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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

v /F(:E,U,Du) dzx, (0.1)
Q

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

N
vl—)/f(:mv) |:G(D’U)+ Zak(x)Hk(\DU\) de, N >1, (0.2)
P k=1

where G, H, are N-functions and 0 < ai(-) € L*°(Q2) with 0 < v < f(-) < L. Its ellipticity ratio varies
according to the geometry of the level sets {ap(xz) = 0} of the modulating coefficient functions ay(-) 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(-)}szl not necessarily Holder 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 C%7(Q) or L*(Q)
for some v € (0,1) and k € (1,00], 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

WEQ) 5 0 s Plo, Q) = /\I!(:E, Do|) da (1.1)
Q

for a bounded open domain 2 C R™ with n > 2, where throughout the paper we shall denote by
U(x,t) = G(t) + a(z)Hy(t) + b(x)Hp(t) (x€Q,t>0) (1.2)

for functions G, H,, H, € N in the sense of Definition 2.1 and 0 < a(+), b(:) € L (). The Orlicz multi-phase
functional P in (1.1) is naturally defined for functions v € W11(Q), which is a considerable one including
the following examples of functionals for the regularity theory:

1. p-growth: ¥(x,t) : =P, p > 1, see for instance [49, 52, 63, 64, 66, 67, 84, 85].
. Orlicz growth: ¥(z,t) := G(t), see for instance [8, 24, 42, 43, 65].
. (p, q)-double phase: ¥(x,t) :=t? + a(z)t? for 1 < p < ¢, see for instance [11, 13, 30, 31, 32, 35].
. Borderline case of double phase: ¥(z,t) :=t* + a(x)t? log(1 +t) for 1 < p, see for instance [12, 21].
. Multi-phase: U(x,t) :=t 4+ a(x)t? + b(x)t® for 1 < p < ¢, s, see for instance [7, 38].
. Orlicz double phase: ¥ (z,t) := G(t) + a(x)H,(t), see for instance [6, 22].

7. Orlicz multi-phase: U(x,t) := G(t) + a(x)H,(t) + b(z)Hy(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,¢)-double phase functional is a significant
example given by

Y U= W N

WHHQ) 3 v Py y(v,Q) = / [|[Dv? + a(x)|Dv|?] dz, 1<p<q. (1.3)
Q

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

WEHQ) 3 v = Plog(v, Q) := /[|Dv|p + a(z)|Dv|P log(1 + |Dvl|)] dz, 1< p. (1.4)
Q

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

WHHQ) 3 v Ppys(v, Q) i= /[|Dv|p + a(x)|Dv|? 4+ b(z)|Dv|*] dz, 1<p<aq,s. (1.5)
Q

The (p, g)-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 4, Pp,q,s and Piog 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, ¢)-type. These are functionals of type

W Q) s v /F(:C,DU) dx,
Q
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whose energy density F(z, z) satisfies
2P S F(z,2) S =7 +1, 1<p<g

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 Holder continuous have been discovered in [13, 30, 31]. They are

T<1+2 and 0<a() e C%(Q) if v e WhP(Q), (1.6a)
D n

¢g<p+a and 0<a()e€C"(Q) if v e WHP(Q) N L>(Q), (1.6b)
q<p+ & and 0 <a() € C%*(Q) if v € WHP(Q) N C%Y(Q) for some v € (0,1).  (1.6¢)

Those conditions in (1.6a)-(1.6¢c) are essentially sharp in the sense of Lavrentiev gap for the functional P, ,.
Here we refer to the very recent interesting paper [9] and see also [47, 50]. On the other hand, letting
a(-) € C¥+ () with a concave function w, : [0,00) — [0, 00) vanishing at the origin, the conditions for a local
minimizer v of the functional Pig to be regular have been discovered in [12], which are

1
v is Holder continuous if limsupw, () log (—) < 00, (1.7a)
t—0+ t
1
v is Holder continuous with an arbitrary exponent if limsupw,(t) log (;) =0, (1.7b)
t—0+
Dv is Holder continuous if wy(t) <t with some a € (0,1).  (1.7¢)

Furthermore, the optimal condition for a local minimizer of the multi-phase functional P, 4 s in (1.5) to
be gradient Holder continuous has been obtained in [38], that is
T<1+2 2<1+ 5o« a(-) € C%*(Q) and 0<b(-) € C¥P(Q) (1.8)
X ) X 9 X X .
p n p n
for some «, 8 € (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)-(1.6¢), (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 Holder 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

WhH(Q) 3 v F(u,Q) = /F(x,v, Dv) dex, (1.9)
Q

where F': 2 x R x R™ — R is a Caratheédory function satisfying the double-sided bound
vU(z,|2|) < F(z,y,2) < LY(z,[2]) (z€Q,y€R, z€R"), (1.10)

where U 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 ) > 1 can be defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. A function v € W,2'(Q) is a local minimizer (Q-minimizer) of the functional F de-
fined in (1.9) if ¥(x,|Du|) € L*(Q) and the minimality condition F(u,supp(u — v)) < F(v,supp(u — v))
(F(u,supp(u — v)) < QF (v,supp(u — v))) is satisfied, whenever v € W,>!(Q) with supp(u — v) € Q.
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In the rest of the paper we always assume a(-) € C*+(Q) and b(-) € C**(£2), where wg, wy : [0,00) — [0, 00)
are concave functions such that w,(0) = 0 and w,(0) = 0 unless they are specified. Throughout the paper
we define the function A : (0, 00) x (0,00) — (0, 00) given by

wa(s) Hel(t) wp(s)  Hp(t)
A(s,t) == f , > 0. 1.11
D= T 5 GO T Trwme) Gy oraw (1.11)

We shall consider a local @-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 e WHY(Q),
_ “1fn (1.12)
AL :=supA (£,G7H (")) < oo,
>0
u € WHY(Q) N L),
1.13
A2 :=supA (t, 1) < 00, (1.13)
>0 t

ueWH¥(Q)nCo(Q) for some 7 € (0,1),
1.14
/\3 = supA(tllw,%> < 00. ( )

t>0

Here G~! is the inverse function of . We straightforwardly check that the conditions (1.12)-(1.14) read as
(1.6a)-(1.6¢), respectively, when G(t) = t?, H,(t) = t9, wa(t) = t* and b(-) = 0 for some 1 < p < ¢ and
a € (0,1]. Also the condition (1.8) is the same as (1.12) for relevant choices of the functions. Moreover,
(1.12), and (1.13), are the same as the one in (1.7a) when G(t) = t” and H,(t) = t?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) = t? 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(z,y,z) = Fg(z,y,2) + a(x)Fu, (z,y, z) + b(z) F, (2, y, 2) (1.15)

for every © € Q, y € R and z € R", where Fg(:), Fpu,(-) and Fpg,(-) are continuous functions belonging
to C2(R™ \ {0}) with respect to z-variable and satisfying the following structure assumptions with fixed
constants 0 < v < L:

|D:Fo(,y, 2)||2| + |D2. Fa (2, y, 2)||2]* < L(|z]),

v e < (D2 Fao96.6). o)
\D.Fa(e1,y,2) — DaFaay, 2)ll2] < Lo(lr — ) (12]),
[Fa(2,y1,2) = Fo(z,y2,2)| < Lw(lyr — y2[)@(|2])
for every ® € {G, H,, Hy}, whenever x, 21,22 € Q, y,y1,y2 € R, z € R"\ {0}, £ € R", here either
w(t) := min{t", 1} with some p € (0,1) for all ¢ >0 (1.17)
or
w : [0, 400) — [0, +00) is concave such that w(0) =0 and w(-) < 1. (1.18)

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

WhH Q) 3 v e /f(x,v)\ll(:v, |Dv)) dx,
Q

where 0 < v; < f(z,y) < Ly for some constants v1,L; and for some suitable continuous function f(-)
satisfying the following inequality

|f(z1,91) — f(w2,92)| < Lw(|z1 — 22| + [y1 — y2l)

whenever 1,22 € R™ and y1,y2 € R, where w 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:

n, A15 S(G)v S(Ha)v S(Hb)a v, Lv Ha’HCwa(Q) 9 ||bHC“’b(Q) aw(')v H\I/({E, |Du|)||L1(Q) )

[ull 11 (q) > wa(l),ws(1) if (1.12) is considered,

n, AQ, S(G)v S(Ha)v S(Hb)a v, Lv Ha’HCwa(Q) ) ||bHC“’b(Q) aw(')v Hu||L°°(Q) awa(l)vwb(l) (1 19)
if (1.13) is considered, '

n, )‘37 S(G)7 S(Ha)7 S(Hb)u v, L7 HaHCWa(Q) ) ”bHCWb(Q) ,W('), [U]O,V7wtl(1)7 Wb(l)

if (1.14) is considered,

where A1, A2, A3 are the same numbers as defined in (1.12)-(1.14) and s(G), s(H,), s(Hp) are indices of
the functions G, H,, Hy, 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, v having been replaced
by @ in any case of (1.12)-(1.14) into the consideration. With Q¢ € € being a fixed open subset, we also
denote by data(€2) the set of parameters in (1.19) together with dist(€2g, 92) under one of the assumptions
(1.12)-(1.14):

data =

data(Qy) = data, dist(Qg, 09). (1.20)
Now we are ready to state our main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Maximal regularity). Let u € W1¥(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in
(1.9), under the assumptions (1.10), (1.16) and (1.17). Suppose that wa(t) = t* and wy(t) = t? for some
a, B € (0,1]. If one of the following assumptions

(1.12), (1.21a)
(1.13), (1.21D)
1
(1.14)  with limsup A <t11w,—) =0 (1.21c)
t—0+ t
is satisfied, then there exists 0 € (0,1) depending only on n,s(G),s(Hy),s(Hp),v,L,a, B and p such that
Du e CYY(Q).

Theorem 1.2 (Morrey decay). Let u € WHY(Q) 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 limsupA (t,G™'(¢t™")) =0, (1.22a)
t—0+
1
(1.13)  with limsup A (t, —) =0, (1.22b)
t—0t t
1
(1.14)  with limsupA (tﬁ, —) =0, (1.22¢)
t—0+ t
(1.12)  with wa(t) =t* and wy(t) =17 for some «,B € (0,1], (1.22d)
(1.13)  with wa(t) =t* and wy(t) =17 for some «,B € (0,1] (1.22¢)
is satisfied, then
u € CIOO’S(Q) for every 6 € (0,1). (1.23)

Moreover, for every o € (0,n), there exists a positive constant ¢ = c(data(Q), o) such that the decay
estimate

/\Il(a:,|Du|)da: < c(%)n_a/\ll(x,|Du|)dx (1.24)
B, Br

holds for every concentric balls B, C Br C Qp € Q with R < 1.
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First of all we note that the gradient Holder regularity of a local minimizer in Theorem 1.1 is already
optimal in the classical p-Laplace case that G(t) = t¥ 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)-(1.6¢),(1.7a)-(1.7¢)
and (1.8), respectively, and the arguments used in those papers are strongly dependent of the number of
phases along with the Holder 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 F(v,B) < inf F(v,B) (1.25)

1.6 +
vEve+Wy 7 (B) v€vo+Wol’G(B)ﬂW1’q’Q (B)

loc

holds for a ball B €  and a function vy € W1°(B), where ¥, is defined in (2.3) below. That is, local

+
minimizers of F do not belong to WILC\PQ (B) in general. To see this, let us look at the classical case that
G(t) =t7, Hy(t) = t7, we(t) =t* and wp(-) =0 for 1 < p < ¢ and « € (0, 1] such that

l<p<n<n+a<gqg (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(-) € C%%(Q) and a boundary datum ug € W1P(B)NL>(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),, (1.13), and (1.14),, 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, ¢)-double phase growth. In fact, the difference quotient
techniques can deal with the case that the coefficient functions in the nonlinearity are Holder continuous.
On the other hand, we are treating the case of not necessarily having Hoélder 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

N
U(z,t) = G(t)+ > ai(x)Hi(t), m>1, (1.27)
i=1
where G, H; € N in the sense of the Definition 2.1 and a;(-) € C¥(Q) with w; : [0,00) — [0,00) being a
concave function vanishing at the origin for every i € {1,..., N}. Under this setting we replace the function
in (1.11) by
Y wils) Hilt
A(s,t) := Z _wils) Hi®) for every s,t > 0. (1.28)

— 1+ wi(s) G(t)

The coefficient functions in Theorem 1.1 along with (1.22d) and (1.22e) in Theorem 1.2 are understood by
letting w;(t) =t with some «; € (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(z,y,z) = ®(z,]|z]) (1.29)

for ® 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 ®(z,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),. 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),, (1.13), and (1.14),. 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 ¢ to mean a generic positive constant, possibly
varying from line to line, while special constants will be denoted by ¢y, ¢, ¢4, ¢e, 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 ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), v, L) means that ¢ depends only on n, s(G), v, L. We denote
by Br(zo) = {z € R" : |x — 20| < R} the open ball in R™ centered at zp € R™ with a radius R > 0. If the
center is clear in the context, we shall omit the center point by writing Br = Bgr(xo). We shall also denote
By = B1(0) C R" unless the center is specified. With f : B — RY (N > 1) being a measurable map for a
measurable subset B C R™ having finite and positive measure, we denote by

= *i x) dx
<f>B=Z[f<x>dx—|B|Zf< )

its integral average over B. For a measurable map f : Q@ — R and an open subset B C Q with o : [0,00) —
[0,00) being a concave function such that o(0) = 0, we shall use the notation as

Pos= swp DI g 17, = e

z,yEB,x#£y 0(|‘T - y|)

We denote by C7(2) the space of uniformly continuous functions on © whose modulus of continuity does
not exceed o. The space C?(€2) is endowed with the norm defined for a function f by

[fllcoy = 1l o) + [floa-

In particular, if o(t) = t* for some a € (0, 1], then we denote

[f]O,a;B = sup M

eBasty |T—yl® and  [flo,a = [flo,as02-
z,y ,TFEY

For a given concave function o : [0,00) — [0,00) vanishing at the origin, we shall use some elementary
properties in the future as

o(At) < Ao(t) forevery A>1 and ¢>0 (2.1)

and

1 1
<— +

1
200 S o T e for every A,t >0 wunless o is constant. (2.2)
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Throughout the paper, for any given open subset B C €2, we shall also use the notations by
a”(B) := irelf a(x), at(B):=supa(x),

zeB
b~ (B) := inf b(z), b (B) :=supb(z),
zeB z€B

(2.3)
Vs (t) :==G(t) + jgga(“?)Ha(t) + irelf[;b(a:)Hb(t),

Wi (t) == G(t) + sup a(x)Hq(t) + sup b(z) Hy(t)
zeB zeB
for every t > 0.

Definition 2.1. A measurable function ® : Q x [0, 00) — [0, 00) is called an Young function if, for any fixed
x € Q, the function ®(z,-) increasing and convex such that
D(x,t)

O(z,t
(2,0) =0, lim &(x,t) = +o0, lim @Y _ ) and lim =22 = +oo
— 00

t—0+ 1 t—o0
We denote by N(Q2) the set of Young functions @ : Q x [0,00) — [0,00) such that, for any fixed z € Q,
®(z,-) € CH([0,00)) N C?((0,00)) and there exists a constant s(®) > 1 with
1 D20 (z,t)t
s(®) T 0,®(w,t)
uniformly for all z € ©Q and ¢t > 0, where in the future we shall call this number s(®) by an index of ®.

Furthermore, we denote also A/ to mean the set of Young functions ® € A (Q) such that ® does not depend
on the first variable x.

< s(®) (2.4)

As a direct consequence of the above definition, for any ® € A(Q2) with an index s(®) > 1 and any fixed
point x € 2, we can observe

201D (2, t) ~ t0,P(x,t) =~ ®(z,1) (2.5)

for uniformly all ¢ > 0, where note that all implied constants only depend only on s(®). Now we state some
important properties of functions of N (Q2), see [6, 7, 22] for their proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let ® € N(Q) with an index s(®) > 1. Then, for any fized x € Q, we have
Ao T (1) < B, Aot) < AL (1) Jor any Ao > 1 and ¢ >

/\(1)+s(<1>)(1)(x t) < ®(z, \ot) < ,\ﬁJr (x t) for any 0 < Xo <1 andt > 0.

A(T B (a,6) < 7w, Aot) < Ag*j@)@; (2,1) for any Ao > 1 and t >

A @2, 1) < B dob) < AT B, ) for any 0 < g < 1 and 1 >

In the above lemma, for a fixed point = € Q, ®; *(z,t) is understood by the inverse function of ®(x,t)
with respect to t-variable.

= W oo

Remark 2.1. For a given ® € N(Q2) with an index s(®) > 1, we notice useful but direct consequences of
Lemma 2.1 as

B(z,t + 5) < Oz, 2t) + (x,25) < 2150 (B(2,1) + B(z, 5)) (2.6)
for every z € Q and ¢, s > 0. Furthermore, for any fixed x € €2, we have
P(z,1)

9,0(z,1) < (1 + s(®)) < (1 + 5(®))[®(z, 1)] =5 [(z, 1)] =@ for every 0 < t < 1

t
and
O(x,1) o _s(®)
P (z,t) < (1+ S((I)))T < (14 8(2))[D(x, 1)] +:@® [@(x,t)] T+ for every ¢ > 1.
Putting together the last two inequalities, we have the following very useful inequality which will be applied
in the future
D(x,t)
t

for every x € Q and t > 0.

~ (2, 1) < (1+ 5(®)) ([, 1)) F (@ (2, )] T + [0(a, 1) T [0z, )] =51 )  (27)
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Lemma 2.2. Let &, ® € N'(Q) with indices s(®),s(®) > 1. Then,

1. For any non-negative real numbers a,b satisfying a +b > 0, a® + b® € N(Q) with s(a® + bd) =
5(®) + s(®) and PP € N () with s(PD) = 45(®)s(P)(s(P) + 5(P)).

2. For any number m > 1, ®™ € N(Q) with s(®™) = s(®) + (m — 1)(s(®) + 1).

For any number u > 0, ®,,(x,t) := t'®(x,t) € N(Q) with s(®,) = pu+ 3[s(P)]>.

4. There exists Oy € (0,1) depending only on s(®) such that ®° € N(Q) for every 6 € (0o, 1] with s(®?)
depending only on s(®) and 6.

b

Lemma 2.3. Let ® € N with an index s(®) > 1. Then t — & (ts(‘l’l)ﬂ) is a concave function.

Lemma 2.4. Let ® € N (Q) with an index s(®) = 1. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ = ¢(s(®)) such
that

5101 P(x, s2) + $20:P(x, 1) < eP(x,51) + D(x, s9)

c
55(4’)
holds for all s1,s2 20 and 0 < e < 1.

Remark 2.2. We note that ¥ € N(Q2) with an index s(¥) = s(G)+s(H,)+s(Hp) by Lemma 2.2. In particular,
for every open subset B C , it holds that U}, W € N with indices s (V) = s(G) + s(H,) + s(H,) and
5 (V) = s(G) + s(Ha) + s(Hy).

For a given Young function ® € N () with an index s(®) > 1, we define the vector field Vg : QxR™\{0} —
R"™ as follows

Vi (2,2) = [M] L (2:8)

2|

Furthermore, we shall often use the following inequalities that

1
/‘I’(% (021 + (1 = 0)za]) ) Bl [21] +[22])

~ 2T 122)) 2.9
021 + (1= 0)=P (r] + 122])? (29)
0P (x, |z1| + |2
Vo (x, 21) — Voo (3, 22)|? = 028 (z, |21 | + | 22])|21 — 22> = = (|Z1||-;||22|| 2) |21 — 2o%, (2.10)
|21 — 22
) — < P _— 2.11
(,]21 — 22|) S @(w,|21] + |22|)|Zl| Tl (2.11)
and
A z
<3t‘1>(11?, |21|)ﬁ — 0, (, |22|)|Z—z|721 - 22> ~ Vo (z, 21) — Va(z, 2)? (2.12)

hold true, whenever z € Q and 21,22 € R™ \ {0}, where all implied constants in (2.9)-(2.12) depend on n
and s(®) (see [41] for further discussions). Moreover, we have the following useful inequality

1
do
Vo (z, 20) — Vq>(:1c,zl)|2 < / Vo (z,020 + (1 —0)21) — Vq>(:1c,zl)|2 7 (Vz € Q), (2.13)
0
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which follows from the following estimates that

1
do
/|V<p(3:, Ozo + (1 —0)z1) — Vo (x, 21)|2 7

0

0|z — z1|* db

1
(210 / O(, [022 + (1 — 0)21| + |21])
= (1622 + (1 — 0)z1] + [ 1])?

1

s _lm—al

~ Uzl + =12 ®(x,|0z0 + (1 — 0)z1| + |21])0 db
0

1
|z — 21

~ W‘b w,/(lezﬁ (1—80)21] + |21])0 db
0

(2.10

Pk )
|22 — 21 ~  |Va(z,20) — Va(z,21)|?

= W‘I’ (z, [22] + [21])

hold with having all implied constants in the above display depending on n and s(®), whenever x € Q and
21,29 € R™\ {0}, where in the third inequality of the last display we have applied Jensen’s inequality to the
convex function ®(z,-) with respect to measure 6 d6.

Moreover, the maps introduced in (2.8) are very convenient to formulate the monotonicity properties
of the vector field D, F(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': Q@ x R x R™ — R be a function defined in (1.15) satisfying (1.10) and (1.16).Then

there exist positive constants c1,ca = c1,c2(n, s(G),s(Hy), s(Hp),v) and ¢z = cs(n, s(G),s(H,), s(Hp), L)
such that the following inequalities

Ve (z1) = Va(z2)|* + a() Vi, (21) = Vi, (22)* + b(2) Vi, (1) = Vi, (22) (2.14)

Sa <DZF(Iayvzl>_DZF(x7y522)721_22>7 '

Va(21) = Va(22)|*+a(@)| Ve, (21) = Vi, (22)]” + b(2)| Vi, (21) = Vg, (22)

2.15
2 (D F(@y, ) — 1) < alF(ays ) — Flog, )] )

and

|F(x1,y,z) - F(‘T?vyvz)'
< csw(lzy — x2]) [G(|2]) + minfa(z1), a(w2)} Ha(|2]) + min{b(z1), b(z2) } H(|2])] (2.16)
+ esla(z1) — a(z2)|Ha([2]) + cs|b(z1) — b(a2)[Hy(|2])

hold true, whenever z,z1, 29 € R"\ {0}, z,21,22 € Q and y € R.

Proof. Tt follows from (1.16), that

1
(D.F(x,y,21) — D,F(x,y,22),21 — 22) / F(x,y,0z1 + (1 —0)22)[21 — 22],21 — z2> do
0

1
U (2,021 + (1 —0)22) 9
a9
>y [

0

> ¢ (|Va(21) = Va(2)I* + a(2) Vi, (21) = Vi, (22)° + b(2)| Vi, (21) = Vi, (22)]7)
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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(xvyaZQ) - F(Iayvzl)] - <DZF(Iayvzl)a22 - Zl>

1
= / <DZF(Iay7922 + (1 - 9)21) - DZF('rvyaZl)sz - Zl> o
0

=

(|Vg(9z2 +(1-0)x)— VG(21)|2 +a(x)|Vy, (022 + (1 — 0)21) — Vi, (z1)|2) do

+ / Tx|VHb (Oz2+ (1 —0)z1) — Vg, (zl)|2 do

(=)

37 V(1) — Vo) + @)V, (1) — Vir, (22)]2 + b(&) Vi, (21) — Vi ()

Since F(z,y,0) =0 for every z € Q and y € R, using (1.15), we have
|F($1,y, ) (5172,:% )| - |( (xl,y,z) —F(:El,y,())) - (F(IQayvz) —F($27y,0))|

1
/DF:cl,y,w 2) do — /<DZF<w2,y,ez>,z> 6
0 0

1
/D F(x1,y,02) — D, F(x2,y,02)||2|d0
0
< / ID.Po(r1,y,02) — D.Pa(rs,y,02)] |28
1
—I—/|a 21)D.Fu, (x1,y,02) — a(x2) D, Fy, (x2,y,02)||2| do
0

+ / |b Jil -l),zF‘Hl7 (xluyvez) - b(x2)DzFHb (55272/792” |Z| do.

