B1

(|f |) dx

=: 2[a]ωaI1 + 2[b]ωb
I2 + I3,

where

Ψ̄−
B1

(t) := G(t) + inf
x∈B1

ā(x)Ha(t) + inf
x∈B1

b̄(x)Hb(t) for every t > 0.

Now we estimate the terms Ii for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} similarly as in the proof of Theorem 11.1. In turn, using the
assumption (11.1)2 and (2.2), we have

I1 = ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

Ha(|f |)

G(|f |)
G(|f |) dx

6 λ4(κ)ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

(

1 +
[

ωa

(

|f |−
κ

n+κ

)]−1
)

G (|f |) dx

6 λ4(κ)ωa(R)

ˆ

B1

(

1 +

[

1

ωa(R)
+

R

ωa(R)
|f |

κ
n+κ

])

G (|f |) dx

6 λ4(κ)(1 + ωa(1))

ˆ

B1

G (|f |) dx+ 2λ4(κ)R

ˆ

B1

|f |
κ

n+κG (|f |) dx.

Arguing in the same way, we have

I2 6 λ4(κ)(1 + ωb(1))

ˆ

B1

G (|f |) dx+ 2λ4(κ)R

ˆ

B1

|f |
κ

n+κG (|f |) dx.

Then the inequality (11.13) follows from the arguments used in the proof of Theorem 11.1 and Lemma 4.1.
Step 2. Proof of (11.10). Since u − (u)BR is a local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1), using a

Caccioppoli inequality of Lemma 5.1, one can see that
ˆ

Bt

Ψ̄(x, |D(ū − k)±|) dx 6 c

ˆ

Bs

Ψ̄

(

x,
(ū− k)±
s− t

)

dx (11.14)

holds for some constant c ≡ c(s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), Q), whenever 0 < t < s 6 1 and k ∈ R. Let us now
consider the concentric balls Bρ ⋐ Bt ⋐ Bs with 1/2 6 ρ < s 6 1 and t := (ρ+ s)/2. Let η ∈ C∞

0 (Bt) be a
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standard cut-off function such that χBρ 6 η 6 χBt and |Dη| 6 2
t−ρ = 4

s−ρ . Now we apply inequality (11.13)

from Step 1 above in order to have a positive exponent θ ≡ θ(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), κ) such that

ˆ

Ā(k,ρ)

Ψ̄(x, ū− k) dx 6

ˆ

B1

Ψ̄(x, η(ū − k)+) dx 6 ck̄sp





ˆ

B1

[Ψ̄(x, |D(η(ū − k)+)|)]
θ dx





1
θ

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hb), ωa(1), ωb(1), κ), where

κ̄sp = 1 + ([a]ωa + [b]ωb
)






λ4(κ) + λ4(κ)R





ˆ

B1

[η(ū − k)+)]
κ dx





1
n+κ






.

By recalling the definition of ū in (11.12), we have

κ̄sp 6 c






1 +R





 

BR

∣

∣

∣

∣

u− (u)BR

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

κ

dx





1
n+κ






6 c






1 +





ˆ

BR

|u|κ dx





1
n+κ







with a constant c ≡ c(n, λ4(κ), [a]ωa +[b]ωb
). Once we arrive at this stage the rest of the proof can be proceed

in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 5.1. �

Theorem 11.3. Let u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the

coefficient functions a(·) ∈ Cωa(Ω) and b(·) ∈ Cωb(Ω) for ωa, ωb being non-negative concave functions van-

ishing at the origin. If the assumption (11.1) is satisfied, then for for every open subset Ω0 ⋐ Ω, there exists

a Hölder continuity exponent γ ≡ γ(datai(Ω0)) ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖u‖L∞(Ω0)
+ [u]0,γ;Ω0 6 c(datai(Ω0)) (11.15)

and the oscillation estimate

osc
Bρ

u 6 c
( ρ

R

)γ

osc
BR

u (11.16)

holds for some c ≡ c(datai(Ω0)) and all concentric balls Bρ ⋐ BR ⋐ Ω0 ⋐ Ω with R 6 1.

Proof. First let us observe that, for every t > 1, we have

ωa(t)

1 + ωa(t)

1 + ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ
)

ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ

) 6 1 +
ωa(t)

ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ

)

+ ωa(t)ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ

)

6 1 +
1

ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ
) 6 1 +

1

ωa(1)
.

This same inequality holds true also for ωb. Therefore, for every t > 1, we see that

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

6 λ4(κ)

(

ωa(t)

1 + ωa(t)

1 + ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ

)

ωa

(

t
κ

n+κ
) +

ωb(t)

1 + ωb(t)

1 + ωb

(

t
κ

n+κ

)

ωb

(

t
κ

n+κ
)

)

6 λ4(κ)

(

1 +
1

ωa(1)
+

1

ωb(1)

)

=: λ2,

where we have used the assumption (11.1)2. On the other hand, recalling that the functions ωa and ωb are
increasing, we have

Λ

(

t,
1

t

)

6 Λ

(

t
κ

n+κ ,
1

t

)

6 λ4(κ) 6 λ2

for every t ∈ (0, 1]. Recalling that u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω) by Theorem 11.2 and taking into account the last two displays,

we are able to apply Theorem 5.2 in order to have (11.15) and (11.16). �
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Remark 11.3. As a consequence of the last two theorems like we have that if u ∈ W 1,Ψ(Ω) is a local
Q-minimizer of the functional P under the assumption (11.1), then u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω) and (1.13)2 is satisfied.
Therefore, the results of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 10.1 and Theorem 10.2 are still available
under the assumption (11.1). Furthermore, the results of the present section can be considered under multi-
phase settings, as we have pointed out in Remark 1.1.
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56. P. Harjulehto, P. Hästö and R. Klén, Generalized Orlicz spaces and related PDE, Nonlinear Anal. 143 (2016), 155-173.
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