Without loss of generality, we can assume a(z3) < a(x1) and b(z2) < b(x1). Then using the structure
assumption (1.16), we find

1
/ |a(xl)DzFHa (xlayu 92) - a(x2)DzFHa (‘T27 Y, ez)l |Z| do
0

1
H,(0|z H,(0
L|a<x1>—ax2|/ﬁd0+a<xz (0 — azfy [ LD
0

< ca(zs) a(|z|)+cw(|x1—$2|) Hq(|2])

for some constant ¢ = ¢(s(H,), L). Similarly, we get
1

/ |b($1)DZFHb (xluyv 92’) - b(‘TQ)DZFHb (‘T?u Y, ez)l |Z| do
0
< cb(@2) Hy(|2]) + cw (|21 — 22|) Hy(|2]),

where the validity of the last display is ensured by (1.16),. Combining the last three displays, (2.16)
follows. O
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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 ® : Q x [0,00) — [0,00) be an
Young function. Here we present some definitions and properties associated to Young functions.

Definition 2.2. Let ® be a Young function.

(1) @ is said to satisfy the As-condition, denoted by ® € As, if there exists a positive number Ay (P)
such that ®(x,2t) < Ag(P) D(x,t) for all x € Q and ¢t > 0.

(2) ® is said to satisfy the Va-condition, denoted by ® € Vs, if there exists a positive number Vo (®) > 1
such that ®(x, Va(P)t) > 2Vo(P) O(x,t) for all z € Q and t > 0.

(3) We write ® € Ay NVy if & € Ay and ¢ € V.

For a given Young function ®, we define the complementary function ®* of ® by, for each = € Q and
t>0,
O*(x,t) = sup{st — ®(x,s) : s > 0}.
Then ®* satisfies all the conditions to be a Young function. One can see that (®*)* = ® and that ® € V,
if and only if ®* € Ay with 2Va(P) = Ag(P*).
For an Young function @, the Musielak-Orlicz class K®(£; RY), N > 1, consists of all measurable functions
v:Q — RY satisfying

/@(m, [v(z)]) dx < +o0.
Q

The Musielak-Orlicz space L®(€;RY) is the vector space generated by K®(Q;RN). If & € A,, then
K®(Q;RY) = L?(Q;RY) and this space is a Banach space under the Luxemburg norm

[vllpe(pryy =inf { o >0 /<I> (w, M) dx <1
’ o

Q

The Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space W1®(Q; RY) is the function space of all measurable functions v €
L®(Q;RY) such that its distributional gradient vector Dv belongs to L®(;RN"). For v € WH(Q; RY),
we define its norm to be

[vllyre@rny = 10l Lo @rry + DVl o @nn) -
The space Wol’{)(ﬂ; RY) is defined as the closure of C§°(€2;RY) in W12 (Q;RY). For N = 1, we simply write
L2(Q) := L*(;R) and WH2(Q) := WH?(Q;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: [p1, p2] = R be a non-negative and bounded function, and 6 € (0,1), Ag = 0, v > 0.
Assume that
h(t) < Oh(s) + A
(s —t)r
holds for p1 <t < s < pa. Then there is a constant ¢ = c(0,v0) satisfying the following inequality:
cAg
(p1 — po)re
Lemma 2.7. Let {Y;}$2, be a sequence of nonnegative numbers satisfying the following recursive inequalities

}/iJrl < Cbi}/il-i-ro

h(po) <

with some fized positive constant C', b > 1 and 19 > 0 for every i =0,1,2,.... If

1

a1 -4
YO<C Tob Tgu

then Y; — 0 as i — oo.
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Lemma 2.8. Let v e WY1(B,) for some ball B, C R™. Then there exists ¢ = c¢(n) such that

_1 c| By
(I=k)|B, N {v> [+ < — Bl __ / | Do| da
g |By \ {v >k}
B,n{k<v<l}

holds, whenever | and k are real numbers with [ > k.

3. ABSENCE OF LAVRENTIEV PHENOMENON

Here we deal with the absence of Lavrantiev phenomenon under the assumptions introduced in (1.12),,
(1.13), and (1.14),. 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(-) € C¥*(2) and
b(-) € C**(2) for the functions wg,wy being concave and vanishing at 0.

1. If the condition (1.12), is satisfied, then for any function v € VVliC\P(Q) and ball B = Bg(xo) €
B € Q with P(v, B) < oo, there exists a sequence of functions {v}3>, C WH*(Bgr) such that

vg — v in WYY(Bg) and P(vk, Br) — P(v, Br). (3.1)
2. If the condition (1.13), is satisfied, then for any function v € VVliC\P(Q) N L2 (Q) and ball Br =

loc

Br(xo) € B € Q with P(v, B) < oo, there exists a sequence of functions {vy}52, C WY (Bg) such
that

vg — v in WYY(Bg), P(vk,Br)— P(v,Br) and li;nsup Vel oo By < NVl oo (B - (3.2)
—00

3. Let v € WH¥(Q) € C%7(Q) with some v € (0,1) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P
under the assumption (1.14),. Then, for every ball Br € ), there exists a sequence of functions
{vr}2e, € Wh(BR) such that

vp = v in WYY(Bgr) and P(vy,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 g9 € (0,1) such that Bg € Bri,, € B € Q. Let p € C§°(B1) be a non-negative standard
mollifier with Rf pdx =1. Then we set p.(z) := E%p (%) for x € B. with 0 < & < gg. Clearly p. € C§°(B.),
[ pedr =1,0< p. < c(n)e™™ and |Dp| < c(n)e~ "+, For every 0 < € < £¢/2, we consider the following
R’Vl

functions:
0e(@) = (0 p)(@). acle) = inf a(y). belx)i= infb(y) (3.4)
and
. (w,1) i= G(t) + az(2) Ha(t) + bo(2) Hy(t) (3.5)

for every z € Br and t > 0.
1. By Jensen’s inequality, for a fixed x € Bgr, we have

G(|Dv.(2)]) = G ([(Dv * pe)(2)]) < / G(IDv(z — y)[)pe(y) dy < e
]Rn

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

(HaoG™) (G(|Dve(2))))
G(|Dve(x)])

< (14 feo (160Pv @) #)] ) GOD@)
< e (1t (@] ™) QD)) < (14 [wa(e)] ™) ela, | Do),

Ho(|Due(2)]) =

G(|Dve(2)])

(3.6)
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Similarly as above, we have
Hy(|Dve(2)]) < ¢ (1+ [wi(€)] ) e (a, [ Dve(2))]). (3.7)
2. Since v is locally bounded in €2, we have
|Dv.()| = (v Dp.)(@)] < / [o(@ = PIDpe() dy < e lol] 5y 2.
Rn
Then the assumption (1.13), and the last display imply

= GiDo )y CUDve@D < 2 (14 [ (D@ )] ™) G- )

< (14 [wa(@)] ™) G(Dve(@)]) < e (1+ [wale)] ) Pl [ Do (2)])

Ha(|Dve(2)]) (3.8)

with some constant ¢ = ¢ (n, A2, HUHLOO(B)> for every x € Br. Arguing in the same way, for every

x € Bgr, we have
Hy(|Dve(@)]) < ¢ (14 [wp(e)] ™) Ye(a, |Dve(2))).- (3.9)

Using the continuity of the coefficient functions a(-) and b(-) and recalling the very definition of ¥, in (3.6),
for every x € Bg, we have

U(z, [Dve(2)]) < Ye(z, [Dv(2)]) + |a(z) — ac(z)|Ha(|Dfe(2)]) + [b(x) — be ()| Hy(|D fe(2)])

< We(, | Doe(2)]) + 4[a)u, wa(e) Ho(| D ()]) + 4b]w,wn(e) Ho (| Doe(2)]). (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
U(x, | D (2)]) < ce(@, |Dve(2)]) + cwa(e)(1 + [wa(e)] ™) e, [ Dve(2)])

. (3.11)
cwp(e)(1 + [wp(e)] ") ¥e(, |Dve()]) < c¥e(z, [Dve(2)])

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

W, (z,| Due (2))) < / (2, | Du(y)|)pe (z — y) dy < / W(y, |Du(y)|)p-(z — y) dy
B:(x) B.(z) (3.12)

= [V [Do()]) * pel(x) =: [, [Do(-)[]e (2)-
Hence, in any case, using (3.11)-(3.12), we conclude that
U(z, |Dve(z)]) < c[¥(- |Du(-)])]e () (3.13)

holds every x € Bp with a constant ¢ independent of €. Since [¥(-,|Dv(-)|)]e = ¥(-, |Dv(-)|) strongly in
L'(Bgr), we are able to apply the general Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem of [78, Theorem 19] to
obtain a sequence of functions {vy} := {v., } C C3°(B) satisfying (3.1) for the first case and (3.2), , for the
second case with some suitable choice of e, — 0. Clearly, the assertion (3.2), 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), below, we see that

f v@p@iz<e f w. <

Be () Bae ()

v(z) — (’U)Bzg(;ﬂ)

> dz (3.14)
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for a constant ¢ independent of €. Therefore, by the very definition of the convolution, the fact that
U, (x,-) is convex for any fixed z € Br and (3.14), we have

|[Dve ()] € ¢ (Pe(z, ));1 oW, | x, ][ |Dv(2)|dz

B.(x)
<e(ue )| f vela Do) dz (3.15)
Be (z
< (U (m, ));1 U, <x, M ) dz | < et

BQE (I)

with some constant ¢ independent of €, whenever x € Bg and ¢ € (0,e09/4), where we have also
used the assumption v € C%7(Q) for some v € (0,1) and Lemma 2.1 together with Remark 2.2.
Recalling the definition of ¥, in (3.5), using the modulus of continuity of functions a(-), b(-) and the
assumption (1.14),, for every x € Bg, we estimate

U (2, |Dve(2)]) < We(z, [Dve(2)]) + [ac(x) — a(e)|Ha(|Dve(2)]) + [be(2) — b(x)| Hy(|Dve (2)])

<UD ) + @) (14 [ (1000 )] ) D)

+ean(e) (14 o (1Decta)l )] ) G(Du(o))
eV, (z,|Dv(x)|)

for a constant ¢ independent of £, where we have also used (3.15). Then arguing in the same way as
n (3.12)-(3.13), we find a sequence of functions {vy }3°, C W1°°(Bg) satisfying (3.3). The proof is
now finished.

]
4. SOBOLEV-POINCARE TYPE INEQUALITIES

In the present section we provide a Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality for functions v € W¥(Bg) with
some ball Br C €, which is one of key points for further investigations. For this, first we give a Sobolev-
Poincaré type inequality for functions of W1 ®(Bg) with ® € A" and a ball Bg C R"™.

Lemma 4.1. Let ® € N with an index s(®) > 1. For any dy € [1,-25), there exists 6 = 0(n,s(®),do) €

(0,1) such that
][ We ))" o (![ Doy ) )

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(®),dy), whenever v € wt ‘I) BR and Br C R™ s a ball. Moreover, the
above estimate still holds with v — (v) g, replaced by v if v € Wy’ *(Bg).

1}—

Proof. First note by Lemma 2.24 that there exists 0 = 0(n, s(®),dp) € (@, 1) such that ®° € N with
an index s(®%) depending on n, s(®), dy. Therefore, the following classical formula
[Du(y)|
[v(z) = (v) x| < ¢(n)

[z —y[nt
R

(4.2)

holds for a.e x € Bp, see for instance [54, Lemma 7.14]. Letting F := ][ ®%(|Dvl) dz, one can assume that

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

b

R

d do
0 _ |[Du(y)|
d
)] (B/ le—yl" T4 !

dy < ¢(n), where this constant is independent of z € Br and a ball

e (U)BR
R

with ¢ = ¢(n, s(®),dp). Since f gt

zy\"l

Bpr, we apply Jensen’s 1nequahty to the convex function ®? with respect to the measure R~!|x — y|_("_1) dy
to obtain

do
B 0
Do( n— Do(
/ [2( Do) 1 dy dz = cR" 7 E ][ (D 1 E‘ldy dx
Rlz — y|" |x—y|"

REnIg (|Dv(y _
<ec ][][ o= 1)d0E Ly dz,
|z -yl

Br Br

(4.3)

where in the last estimate we have applied again Jensen’s inequality to the convex function ¢ % with
respect to the probability measure E~1®%(|Dv(y)|) dy. We observe that

1 1 1 _(n=1)dg
f S gy | T S @) R
|z —yl R lz —yl
Bar(y)

(nfl)do
0

which is possible since < n. Inserting the last estimate into (4.3), the inequality (4.1) follows. Finally,

if we replace v — (v)p, by v if v € VVO1 (I)(BR), then the estimate (4.1) still holds true since the following
classical formula

[Do(y)|
v(x)| < cln _
o) < et [ 2L
Br
is valid for a.e € Bg, whenever v € W' (Bg), see for instance [54, Lemma 7.14]. O

Theorem 4.1. Let v € WYY (Bg) for a ball Bg C Q with R < 1 under a(-) € C%(Q) and b(-) €
C“v(Q2). Then, for any d € [1,7;—:), there exist constants 0 = 0(n,s(G),s(H,),s(Hy),d) € (0,1) and
c=c(n,s(G),s(Hg), s(Hp),wa(1),wp(1),d) such that the following Sobolev-Poincaré-type inequality holds:

2

d
][ {\1/ (x % )} dr| < chg ][[\I/(x, |Du))? da| (4.4)
where | |
14 ([a)w, + [Blw,) | A1+ M1 / G(|Dv)) dz if v € WHY(Bg) with (1.12),. (4.5a)
Asp = 1t (o + Bl) (%2 + 20 0] if v e L®(Bp) with (1.13),.  (4.5b)
1+ ([a]w, + [blw,) </\3 + A3 [R_V osc ’U:| M) if v e C%(Bgr) with (1.14),.  (4.5¢)

Moreover, the above estimate (4.4) is still valid with v — (v)p, replaced by v depending on which one of
(4.5a)-(4.5¢) comes into play if v e Wy'¥ (Bg).

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) = t9, w,(t) = t* and wy(-) = 0 for some
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constants 1 < p < ¢ and « € (0,1]. Then using the continuity of the coefficient functions a(-) and b(-), we

st [ (=52 |
st f [ (=)o)
o (57[ {WB( _

d a
) )
=: 18[a]wa11 + 18[b]wbl2 + 913,

=

v = (U)BR
R

v—= (U)BR
R

v = (U)BR
R

where we have used the following elementary inequality
(th+to+1t3)? <34 (¢ + 1§ +19)  (Vtr, ta,t3 = 0).

We now estimate the terms I; with 7 € {1,2,3} in (4.6) depending on which one of (1.12),, (1.13), and
(1.14), is under consideration. In turn, using (1.12), and (2.2), we see

I = wa(R) ][

Br

1
v—(v)Bg d d

)

(HaoGt) (G (

G (
<nwen(®) | f _(1+
i (f ([ [l (=) T)o (=) )
< O (14 wa(1)) (B][ [G ( ﬂd dx)

))G<

'Uf(v)BR
R

=

al=

v—= (U)BR
R

U — (U)BR
R

)

where we have used also that w,(+) is non decreasing and R < 1. In the same way, we have

weomra (£ fo (<=2 o)
(f o _

U — (U)BR
R

v = (U)BR
R

)](H%)d d:c) ¢
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Adding the estimates coming from the last two displays and applying Lemma 4.1 with ® = G for dy = d
and do = (1+ 1) d < =25, there exists 61 = 61(n, s(G),d) € (0,1) such that

TN (1+2)a
I + 1 <c\ ][ )} dr| +cMR ][[G R )} dz
= (1+3)d;
<eh ][[G(|DU|)]91 de|  +eMR ][[G(|DU|)]91 do (4.9)
LBr R
01
el |1+ /G(|Dv|)d:v ][G"l(|DU|)d:c

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G),w,(1),wy(1),d), where in the last inequality of the above display we have
used Holder’s inequality. Since W5 € N with an index s(¥) = s(G) + s(Hq) + s(Hp) by Remark 2.2, we
are able to apply Lemma 4.1 with & = Uy  for dy = d. In turn, there exists 0o = 62(n, s(V), d) such that

o5
Iy3<c ][ [fo];R(|Dv|)}"2 dx (4.10)

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥), d). Inserting the estimates obtained in (4.9)-(4.10) into (4.6), recalling the
very definition of U in (2.3) and setting 6 := max{01, 02}, we arrive at (4.5a). Now we turn our attention
to proving (4.5b). For this, we estimate the terms I; for i € {1,2,3} for v € L°°(Bpg) under the assumption
(1.13),. In turn, using (2.2) and the assumption (1.13),, we see

)BR d %
I = wa(R ][ ((v o )) < v g)BR ) dz
< Aawq(R) ][ (

=

(= N (em sy,
ke )]
<) [ f [(1+ [ gy + el 6 (2= ) )
< 2% (14 wall) + 0] sy ][ [G( v—(% ﬂd i !
In a similar way, one can see R
I, < 2X (1+wb(1)+||v|\Lm(BR)) ][ [G v \bs )]d dw E. (4.12)

Adding the estimates in (4.11)-(4.12) and applying Lemma 4.1 with & = G for dy = d, there exists an
exponent 01 = 61 (n, s(G),d) € (0,1) such that

L
0

Bt 1o < oo (L4 ol ) | £ 1GADOD" do (4.13)

R
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for some constant ¢ =c(n, s(G),wq(1),wp(1),d). This estimate together with (4.10) and the very definition
of ¥ in (2.3), we find (4.5b). It remains to prove (4.5¢). Essentially, it can proved in a similar manner we
have shown in (4.11)-(4.12). So using the assumption (1.14), and again (2.2), we see

Ha(y%)w_@gﬁ) Y

I = we(R) ][ G(

- LN o d a
< Aswa(R) B]: _ 1+ wa<(“_g)BR) )] 1 G( ;)BR> dx | »
< Aan(R) ][_<1+ i +fR v~ (0) 5|7 )G(”‘?Bﬁ )rdw d
<2\ <1+wa(1)+[R 'Yoscv ][ v Wen )]ddx %

By arguing in the same way, we see

1
d d
I + 1o < chs ( [R Voscv ][ )} dx ) (4.15)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(s(G),wq (1), wp(1)). Finally, this estimate together with (4.10) leads to (4.5¢). The
proof is complete. 0

R

Remark 4.1. We here remark that choosing d = 1 in a Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality of Theorem 4.1,
there exist an exponent 0 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp)) such that

][\p <a: % ) dr < s, ][[\Il(a:, Do) dz| (4.16)
BR R
holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s $(Hp),wq(1),wp(1)) where
1+ ([a] A+ A (B/ (|Dv|)d if v € WLY(Bg) with (1.12),. (4.17a)
)\sp - . ) .
1+ ( ()\2 + A2 [l BR)) if v € L>°(Bg) with (1.13),.  (4.17b)
1+ ()\3 + /\3 - %scv} 7) if v e C"(Bg) with (1.14),. (4.17¢)

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/v for the convenience in the future but in general it could
be any number larger than one.

Lemma 5.1 (Caccioppoli Inequality). Let u € WY (Q) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined
n (1.1) with 0 < a(-),b(:) € L>=(). Then there exists a positive constant ¢ = ¢(s(G), s(Hg), s(Hp), Q) such
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that the following Caccioppoli inequality

/\1/(33, ID(u—k)+|)dz < c/\I/ (x M) dz (5.1)

R—p
B, Br

holds, whenever B, @ Br C §) 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 H, € A/ with an index s(H,) > 1. O

Remark 5.1. As a direct consequence of Lemma 5.1, with u € W1¥(Bg) 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(n,s(G),s(Hy,), s(Hp), Q) such that

) dx

][ U (x, |Dul)dx < ¢ ][ v (a:,
Br/2 Br

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),.

U — (U’)BR
R

holds, whenever B C (2 is a ball.

Theorem 5.1. Let u € WHY(Q) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the
assumption (1.12). Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(data) such that

R
L (Bgr/2) Br

Uy, < > < c][\ll (z,|Dul) dz  for a.e x1,x2 € Bgja, (5.3)

Br
whenever Br = Br(xo) C Q is a ball with R < 1. In particular, uw € L2 (£2).

loc

(u — (U)BR)i
R

(u — (U)BR)i
R

) dx (5.2)

and

u(z1) — u(x2)
R

Proof. Let us consider the following scaling:

(x) := ulwo + Rg;) — (U)BR, a(x) := a(zo + Rx), b(x) := b(xo + Rx),
U(x,t) == G(t) + alx)H(t) + b(x)H (), (5.4)

A(k,s) = Bs(0)Nn{u >k} and B(k,s):= Bs(0)N{u <k}

I

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 0 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp)) € (0,1) such that

0

[ vt shae < chy | 106 D) d (5.5)

B1 1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(Hy,), s(Hp),wa(1),wp(1)), whenever f € WOI’\I'(Bl), where

3=

Rep =1+ ([aw, + [blw,) [ M1 + MR (B/ G(|Df]) dx . (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 a(-) and b(-), we see

Ii- B/ (o, | f]) do < 2lalu,a(R) B/ (1) do + 2[blu,(R) B/ Hy(1f]) dz + B/ e
2[aluw, It + 2[b]w, I2 + I3,

where

Uy () == G(t) + injg a(x)Hy(t) + injg b(x)Hy(t) for every ¢ = 0. (5.8)
r€ By reby

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

/ BalliD 11y a

< Mwa(R < G )] ) G s ds

(5.9)
R 1
< (7 ( [ + G| ) 6D o
< +wa) [ G dot2ur [ G do
B B
In a similar manner, we find
B <+ wD) [ Gf) ot M [ G d (5.10)

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

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

/@(x, ID(a — k)+|) dz < CB/\I/ <a: %) dz (5.11)

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), Q), whenever 0 < ¢ < s < 1 and k € R. Let us now
consider the concentric balls B, € B; € B, with 1/2 < p < s <1 and t =(p+s)/2. Let n € C§°(B,) be a
standard cut-off function such that XB, <1 < xB, and |Dn| < = p == p Now we apply inequality (5.5)
from Step 1 above in order to have a positive exponent 6 = 0(n, s( ), s(Hg), s(Hp)) such that

2

/ U(z, % —k)dr < /\if(ac,n(ﬂ —k)y)dx < ck (B/ [U(z, [D(n(u — k)+)|)]9 dx (5.12)

A(k,p) By

sp
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(GQ), s(Hy,), s(Hp),wa(1),wp(1)), where

Fop = 1+ (lalu, +Blu) [ M+ MR / G(DM(a—k)4))de | |- (5.13)
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By scaling back and using Lemma 2.1, for any k& > 0, we have

Rep<c|l+R ][G(|Du|)d:z: +% ][G<u—(u)BR)dI
” (S—p) n R

C
R

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, A1, [a],, + [blw, ), Where we have also used Lemma 4.1 to ® = G for dy = 1.
Then, inserting the last estimate into (5.12) and applying Holder inequality together with (5.11) yield
that

(5.14)

3=

0

/ @(m,ﬂ—k)dw<c+ﬂ(c)|fi(/€=t>|% / (‘I’(l‘,lDul)'i‘\i’(l',Z:];)) dx

i (s —p) i
Ak.p) Ak,t) (5.15)
! Ak, s)| o (2,7 g |
T A )
A(k,s)

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

Ak, 5)| < / Yawuzh) o 1 / Uz, — h)do
T k—h) ST (koh)
A(h,s) A(h,s)

and
/ U(x, 7 —k)dr < / U(z, % — h)dz
A(k,s) A(h,s)

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

/ U(z,%—k)dr < — — ¢ / U(x,u—h)dz | . (5.16)
) (B (k— h)]'7" (s — p)2(max{s(G)s(Ha),s(H)}+1) |
A(k.p) ! (hys)

Now we set sequences of numbers as follows:

1 1 1 1 _
== (1+=), k=20 (1--— d M; == = V(z,u—ki)d
P 2( +21) 0( 21+1> an ‘I’Bl(lo) / (z,u )dx

A(ki,pi)
for any integer 7 > 0 and some number [y > 0 to be chosen in a few lines. Then applying (5.16) with the
choices k = k;11, h = ki, p = pi+1 and s = p;, we have, for every ¢ > 0,

C _ 1-0 1
M < — 7 K
o (5, (5r)] 7 () Lo(@ s sCH)} 41 (5, ()]

B, \ZFT e

< ¢ {4(max{s(c),s(Ha),s(Hb)}H)%}iMi1+%

with ¢g = cp(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 - - —(maxqs ,S ,S —_—
_ / Tz, @ — lo) de = My < cy 704~ mex{s(@alHe) s ) 557
Uy, (lo)

A(lo,1)

then we obtain

1@+l L= (B, ,5) < 2lo-
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Consequently, choosing [y > 0 in such a way that

_ _0 _
Uy (lo) =ci* 4(maX{S(G)=S(Ha)-,S(Hb)}‘i’l)(1799)2 /\I/(xvﬂJr) dz,
B,

we have

95, (ﬂ+)HLOO(Bl/2) < C/‘i’(:v,ﬂ.,.)dx,

B

holds with ¢ = c¢(data). Repeating the same argument for —u, which is also a local @-minimizer of the
functional P defined in (1.9), the last inequality holds with (u — (u)p, )+ replaced by (u — (u)pg)-—.
Step 3. Proof of (5.3). Using (5.2) and (2.6), for a.e 21,22 € Bg/2, we have

v, ) <o, ( ),

which implies that

w(z1) — u(zz) w(@1) = (4)By u(zs) — (4)By

R R R
<c][\11(x, %)dxgc][\lf(xﬂDuDdx
BR BR

for some constant ¢ = ¢(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 © € L{.(€2). The proof is

loc

complete. 0

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

P.

Lemma 5.2 (Almost standard Caccioppoli inequality). Let u € W1 (Q) 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 Bap = Bag(xo) C
be a ball with R < 1. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(data) such that

/ Wy, (1D(u— k)sl) de < / W (2, [D(u— K)s]) de

BRl BR1

S(U) 41
R _ (u—k)i
< R g ~— 2~ \|d
C<R2—R1> / BR< R > ’

BR2

(5.17)

holds, whenever Br, € Br, C Br(xo) are concentric balls and k € R.

Proof. First we prove the inequality (5.17) for the values of k € R with iélf u < k < supu, depending on
R Br

which one of the assumptions (1.12)-(1.14) is in force. Firstly by the very definition of W in (2.3) and

Lemma 5.1, we see

= /qz;RqD(u_k)iD dz < /\I/(x,|D(u—k)i|) dz < c, / q:(L%) dz

Br, Br, Br,
(u—k)+ / (u—k)+
< Cawg H, | —— ) d « Hy| —— ) d
cxwa(R) / <R2 T 2 + cwp(R) '\ R, T (5.18)
Ro Ra
_ (u — k):t
” v —— | do=:c. ([1 + 1o + I
+c / Br <R2 _ Rl €z c ( 1 + 2 + 3)
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for some constant ¢, = c.(n,s(G),s(H,),s(Hyp), Q,[a]w,, [blw,). Now we shall estimate each term I; for
i € {1,2,3} in the above display. Then using Lemma 2.1, the assumption (1.12),, (2.2) and (5.3) of Lemma
5.1, we see

< Mwa(R) (RQ_Rl) H)H/
S

. (5.19)
s(Ha)+1 oscu\ \ n
R Br (u—Fk)+
< cwq (R G ' G|l=——=)d
cwa( )(RQ—Rl) wa(R)< ( R )) (32—31 ‘
R
1
n R s(Ha)-‘rl (’LL _ k)i
<cl|l D - Gl—=——=)d
‘ +(B/ = |Dul)d (RQ_R1> / (RQ_R1> ’
BR2
$(U)4+1 _
L / aQ (u—k)x dr
Ry — R1 R
Br,
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data). In a totally similar way, it can be shown that
s(U)+1
R (u—k)+
Lh<e| —— ——=]d 2
’ C<R2—R1) /G< R ) ! (5.20)
Br,
with a constant ¢ = ¢(data). Clearly, recalling Remark 2.2 and using Lemma 2.1, we have
R s(0)+1 (u—k)x
Is< | =—— Uy, | ————)d 5.21
’ <Rz - R1> / Br ( R > ! (521)

BR2

Inserting the estimates obtained in (5.19)-(5.21) into (5.18) and recalling the very definition of ¥  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 I; with ¢ € {1,2,3} in (5.18). Applying Lemma
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2.1, the assumption (1.13) and (2.2), we see

newam [(G) (5w ) o (5w ) o

Ra

e () ] () () o () o

Ra

I (= L

Ra

s(Hg)+1
R 1 lull Lo (B (u—Fk)x
< chowe(R) | =——= 1 il G|——F)d
chawa( )<R2—R1) / ( Na® T T w® <R2—R1> v
Br,
R s(0)+1 (u— k)
<c| =———= G|——— ) d
C(Rz—R1> / ( R ) !
BR2
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data). Arguing similarly, we have
R s(0)+1 (u— k)t
L <c| =—— G|————| d 5.23
’ C(R2—R1) / ( R ) ’ 52
B

Ra

with a constant ¢ = ¢(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 I; with 7 € {1,2,3} in (5.18). Therefore, using
the assumption (1.14) and (2.2), we find

neem [(G) (5=w) o (Fmr) »

< wa(R) szRRlY(HG)HBR/ (%) ((“ _Rk)i> G <(;2_—k})§1[> .
B, . Qﬁ]ll”ﬂl ¢ (%) dr (5.24)

R s(Hg)+1
< 2/\3wa(R) (m) / 1+
s(Hga)+1
R 1 (u — k)i
< Agwa(R) (o 1 M E) g
o (R)<R2—R1) / ( +wa(R)>G<Rz—R1> !
Ra

s(W)+1
R (’U,—k)i
<ef —% Ww=r)+
\C<R2—R1> /G< R >dx
B

Ro

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

above, we have
R s(U)+1 (u . k)i
L <c| =—— G|———|d 5.25
’ C(R2—R1) / ( R ) ’ (52)
B

Ra

with a constant ¢ = ¢(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

iélfu < k < supu. Now we consider the remaining cases. Suppose k < iélfu. In this case, using (5.17) with
R Br R

k = inf u, we have
Br
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/ U, (ID(u—Fk)i]) do = / Uy <‘D(u —infu)y i

>dx§ /\I/(:zr,
Br

Br, Ry Ry

+>d$

( R )5(‘1’”1/ (U_EUL
. N Br /)y

T vy, - dz (5.26)
BR2
R s(0)+1 g
B / vy (=R g,
Ry — Ry R R
BR2
for some constant ¢ = c¢(data). Similarly, it can seen that (5.26) is valid for the values of k > supu. Since
Br
—u is also the local @-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1), the inequality (5.17) is valued for all k € R.
The proof is complete. O
From now on also in the rest of paper, for a fixed ball Br C €, we say that
G — phase occurs in Br if ™ (Bgr) < 4[a]y,wq(R) and b~ (Bgr) < 4[b]w,ws(R). (5.27a)
(G, H,) — phase occurs in Br if a= (Bgr) > 4[a)w,we(R) and b~ (Bg) < 4[blw,ws(R). (5.27b)
(G, Hp) — phase occurs in Bg if a™(Br) < 4[a)w,we(R) and b~ (Bg) > 4[blw,ws(R). (5.27c)
(G, H,, Hy) — phase occurs in Br if ™ (Bgr) > 4[a]w,wa(R) and b~ (Bgr) > 4[b]w,ws(R). (5.27d)

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

Lemma 5.3. Let u € WYY (Q) 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 Bar = Bagr(xg) C Q be a ball with R < 1. Then there exists a
constant ¢ = c¢(data) such that

/ U5, (D~ k)L]) de < / ¥ (z,[D(u— k)2 da

Br, Br,

c( R )S(\Il)-l-l / o ((u—k)i) " (5.28)
Ry — Ry R
Br,
holds, whenever Br, € Br, C Br(xo) are concentric balls and k € R, where
G(t) if (5.27a) is satisfied in Bp, (5.29a)
G(t) + a= (Br)H,(t) if (5.27b) is satisfied in Bp, (5.29b)
(1) = G(t) + b~ (Bgr)H(t) if (5.27c¢) is satisfied in Bp, (5.29¢)
Uy (1) if (5.27d) is satisfied in Bp, (5.29d)

for every t > 0.

Proof. First we observe that if a™(Bg) > 4[a]w,ws(R), then using the continuity of the function a(-), we
have

a” (Br) < a(z) =a(z) —a (Bgr) +a (Bgr) < 2[a]w,we(R) + a~ (Br) < 2a~ (Bg) (5.30)

for every x € Bg. On the other hand, if ™ (Bgr) < 4[a]w,w.(R), then using again the continuity of a(-), we
see

a(z) = a(z) —a” (Br) + a” (Br) < 6[a)u,wa(R)

for every x € Bg. Clearly, analogous estimates to the last two displays are valid for the function b(-) in
Bpr. 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 Bg. O



REGULARITY FOR ORLICZ PHASE PROBLEMS 27

5.3. Holder continuity. In this subsection we prove some local boundedness and Hélder 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 € WHY(Q) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the coef-
ficient functions a(-) € C¥+(Q) and b(-) € C¥*(Q) for wy,wy being non-negative concave functions vanishing
at the origin.
1. If the assumption (1.12) is satisfied, then for every open subset Qo € 2, there exists a Holder
continuity exponent v = y(data(Q)) € (0,1) such that

[ull oo () + [Wo,yi00 < c(data($do)) (5.31)
and the oscillation estimate
cgpcu <c (%)V 9sCu (5.32)

holds for some ¢ = c(data(Q)) and all concentric balls B, € Br € Qp € Q with R < 1.
2. If the assumption (1.13) is satisfied, then there exists a Hoélder continuity exponent v = v(data) €
(0,1) such that

[u]o.v:00 < c(data({)) (5.33)
and the oscillation estimate
P\
< %) .
%icu\c(R) 9sc u (5.34)

holds for some ¢ = c(data) and all concentric balls B, € Br C Q with R < 1.

Proof. Basically, we shall use De Giorgi’s methods to prove the local Holder continuity of w 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 € (2, either

1 1
{xEBR/Q su(x) >supu—§%scu}‘ < §|BR/2| (5.35)

Br R

or

1 1
Hx € Bryo : (—u(x)) > sup(—u) — 5 %scu} < §|BR/2| (5.36)
R

Br 2

holds true. It is enough to deal with only the case of (5.35) is valid since —u is a local @-minimizer of the
functional P. The proof falls in three steps. In what follows, let Bop = Bar(xo) C Qo € Q be a fixed ball
such that R < 1. Let us also denote by

A(k,p) :=={x € B, :u(z) >k} and B(k,p):={z € B,:u(z) <k} (5.37)

for every concentric ball B, C Bog and k € R.

Step 1. We suppose that (5.35) is satisfied. Then in this step we prove that, for any ¢ € (0, 1), there
exists a natural number m = m(data(€),e) > 3 if (1.12) is assumed, and m = m(data,e) > 3 if (1.13) is
assumed, such that

1
{IEBR/g s u(x) >supu——oscu}‘ < ¢|Bgyal. (5.38)
Br 2M Bgr
Let m > 3 be a natural number to be determined in a few lines. For every i € {1,2,...,m}, we set

k; == supu — %%scu, D; = A(k;, R/2)\ A(kiy1,R/2)

Br R
and
ki—i—l —k; if ’U,(LL‘) > ki-‘rlu
wi(z) =14 wlx)—k i k<u@®) < ki,
0 it wu(x) <k
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Clearly w; € W'Y (Bg/s) with w; = 0 in Bgys \ A(k1, R/2) for all i € {1,...,m}, and also |Bpg/s \
A(k1,R/2)| > 1/2|Bg/s|. Then applying Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, for every
€ (0,1), we have

Ak 1, R/2)| 95, (% . v, ()
A(ki,R/2)
-
ot ([ o ()
A(ki,R/2)
-
< cR {\IJ];R (u};)} AT da (5.39)

A(ki,R/2)

/3t Br (_u ) |Dul| dx
_ c _ u—k;
<7 [ Y (|Dul)dz + ) Uy 7 dx.

D»; D'L

Now we use a Caccioppoli type inequality of Lemma 5.2 in order to have
u — ki

oscu
/\IJE,R(|Du|)dx <c / Vs, ( 7 ) dx < ¢ / ( )
D Ak Ak

k3 19 iR

ki _ki — i
BR(%)A%,RM V) (“

One can see that

— ki _ (ki — K - i
/\IJBR<—“R )dxg/\I/BR<7+1R )d:z:_\I/BR( AN

K3 K3

Using the estimates coming from the last two displays in (5.39), for every i € {1,...,m — 1}, we see
Alkp1, R/2) < A(kis1, R/2) < cTR™ + wa) ID,].

Summing for ¢ € {1,...,m — 1}, it yields that

c n
|A(l€m_1,R/2)| < (CT + m) R™.
Now taking small enough 7 = 7(data(€),e) and large enough m = m(data(y),e), we arrive at (5.38)
when (1.12) is assumed. But in the case that (1.13) is assumed, we choose small enough 7 = 7(data, ) and
large enough m = m(data, ¢) to conclude (5.38).

Step 2. In this step, we prove that there exists a small positive g9 = go(data(£)) € (0,1/2" ") such
that if
{x € Brys : u(z) > supu -1} <

1
0<wvp<-oscu and 0| Bry2l, (5.40)
2 Br

then we have
sup u < supu — vp/2. (5.41)
Brja Br

Now we set the sequences by

R 1 1 1
pi:—z<1+§> and ki5—sé1£u_<§+ﬁ>V0 for every i =0,1,2,...,
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and we define
A kl? 3
Dit1 = A(ki, piv1) \ A(kig1,pit1) and Yj: M
|Brya|
Applying Lemma 5.2 together with (5.40), we discover

. — k;
/ \I’JER(|DU|)d$ < C2(z+3)(s(‘1’)+1) / \I]ER (u) dx
A(ki,pi+1) A(kivpi)
i(s - Yo
< @M, (E) |A(ks, pi)l,

where we have also used the very definition of k; and that (u — k;)4 < 1o < [[ul| (g, The last display
and the convexity of Uz imply that

- - is |A(ki, pi)l o~ (0
vy ][ \Duldz | < ][ Uy (|Dul)de < 21 (W)H)TﬂlmBR (E)
Dit1 Dit1

_ ; Alki, pi)| vo

< s (epitsmn AP vo)
b < [Dipa| R
Therefore, we have

A(ki, pi)| vo
Duldr < C2Z(S U)+1) 42 \vis Pi)| | iy P4 _'
][ . |IDit1] R

Dit+1

On the other hand, applying Lemma 2.8 together with g € (0,1/2""1), we discover

1 .
/ |Duldz > c(kiyr — k)| A(kir1, pis )" "7 [Bp oy \ Alki, pisa) 07

— _1
> 2 'w|A(kiv1, pis1)|" ™" (|Bryal — 0| Bry2|) R
—q _ 1
=2 ’/0|A( i+17pi+l)|1 "
n—1
2"k Yz+1
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data())). Combining last two displays, we conclude

n(s(¥)+2) 1+
)y,

Yier e (2755
for some constant ¢, = c.(data(Q)). Now we apply Lemma 2.7 in order to have Y; — 0 as i — oo, provided

—(n=1)5—n(n—1)(s(¥)+2)
<eg < ey 2 .
|Br)2l ’

Yo =
Therefore, (5.41) is satisfied since

‘A (supu— %,R/Zl) =

Br

Step 3: Proof of Holder continuity. Finally, we are now ready to prove a local Holder continuity of w.
For this, let m > 3 be the natural number satisfying (5.38) for the choice ¢ = g¢ € (0,1/2""1), where ¢ is
determined via (5.40). Then we have

1
é)lf/iu (1 - W) osRcu
with m = m(data(£)), whenever Bap C € is a ball with R < 1. Clearly, the above display implies that

there exists a positive exponent v = y(data(€)) € (0,1) such that, for any fixed ball Bsg, C €y with
8Ry < 1, the following oscillation

R Y
oscu<c|— 0SC U
Br Ry Bry
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holds with some constant ¢ = c(data(€)) for every R € (0,Rp]. 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 €2y. Finally, we have shown that

uwe O ()

loc

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), v in (5.33) depends only on
data since [|ul[ ;o (g,) < [t o (q)- The proof is complete. O

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 € WHY(Q) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1) under
the coefficient functions a(-) € C¥() and b(-) € C*(Q) for w,,wp 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
Bsr C Qo € Q be a ball with 6R < 1. Then for any 11,72 € (0,1), there exists a large number m depending
on data and 71,72 such that for any 0 <k < |[ul e (pypy. if

{z € Bgr :u(z) > k}| > 71|Bg| (5.42)

holds, then

|{z € Bag : u(z) <27"k}| < 72| Bag. (5.43)
Proof. Let m > 3 be a large number to be determined later. We set, for ¢ = 0,1,...,m,

k
ki = 5, Dl = B(kl, 2R) \ B(ki+17 2R>
and
ki — kiJrl if ’U,(.I) < kl’Jrl,
’LUZ(:Z?) = ’U,(LL‘) — ki-i—l if ki—i—l < ’U,(LL‘) < ki,

0 it wu(z) = k.

We observe that U5, (w;) € W (Bag) and U3 (w;) =0 on Bag \ B(ko,2R) for every i € {0,1,...,m} and
|Bag \ B(ko,2R)| > 71|Bgr|. Then using Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, we have
that

_ ki—ki _ w;
Blkis1, 2R) Vg (T+) < / Vin (37) &

B(k:,2R)
-
<iBor)t | [ (5 ()] o
B(k;,2R)
-
<cR / {@gR(%”nfl " (5.44)

B(k;,2R)

N ’U,—kl
gc/(\lng) <TH> | Du| dx

K3

_ c _ (u—kia
<€/\IJBSR(|DU|)dCE+€S(—\I])/\I]3R (T) d.’II

i k3

for every € (0, 1) and some constant ¢ = c¢(data, 71 ), where we have used Remark 2.2 that ¥ € N with
an index s(¥) = s(G)+ s(Hy,) + s(Hp). It follows from the almost standard Caccioppoli inequality of Lemma
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5.2 that
ki — 20k — ks
[vnoas<e [ (St ar<e [oug(|2Rgpe))
D; B(ki 2R) Bk, 2R) 515
2(k;i — ki _ (ki =k
< ClB(le,2R)|\I/3_R (’(37]%*_1) ) < CRn\I]?)R ( T.H ) ,

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

_ (u—kip _ [ ki—ki _ (ki — ki
D; D, D;
Combining the estimates obtained in (5.44)-(5.46), we find that

[B(kyn, 2R)| < [Blkig1,2R)| < ceR" + 5D

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(data, 71), whenever ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ € {0,1,...,m — 1}. Summing the last
inequality above over the index 7 from 0 to m — 1 implies

n c Cx
[B(kin, 2R)| < cR" + —g5—|B(ko, 2R)| < (c*s n m) |Bog|

for some constant ¢, = c.(data, 7). Now choosing small enough ¢ = (data, 71, 72) and sufficiently large
m = m(data, 71, 72) such that

we arrive at the desired estimate (5.43).
O

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.4, let u € WHY(Q) 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 7 € (0,1), there exists a small 61 = 61(data(Sd)) such that for any 0 <k < [[ull oo, )5 o

{x € Bg : u(z) > k}| > 7|Bg| (5.47)
holds, then
infu > 6k (5.48)
Br

Proof. Tt’s enough to prove the lemma for 7 € (O, 2’(”“)). Let us fix mg € N, and consider the sequences
defined by

1 1 1
pi=R (1 + §> and k; = <§ + 5) 27k (i=0,1,2,...). (5.49)
Next we also define
_ B(k;, p;i
Dy, := B(ki, piv1) \ B(kiz1,pir1) and Y := ||(Bip)|7 (5.50)
Pi

where the definition of B(k;, p;) has been introduced in (5.37). By using the assumption that v is non-
negative, we observe (u — k;)— < 27™0k. Then by applying Lemma 5.2, we see

_ i43)(s(W)+1 - (u— ki)
Uy, (|Dul)dz < 2030 >(/ WBM(—jﬁf— dz
B(ki,pi+1) B(kivp’i)
< it g-  (22FN g
S Bag R |B(ki, pi)]
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(data). This estimate together with the convexity of Vg, . implies

B(ki, pi 2 mo
Uy ][ |Du|dx | < ][ Uy, (|Du])dx < c2'(1+D M\I/BQR <—)
- - |Dz+1| R
Dz+1 Dz+1

<cly 9i(s(¥)+1) |B(ki, pi)| 270k
o |Dz+l| R

for some constant ¢ = c(data(f)). Therefore, using the fact that the function W  is increasing and

Lemma 2.1, we have
][ \Duf da < 204D |B(ki’ pi)l 27"k
1Dl R

Dia

Now applying Lemma 2.8 together with the fact that 7 € (O, 2_("+1)), we see

1

/ |Duldx > c(ki — kig1)| B(kis1, pir1)|' 7 |Bpioy \ B(kis pit1)| pitya

> 227" k|B(kis1, pis1)|' 7 (|Barl —7|Brl) R
> 2727k B(Kiga, pigr) [

<2727 MER 1}g+1 :
The combination of the last two dlsplays yields

Y

1 < 2TV R Bk, )| < 2Ty,

and then we conclude

(s <W)+1>n 1+
Y;

}/iJrl X C*2l

for some constant ¢ = c(data(Qy)). Now applying Lemma 5.4, we find a large natural number mg =
mo(data(Qp)) such that

|{z € Bag 1 u(z) <27k} < ez (M Dg=n(n=1)(s(¥)+1)
With keeping the above choice of mg, we observe that

Yo = [B(ko, 2R)| _ |z € Bog : u(x) < 27™k| _ < ex (Do) (s(V)+1).
|B2r| | Bar|
Now we are at stage in applying Lemma 2.7 to obtain that Y; — 0 as ¢ — oo, which is equivalent to
|B(2~ (Mot Dk, R)| = 0.

The last display implies the validity of (5.48) with the choice of §; = 2~ (mo+1), O

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 WY (Q) be a local non-negative Q-minimizer of the
functional P defined in (1.1) with the coefficient functions a(-) € C¥(Q) and b(-) € C* () satisfying
(1.12), for functions wq,ws being concave which vanish at 0. Suppose one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13)
and (1.14) is satisfied. Let Bor = Bogr(xo) C Qo € Q be a ball with 9R < 1. Then there exist g— > 0 and a
constant ¢ depending on data(Qy) such that

1 q7
inf - (B][ ul= dx . (5.51)
rE€EBR c
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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 € WHY(Q) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer
of the functional P in (1.1) with the coefficient functions a(-) € C*“+(Q?) and b(-) € C**(Q) satisfying (1.12),
for functions wq,wy being concave which vanish at 0. Suppose that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and
(1.14) is satisfied. Let Bor = Bor(xo) C Qo € Q be a ball with 9R < 1. Then for any q > 0, the local
estimate holds

1
at

supu < ¢ ][ |u|9* da (5.52)
Br
2R

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data()).

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

u(zo + Rx)

u(x) == 7

for every 1z € By. (5.53)

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

/ Uy, (ID(a - k)<|) do < m / Vg, ((a—k)s)de (5.54)
By, B,

with some constant ¢ = ¢(data), whenever B,, € B,, C Bz(0) are concentric balls and k¥ € R. Next for
1 <t < s <2, we set sequences by

s—1 1
pPi = (t—f— i ) and ki = 210 (1 - F) (555)

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

i + i 1 _
o= PP gy 1 / g, ((u—k;)y) de, (5.56)
2 U, (lo)
A(ki,pi)
where
A(k,p) :={z € B, : 1> k}. (5.57)

and |Dn;| < w2

Let n; € C5°(Bp,) be a cut-off function such that 0 <n; <1,7;=1on B, Ok

Then using Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.4, we have
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Ug,r(l0)Yip1 < / Vg, ((@—kig1)n:) dx
By,

K

n—1

< Ak, pi)| / (W5, (@—Fkig1)ym)] ™7 da

B,
< o A(kit1, pi)| 7 / (P5,,) (@ = kisr) ) [1D(@ = kigr) 1 |mi + (@ — kig1) 1| Diil) da
Bj,
<clAlhirnp)lF [ (¥5,) (0= b)) D@ — ki) do
B,
- 12 N _
+ el Akir, p)l " [ (V) (@ = kisa)+) (@ = ki) do
Bj,

<l ol | [ W5, (D@ ki) o+
By,

k3

oi s(U)+1
<s—t> / Vg, (@ —kit1)y)dx

Bﬂi

s —

3=

< A(kiy1, pi)l

for some constant ¢ = 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

. 1
A(kirr,p0)] < — [ a @k
" Vg, (kip1 — ki) Pan
A(kit1,pi)
1
{——— Vo (u—Fk)d
\I,];w (10/21+1) i / Bar (U ) x
) A(kit1,p:)

-~ i N\ s(@)+1
‘I’Bm (Ip/2i+1) s—1

and

/ Up,, (U= kit1)4) do = / Vp,, (U= kiy1) do

Bp; A(kit1,pi)

< / U, (@—Fki) do=Vg (o) Y.
A(ki,pi)
Combining the last three displays, we conclude with the following recursive inequality:
2i(1+%)(s(‘1/)+1)

(s — 1) (1+F) 0+ 7

1+1

Yit1 < co

for some constant ¢y = co(data). Now we are at the stage to apply Lemma 2.7. In turn, we have ¥; — 0 as
i — 00, provided

1

}/0 = - g
Vg, . (o)

- T o —n(1+n)(s(¥)+1)
/ Vs, (@ —1lp) dz < [(s - t)(1+%)(s(\lf)+1)] 2 .
A(l(),s)
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The inequality in the last display is satisfied if we choose [y > 0 in the following way
B cpan(An) (s(¥)+1) B -
Vg, (lo) = (s — )+ GO+ /\I’Bm ((@)+) da.
B,

Therefore, we obtain @ < 2ly in B;. This estimate together with the last display yields

C

Vi (300002 ) < ey f Vi (@) do (5.58)
Bs

Recalling ¥p =~ € N with an index s(¥) and applying Lemma 2.3 for Vg, one can see that t —

U #5771 ) is a concave function. Using this one together with Jensen’s inequality in (5.58), we see
Bar
c

Vp,n (ng’(u)Jr) S (s — £)TFmGEF1) ][‘I’E;m ((@)+) do

Bs

C
- (s — t)(1+n)(s(\1/)+1) \I/

s(\I’1)+1
& s(\Il)-i-l
< (s — t)(+n)(s(P)+1) Vian L][

s(\Il)-l-l swm) g

s(\I’1)+1
_ s(\I/ +1
< V¥p,,. (s — 1) 1+n)(s T)+1) L][
Since U - is the increasing function, the last display implies
_ c —\s(¥)+1
<
Sgtp(“)Jr S (s — )@ GW+) ][(“)Jr dz
Since —u is a local Q-minimizer of the functional P, we find
ST
c
o< —1s(¥)+1
sulul S D ][|“| de
Therefore, for 0 < ¢ < s(¥) + 1, we discover from Young’s inequality that
1
EICORSE

c -
TP - 7+
sg})|u| S G- HTEmGmD <sgsp|u|> ][|u| dx

L
a+

& _
p'“' + QG2 ][|“|q+ dx
(s—1t) i+

N)I)—l

holds for every 1 < ¢t < s < 2. Then we apply Lemma 2.6 for h(t) = sup |@| in order to have

1
i+

sup|u| ][|u|q+ dx (5.59)

for ¢ = c¢(data,qy). On the other hand, for ¢y > s(\If) + 1, the inequality (5.59) is still valid by using
Hélder’s inequality. Scaling back as we introduced in (5.53), we arrive at the desired estimate (5.52). O

Finally, the main result of the this section is the following:
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Theorem 5.4. Let u € WYY (Q) be a non-negative local Q-minimizer u of the functional P defined in
(1.1) under the coefficient functions a(-) € C*+(Q) and b(-) € C**(2) for wq,wy 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 Bor C Q¢ with Qo € € being an open subset, there exists a positive constant
¢ = c(data(g)) such that

supu < cinfu (5.60)
Bgr Br

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 ¢_ = ¢4, we obtain (5.60). O

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 € WYY (Q) 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 6 = d(data) € (0,1) such that the following reverse type
Holder inequality

1

146
][ (U (x, |Du)]** da <c ][ U(z, |Dul) dx (5.61)
Br/2 Br

holds for a constant ¢ = c(data), where data is clarified in (1.19), whenever Br € € is a ball with R < 1
In particular, for any open subset Qo € 2, it holds that

[0 (2, |Dul)| L1450, < c(data(Qo)). (5.62)

Proof. Let Br € 2 be a ball with R < 1 as in the statement. Since u is a local @) := L/v-minimizer of the
functional P in (1.1), we are able to apply Lemma 5.1 with the choices p = R/2, r = R and k = (u)p, in

order to get
][ U(x, |Dul)dx < ¢ ][ v (x,

Br/2 Br

U — (U’)BR
R

) da (5.63)

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp),v, 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 Holder inequality:

][ W(z,|Dul)d (5][ z, | Dul)]? 5 , (5.64)

Br/2

where ¢ = ¢(data), and 6 € (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 Holder inequalities, see for instance [53, Theorem 6.6]. U

6. HARMONIC TYPE APPROXIMATION

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

{_ div Ag(Dh) = 0 in Br (6.1)

hewv+ Wy (Bg),
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where Br C R” is a given ball with n > 2, v € Wh¥o (Br) is a given function, and Ay : R™ — R™ is a vector
field belonging to CO(R™) N C1(R™ \ {0}) and satisfies the following ellipticity and coercivity assumptions:

[Ao(2)[|2] + D= Ao(2)[]2* < L¥o(|z])

‘I’o(|z|)

TE €17 < (D2 Ao(2)€,€) (6.2)

for fixed constants 0 < v < L, whenever z € R\ {0} and £ € R, in which the function ¥y is given by
Wo(t) := G(t) + agHa(t) + boHp(t) (6.3)

with fixed constants ag, by = 0 for every ¢t > 0. By Lemma 2.21, we get the following
1 _ W, ()t
s(G) + s(Hq) + s(Hp) — Wy(t)
for every t > 0, which means that ¥y € N with an index s(¥o) = s(G) + s(H,) + s(Hp). Therefore, we note

that the following monotonicity property that
Ve (21) = Vi (22)” + ao| Vi, (21) = Vi, (22)]? + bo Vi, (21) = Vi, (22) P = [V (21) — Vi (22) [

C <A0(2’1) — A0(22), Z1 — 2’2>

holds with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(Uy), v), whenever 21,22 € R™ \ {0}, where the map Vg for a function
® € N has been defined in (2.8).

< S(G) + s(Hy) + s(H,) (6.4)

(6.5)

Theorem 6.1. Let h € WHY0(Bg) be the weak solution to (6.1) under the assumption (6.2). Suppose that
there exists a higher integrability exponent 61 > 0 such that

Vo(|Dv)) € LY (Br)  and [ Po(IDv])ll (g, < Lo (6.6)

for some constant Lo > 0. Then there exists a positive exponent dy < 61 depending on n, s(Vy),v, L and &,
such that the following inequality

(J[ (o DA de

holds for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s(¥q), v, L, Lo, 01).

1
1+60

<c (B][ [Wo(|Du])] da (6.7)

_1
1+60

Proof. First the standard energy estimate implies that

/\IJO(|Dh|)dx <c / Uo(|Dv|)dx < cLg (6.8)

BR BR

holds with some constant ¢ = c(n s(¥g), v, L). For a fixed ball By, C Bg, let n € C}(B2,) be a standard cut-
off function satisfying xp, <7 < xB,, and |Dn| < 4/p. Let us take the function ¢ = n° s(¥o)+1 (h—(h)B,,)
as a test function in the equation (6. 1) Then using the monotonicity property of Ag(-) and Lemma 2.4 with
Uy, we have

, h—(h
/775('1’0)“\1!0(|Dh|)dx <c / 775(%)‘1’0(|Dh|) ‘ﬂ dz
P

h <c/n5(“’°) ((an)\lfo(IB;;DJr ! (’h_(h)B‘“ )) da. .

eny 0 p
2p
> dz (6.10)

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

Fpnyds < f v, <‘%

P Bz
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for a constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(Vy),v, L). By applying Lemma 4.1 to & = ¥, with dy = 1, there exists 6y =
0o(n, s(¥p)) € (0,1) such that

][\IJO(|Dh|)dx <e ][ v, <‘% > dz < ¢ ][[\IJO(|Dh|)]9° dz (6.11)

3 2p 2p

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥o),v, L), whenever By, C Bg is a ball. Now we prove a version of
the last inequality near the boundary of Bg. For this, let Ba,(y) C R™ be a ball such that y € Br and

& < %. We take a test function by ¢ = n*Yo)+1(h — v), where n € C}(Bs,) is a standard

cut-off function as before so that xp, < n < xp,, and |Dn| < 4/p. This choice of ¢ is admissible since
supp ¢ € Br N Ba,(y). Arguing similarly as we have done above, we have

— v
[ oo <e [ g, <|Dh|>' k
BrNBa,(y) BrNB2,(y)
Ny / n*(YO) W (| Dh|)| Dv| da
BrNB2,(y)

1 h—wv
s(Wo) -
<c [ (enwlDhh + o (|

BRﬁsz

dx

(6.12)

)

ro [ (EnwaDm) + e (Do) do

BRﬁsz

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

h —
][ n* YOI (|Dh|) dx < ¢ ][ \1/0<‘—”‘> dr +c ][ W (|Dv)) dz
P

BrNB2,(y) BrNB2,(y) BrNB2,(y)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥y),v, L). Redefining h — v = 0 on Bs,(y) \ Br, we are able to apply Lemma
4.1 to ® = ¥, with dp = 1. In turn, there exists 0y = 0y(n, s(¥g)) € (0,1) as appearing in (6.11) such that

h _
0, (’ v ) dz < ][ [Wo(|Dh — Du|)] da
p
BrNBa,(y) BrNBz, ()

1
90

St

N

f Wo(IDR)% dz | +e ][ [Wo(| Do) de

BrNB2,(y) BrNBz,(y)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥y)), where for the last inequality we have used (2.6) and Holder’s inequality.
Combining the last two displays and (6.11), we have

][ [V(m)]% dz < c ][ V(x)dx +c ][ U(x)dx (6.13)
Bp(y) sz(y) sz(y)

for some ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥y), v, L), where

V(z) == [Wo(| DRI Xp,, () (@) and  U(z) := Uo(|Dvl)x,, ) (2)

for every ball Bs,(y) C R™ satisfying either By,(y) C Bg or 15 < %
p 1

variant of Gehring’s lemma and a standard covering argument, we arrive at the desired estimate (6.7). O

with y € Bg. Applying a
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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)(z):= sup ][If(y)ldy, reR”, (6.14)
BT(m)CR"B ()

whenever f € Ll (R™).

loc

Theorem 6.2 ([1]). Let Br C R™ be a ball and f € Wy (Bgr). Then, for every A > 0, there exists
fr € Wy (Bg) such that

IDfAll e (Bry < X (6.15)
for some constant ¢ depending only on n. Moreover, it holds that
{r € Br: falz) # f(x)} C {z € Br: M(|Df(x)|) > A\} U negligible set. (6.16)

We notice that in this theorem we may assume that f is defined on R™ by redefining f = 0 on R™ \ Bp.
We are now ready to state the main result of this section.

Lemma 6.1 (Harmonic type approximation). Let B C R™ be a ball with R < 1, ¢ € (0,1) and v €
WY (Byg) be a function satisfying

][ Bo(|Do)) dz < co (6.17)
Bar
and
][[‘I’o(lel)]l”l dr < ¢ (6.18)
Br

for some constants co,c1 = 1 and 01 > 0. Suppose that ¥o(1) = 1. We further assume that

][ (Ao(Dv), Do) dz| < 0 || Dol e, holds for ¢ € C5°(Br). (6.19)

R

Then there exists h € v+ Wol’% (Br) such that

][ (Ao(Dh), Dy) dz =0 for all ¢ € C;°(BRr), (6.20)

Br

F (DI do < i, s(W0)v. Lo, coser)
B (6.21)
for some positive §g = do(n, s(Vo), v, L, 1),

][ (|Va(Dv) = Va(Dh)|? + ao|Va, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|?* + bo |V, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|?) dx < eo®,  (6.22)
Br

and

v—nh

frol

Br

D dzx < ¢o®® (6.23)

for some constants with dependence as s1 = s1(n,s(¥g),d1,¢0) > 0, so = so(n,s(¥o),d1,¢0) > 0 and
¢ =¢é(n,s(Vy),v, L,61,c0,c1) = 1.
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Proof. By the standard approximation argument, if (6.19) holds for all functions ¢ € C§°(Bg), then it also
holds for all functions ¢ € VVO1 "°°(Bg). The proof falls in three steps.
Step 1: Truncation. The standard energy estimate and (6.17) give us

][ Uo(|Dh|) dx < ][ Uo(|Dv]) dx < c(n, s(Vo), v, L)co. (6.24)
Br Br

By applying Theorem 6.1, there exists a positive exponent dy = dg(n, s(Vy), v, L, §1) satisfying

][[\1/0(|Dh|)]1+50 dr < ¢ ][[%upm)]l% dz < c(n, s(Wo),v, L, 61, co, c1), (6.25)

BR BR

which is (6.21). We now set f := v —h € VVOLKP0 (Br) and let A > 1 to be chosen later. We consider
fx € Wy (Bg) 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

(£ DY _ [Ban{M(D/)>NY _ 1

i f MDA da

T | BR = [Wo(N)] 3
c 1400 g
< 7[%@)]%37[ [Wo( DS d (6.26)
< o | wlDu d:z:+B][ [Wo(IDR)]** dr| < G

with ¢ = ¢(n, s(Vy), v, L, 41, o, ¢1), where we have used (6.21) and (6.25). Now we test the equation (6.1)
against f) to obtain

Iy = ][ (Ao(Dv) = Ao(Dh), Dfx) X{p=p.y do
Br

= ][ <A0(D’U), Df)\> dr — ][ <A0(D’U) - AQ(Dh), Df>\> X{f£f} der =:T9+T3.
Br Br

(6.27)

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

Ty > c][ [|[Ve(Dv) = Va(Dh)|? + ao| Ve, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|? + bo| Vi, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|?] x{p=, dx
Br
with ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥yp)). Using (6.19), and then (6.15), we get
ITo| < 1D Al oo () < €(m)N

For I's, we fix € € (0,1) to be chosen later and we estimate

ITs) < f (140(DB)| + |A0(D0)[) D sl (r 252y o

Br
(6.2) Yo(|Dv]) | Wo(|Dh|)
< LHDfAHLOO(BR) ][ |: |D’U| + |Dh| X{f#I2} dx
Br
c {f # I\
<= F10allDu) + To(IDH] do + s VallD A~ ) T
Br

<C(E+W)
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with some ¢ = ¢(n, s(Vy), v, L, d1, co, ¢1), where in the last two inequalities we have used Lemma 2.1 together
with (6.15) and (6.24). Merging the estimates for I'y, 'y and '3 with (6.27), we deduce that

][ (Ve (Dv) = Va(Dh)|? + ao|Va, (Dv) — Vi, (Dh)|> + bo| Vi, (Dv) — Vig, (Dh)[?) X{f=p.3 do
Br (6.28)

1
§C*<U)\+E+W> S(O’AE)

for some constant ¢, = c.(n, s(¥g), v, L, b1, co,c1), where e € (0,1) is still to be chosen later. Now let us use
a short notation for the simplicity

= |V (Dv) — Vg (Dh)|* + ao|Va, (Dv) — Vi, (Dh)[* + bo| Vi, (Dv) — Vi, (Dh)|? (6.29)
and fix 6 € (0,1), again to be chosen later. Holder’s inequality and (6.28) imply

0
][Z%’X{f:m dr| < S(o,\¢). (6.30)
R

Again using Hdolder’s inequality, we get

1

][Z%X{f?ﬁfx}dx < (7|{f|§R‘?}|) ][22 dx

n Br (6.31)
(6.26) _ (1=0)(1+380) (6.24) _(1=0)(1+80)
< elwa) T f (Do) + Wa(Dh) o< elo(h)

Br

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(Vy),v, L 51,c0,c1, ). Consequently, (6.30) and (6.31) yield that

(B][ 720 1 gC(S(U,)\,E)—F[\I/O(A)]f%W)

holds with again ¢ = ¢(n , v, L,61,¢0,c1,0). Recalling S(o, A\, €) in (6.28) and using Lemma 2.1, we find

1
0
(B][ Z%dx | dxr<c (U)\ +e+ At (s +1) g=awo) + )\(S(Tl‘)ﬁl)%w) )

1

where at this moment we have used the assumption that Uy(1) > 1. Choosing A = ¢~ 2 and € = ¢® with

6 .
s = W\%o) (S(%) + 1) we obtain

D=

(B][ (IVa(Dv) = Va(Dh)[? + ao| Vi, (Dv) — Viz, (DR)[? + bo|Vig, (D) — Vg, (DR)2)” daz | < co™

‘I/[))
¢ = ¢(n,s(Vy), v, L, 61, co,c1,0). Recall that 0 is yet to be chosen.
Step 2: Proof of (6.22). By taking 6 properly, we can deduce (6.22) from (6.32). Holder’s inequality

with conjugate exponents (21(5520) 2(1+ 50)) yields

with constants mg = min{3, 45‘5 (ﬁ + 1) , (ﬁ + 1) (1—9)2(91+6o)} and

1428¢ 1
2(1+380) 2(1+60)

(1+60)
][22 dr = ][Z Zdr < ][2211563 dz ][Z2<1+50> dz . (6.33)

Br Br R R
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We now choose 6 := 11:2‘? € (0,1) in (6.32) in order to find that

14258
2(1+50)

2(1+49) mq
][Z 250 dx <coz. (6.34)
R

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

][ 72(1460) gy

Br

= f (Ve(Du) = Va(DWP + aol Vi, (Dv) = Via, (DR + bolVia, (Do) — Vi, (DR ™ o35

Br
¢ ][[\Ifo(|DU|)]l+60 dz + c][[\llo(|Dh|)]1+5° dx < ¢(n, s(Po),v, L, 1, co, €1).
BR BR

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

][ (|Ve(Dv) = Va(Dh)|? + ao|Va, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|* + bo |V, (Dv) — Vi, (DR)|?) dz < co®™,  (6.36)
Br

where

1 . 1 50 1 1 (50
[ S P 1 de= v L .
S1 B mln{2, 45(\1’0) <S(‘I’0) + ) ( (\Ifo) + > D) } anda c C(?’L,S( 0);”7 750700701)

Step 3: Proof of (6.23). By applying Lemma 4.1 to ® = ¥y with dg = 1, we see that there exists
0o = 0p(n, s(Py)) € (0,1) such that

o [ |—=— d:v Wo(|Dv — Dhl)]% dz
fol52) e
6o 00
(Bf oD+ DR i) (Dl + D)) s

2 200
Dv — Dh/|? 0
(B][ Uo(|Dv| + |Dh) (||D T |Dh||) dx (B][ [Wo(|Dv| + |Dhl|)]Z% dx
R

(B][ 72 dx (B][ Vo (|Dv| + |Dh|) dz 7

for some ¢ = c(n, s(Wy), v, L,d1,co,c1), where in the last display we have applied Hélder’s inequality with

1
90

S~

007 2—0g
complete. O

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

7. COMPARISON ESTIMATES

Throughout this section we fix a ball Bop = Bagr(zo) C Qo € Q with R < 1 and some open subset
Qo € Q). We consider the functional defined by

WhY(Bag) 3 v+ Fp,,(v) = / F(x,(u)p,n, Dv) dz, (7.1)
Bar
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where u is a local minimizer of the functional F in (1.9). Now we consider a function w € u + Wol’\I'(BR)
being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:

{w — min Fp,, (v)

(7.2)
Ve U+ Wol’\I,(BgR).

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 € WYY (Bayg) be the solution to the variational problem (7.2) under the assumptions
(1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let the coefficient functions a(-) € C¥*(Q) and b(-) € C*(QQ) for wq,wp 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¢(data(Qy)) such that

][ (Ve (Du) — Vo (Dw)* + a(z)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dw)* + b(z)| Ve, (Du) — Vi, (Dw)[?) d

Bar (73)

< cw(RY) ][ U (z, |Du]) do
Bar

holds, where v = y(data($)) is the Holder exponent determined via Theorem 5.2. Moreover, the following
estimates hold true:

L
][ W(z, D)) dz < & ][ W(z, |Du]) da, (7.4)
14
BQR B2R
||w||L°°(BQR) < HU||Loo(32R)a (7.5)
oscw < 0SC U (7.6)
Bar Bar
and
][ v <a: %D dz < cjw(R"))? ][ U(z,|Dul) dz (7.7)
2R Bar

for some constant ¢ = c(data(Qy)), where in the case that (1.14) is considered, v 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 Fpg,,,, which is

][ (D.F(z,(u)Byy, Dw), Dp) dx =0, (7.8)
Bar

holds for any function ¢ € W;'¥(Bag) (see for instance [6, Lemma 5.2]). The minimality and growth
condition (1.10) imply that

1

][ U(z, |Dw)) dz < © ][ Flz, (u)p,,, Dw) do
14

BQR BZR

. . (7.9)
< - ][ F(z,(u)pyy, Du)dx < — ][ U(z, |Dul) dx,
v v
BQR B2R
which proves (7.4). Therefore, we conclude with
][ (D,F(z,(u)Byy, Dw), Du — Dw) dx = 0. (7.10)

Bar
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Letting uf, := sup wu(z)and up, := inf wu(x), the minimality of w yields
2 r€BoR 2 ©€B2R
Fpop(w) < Fpyp (min{w,ugm}) and Fpop(w) < fBZR(max{w,ugm}).

Consequently, the last display together with (1.10) gives us
U (z, |Dw|)dz =0 and / U(z, |Dw|)dz = 0.
Bng{wzugm} Bng{wgugm}
By coarea formula, we get that

inf u=uy < <uh = .e. * € Bap. 7.11
Jf v up, . <w(T) <ug, wztg;;u(x) a.e. T 2R (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

][ (Va(Du) — Ve (Dw) [ + a()|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dw) > + b(2) Vi, (Du) — Vi, (Dw)|?) da

Bar

(719 ][ (Ve (Du) — Ve (Dw)|? + a(@)|Vir (Du) — Vir(Dw)|? + b(x)|Vir, (Du) — Vi, (Dw)|?) dx
Bar
+ cx ][ (D, F(z,(u)B,,, Dw), Du— Dw) dx
Bar
< f 1@ @ Do)~ F, ()0, D) do
Bar
= ¢4 ][ [F(z, (u)Byy, Du) — F(x,u, Du)] dz + c. ][ [F(z,u, Du) — F(x,w, Dw)] dx
Bar Bar
+ e ][ [F(z,w, Dw) — F(x, (w)p,,, Dw)] dz + ¢, ][ [F(z, (w)Byy, Dw) — F(x, (u) By, Dw)] da
Bor Bar

(7.12)

with ¢, = ci(n,s(G), s(H,), s(Hp),v). Now we estimate each term I; for i € {1,2,3,4} in the last display.
We have
(1.16)
1< e f wllu e )¥(e, D) ds

Bar
(5.31),(5.33)
< w2ludngn ) f W Dul)da (7.13)
Bar
@.1)

< c¢(data(Q))w(R™) ][ U(z, |Dul) dx,
Bar

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

I, <0. (7.14)
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We have therefore

(1.16)

L% c][w<|w—<w>BQR|>w<x,|Dw|>dx

< c][w <osc w> U(z, |Dw|) dz
Bar

(7.6)
<
< W(gggu) ][\I/(:v,|Dw|)dx (7.15)

Bagr

(5.31),(5.33)
< el ) f Wi |Dul)do

Bar
(2.1)
< c(data(Qp))w(RY) ][ U(z, |Dul) dx
Bar
Observing that
(7.11)
|(w)B2R - (U)B2R| < oscu, (716)
Bar
as in the estimate for I;, we still have
Iy < cw(RY) ][ U(z, | Du)) da. (7.17)

Bar

Inserting all the estimates obtained for I; 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 6, = 01(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hy)) € (0,1)

such that
Jie ]l\p (3: ”;"D do < (B][ ¥ (z, | Du — Dw|)]" dx
BQR 2R

0, o
f (e 1pul + puit H2 ) e ul + 1Dl o |

1

(7.18)

1
01

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

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

017 2— 9
2-0,
\Du — Duw? : ! o
u — w Y1
o \Dul +1Dul e da | (o (WG Dul + D) do
7[ (1Dul + [Dwl)?
2R
1 1
: ’ 7.19)
][ |Va (x, Du) — Vg (z, Dw)|* dz ][ U(x,|Du| + |Dwl|) dx (.
2R

c(data(Q))[w(R)]? ][ U(z,|Dul) dz,

Baor

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). O
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Next we consider the functional defined by

WYY Bg) 3 v Folv) == / F.(z,Dv)dz, (7.20)
Br

where the density function is given by
Fc(.’L', Z) = Fg (.’L‘c, (U)BQR7Z) + a(‘r)FHa (‘ch (u)32R7 Z) + b(x)FHb (.’L‘c, (U)BQR7Z) (7'21)

for some fixed point x. € Bg and for every z € Q and z € R™. Now we consider a function w, € w—l—Wol’\I' (Br)
being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:

{wc — min F.(v)

7.22
vew+ Wy Y (Bg), (7.22)

where w € WH¥(Bayp) is the solution to the variational problem (7.2).

Lemma 7.2. Let w. € WYY (Bg) be the solution to the variational problem (7.22) under the assumptions
(1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let the coefficient functions a(-) € C¥*(Q) and b(-) € C*(QQ) for wq,wp 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¢(data(Qy)) such that

][ (Ve (Dw) — Ve (Dw.)|* + a(x)|Va, (Dw) — Vi, (Dwe)|* + b(z)|Va, (Dw) — Vi, (Dw,)|?) dz

b (7.23)
< aw(R) ][ U (z, |Dul) dx.
Br
Moreover, the following estimates hold true:
L
][\If(:c, \Duw.|)dz < & ][ W (z, |Du|) da, (7.24)
v
BR BR
chlle(BR) < ”w”Loo(BR)v (7.25)
0scwe < 0SC W (7.26)
Br Br
and
][\1/ (a: e ) dz < clw(R))? ][\I/(x, |Dw|) dz (7.27)
BR BR

for some constant ¢ = c(data). Finally, there exists a higher integrability exponent §o = do(data) with
do < 0 with 6 having been determined via Theorem 5.5, and a constant ¢ = c¢(data) such that

5
][ [U(z, | Dw,|)] T da <c ][ U(z, |Dw,.|) dx. (7.28)
Br/2 Br

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
Fe defined in (7.20)

][ (D, F.(x, Dw.), Dp) dx =0 (7.29)

Br
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is valid, whenever ¢ € W,"" (Bg). Then using (1.16), we have

][ (|Vg(Dw) — Vo (Dw,)|? + a(z)|Va, (Dw) — Vi, (Dwe)|? + b(x)| Vi, (Dw) — Vi, (ch)|2) dx
Br
< c][ (D,F.(x, Dw) — D,F.(x, Dw.), Dw — Dw,.) dx
Br
< f ID-Fo(ie, () D) = D2Fos(e, (), Dw)|[Duw — D] d

b (7.30)

+ ¢ a(@)|D-Fi, (oo, (W, D) = D.Ft, (0, (1) D)l D~ D] o

Br
+c ][ b(I)|D2FHb(I67 (U’)B2R7 Dw) - DZFHb(xv (U)BzRaDw)HDw - ch| dz
Br
< aw(R) ][ U(z, |Dw|) dz
Br

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), v, L). This proves (7.23), and (7.27) follows from this estimate
together with applying the arguments used in (7.18)-(7.19). Since w, is a L/v-minimizer of the functional
F. defined in (7.22), we are able to apply Lemma 5.1 with the choices of v = w,., p = R/2, r = R and
k = (we)By,- In turn, it gives us that

][ U(z, |Dw,|) dx < c][\If (w,

Br/2 Br

We — (wc)BR

) dx (7.31)

holds with ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), L,v). Then applying Remark 4.1, there exists a positive exponent
0=0(n,s(G),s(Hg),s(Hp)) € (0,1) such that

][ U (z,|Dw.|) dz < cRgp ][[\If(x, |Dw,|)]? dx (7.32)

Bry2 R

holds with some constant ¢ = c(n, s(G), s(Hg), s(Hp), L, v, wq (1), wp(1)), where

1
14+ ([a]w, + [Dlw,) | A1+ M (B/ G(|Dw.|) dz if (1.12) is considered, (7.33a)
R
Rsp = 1+ ([a]w, + [blw,) ()\2 + A2 ||wCHL°°(BR)) if (1.13) is considered,  (7.33b)
=
1+ ([a]w, + [blw,) <)\3 + A3 [R—V osc wc] w) if (1.14) is considered. (7.33c)
R

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

][ U(z, |Dw.|) dz < ][[\11 (2, | Dw. )]’ dz (7.34)
Bry2 R

holds for some constant 6 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp)) € (0,1) and ¢ = c¢(data). The estimate (7.28) follows
from applying a variant of Gehring’s lemma. 0
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To go further let us introduce the excess functional defined by

(v)B,

E(,B,) = (V5 ) ][\Ilgw ( : ) da (7.35)

for any function v € L'(Ba,) and a ball By, C 2, where we note that (‘1’1732?)71 is the inverse function of
V%, . By the convexity of ¥ —together with Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.2, one can see that

E(v,B,) < c(V5,) (Bf B

for some constant ¢ = ¢(s(G) + s(H,) + s(Hp)), whenever vy € R is an arbitrary number.

UO

) da (7.36)

Lemma 7.3. Let u € WHY(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional F defined in (1.9) under the assump-
tions (1.10), (1.16) and (1.18). Let w. € WY (BR) be the solution to the variational problem (7.22). If one
of the assumptions (1.22a)-(1.22e) is satisfied, then for every * € (0,1), there exists a positive radius

R* = R*(data(),e") (7.37)
such that

— wC_(wC)BT, —(n+s(P)+1) _* — wc_(wc)BR/2
JZ‘PBRQTR)‘L’“C(”” W) f v, (|

TR BR/2

) da (7.38)

for some constant ¢ = ¢ (data($dy)), whenever T € (0,1/16) and R < R*.

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

E(R) = E(we, Brj2) = (¥5,) " ][ vy, (’%

Br/2

) dz | . (7.39)

The proof falls in several delicate steps.
Step 1: Initial settings on w.. Applying Lemma 5.2 to Bg/, with k = (w.)

][ U (z, |Dwe|) de < ][ \I/BR(

BR/4 BR/2

Brss We have

We — (wC)BR/2
R

) da (7.40)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 7.2 that there exists a higher integrability
exponent 0y = dp(data) such that

][ (W (z, | Dwe|)]" T da <e ][ U(z, | Dw,|) dx (7.41)
Brys Brya

for a constant ¢ = ¢(data).
Step 2: Scaling. We set the scaled functions of w.(-), a(-) and b(+) in the ball B; by

wc($0 + Rx) - (wC)BR/2
E(R)R '

Ho(E(R)) TN
m and b(z) := b(IO+RI)\IJ§R ER)

(7.42a)

a(x) := a(xo + Rx) (7.42b)
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for every x € B;. Now we define the control function and energy integrand associated to our scaling in
(7.42a)-(7.42b) as

‘Tf(xv |2]) := G(|2]) + a(z) Ha(|2]) + (xz b(121), (7.43a)

F(z,2) == Fa(z) + a(x)Fu, (2) + b(z) Fu, (2), (7.43b)

Folz) = FG(mfI;;R)( ]%))( )2 g (z) o= T (“"”H(“()];(R)f (R)z) (7.43¢)

Fo (3, 2) = L1 (“’H ?E&)f B)2) ond Az, 2) = D.F(x,2) (7.43d)
for every x € By and z € R", where the point 7, € Bg has been fixed in (7.22) and

G(t) = %, H,(t) = %(5%?, Hy(t) == % (7.44)

for every t > 0. Clearly, one can see that G, H,, H, € N with indices s(G), s(H.,), s(Hy), respectively, and
also that

G(1) <1, Hu1)=1 and Hy(1)=1. (7.45)
Then one can check that the function w. minimizes the following functional
WY (By) 3 v /F(x,Dv) da, (7.46)
B,

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

][<A(z, D), D) dz = ][<D2F (z, Dw.), D) dz =0 (7.47)
B, By

for every ¢ € Wol"'i}(Bl). By the assumptions (1.10) and (1.16) via elementary computations, we have the
following structure condition in the scaled settings:

U(z,|2]) < Fo,2) < L¥(x, |2]), (7.48a)
Az, 2)l|2| + | Dz A(x, 2)||2]* < LU(x, |2]), (7.48D)
(ML Y@ l2) g2 o < (D, A(z,2)E,€) (7.48¢)

hold true for every x € By and z € R™ \ {0}. B B
Step 3: Freezing. Now we consider frozen functional and vector field associated to /() and A(-) defined
n (7.43b)-(7.43d). Let Z,, 7, € By be points such that a(z,) = ing a(x) and b(zp) = ing b(x). Then we
r€B, rEb)

denote by
Fo(2) = Fa(2) + @(Za) Fu, (2) + b(Zs) Fa, (2), (7.49)
Ag(2) :== D, Fy(z) (7.50)
and
Wo(t) := G(t) + a(Za)Ha(t) + b(Zp) Hy(t) (7.51)
for every € By, z € R" and t > 0. By the very definition in (7.43a)-(7.43d), straightforwardly one can see
Wo(1) = 1. (7.52)
In our new scaled settings, we now consider the functional
wh-¥o (Biss) 2 v / Fo(Dv) da. (7.53)

B /s



50 SUMIYA BAASANDORJ AND SUN-SIG BYUN

We observe that the newly defined integrand Fy(-) and vector field Ag(-) satisfy the growth and ellipticity
conditions as

vo(|2]) < Folz) < LUo(|2]), (7.54a)
Ao(2)|[2] + D= Ao(2)] 122 < Lo(J2]). (7.54b)
‘I’f<|'§'> € < (D Ao(2)6,€) (7.54c)

for every z € R™ \ {0} and £ € R™. Therefore, the estimates (7.40) and (7.41) are written in the view of w,
as

™%
][ U(z, | D) dz + ][ [0z, DB de | < c(data). (7.55)
Bi/a Bi/s

Step 4: Harmonic type approximation. Let ¢ € VVol’Oo (Bl/g). Using (7.47), we see

1y == ][ (Ag(Dw.), Dp) dx| = ][ (Ao(Dw,) — A(z, Dw,.), Dy) dax

1/8 1/8 (756)
< f |Ao(Dwe) - Ale, Dw) do Dl s, ) = 1 1Dl 5, -
Bi/s

Now using (1.16), we see

Ho(|Dwe|) ][ = Hy(|Dwe))
Zq de + L b —b(z dr =: L (I L2).
][ ja( AN |Dw.| + 1o = ba |Dw..| (hi1 + hz) (7.57)

Bis Bis

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

Ii1 <c ][ |a(x) — a(Z,)| ([E[a(|D@c|)]—s(H_i>+_1 + [H,(|Dw, |)]s(Ha)+1) dx

Bi/s
_ SCHa T T
<cla-a@)I 5, | F a@m(Da)d
B1/s (7.58)
s(Ha)
S(Hg)+1
+ela- a5, | f a@i.(De)d

Bi/s
(H )1 (SIEIHH)»I
< C(data) <|CL — a(IU«)”L aBl/S) + Ha (xa)|Loo((lBl/8)> )

where we have used also Holder’s inequality and the fact that a(z,) < a(z) for every x € B;. In a similar
way, we have

- - . — o _s(Hy)
I5 < c(data) (Hb — b(zp) ;Ej?j;ll/g) +[|b — b(zs) 2(52’3511,8)) , (7.59)

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

N S _s(Ha)
Iy < c(data) (||a a(Za) zijggig) + |la —a(z,) ziﬁggjg)>

(7.60)

_ - [ — o _s(Hyp)
+ c(data) (Hb — b(Tp) Lﬁjﬁgj/g) + |6 — b(zs) ;;f;gl/g)) .
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Now we estimate the terms ||a — d@a)HLw(Bl/s) and [|b — b(z) HLw(Bl/s) depending on which assumption

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

- Ha(E(R)
Ia = — a oo = a R - 761
la = a(Za)ll oo, ) < cwal )\I/BR (E(R)) o
and
N Hy(E(R))
A < (R 7.62
b || (Ib)HLOO(Bl/S) b( )\IJ]_BR (E(R)) ( )
Case 1: Assumption (1.22a) is in force. The assumption (1.22a), implies that for any € € (0, 1) there

exists p; > 0 depending on ¢ such that
A(t,GTH (™) <e forevery te (0,m). (7.63)
Then using this one and (1.12), we continue to estimate I, in (7.61) as

(Hy o G™Y) (V5, (E(R)))
Vg, (E(R))

I, < cwe(R)

! (7.64)

wa (105, (B(R) %)

with ¢ = ¢([a]y, , A1), where we have used the fact that (\I/];,R)f1 (t) < G71(t) for every t > 0. Using (2.2)
together with the energy estimates (7.24) and (7.4), we observe that
we — (we
<‘ (R )BR/2 > de

Bry2 (7.65)
c(data)

wa(R)

S awg(R)e | 1+ + cwa(R) (1 + ;>

Wa (.ul)

1

Combining the last two displays, we conclude

Ia<0(5+wa(R) (1+ ! )) (7.66)

Wa(.ul)

with some constant ¢ = c¢(data). In the same manner, we see
1
L <cletw(R) |1+ — 7.67
eeferam (1 o)) (ron

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

F (A(Dwo). Dy) do| < c(datalpn (&, ) [D¢l 1 5, (7.08)
1/8
where
1 m 1 s(slgﬁl
pi(e, R) := [E—I—wa(R) (1+ )} + [s—i—wa(R) (1+ )}
Wa(,ul) Wa(.ul) (7 69)

s(Hy)

+|:€+Wb(R)(1+ ! )]W—i—[a—i—wb(}%)(l—i— ! )}W

wp(p1) wp(p1)
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Case 2: Assumption (1.22b) is in force. From the assumption (1.22b), it holds that for every € € (0, 1)
there exists po > 0 depending on € such that

1
A (t, ¥> <e forevery te (0,uz). (7.70)
Then by the very definition of U in (2.3) together with (7.70) and (1.13), we have
H,(E(R
b <ol Gty
X X (7.71)
< cwe(R)e <1+7_> + cwq (R) <1+ > .
wa ([E(R)]71) Wa (p2)
Again using (2.1) together with taking into account (7.25) and (7.5), we see
1 1 c(data)
< < . (7.72)
wa ([E(R)7Y) (#) wa(R)
@ 2||wcHL00(BR)
Combining the last two displays, we find
1
I, <cle+wi(R <1+—)> 7.73
(e +entm) (14— (7.73)
with some constant ¢ = ¢(data). Similarly, it holds that
1
Ib<0(8+wbR (1+ )) 7.74
) (14 = (1.14)
Then, plugging the estimates in the last two displays into (7.60) and recalling (7.56), we have
F (Ao(Dwn), D) da| < cldatalpa(e, B) D¢l 15, (7.75)
1/8
where
1 s(Ha)
1 s(Hq)+1 1 s(Hq)+1
pae )i | watm) (14— )| 4 o) (14— )|
Wa(/,LQ) Wa (/1’2) (7 76)
1 s(Hp) :
{ (R) (1 + ! )] e + [ + wy(R) <1 + ! ﬂ e
+letw — etuw — .
’ wp (p12) ’ wp(p2)

Case 3: Assumption (1.22¢) is in force. The assumption (1.22c), implies that for any ¢ € (0, 1) there
exists ps3 > 0 depending on € such that

A (tIIW, %) <e forevery te (0,us). (7.77)
This one together with recalling (7.61) and (1.14), we see
Ha(E(R))
I, < cw(R)—755
W Gmm)
, , (7.78)
<awa(R)e [ 1+ — +ewa(R) | 14+ ——F——
o) ()
Now using (7.26), (7.6) and (1.14), we have
1 1 dat
< c(data) (7.79)
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Combining the last two displays, we find

I,<cletw,(R)|1+ - (7.80)
(157)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data). In the same way, we show
1
I <cletwa(R) |14+ —F—= (7.81)
N
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data). Using the estimates (7.80)-(7.81) in (7.60), we conclude
F (A(Dwo). Dy) do| < c(datalpale, ) [D¢l 1 5, (7.82)
1/8
where
1 1
ps3(e,R) = |e+wa(R) | 1+ - + letwi(R) |1+ -
(157) (157)
1 _s(Hp) (7.83)
s(Hp)+1 s(Hp)+1

+ et wn(R) | 1+ + et wn(R) |1+

1 1
(57 @57

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 w,(-) is a power function. Then recalling I,
introduced in (7.61), we see that

) dx

U LT Y R [

(=4
n

We — (wC)BR/2

vy (E(R)) R
Bry2
<ceR+¢ / Uy, (|[Dwe|) dz | <R +c / W (z,|Dul) dx (7.84)
Br/2 2R

—e
n(1+6)

< cR® + cRT%s (B/ (U (z, | Du|)]*+ da
2R

< c(data(Q))RT5

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

I, < c(data(Qo))Rl%- (7.85)

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

F (Aa(Dwo). D) da| < c(data(@0)ar(B) D¢l 1 5, (7.56)

1/8
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where

ql(R) = R(1+5)(ffs(Ha)) + R(HS)(Iﬂis(Hb)), (7,87)

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

Ha(E(R))
G(E(R))

_ we — (W,
<R |1+ |(vg,) ][‘I’Em (’—(R o

I, < cR®

[e3

) dx (7.88)

Br/2

<c (Ro‘ + {osc u] ) < c(data(Qg)) R,
Bar

where we have also used (5.33) and the Holder continuity exponent 4 came from Theorem 5.2. Similarly, we
see

I, < c(data(Qo))R"7. (7.89)

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

][ (Ao(Die), D) dz| < c(data(Q))q2(R) [ D¢l L, ) » (7.90)

1/8

where

ay By
q2(R) := RTFWa) 4 RTF=() (7.91)
Collecting the estimates obtained in (7.68), (7.75),(7.82), (7.86) and (7.90), we conclude with

F (Ao(Dwe), D) da| < erde, R) 1Dl 5, (7.92)

1/8
for some constant cp = ¢ (data(€)), whenever ¢ € Wol’OO(Bl/g), where

pi(e, R) if (1.22a) is assumed,
p2(e, R) if (1.22Db) is assumed,
d(e,R) :=< ps(e,R) if (1.22¢) is assumed, (7.93)
¢1(R) if (1.22d) is assumed,
q2(R) if (1.22e) is assumed,

in which p1, p2, p3, g1 and g2 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 Ag(z) = Ao(2), Wo(t) = Wo(t) with
ap = a(T,) and by = b(Fy), to discover that there exists h € w, + VVOL‘I}0 (B1/g) such that

][ (Ao(Dh), Dy) dz =0 for all p e Wol’oo(Bl/g), (7.94)
By /s
][ Uo(|Dh|) dx + ][ [To(|Dh[)]** da < ¢ for some 6; < do, (7.95)
Bi4 Bys

][ (IVa(Dwe) = Va(Dh)|* + a(2a) Vi, (D@.) — Vi, (DR)|* + b(7)| Vg, (D) = Vig, (DR)[?) dx
Bl s (7.96)

< cld(e, R)J™
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and finally

][ (G (Jwe — h|) + @(Za)Ha (|0e — h|) + b(Z)Hy (|we — h])) do < cald(e, R)]* (7.97)
By s

with some constants ¢, cq = ¢, cq(data(y)) = 1 and sg, $1 = s¢, s1(data) € (0, 1), but they are all indepen-
dent of R. Therefore, for a given ¢* € (0,1) as in the statement of our lemma, we choose small enough e and
R* to satisfy

cq[d(e, RM)]™ < e*. (7.98)

Since the constants ¢q and so only depend on data()y) and data, respectively, the last display gives us the
dependence of R* as in (7.37). Furthermore, by (7.97), we conclude with

][ (G (1. — ) + al(Fa) Ha (1@ — Fl) + B(@) By (1@ — )] dr < *. (7.99)
By s
Proof of (7.38). We observe that by a standard density argument, the relation in (7.94) still holds for
every ¢ € Wol’l(Bl/g) with Wo(|Dy|) € L'(By/s). Recalling (7.49) and (7.50), we see that h is a local
minimizer of the functional
W0 (B, 6) 3 v s /)EﬁDvﬁm. (7.100)
Byys

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

sup ¥o(|Dh|) < ¢ ][ U (|Dh|) dx (7.101)
Bi16
Bys

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), v, L). For any 7 € (0,1/16), we have that
We — (wc)BT

. v fu we = (M), [\
() e o (]

T T

_ h—(h B Do — n
g][\lfo<‘&)da¢+][ﬁ/0<‘w D dx
T T
B, 5.
(7.99) B -
< esup Uo(|Dh|) + er— s+ > (7.102)
B-
(7.101) - -
< ¢ ][ \IJo(|Dh|) dx + CT_(""'S(‘I’)‘H)E*
Bis
(7.95)

< e e (s ox

By scaling back to w, as introduced in (7.42a)-(7.42b), we obtain the desired estimate (7.38). The proof is
complete. 0

Lemma 7.4. Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma 7.3, let w. € WHY(Bg) be the solution
to the problem defined in (7.22). If one of the assumptions (1.22a)-(1.22¢) is satisfied, then there exists

U
h € we + VVO1 "% (Bprys) being a local minimizer of the functional defined by
Wh(Bgys) 3 v = Fo(v) = / Fy(Dv) dz, (7.103)

Brys

where the integrand function is given by

FO(Z) = Fg (IC, (U)B2R7 Z) + a(xa)FHa (xcv (U’)B2R’Z) + b(Ib)FHb (xca (U)B2R’ Z) (7104)
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for some fired point x. € Br having been fived in (7.22) and x4,z € Br being points such that a(z,) =

inf a(x) and b(xp) := inf b(z), whenever z € R™, such that
r€BR rE€EBR

][ [[Ve(Du) — Ve (Dh)|? + a(zq)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (DR)[* + b(xy) Ve, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?] dx
Brys

< c(w (R) + [d(e, R™) ][ ¥ (z, |Du]) do

Bar

(7.105)

for some constant ¢ = c(data(Qy)), where s1 and d(e, R) have been defined in (7.96) and (7.93), respectively.
Moreover, we have the energy estimate

F wa,phdr < f i Duds (7.106)
Brys Bar
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n,v, 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 h € w, + WOI’%(Bl/g) satisfying (7.94)-(7.97). Let h be the
scaled back function of h in By /8 as

T — 2o

h(z) := E(we, Brj2)Rh ( ) for every a € Br/s(wo). (7.107)

1,9
Clearly, h € w. + W,," "%(Bp/s) is a local minimizer of the functional Fy defined in (7.103) which means
that
Fo(h) = / Fy(Dh)dx < / Fo(Dh + Do) dz = Fo(h + ¢) (7.108)

Brys Brys

LU
holds for every ¢ € W~ "% (Bpg/s). As we have shown in (7.9), recalling (7.24) and (7.4), we see

L 8" L
][ y, (|Dh))de < = ][ vy (|Dw.l)dr < 2 £ W(e, |Du)) de
. 14 . 14

B B B
s e 8 (7.109)

<e(n,v, L) ][ U(z, |Dw|)dz < c(n,v, L) ][ U (z, |Dul) dz,

Br Bar

which proves (7.106). We write the inequality (7.96) in view of G, H,, Hyp, w. and h in order to have

][ [[Va(Dw.) — Va(Dh)|? + a(z,)|Va, (Dw.) — Vi, (DR)|* + b(x3)|Va, (Dwe) — Vi, (DR)|?] dz

Brys

We — (wC)BR/Q
R

> dx (7.110)

< cd(e, R)]™ ][ Uy (|Duwe|) dx < cld(e, R)* ][ U (z, | Dul) dz

Brj2 Bry2

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data(€)y)), 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 < 1,
we directly arrive at (7.105). O

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 e, € (0,1), there exists a positive radius R, with the dependence as

R. = R.(data(Q),e.) (7.111)
such that if R < R, then there exists a constant ¢ = c(data(€)y)) such that
U= (U)BTR

/\I/;R( = )dwgc(r"+7<s<@“>a*) /‘I’(%IDUI)dw (7.112)

TR Bar

holds for every T € (0,1/16).

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

R < R* = R*(data(Qy),e")

is found via (7.37). Therefore, using the convexity of U5, Lemma 7.3 and a Sobolev-Poincaré inequality of
Lemma 4.1 via some elementary manipulations, for every 7 € (0,1/32), we have that
u - (U)BTR

fo (el e f o (=5

TR TR

u— (wC)BTR
TR

_ We — (wc)BT n+s U~ We
oo )
R Br
el o (=) -

Brj2

4 cr~(nHs(P)+1) ][ Vg, ( ) dz
Br

c (1 + 7—*("*5(‘1’)“)5*) ][ Uy, (|Dwe]) dx + cr~ (nts(9)+1) ][ Y, <

BR R

U — We

U — We

R

) i

with some constant ¢ = ¢(data(£y)), 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
u— (U)BTR

— n —(s * —(s 1
/ ‘I’BR( R )dw“(T @Oy O ) [ W, D do

TR Bar

for every 7 € (0,1/16) and some ¢ = c¢(data(€)y)). Then we choose €, = £*/2 and R, < R* in such a way
that [w(R7)]2 < e,/2. This choice gives us the dependence as described in (7.111) and yields (7.112). O

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 B = Br(zo) C Q9 € Q with R < R. = R.(data(Q),e.),
which will be determined via Lemma 7.5 depending on ¢, € (0,1).

Alternative 1. Let 74, € (0,1/64) to be chosen in a few lines. Assume that G-phase occurs in the ball
B, r, which means that (5.27a) happens in B, , g. In this situation, we have

a” (Bar,,r) < 8[a]w,wa(TapR) and b~ (Bar,,r) < 8[b]w,wi(TabR). (8.1)
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Then we are able to apply Lemma 5.3 in the ball By, , g. In turn, this one together with applying Lemma

7.5 implies that
/ U(z, |Dul)dx < ¢ / G( > dz

U= (u)BQTabR

2T R
Tab R 27,5 R
_ u— (U)Bm—abR
<c / \I/BR < 21 R dx (8'2)
27, R
<c (rgb +T;b<s<“+”s*) /\I/(x, |Dul) dx
Br

for ¢ = c¢(data(f)), provided R < R, (data(Qg),e.). Then, for every o € (0,n), we write down the last
inequality in the following form

/ U(z,|Dul)dz < 7757 (cangb+cab7'sb_(n+s(\y)+l)a*) / U(z,|Dul) dx
Bryr Br

for some constant cqp = cop(data(§2y)). We select small enough 74, €, depending on data()y) and o in
such a way that cq,77) < 1/2 and cabT;be("JrS(‘y)H)a* < 1/2. Then we have

/ (e, |Dul) dr < 775 / U (z, |Du]) do (8.3)
BTabR Br
for every R < Rgp = Rap(data(p), o).
Alternative 2. Let 7, € (0,1/64) also to be determined later. This time we assume that (G, H,)-phase
occurs in Br ((5.27b) happens in Bg) and that b~ (B, r) < 4[b]w,ws(7R). Then we have

b~ (Bar,r) < 8[b]w,wp(TpR). (8.4)
Also we can observe that
a” (Br,r) = a” (Bgr) > 4[a]w,wq(R) = 4[a],,wa(TsR) (8.5)
and
a” (Br) < a(x) < 2[a]y,wa(R) + o~ (Bgr) < 2a” (Br) (Vx € Bg). (8.6)

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

/\If(x,|Du|)dx<c/ [G(%>+a‘(32nR)H@(%

QTbR QTbR
R Bar R

<ec / \IJ]_3R<

B2Tb R

<c (Tg‘ + T;(S(\P)“Fl)g*) / U(x,|Dul|) dx
Br

)]

) dx (8.7)

U= (U)BZTb R
21, R

for some constant ¢ = ¢(data(€d)), provided R < R.(data(),e.). Then, for every o € (0,n), we write
down the last display as

/ U(z,|Dul)de < 7,7 (ch[,’ + chlf—("“(\I’Hl)s*) / U(z, |Dul) dx
BTbR BR
for some constant ¢, = ¢p(data(€dy)). We select small enough 7, €, depending on data()) and o in such

a way that ¢,77 < 1/2 and cbrg_("“(\y)ﬂ)a* < 1/2. Then we have

/ U(x, |[Du|)dr <17 / U(z, |Dul) dx (8.8)

B r Br
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for every R < Ry = Ry(data(Qyg), o).
Alternative 3. Let 7, € (0,1/64) to be fixed later. Assume that (G, H)-phase occurs in Br ((5.27¢)
happens in Bg) and a™ (B, r) < 4[a]w,wa(Ta R). Then we have

a” (Bar,r) < 8la]w,wa(TaR). (8.9)

Applying Lemma 5.3 and then Lemma 7.5 together with recalling that b~ (Bg) < b(x) < 2b~ (Bg) holds for
every © € Br if b~ (Br) > 4[b],,ws(R) likewise in (8.6), we have
)] dx

/ U(x,|Dul)dz < ¢ / [G< ) + b (Bar,r)Hy <
> dzx (8.10)

U — (U)Bm—aR
27, R

U — (U)Bm—aR
27, R

Ta R 27q R

<ec / \IJER(

274 R

< C(T;L—FT(;(S(\P)Jrl)g*) /\I/(J:, |D’U,|)dfli

Br

U — (U)BQTQR

for some constant ¢ = ¢(data()y)), provided R < R.(data(),c.). Then, for every o € (0,n), we write
down the last display as

/ U (z, |Du|)dx < 707° (CaTg + caTgf("JrS('llHl)a*) / U(z, |Dul) dx
B, r Br

for some constant ¢, = ¢,(data(Q)). We select small enough 7,, £, depending on data({)y) and o in such
a way that ¢,77 < 1/2 and cafg’(”“(“’)“)s* < 1/2. Then we have

/ U(z, |Dul) dz < 777 / W(z, | Dul) dz (8.11)
B-raR BR
for every R < R, = R,(data(Q), o).

Alternative 4. Let 79 € (0,1/64) to be chosen later. We assume that (G, H,, Hy)-phase occurs in
Bpg, which means that (5.27d) happens in Bg. In this situation, from the observation in (8.6) we see that
a”(Br) < a(x) < 2a7 (Bg) and b~ (Bg) < b(x) < 2b~(Bg) for every x € Br. Then again applying Lemma
5.3 and Lemma 7.5, we find

> dz

/\I!(:C,|Du|)d:v<c / \IIBQTOR(

U= (U)BQTOR

27’0R
Bror Baryr
_ u— (U)B2T0R
<c / \I/BR < 727_0}{ dx (8.12)
270 R
<ec (rg + Tg“(“’)*l)a*) / U(z,|Dul) dx
Br

for some constant ¢ = ¢(data()y)), provided R < R.(data({),c.). Then, for every o € (0,n), we write
down the last display as

/ U(x,|Du|)de < 7577 (Cng + COTg_(m_S(‘D)H)E*) / U(z, |Dul) dx
B r Br

for some constant ¢y = ¢p(data(2p)). Then we choose 7p, €. depending on data({y) and o in such a way
that co7y < 1/2 and corg_("“(\y”l)a* < 1/2. Then we have

/ U(z,|Du|)de < 7577 / U(z, |Dul) dx (8.13)
Bror Br
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for every R < Ry = Ro(data(g), o). 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 C Qo € Q2 such that R < Ry,
where R,,, = min{Ru, Ra, Ry, Ro} depends on data()y) and 0. We consider G-phase in BT:#R for every

integer k > 0 and define the exit time index

tay = min{k € N : G — phase in the ball B ks does not oceur}. (8.14)

If there does not exist such ¢4, then for any 0 < p < TgbR < R < R,,, there exists an integer m > 1 such
that 7772 R < p < 777t R. Using iterative (8.3), we have

/\I/(x,|Du|)dx§ / U(z, | Dul) dz

Bp B Smtlp
Tab R

<oy [ w Dude = 1§00 [ w@Duhds (s.5)

2 2
TR TR

c(data(Q), o) (%)"_U /\I/(x, \Dul) dx

R

Clearly, the above inequality holds true when 72, R < p < R < R,,. So we consider the case of ¢4, < co. For
every k € {1,...,ta}, we apply (8.3) repeatedly in order to obtain

/ (e, | Dul) dx < 75 /\If(:c, \Du)) da. (8.16)

Bk p Br
ab

By the very definition of 7,5 in (8.14), we have three different scenarios: either (G, H,)-phase occurs
in B . atip , (G, Hy)-phase occurs in B . atip OF (G, H,, Hy)-phase occurs in B . a1 g Clearly, the last

condltlon is stable for shrinking balls. Slnce the first two conditions can be con51dered similarly, we shall
focus on the occurrence of (G, H,)-phase in the ball B ¢, +1 - Let us define a second exit time index
ab

ty :=min{k € N: (G, H,) — phase in the ball B_i;1_t,,+1 , does not occur}. (8.17)
b ab

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

BTtngR, we have
a

/ U(a, | Dul) dx < 75 / U (z, |Du]) do (8.18)

B B
rkotab Tl p Altabtlp
b "ab ab

for every k € {1,...,t,}. By again the very definition of ¢,, there is only one chance that (G, H,, Hy)-phase

occurs in the ball B t,+1_t,,+1 5. But as this condition is stable, we can iterate (8.13) for every k € N in
b

ab R

order to have

/ ¥(z, |Dul) dz < 7 / U(z, | Du)) da. (8.19)

B £ 41 B
ko tp Tl taptl tptl tep+l
0T Tab T ™ Tab B

Now we have all the needed estimates (8.16), (8.18) and (8.19). For 0 < p < R < R,,, we consider the
following cases.
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Case 1: R> p > TéngR. There exists m € {0,1,...,tq.} such that T;’;HR < p < 77 R. Then from
(8.16), we have

/\I!(:v,|Du|)d;v< / U(z, |Dul) dx

B, Bym
P t™ R

< T:Z(nfg) / U(z, |Dul) dx

Br (8.20)
< Tézlﬂ)(nfg)Tgb_" / U(z, |Dul) dx
Br
< c¢(data(Q),0) (}%)nig / U(z, |Dul) dx,
Br

where the last inequality is valid since 7,5, depends on data(Q) and o.

Case 2: 7™ R > p > nyrle I R. In this case, using (8.20), we see

/\I/(:v,|Du|)d:E < / U(z, |Dul) dx
Pe gt
= i) / U(z, | Dul) dz
Bn (8.21)

< ()T / U (x, | Dul) dz
Br

< e(data(Q), o) (%)"_”/q/(x, | Dul) d,

Br

where again the last inequality is possible by the dependencies of 7.
Case 3: TbTigb+1R >p = T£b+1T;Zb+1R. Again there exists a natural number m € {1,...,%,} so that
et T R > p > il FLR - Therefore, using (8.18) and (8.20), we have

Brtortin (8.22)
< 7miNm=e) o (fa+1)(n=0) / U (z, |Dul) dz
Br

< e(data(Q), o) (%)n_g/\ll(a:,|Du|)dx.
Br
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Case 4: )t il IR > p > gttty RO Now by (8.22), we find

/\I/(x, \Du) dz < / U(z, | Dul) dz

B B
p byl taptlp
b ab

< C(T;bJrlT;‘ngrl)n_U / U(z, |Dul) dx

Br (8.23)
Lerg™ (ToTlfbHTég”H)n_a / U(z, |Dul) dx
Br
< c(data(Qyg),0) (%) B / U(z, |Dul) dx.
Br

Case 5: Tgb+1T£gb+1T0R > p > 0. This condition implies that there exists a natural number m € N such

that 7" T irp Tl t IR < p < qepletirlee Tl R This time we apply (8.19) and (8.23) in order to have

/\IJ(J:, \Du|) dz < / U(z, | Dul) dz

B, B
£ s fp Tl taptl g
b ab

< Tsn(nfg) / U(z, |Dul) dx

BT;b“T;ngR (8.24)
< ()" [ e pup s
Br
<ergm (%)"‘” / U(z,|Dul) dz = c(data(Q), o) (%)n_a / U(z, [Dul) dx.

BR BR

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

 instead of the occurrence of (G, Hp)-phase in the ball B_ro+1 5. Then we can directly jump to the
ab

case that (G, H,, Hyp)-phase occurs in the ball B ra,+1 5, Which is trivial by (8.13). Moreover, if we start with
Tab

B, rn

the occurrence of (G, H,, Hp)-phase in Bpg, 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 o € (0,1), there
exists ¢ = ¢(data(Q), o) such that

/\Il(a:,|Du|)d:1: < c(%)n_a/\ll(x,|Du|)dx (8.25)

B, Br

holds true, whenever 0 < p < R < R,,, where R,, is some positive radius depending only on data(2y) and
o in the beginning of the proof. In order to complete the proof, we need to consider the remaining cases. If
0 <R, <p<R<1, then we have

/\Il(a:,|Du|)da: < (%)"_” <§>ng/\ll(a:,|Du|)da:

P Br

< (%)"_a <%)n_a/\ll(a:,|Du|)da: (8.26)

Br
n—o

/\I/(x, |Dul) dz,

Br
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where we have used the dependence of R,,. Finally, if 0 < p < R,,, < R < 1, then by (8.25) and (8.26), we

see
/\Il(a:, |Dul) dz < ¢ (Ri) / U(z, |Dul) do

P BRnl

<c (é)w (%’")n_a / W (z, | Dul) dz . (8.27)

R

= ¢(data(), o) (%) - /\If(x, |Dul) dz,
Br
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 w. € WYY (BRr) be the solution to the problem
defined in (7.22). Suppose that (1.22¢) is satisfied for wq(t) = t* and wy(t) = t° with some o, B € (0,1].

R
Then there exists h € w. + VVO1 Pr (Bgrys) being a local minimizer of the functional Fo defined in (7.103)
such that

][ [[Ve(Du) = Va(DR)|? + a(za)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|* + b(zy) Ve, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?] dz

B
e ) (8.28)
a 51
g c (w (R'Y) + |:R2(1+S(Ha)) + R2(1+S(Hb)):| ) ][ \I/(x7 |Du|) dx
Bar
for some constant ¢ = c¢(data(Qp)) and s1 = s1(data), respectively. Moreover, the energy estimate
][ Uy (IDhl)dzr < c ][ U(z, |Dul) dx (8.29)

Brys Bar
holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,v, L).
Proof. Essentially, the above lemma is a special case of Lemma 7.4 since we consider a particular case that
wa(t) = t* and wy(t) = ¢ for some a, B € (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 6 € (0,1) and open sunset Qg € (2, there
exists a constant ¢ = c¢(data(p), 8) such that

[u]079;510 § c(data(Qo), 9) (830)

In particular, we choose 6 := (y+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 I, and I, introduced in (7.59)-(7.60).
We — (wC)BR/Q

Using (1.14), (7.26) and (7.6), we have
L <cR |1+ [(U5,)" ][ vy <‘ 7 > dx

Br/2 (831)

_a
1—v

Bar

o, petL = a/2
<c|RY“4+ R T-7 |oscu < c(data(Q)) R/ 7,

where we have used (8.30) with the choice of § := (14 +)/2 and Bar C £ with R < 1. In the same way, we
show

I, < c(data(Qg))RP/2. (8.32)

Inserting those estimates into (7.60), we see that
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F (A(Dwo). D) da| < c(data(@0)as(B) D¢l 1 5, (8.33)

1/8

whenever ¢ € Wol"oo(Bl/g), where

¢s(R) := RTFa) 4 R | (8.34)

Note that the vector field Ay has been defined in (7.50). We consider a function h € 1w, + W&’\I'”(Bl/g)
satisfying (7.94)-(7.97) with the term d(e, R) replaced by ¢3(R). Let h be the scaled back function of h in
Brs as

T — X9

h(z) := E(we, Brja)Rh ( ) for every x € Brs(wo). (8.35)

1,
Clearly, h € we. + W,  "%(Bpys) is a local minimizer of the functional Fy defined in (7.103), which means
that

Fo(h) = / Fo(Dh) dz < / Fo(Dh + D) dx = Fo(h + ) (8.36)

Brys Brys

R
holds for every ¢ € VVO1 "R (Bpgys). As we have shown in (7.9), we recall (7.24) and (7.4) to see that

L 8™ L
F vs (o< f g (Dudds < 2

Brys Brys Br

U (z, |Dw,.|) dx

(8.37)
<eln,v, L) ][ U(z, |Dw|)dz < ¢(n,v, L) ][ U(z, |Dul) dx,

Br Bagr

which proves (7.106). We write the inequality (7.96) in view of G, H,, Hp, w. and h in order to have

][ [[Va(Dwe) — Va(Dh)|? + a(xq)|Va, (Dwe) — Vi, (DR)|? + b(2)| Vi, (Dwe) — Vi, (Dh)|?] d

Brys

<cnp f vy, (|25 ) do < uwr £ g, (Du) d (5.35)
R/2 R/2

< c[g3(R)]* ][ U (z,|Du|) dx
Bry2

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data({)), 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). O

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 Qy € Q and any number &k > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(data(£p), k)
such that

][ U(z,|Dul)dz < cR7F, (9.1)
Baogr

whenever Bop C € is a ball with R < 1. Now we fix an open subset Q¢ € Q and a ball Bop = Bag(xo) C Qo
with R < 1. Then applying Lemma 7.4 and Lemma 8.1,
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][ ([Va(Du) — Ve (Dh)[* + a(x)| Vi, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|* + b(ab)| Ve, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?) da

Brys

(9.2)
<R+ a(R)") f Vo, |Du) ds
Bar
for some constant ¢ = ¢(data(Q)) and s; = s;(data), where
RO + R(H“)(ﬁS(Hb)) if (1.21a) is assumed,
q(R) :== { R0 4 RHf(WHb) if (1.21b) is assumed, (9.3)

s
[e]
R20+:Ha) + R20+:0,) if (1.21c¢) is assumed,

in which v is the Holder continuity exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 and J is the higher integrability
exponent coming from Theorem 5.5. We denote by

3 ads Bds . .
min < uy, (1+5)(1+15(Ha))7 (1+6)(1+15(Hb))} if (1.21a) is assumed,
d = d(data(Q)) := < min < p, %, 14@7&}1,)} if (1.21b) is assumed, (9.4)
min 9 1y, 2(1+‘3‘:&{a)), 2(1f;(1Hb))} if (1.21c) is assumed,
and z,,7, € Br are points such that a(z,) = iean a(x) and b(xp) = gléf b(x). Now choosing k = d/4 in
x R T R

(9.1), the inequality (9.2) can be written as
][ (Ve (Du) = Va(DR)|? + a(za)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|* + b(zy) Ve, (Du) — Vi, (DR)?) da
Brys (9'5)
< CR3d/4

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data(£p)), 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

][ 5 (|Dh)dz < ¢ ][ U(z, | Dul) dz (9.6)
Brys Bar

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, v, L). Now using repeatedly (2.10), we have

_ _ 1 |Du — Dh]| _ 1
Uy, (|Du— Dh|)dz < c [V, (|Du| + |Dhl)] 1Dl T 1DA] (V5. (|Du| + |Dhl)]? dx
BR/S BR/S
5 3
_ |Du — Dh|? _
BR/S BR/S
%
(2.10),(9.5) (9.6),(9.1)
< RS ][ w5, (|Dul + [Dhl) da < Ry

Bry/s

with ¢ = c¢(data(£)), where d has been introduced in (9.3). Since h is a minimizer of functional Fy defined
in (7.103), and this functional satisfies the growth and ellipticity conditions (1.16), , with a(z) = a(z,) and
b(x) = b(xp) , we are able to apply the theory in [65], which provides the gradient Holder regularity with the
estimates

—_ p 61 _
][\IJBR(|Dh — (Dh)p,|)dz < c (E) ][ U (|Dh])da
B, Brys

(96) /p\h
< Ll
<e(8)" f v pus

Bar
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whenever 0 < p < R/8, where the constants ¢, 31 depend only on n, s(G), s(Hg), s(Hy), v, L, but are inde-
pendent of the values a(z,) and b(x;,). Therefore, for every 0 < p < R/8, we have

][G(|Du — (Du)p,|) dx

B,

c][ G(Dh — (Dh)g,|) dz + c][ G(|Du — Dh|) dz

B, B,

(9.8) P 51 R "
< c(ﬁ) ][\Il(x,|Du|)dx+c(;> ][ G(|Du — Dh|) dz

Bar Brys

(9.1),(9.7) B "
< c(ﬁ) 1R_k—i-c(ﬁ) RA/4
R p

with ¢ = c¢(data(), k). Notice that k& € (0,1) is still arbitrary and d has been defined in (9.3) depending
only on data(f)). Taking k = dB;/(32n) and p = (R/8)'T4/(16") in the last display, after some elementary
manipulations, we get

][G |Du — (Du)p, ) da < cporr (9.10)

for every p € (0,1/8), provided Bs, € Q. In particular, using Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 2.1;, we have

][|Du— (Du)p,|dx < cp%(prﬁ) (9.11)
B,
for every p € (0,1/8) with Bgs, € €. By the integral characterization of Hélder continuity due to Campanato
and Meyers and a standard covering argument alongside (9.11), Du € C&S(Q) for 0 = % (1 + s(lc))' This

proves the local Holder continuity of Du. But the proof is not finished yet, since # should be independent
of €y 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(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hp), v, L, | Dul| oo (p,,))
such that

IDR| oo gy < €

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 v = 1. Moreover, the estimates in (8.28) and (7.105) can be upgraded
by

][ (Ve (Du) — Va(Dh)|? + a(zq)|Vi, (Du) — Vi, (DR)[? + b(zp) |V, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?) da

Brys (912)

< c Rmin{p.e. 5}

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hy), v, L, [|al| oo ) » 1]l o (02g) - 1PUll o (5,))- In particular,
the last estimate via (9.7) implies that

][ G(|Du — Dh|) dx < eR™MmeBH/4, (9.13)
Br
Therefore, (9.8) implies that
][G(|Dh — (Dh)p,|)dz < ¢ (ﬁ)ﬂl , (9.14)
. R

B,
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where 51 depends on n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hy), v, L while the constant ¢ depends only on n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), v,
L, | Dull e 0g)s lall oo () @0d [[b]| o (- Combining the last two estimates similarly as shown in (9.9), we
deduce the gradient Holder continuity with the exponent depending only on n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hy),v, L, o, 8
and p, 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

WQ) 5 0 o Fulv,Q) = /Fd(:v, v, Do) da, (10.1)

where Fjz:  x R x R — R is a Caratheddory function fulfilling the following double-sided growth
v 4(x,|2]) < Fy(z,y, 2) < LUy(z, |2]), (10.2)
whenever z € Q, y € R and z € R", in which here and in the rest of the paper we denote by
Uy(z,t) == G(t) + alx)Ha(t) (VxeQ, t>0). (10.3)

As we introduced before we assume G,H, € N with indices s(G),s(H,) > 1 and a(-) € C¥*(Q) with
wq : [0,00) = [0, 00) being a concave function such that w,(0) = 0. We shall consider a local minimizer u of
the functional Fy in (10.1) under one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) with wy(-) = 0. Since the
double sided growth assumption (10.3) is not enough for higher regularity properties of a local minimizer u
of the functional F,, we shall assume that Fy is a continuous integrand belonging to the space C%(R™ \ {0})
with respect to z-variable and having the the following structure assumptions:

|D.Fa(@,y, 2)l|z| + |D2. Fa(z,y, 2)||2* < L¥a(, |2]),

U, (z, |2z
At e < (D2 e 21 6),
|D=Fa(x1,y,2) = DzFa(x2,y, 2)|[2| < Lw (|21 — 22|)[Wa(21, [2]) + Va(za, |2])]
+ L|Wa(x1, |2]) — Wa(w, [2])],

|Fd($7y17 Z) - Fd(x7y27 Z)l < LW(|?J1 - y2|)\1’d($7 |Z|)7

whenever x, 21,22 € Q, y,y1,52 € R, z € R"\ {0}, £ € R", where 0 < v < L are fixed constants, and the

function w 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

(10.4)

wWh(Q) s v /fd(:zr, v)Wq(x, |Dv)|) du, (10.5)

where the continuous function fg(-) satisfies 0 < vy < f(+,) < Lo for some constants vy, Lo and fulfills the
following inequality

[fa(@1,91) = fa(x2, y2)| < Low (|21 — 22| + [y1 — v2l),
whenever x1,z2 € R™ and y1,y2 € R, in which w is the same as defined in (1.17) or (1.18). Another model

case is given by

Whi(Q) s v /[Fg(:zr, v, Dv) + a(z)Fy, (z,v, Dv)| dz, (10.6)

where Fg(-) and Fp, () have G—growth and H,—growth respectively, and satisfy the following suitable
structure assumptions that
|D:Fo(2,y, 2)l|2| + |D2.Fo(z,y, 2)|2]* < Lo®(|2]),

|(||Z2|) €2 < <D2 F(I,(x,y,z)&@ ;

|D.Fo(x1,y,2) = D.Fa (22,9, 2)||2| < Low(|z1 — z2])®(|2]),
|Fo(z,y1,2) — Fo(z,y2, 2)| < Low(|y1 — y2|)@(|2])
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hold with ® € {G, H,} for some positive constants vy, Ly, where w 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 F; : Q x R x R™ — 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(Hy,),v) such that the following inequalities

V(1) — Ve (22)|* + a(z) Vi, (21) — Vi, (22)1? < e1 (D Fa(w,y, 21) — Do Fa(z,y, 22), 21 — 22),  (10.7)

Ve(z1) = Va(z2)|* + a() |V, (21) = Vi, (22)[+e2 (D2 Fa(w,y, 21), 22 — 21)

< eo[Fy(z,y, 20) — Fa(x,y, z1)] (10.8)

and
[Fa(z1,y, 2) = Fa(2,y, 2)| < Lw(|lzy — 22f) [Wa(21, [2]) + Walze, [2])] + Lla(z1) — a(z2)[Ha(lz])  (10.9)
hold true, whenever z,z1,2z9 € R™\ {0}, x, 21,22 € Q 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 Fy(z,y,0) = 0 for every z € Q and y € R, we have

|Fd(x17yaz) - Fd(x27yaz)| = |(Fd(x1,y,z) - Fd(Il,y,O)) - (Fd(IQayvz) - Fd($2,y,0))|
1 1

= /<Dde(Ilay792)aZ> de—/<Dde(I2ayvoz)aZ> do
0 0

< [ ID-Fulw1,9,62) — D.Fa(wa,y.0)] sl
< Lallar — 2al) [Walan, |21) + Wa(az, |21)] + Lla(er) — a(ea) Ha(l2]),
where the last inequality of the last display is implied by (10.4),. This proves (10.9). O
In order to simplify the notations in the present section, we use the set of parameters for a minimizer u

of the functional Fy4 depending on which one of the assumptions (1.12)-(1.14) under wy(-) = 0 comes into
play as the data in this section.

n, )‘17 (G) ( ) v, L Ha’”Cwa Q) 7(“)(')7 ||\Ij($7 |Du|)HL1(Q) 9 HU‘HLl(Q) 7WU«(1)
if (1.12) is considered under wy(-) = 0,
] 005G, 5(Ha), v, L [l ey o0 0l ey 0a(1)
datag = if (1.13) is considered under wy(-) = 0, (10.10)
n, )\3,

@), 8(Ha), v, Ly ||all e ) » @ () [0y, wa(1)
) is considered under wy(-) = 0,

(
if (1.14

where A1, A2, Az are the same as defined in (1.12)-(1.14) and s(G), s(H,) are indices of the functions G, H,
in the sense of Definition 2.1, respectively. With Q4 € Q being a fixed open subset, we also denote by
datag(€) the above set of parameters together with dist(Qq, 0€2):

data, () = datag, dist(Qg, 0Q). (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 € W1¥4(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional F, defined
n (10.1) under the assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.17) with wy(-) = 0. Suppose that we(t) = t* for some
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a € (0,1]. If one of the following assumptions

(1.12), (10.12a)

(1.13), (10.12b)

(1.14)  with li);mzlij (tﬁ, %) =0 (10.12¢)
—

is satisfied, then there exists 0 € (0,1) depending only on n, s(G), s(H,),v, L, o and p such that Du € C22 ().

loc

Theorem 10.2 (Morrey decay). Let u € WH¥4(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional Fy defined in
(10.1), under the assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Assume that wy(-) = 0 in what follows. If one of
the following assumptions

(1.12)  with limsupA (£,G7'(t™")) =0, (10.13a)
t—0+t
1
(1.13)  with limsup A (t, —) =0, (10.13b)
t—0+ t
1
(1.14) with limsup A (tﬁ,—) =0, (10.13c)
t—0+t t
(1.12)  with wa(t) =1t for some « € (0,1], (10.13d)
(1.13)  with wq(t) =t for some o« € (0,1] (10.13¢)
is satisfied, then
u € C'IOO"f(Q) for every 6 € (0,1). (10.14)

Moreover, for every o € (0,n), there exists a positive constant ¢ = c(dataq(Q), o) such that the decay
estimate

/\Ifd(x, |Dul) dz < ¢ (%)nig / U 4(x,|Dul|) dx (10.15)

B, Br
holds for every concentric balls B, C Br C Qo € Q with R < 1.

The above theorems completely cover the main results of [13], where the special case that G(t) = 7,
H,(t) = t9 and wg(t) = t* with some constants ¢ > p > 1 and « € (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(-) < Mwg(R) is
satisfied, and (G, H,)-phase, where a complementary inequality a(-) > Mw,(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
[(Wa]p,, (-) defined in (10.29) for a ball Br C 2 under the investigation to obtain various estimates, and the

advantage of considering this function is that [Wg]p € N with an index s(V4) = s(G) + s(H,) 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
Du Du
up — div (G'(|Du|)m + a(m,t)H;(|Du|)W> =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 Fy 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¥4((Q) is a local L/v-minimizer of the functional P defined
n (1.1) with b(-) = 0 if u is a minimizer of the functional F4 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(xo) be a ball such that Bar C Qp € 2, where g is some fixed open subset
of 2. We define a functional given by

WYY (Bar) 3 v+ Fap,s(v) i= / Fy(x, (u) By, Dv) da (10.16)
Bar

with u being a local minimizer of the functional Fy defined in (10.1). Now we consider a function w €
u+ Wy 4 (Byg) being the solution to the following variational Dirichlet problem:

{w — min Fy g, (V)
v

(10.17)
v e U+ W&’Wd(BQR).

As in Lemma 7.1 we shal consider the first comparison estimates in order to remove u-dependence in the
original functional F; defined in (10.1).

Lemma 10.2. Let w € WYY (Bag) be the solution to the variational problem (10.17) under the assumptions
(10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Let the coefficient function a(-) € C¥*(2) for w, being non-negative concave
function vanishing at the origin. Assume that one of the assumptions (1.12), (1.13) and (1.14) under
wp(+) =0 is satisfied. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(datay(Qo)) such that

][ (|VG(DU) — VG(Du})|2 + a({I;)|VHa (Du) — VHa (Dw)|2) d(E < CW(R’Y) ][ \Ifd(,CE, |Du|) d(E (1018)
Bar Bar

holds, where v = ~y(dataq(€)) is the Hélder exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 in the double phase
settings. Moreover, the following estimates holds true:

L

][ U4(x, |Dw|) dx < > ][ U 4(x, |Dul) dz, (10.19)

BQR BQR
||w||L°°(BQR) g HU‘HLOO(BzR)a (1020)
osc w < 0sC U (10.21)

Bar Bar

and
u—w 1
][ Uy (:v, TD dx < clw(RY)]? ][ U 4(x, |Du|) dz (10.22)
2R Bar

for some constant ¢ = c(dataq(y)). Moreover, there exist a positive higher integrability exponent 6y =
do(datay) with 09 < d, where § has been determined via Theorem 5.5 under the double phase settings, and a
constant ¢ = c¢(datay) satisfying the following reverse Hélder inequalities:
][ Wo(w, [Du)] de| < ][ U (z, | D)) da. (10.23)
Bry2 Br

Here, in the case that (1.14) is considered, v appearing in (10.18) and (10.22) is the same as in the assumption
(1.14).

Proof. First of all the meaning of data, and datay(€2y) 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/v-minimizer of the functional Fy p,, defined in (10.16), we are able to apply
Lemma 5.1 under the double phase settings. In turn, it gives us that

][ U4(x, |Dw|) dx < c][ U, (:v,

Br/2 Br

w — (w)BR
R

) dx (10.24)
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holds with ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(Hy), L, v). Then applying Theorem 4.1, there exists § = 0(n, s(G), s(H,)) € (0,1)
such that

0
][ U, (z,|Dw|) do < cks, ][[\de(x, | Dw|)]? da (10.25)
BR/2 R

holds with some constant ¢ = c(n, s(G), s(H,), L, v, wq(1)), where

1+ Mla)w, + Aia)w, (B/ G(|Dw|) dx if (1.12) is in force with wy(-) =0, (10.26a)
— R
Fsp = 1+ Aslalw, + A2fa)w, [wllpe(pp) if (1.13) is in force with wy(-) =0, (10.26Db)
1

1+ Aslalw, + Asla]w, [R'V 95¢ w} o if (1.14) is in force with wy(-) =0. (10.26¢)

Furthermore, taking into account (10.19)-(10.22) in the last display, we conclude that

%
][ U 4(z, |Dw|) dx < ¢ ][[\de (z,|Dw)))? dz (10.27)
Br/2 R

holds for some constants 6 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,)) € (0,1) and ¢ = ¢(datay). The last display follows (10.23)
by applying a variant of Gehring’s lemma. O

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

Ea(v, B,) = ([wd];m‘)_l (B][ (Wl p,, <

for any function v € L'(Bs,) and ball By, C €, where now and in the rest of this section for every open
subset B C €2, we shall denote by

[Wlg (t) = G(t) + inf a(e) Ha(t) (¥t >0), (10.20)

v—(v)B,
2r

> dx (10.28)

-1
and ([\Ifd]g) is the inverse function of [W4],;. By convexity of the function [W,4]5 —and Lemma 2.1, there
is a constant ¢ = ¢(s(G) + s(H,)) such that

Eao,B) < e ([Wl5,,) (J[ il

holds for every vy € R. Now we consider the estimates corresponding to the outcome of Lemma 7.3 under
our double phase settings.

vV — Vo
2

) dx (10.30)

Lemma 10.3. Let u € WHY4(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional F, defined in (10.1) under the
assumptions (10.2), (10.4) and (1.18). Let w € WH¥(Bag) be the solution to the variational problem
(10.17). Suppose wp(-) = 0 in what follows. If one of the assumptions (10.13a)-(10.13e) is satisfied, then for
every * € (0,1), there exists a positive radius

R* = R*(dataq(Q), ") (10.31)
such that

][ [Walz, Q% > dz < 0(1 +T*<n+s(ﬂzd>+1>a*) ][ vy, O%

TR BR/2

> dr  (10.32)

for some constant ¢ = ¢ (dataq(Q)), whenever T € (0,1/16) and R < R*.
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Proof. Again note that the meaning of data,; and datay(€)) already has been introduced in (10.10)-(10.11).
We can always assume Eq(w, Br/2) > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove in (10.32). For the simplicity,
we shall write

Eq(R) = Eq(w, Br2), (10.33)

where the notion E; 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/; with

k= (w)pg,,, we have

][ Uy (z, |Dw)) dz < ¢ ][ v, <‘%

Bry/a R/2

) dx (10.34)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(data,). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 10.2 that there exists a higher integrability
exponent dy = dp(datay) such that
1
T+5o
][ (W y(z, |Dw)]* T da <e ][ Uy(z, | Dwl) dz (10.35)

Br/s Bry/a

for a constant ¢ = c¢(datay).
Step 2: Scaled functions. We consider scaled functions of w(-) and a(-) in the ball B; by setting

_ w(IO + Rx) - (w)BR 2
o(z) = E R 2 (10.36a)
Ha(Ed(R))

(Wi, (Ea(R))

for every x € B;. Now we introduce the control function and energy density associated to our scaling
introduced above in (10.36a)-(10.36b) as

a(x) := a(zg + Rx) (10.36b)

Uy(z, |2]) == G(|2]) + a(z)Ha(|2]), (10.37a)
_ Fy(xo + Rx, (u)Byp, Fa(R)2)
(Wal g, (Ea(R))

for every z € By and z € R™, where to the end of the proof of this lemma, we always shall understand by

e CERO e
= (Wdlp, (Ea(R)) 4 Ha{o): H, (E4(R))

Fy(z,2): and  Ag(z,2) = D,.Fy(z, 2) (10.37b)

(10.38)

for every t > 0. By elementary computations, we can observe that G, H, € N with indices s(G), s(H,),
respectively, and also that

G(1) <1 and H,(1)=1. (10.39)
Clearly, the function w minimizes the following functional
WY (By) 5 v /Fd(a:,Dv)dx, (10.40)
B,

where the functions W,(-) and Fj(-) 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

][<Ad(x, Dw), Dy) dx = ][ (D.Fy(z, Dw),Dyp) dz =0 (10.41)
B B
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for every ¢ € Wol’%(Bl). By the assumptions (10.2) and (10.4) via elementary computations, we have the
following structure conditions in the scaled settings:

vUg(z, |2]) < Fy(z, 2) < LYy(x, |2]), (10.42a)
|f_1d(:10 2)||z| + | D, Ag(z, 2)| |22 < LU 4(z, |2]), (10.42b)
T iep < (0. Auto. 2, s> (10.42¢)
|Aa(21,2) — Aa(w2,2)| |2| < Lw(R|z1 — 22]) [Va(z1, |2]) + Wa(z2, |2])] (10.42d)
+ Lla(z1) — a(z2)|Ha(]2]) (10.42e)

for every x,x1, 29 € By and z € R™\ {0}. B -
Step 3: Freezing. Now we shall consider frozen functional and vector field associated to Fy(-) and Aq4(+)
defined in (10.37b). Let &, € B such that a(z,) = inf a(z). Then we denote by

reB1
Fo(2) := Fy(Za, 2), Ao(2) := D, Fy(Za, 2), (10.43)
and
o(t) = G(t) + a(za) Ha(2) (10.44)

for every x € By, z € R™ 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

Wo(1) = 1. (10.45)
In our newly scaled environment, let us now consider the functional
Wwhvo (Bijg) 2 v+ / Fo(Dv) da. (10.46)
B /s

We observe that the newly defined integrand Fy(-) and vector field Ag(-) satisfy the growth and ellipticity
conditions as

viy(|2]) < Fo(z) < Lo(J2). (10.47a)
Ao(2)][2] + Do Ao ()] < Lio(|2]), (10.47D)
2D 2 < (D, ag(e.6) (10.47¢)

for every z € R™ \ {0} and £ € R™. Therefore, the energy and higher integralibility estimates in (10.34) and
(10.35) can be seen in the view of @ as

1
T+389

][ U, (z, |Dwl|) dx + ][ [Ug(z, | Do)+ da < ¢(datag). (10.48)

Bi)4 B1/s

Step 4: Harmonic type approximation. Let ¢ € Wol’OO (Bl/g) be any fixed function. Using (10.41),
we see

I = ][ (Ao(Dw), D) de| = ][ (Ao(Dw) — Ay(xr, Dw), D) do
1/8 1/8 (1049)

< ][ |Ag(Dw) — Ag(z, Dw)| dx 19l < (5, ,5) = 1 1D@ll oo 5, ) -

Bi/s
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Now we estimate I in the last display using (10.42d)-(10.42e). In turn, we have

< tum f (I8 | Bir DO,

| Dw| | Dw|
Biys
D
+L][| — (7)) |%1|U|>d:1:
w
10.50)
Bl (
U 4(Zg, | D D
< 2Lw(R) ][ d(TDiMd:H2L (1+w(R ][ la(z) — a(za)| |%w1|ﬂl)d:c
B /s Bi/s

—: 2Lw(R) 11 + 2L(1 + w(R)) 1.

Now we estimate the terms appearing in the last display. Recalling (10.44) and (10.45) together with (2.7),
we find

_ _ _s(Tyg) _ 1
I1 <e¢ ][ o (|Dwl) da < ¢ [To(1)] et ][ [Uo(|Dw|)] 0 dz
Bi/s Biys
_ 1 _ s(¥q)
4 e [Ty(1)] T ][ [Go(| D)) 0 da
Biss (10.51)
1 _s(¥g)
I+s(¥y) I+s(¥y)
<c ][ Bo(| D)) da be ][ o (| D) da

Bi/s Bi/s

c(datay),

where we have applied the Holder’s inequality together with (10.48) and the fact that ¥y € N with an index
s(Vy) = s(G) 4+ s(H,). Next we shall deal with estimating the second term I in (10.50). In turn, using
(2.7) and (10.39), we have

ho < F la() - (el (1Fa( D)) + [, D] A5 ) de

By /s
1
_s(Ha)
<clla—a(z,) zijggis) ][a o(|Dw)) dz
Bi/s (10.52)
s(Ha)
S(Ha)+1

+clla—a(Za,)

1 _
i | f a@ (Dol ds

Bi/s
S(Ha)+1 %
s
c(datay) <|a —a(z )IILoo“Bl/S) +la— (Ia)||Lao“31/8)>

where we have used also Holder’s inequality and the fact that a(z,) < a(z) for every # € B;. Inserting those
estimates coming from the last two displays into (10.50) and then (10.49), we find

ctdatas(@) [w(R) + 1+ () (la - e | T, +llo ol 5 ) o)

Now we shall estimate the term ||a — d(ja)”Lw(Bl/s) depending on which one of the assumptions (10.13a)-
(10.13e) comes into play. Recalling the definition of a(-) in (10.36b) and the excess functional in (10.33), we
have
Ha (Ed(R))

el (10.54)
(Wi, (Ea(R))

I, :=|a— a(ja)HLm(Bl/s) < cwqa(R)
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Case 1: Assumption (10.13a) is in force. It follows from the assumption (10.13a), that for any
€ € (0,1) there exists y1 > 0 depending on & such that

A(t,G7H (™)) <e forevery te (0,um). (10.55)

—1
Then using the last display, (1.12) and the fact that ([\I/d]];R) (t) < G7L(t) for every t > 0, I, in (10.54)
can be estimated as

(Hao G™) (1], (BalR))

I, < cwy(R) —
(Wdlp, (Ea(R))
(10.56)
1 1
S awa(R)e [ 1+ | tewalB) (1+ ——
Wq ({[\I/d]BR (Ed(R))} n) ( a(#l))
with ¢ = ¢([a]w,, A1). Using (2.2) and the energy estimate (10.19), we see
1 c c _ w — (w)BR/2
—~ < o + " [\I/d]BR dx
wa ([[\yd];R (Ea(R))] ) o(R) " wa(R) Bi < R )
(data) (10.57)
c c c(datay
s wa(R) " Wa(R)B/ Yol pul) e s W
Combining the last two displays, we conclude
Ia g C (E + wa(R) <1 + @)) (1058)

with some constant ¢ = c(datag). Therefore, inserting the estimates in the last two displays into (10.53)
and recalling (10.49), we have

F (Ao(D0), D) ds| < cldatan) (e 1) D¢ 1, (1059)

1/8
where
1

Pi(e, R) := w(R) + (1 + w(R)) [e +wa(R) (1 + %m)ﬂ S

s (10.60)
(1+w(R)) [ + wa(R) (1 - ﬂ o
+ w €+ wq _
wa(ﬂl)
Case 2: Assumption (10.13b) is in force. From the assumption (10.13b), it holds that for every
¢ € (0,1) there exists us > 0 depending on & such that

A (t, %) <e forevery te (0,uz). (10.61)
Then by the very definition of [W4]p in (10.29) together with (10.61) and (1.13) under w, = 0, we have
Hq(Eq(R))
S e ) . . (10.62)
< ot (1 g ) o (14 s )
Again using (2.1) together with taking into account (10.20), we see
1 . 1 c(datay) (10.63)

wa ([Ea(R))71) ~ wa(R)

R =
w
@ (2I|w”L°O(BR))
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Combining the last two displays, we find

Ia<0(5+wa(R) (1+ ! )) (10.64)

Wa (,UQ)

with some constant ¢ = ¢(datag). Then, plugging the estimates in the last two displays into (10.53) and
recalling (10.49), we have

][ (Ag(Dw), Dy) dz| < c(datag)Ps(e, R) HD<PHL°°(BU8) , (10.65)

where
Pate 1) = o)+ 1) [ ) (16— ) T

walpiz (10.66)

Case 3: Assumption (10.13c) is in force. The assumption (10.13c), implies that for any € € (0,1),
there exists pus3 > 0 depending on € such that

1
A (tIIW, ;) <e forevery te (0,us). (10.67)

This one together with using (10.54) and (1.14) under wy(-) = 0 implies

Ha(Ed(R))
I, < cwy(R)———F=55
G m)
(10.68)
1 1
Soewg(R)e [ 1+ — +ewa(R) | 14+ ————
NCUES ()
Now using (10.21) and (1.14), we have
1 1 dat
( € <l : ;)d) (10.69)
wo ([E(B)] o)
Wq =
Combining the last two displays, we find
1
In<cletwdR) |1+ —F—~ (10.70)
)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(datag). Using the estimate (10.70) in (10.53), we conclude
][ (Ao(Di), D) da| < c(dataq)P(e. B) ID¢] 1, ) - (10.71)

1/8
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where

1
S(Ha)+1

1

_1
)

s(Ha)
s(Hg)+1

P3(e,R) == w(R)+ (1 + w(R)) |e +wa(R) | 1+

(10.72)
1

L
o (157)

Case 4. Assumption (10.13d) is in force. Now we take the advantage that w,(-) is the power function.
Recalling I, denoted in (10.54), we see that

+(1+w(R)) |e+wa(R) |1+

3o

(Hao ™) (IWalp, (EalR)))

Ia < cR% a < cRY |1+ ][ [\de]gR <‘% ) dx
(Wal g, (Fa(R)) . R
R/2
n w5 (10.73)
_ g _ 1400
<cRY+c¢ / [Walp, (|Dw|) dz | < cR™+ cR ™0 / [[\Ifd]BR (IDwI)] dx
BR/2 BR/2

a@d
< c(datag ()R

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 < 1, we see

][ (Ag(Dw), D) dz| < c(datagq(Q0))Q1(R) 1Dl L (B, 4) » (10.74)
1/8
where
Qi1(R) :=w(R)+ (1 + w(R))Riuwo)?ffswa» . (10.75)

Case 5: Assumption (10.13e) is in force. Using the assumption (1.13) and (10.21), I, in (10.54) can
be estimated as
o Ha(Ea(R))

G(E4(R))

cor {1+ |(1wdp,) | f ooy, ([P

Br/2

I, <cR

[e3

) dx (10.76)

<c <RO‘ + {gsc u] > < c(datag () R7,
2R

where we have also used (5.33) and « is the Holder 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 < 1, we see

F (Ao(Da), D) da| < cldataal o) Qe(R) [D¢l (5, ) (10.77)
1/8

where

Q2(R) = w(R) + (1 + w(R)) R0 (10.78)
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Collecting the estimates obtained in (10.59), (10.65),(10.71), (10.74) and (10.77), we conclude with

][ (Ag(Dw), D) dz| < cpD(e, R) ||D90||L°°(Bl/g) (10.79)

1/8

for some constant ¢, = ¢;(datay(€)) for every ¢ € Wol"oo(Bl/g), where

Pi(e,R) if (10.13a) is assumed,
(a, R) if (10.13D) is assumed,
D(e,R) :=( Ps(e,R) if (10.13c) is assumed, (10.80)
Q1(R) f (10.13d) is assumed,
Q2(R)  if (10.13e) is assumed,

in which Pp, P2, P3, Q1 and Q2 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 Ag(2) = Ao(2), ¥o(t) = Wo(t)

with ag = a(Z,) and by = 0. By Lemma 6.1, there exists h € w + W’ O(Bl/g) such that

][ (Ao(Dh), Dy) dz =0 for all p e Wol’oo(Bl/g), (10.81)
B /s
][ Uo(|Dh|) dz + ][ [To(|Dh[)]* 0 da < ¢ for some 6; < do, (10.82)
By Bi/s
F (Va(D@) = Vo DR +a(@)|Vi, (D) ~ Vi, (DR)?) do < dDERI™ (1959,
By s
and finally

][ (G (1@ — ) + a@a)Ha (|0 — B))) de < calDe, )™ (10.84)

By g

with some constants c¢,cq = ¢, cq(datay (o)) > 1 and sg,s1 = s, s1(datag) € (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. O

Lemma 10.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 10.3, let w € WY (Bag) 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 +

1,005
W Walsr (Brys) being a local minimizer of the functional defined by
W (Bgs) 3 v = Fo(v / Fo(Dv)d (10.85)
Brys

where the integrand function is given by
Fo(2) := F(2a, (W) Byp, 2) (10.86)

for x, € Bg being a point such that a(x,) := a~ (Bgr), whenever z € R", such that

][ [|[Ve(Du) — Ve (DR) > + a(zq) Vi, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?] dx

B
e (10.87)

c¢(w(RY)+[D(e, R)]*) ][ U4z, |Dul) dx

Baor
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for some constant ¢ = c¢(datay(Q)), where s1 and D(e, R) have been defined in (10.83) and (10.80), respec-
tively. Moreover, we have the energy estimate

][ W5, (Dh|)dz < ¢ ][ Wa(z, | Dul) dz (10.88)
Br/s Bar
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,v, L).

Proof. We need to revisit the proof of Lemma 10.3, specially Step 3 and Step 4. We consider a function
hew+ VVOL‘IJ0 (B1s) satisfying (10.81)-(10.84). Let & be the scaled back function of h in Bp/s as

Tr — X

h(z) := Eq(w, Br/2)Rh < > for every € Brs(2o). (10.89)

LWl
Clearly, h € w+ W, Walsp (Brys) is a local minimizer of the functional Fq defined in (10.85) which means
that
Fo(h) = / Fy(Dh)dx < / Fo(Dh + Do) dz < Fo(h + ¢) (10.90)
Brys Brys

1[4
holds for every ¢ € W, Walen (Brys). As shown in (7.9), we recall (10.19) to discover that

F Wi, (DWhdr < 5 f (Va5 (Du)do
Bprys Brys

"L
< 8— Uy(z, |Dw|) dz < ¢(n,v, L) ][ U4z, |Du|) dz,
v

Br Bar

(10.91)

which proves (10.88). We write the inequality (10.83) in view of G, H,, w and h in order to have

][ [[Va(Du) = Ve (Dh)|? + a(za)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)?] da
Brys

cperp f iy, (|“22)) o< dpeni f s, (e a1

R/2 R/2

< ¢[D(e, R)|* ][ Uy (z,|Dul|) dx
Br/2

for some constant ¢ = c¢(datay(€)), 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).
O

We finally finish the present subsection with a crucial decay estimate on wu.

Lemma 10.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 10.3, if one of the conditions (10.13a)-(10.13e) is satisfied,
then for every e, € (0,1), there exists a positive radius R, with the dependence as

R. = R.(datay(Q),c+) (10.93)
such that if R < R., then there exists a constant cq = ca(dataq(do)) such that
u— (U)BTR

/ [“I’d]BR ( R > dx < cq (T" + 7 (s(¥a) 1)8*) / Uy(x, |Dul) dx (10.94)
, T
B

TR 2R

holds for every T € (0,1/32).
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Proof. For the proof, we apply Lemma 10.3 with ¢* € (0,1) to be determined in a few lines, and we can use
(10.32) provided

R < R* = R*(datay(Qp), &%)
is found via (10.31). For every 7 € (0,1/32) with some elementary manipulations, we see that
u— (U)BTR

][ W5, ( - ) do < ][ W5, ( ) do

TR TR

U — (w)BTR
TR

_ w_(w)B‘r —nTs = i
<e ][ Wl (’TR ) dx + er—(nts(¥a)+1) ][ W], ( R D dx
TR "
7(n+5(‘1’ )+1) * - %
g . (1 T d € ) ][ [\I/d]BR (} 0 dx (1095)
Bry2
s _ U —w
+ e (nts(Ta)+1) ][ Wdlp, ( = D dz
R
—(n+s * - s B —
< c(l—|—7’ (n+s(Ta)+1) . ) ][[‘I’d]BR (|[Dw|) dx + eT (n+s(Tq)+1) ][ [\I/d]BR ( R D dx
Br "

with some constant ¢ = ¢(datay(Qp)), 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
u— (U)BTR

/ [(Wa] 5, ( R ) dr < c (T" (T x T_(S(‘I’“‘)H)[w(RV)]%) / Va(z, |Dul) dx

TR Bar

for every 7 € (0,1/16) and some ¢ = ¢(datay(€p)). Then we choose ¢* = ¢, /2 and R, < R* in such a way
that [w(RY)]2 < e,/2. This choice gives us the dependence as described in (10.93) and yields (10.94). O

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 10.8 and Lemma 10.4, let w € WY (Bg)
be the function defined in (10.17). Suppose that (10.13c) is satisfied for w,(t) = t* with some a € (0,1].

(Walg,

1,
Then there ezists a function h € w + W,
in (10.85) such that

(Brys) being a local minimizer of the functional Fo defined

][ [[Va(Du) = Va(DR))? + a(za)|Va, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)?] d
Brys

< c(w (RY) + [w(R)+(1+w(R))Rm]SI) ][ Uy(z, | Dul) da
Bagr

(10.96)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(dataq(Q)) and s1 = s1(datay), respectively. Moreover, the energy estimate

][ [(Wdlp, (IDh])dr <c ][ U 4(x, |Dul) dz (10.97)
Br/s Bar

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,v, L).
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Proof. First we apply Theorem 10.2 in order to obtain that, for every # € (0,1) and every open subset
0y € 0, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(data, (), ) such that

[u]o,0:0, < c(datag (), 0). (10.98)

In particular, we choose 8 = (v + 1)/2. By revisiting the proof of Lemma 10.3, we shall estimate the term
I, introduced in (10.54). Using (1.14) and (10.21), we have
) dx

I, <cRY |1+ ([\I’d]éR)il BZ/[Q Val g, (’% (10.99)

o

Bar

ay 1=y
<c <R°‘ + R T [osc u} ) < c(datag(Qo)) R/,

where we have used (10.98) with the choice of § = (1 + «)/2 and Bag C Q with R < 1. Plugging this
estimate in (10.53), we find

F (Ao(Da), D) da| < cldataa( o) Qs(R) [D¢l (5, (10.100)
1/8
where
Q3(R) := w(R) + (1 + w(R)) R+ | (10.101)
where the vector field Ay has been defined in (10.43). We consider a function h € w + VVOL@0 (B1/s) satisfying

(10.81)-(10.84) with the term D(e, R) replaced by Q3(R) defined above. Let h be the scaled back function
of hin Br/g as

Tr — X

h(z) := Eq(w, Br/2)Rh < > for every € Bg/s(o). (10.102)

LWl
Clearly, h € w+ W, Wals, (Bgys) is a local minimizer of the functional Fq defined in (10.85) which means
that
Fo(h) = / Fy(Dh)dzx < / Fo(Dh + Do) dz < Fo(h + ¢) (10.103)
Brys Brys

N2

LWl 5
holds for every ¢ € W, “r(Bg /8)- Arguing similarly as in the proof of Lemma 10.2 together with recalling

(10.19), we see

F Wils, (Dyde <2 f (w5, (Dulde < 22 £ it Dul) ds

Br/s Brys Br
< e(n,v, L) ][ U 4(x, |Du|) dz,
Bar

which proves (10.97). We write the inequality (10.83) in view of G, H,, w and h in order to have

(10.104)

][ [|[Va(Dw) — Ve (Dh)|? + a(z,)| Vi, (Dw) — Vi, (DR)|?] da
Brys

w — (w)BR/2

<) iy, (|22 ) o< d@uri f g, (Dab s o109

R/2 R/2
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(datay(€)), 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). O

Proof of Theorem 10.1. It follows from Theorem 10.2 and a standard covering argument that, for
every open subset Qg € 2 and any number k > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(datag(£2), k) such that
][ Uy(x, |Du|)dz < cR™* (10.106)
Bar
for every Bap C o with R < 1. Now we fix an open subset y € Q and a ball Bop = Bagr(xo) C Qo with
R < 1. Then applying Lemma 10.4 and Lemma 10.6,
][ (Ve (D) — Ve(DR)P + a(ea)|Vir, (Du) — Vir, (DR)?) da

Brys

(10.107)
(R +QUR) f Vo, [Dul do
Bar
for some constant ¢ = c¢(dataq(Q)) and s1 = s1(datay), where
RF 4+ (14 R“)waﬁ% if (10.12a) is assumed,
Q(R) =1 RM 4 (1 + RM)RT0T if (10.12b) is assumed, (10.108)

RH + (1 + R*)R=0F(Ha) if (10.12c) is assumed,

in which v is the Holder continuity exponent determined via Theorem 5.2 under the double phase settings
and dg is the higher integrability exponent coming from Lemma 10.2. Denoting by

min < py, 144, %} if (10.12a) is assumed,
d = d(datag(2)) ;= min { puy, S1/, %} if (10.12b) is assumed, (10.109)
min { py, $14, %} if (10.12¢) is assumed,
and choosing k = d/4 in (10.106), the inequality (10.107) can be written as
][ (Ve (Du) — Ve (Dh)? + a(xq)|Vir, (Du) — Vi, (Dh)|?) da < cR3/*

Brys

(10.110)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(datay(€)), 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

][ (Va]p, (|Dh|)dz < c ][ U4(x, |Dul) dz (10.111)
Br/s Bar

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n,v,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:

we WHY(Q)NLHQ) (k=1)

w1 11.1
M (k) :==supA (tnﬂ', —) < o0, (1L.1)
>0 t

where the function A : (0,00) x (0,00) — (0, 00) has been defined in (1.11) together with wg,ws : [0,00) —
[0, 00) being concave functions vanishing at the origin such that a(-) € C%%(Q) and b(-) € C%“*(Q). To see
the meaning of the assumption (11.1),, let us consider the standard double phase that G(t) = t7, Hy(t) = t¢
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and we(t) = t*, w, =0 for 1 < p < ¢ and o € (0,1]. Under these standard double phase settings, the
assumption (11.1), is equivalent to the following one:

oK

g p+ (11.2)

n+rk
A local Q-minimizer u € W1¥(Q) implies that u € W'P(Q). It is clearly interesting point that p < n,
otherwise we can prove u € LS (2) 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

weLl” g (€©). Choosing k = , the condition (11.2) is equivalent to the following one

loc

ap
qu"'_v
n

which generates the same condition as (1.6a), as we have discussed in the introduction part. Now if £ >
then we would have

p?

ap
q<p+7<p+

n+k’

which tells us the possible range of ¢ 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{2 (2). To do this, we start by
proving a Sobolev-Poincaré inequality under the assumption (11.1),.

Theorem 11.1. Let v € WYY (Bg) N L*(Bg) for a ball Br C Q with R < 1 under the assumption
(11.1),. Then, for any d € {1, %), there exist constants 0 = 0(n, s(G), s(Hg), s(Hyp), k,d) € (0,1) and

c=c(n,s(G),s(Hg), s(Hp),wa(1),wp(1), &, d) such that the following Sobolev-Poincaré-type inequality holds:

][ {\1/ (:v v=Wsn )}d de| <en, ][[\I/(x, Do)’ de| (11.3)
where : )
Aoy = 1 ([, + Blon) | Aa(R) + Nl /|v|“dx v (11.4)

Moreover, the above estimate (11.3) is still valid with v — (v)p,, replaced by v if v € Wol"‘l}(BR) NL"(Bg).

Proof. Note that the above theorem covers [75, Theorem 3.1], which is a special case when G(t) = 7,

H(t) = 1%, we(t) = t* and wp(-) = 0 for some constants 1 < p < ¢ and o € (0,1]. Also our proof is much

more elementary comparing with the approach used there. Using the continuity of the coefficient functions
) and b(-) and arguing in the same way as in (4.6), we find

s ralt

') <t £ [
Bluywn(R) f[Hb
+3 ][ BR

=:6 wajl+6 wb[2+313

al=

U)BR

-

( * )]d d (11.5)

)

v—( U)B
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We now shall deal with estimating the terms I; with ¢ € 1,2,3 in (11.5) using the additional a priori
assumption u € L"(Bg) under (11.1),. In turn, using (2.2) and the assumption (11.1),, we see

HGQ%)GW_@BR) Y

I1 = wq(R) ][ a ) f
)N el tm))|

’L)*('L))BR
R

/N

1
ISH
=

Br
o (Qv - g)BR

< Ma(K)wa(R) ][ 1+

for the constant ¢, = 2(1 + w,(1)). Using Holder’s inequality with conjugate exponents ("%g“ Dtk ), we

' nt+k—d
n_ _dr_ v —
R (o= (@) 75 o (|2 e
R

1 nt+r—d
n+k (n+r)d (n+r)d

n n+r—d
< R ][|v_(v)BR|“ dx f{a(%)] i
(nr)d CEeoTs
ntr—d
/|’U| dx (B][ )} dx

for some constant ¢ = c(n) Combining the last two displays and arguing similarly for I, we discover

d
)} dx
nt+r—d
(ntr)d (ntr)d

e . Ty,
+ (k) /|v|'/" dx ][ {G = >] dx
R R

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, wq(1),ws(1)). Now we apply Lemma 4.1 to ® = G with dy = d and dp = ?Jfﬁ)g
in order to have an exponent 6, = 0;(n, s(G),k,d) € ) such that

have

’U—

1

Br

I+ Ir < eM(k) ][ [G

v—(v)

1

o1
L+ 1 <c| Mk)+ M(r /|v dx (B][ (|1Dv))?" d (11.6)

holds for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s(G),wa(1),ws(1), &, d). On the other hand, since ¥ € N with an index
s(V) = s(G) + s(H,) + s(Hp) by Remark 2.2, we are able to apply Lemma 4.1 with & = W for dg =d. In
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turn, there exists 0 = 63(n, s(¥), d) such that

1
02

Iy <ec ][ (W5, (IDv])]* do (11.7)

with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(¥),d). Taking into account the estimates obtained in (11.6)-(11.7) into (11.5),
recalling the very definition of Wy in (2.3) and setting 6 := max{61, 62}, we arrive at (11.3). The proof is
finished. O

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 6 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hyp), x) such that
2
v = (U)BR

][\IJ <x i ) dzr < chsp ][[\1/(3;, |Dvl)]? da (11.8)

BR R

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(Hy), s(Hp),wq (1), wp(1), k), where Ay, is the one same as in (11.4).

Remark 11.2. With u € W1 ¥ (Q) being a local Q-minimizer of the functional P, we here point out that it is
also possible to suppose a priori u € W®(2) for some Young function ®. In this case, discovering a relevant
assumption like (11.1), 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:

data; = {n, \i(k), K, s(G), s(Ha), s(Hp), wa(1),ws(1), [ull 1 r (0 » Q- (11.9)

As usual, for any open subset Qy € €2, we denote by data;({2y) the set of parameters defined above together
with dist(Qg, 9Q). 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 € WH¥(Q) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1) under the assumption
(11.1). Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(data;) such that

R
L (Bgr/2) Br

‘I’BR( ><c][\1f<w,|Du|> da  for a.e 1,22 € Bpys, (11.11)

R

whenever Br = Br(xo) C Q is a ball with R < 1. In particular, uw € L2 (£2).

loc

(u — (U)BR)i
R

(u — (U)BR)i
R

) dx (11.10)

and

u(z1) — u(x2)
R

Proof. The meaning of data; 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:

u(xo + Rz) — (u) By .

u(zr) == 7 , a(x):=a(zeg + Rx), b(z):=b(ze+ Rx),
U(x, 1) = G(t) + a(x)H(t) + bla)H (1), (11.12)
A(k,s) := Bs(0)n{u >k} and B(k,s):= Bs(0)N{u <k}

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 8 = 0(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), ) € (0,1) such that

=

[ vt shae < chy | 106 D) d (11.13)

B1 1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(Hy,), s(Hp),wq(1),wp(1), k), whenever f € Wol’@(Bl) N L%(By), where

e
fop = 1+ (fah, + ) (Mt MR | [ 1f17 o
Using the continuity properties of a(-) and b(-), we see
I:=/@(:v,|f|)d:c
B
< 2lalu,a(R) [ Ha(lf)do+ 2b)an(R) [ Bl do+ [ 05, (f])do
B B, B

= 2[a]wa11 + 2[b]wb12 —|— Ig,
where

Uy (1) == G(t) + inf a(x)H,(t) + inf b(x)Hy(t) for every ¢ = 0.
zE€B1 zE€B1

Now we estimate the terms I; for i € {1,2, 3} similarly as in the proof of Theorem 11.1. In turn, using the
assumption (11.1), and (2.2), we have

/ G
< ( o (1r7=5)] ) G s a

s ( [ wa(R) nﬂD G 7)) du
< M(K)(1+w, (1 (If]) dz +2X4(x IfI7G (|f]) d
e "

Arguing in the same way, we have

I < M(w)(1+ wp(1)) / (7)) dz + 2ha / FIFEG(If]) d

B

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)p, is a local @-minimizer of the functional P in (1.1), using a
Caccioppoli inequality of Lemma 5.1, one can see that

/\If(x, |D(@ — k)y|)de < c/\If (:C, %) dx (11.14)

Bt Bs

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(s(G), s(H,), s(Hp), Q), whenever 0 < ¢t < s < 1 and k € R. Let us now
consider the concentric balls B, € B, € B, with 1/2< p < s<1andt:= (p+s)/2. Let n € C5°(By) be a
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standard cut-off function such that xp, <7 < xp, and |Dn| < p = . Now we apply inequality (11.13)

from Step 1 above in order to have a positive exponent § = 9( s(Q), ( ), S(Hyp), ) such that

=

/’ium—kwx</¢mmw—kMMx<&$ /@@mew—m+me

A(k,p) B 1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s(G), s(H,), s(Hp),wa(1),ws(1), k), where

1

n+rK
Rop = L+ ([a, +[blwy) [ (k) + Ma(r)R /[n(ﬂ — k)" do
By recalling the definition of 4 in (11.12), we have
1 1
n+r n+r
Rep < C 1+R(B][ u— | d:v <c|l+ /|u|“dw

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, A4(k), [a]w, +[b]w, ). 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. O

Theorem 11.3. Let u € WY (Q) be a local Q-minimizer of the functional P defined in (1.1) under the
coefficient functions a(-) € C*+(Q) and b(-) € C**() for w,,wp being non-negative concave functions van-
ishing at the origin. If the assumption (11.1) is satisfied, then for for every open subset Qo € 2, there exists
a Holder continuity exponent v = vy(data;(Q)) € (0,1) such that

[ull Lo () + [Wo,y:00 < c(data;($20)) (11.15)
and the oscillation estimate
P\
< — .
cgpcu\c(R) 9scu (11.16)

holds for some ¢ = c(data;(Q0)) and all concentric balls B, € Br € Qy € Q with R < 1

Proof. First let us observe that, for every ¢t > 1, we have

walt) 1+wa (t7) walt)
T eu® oo (7))~ () et (6750)

1
<1+

<1+ —==< —
+ Wq (tn+m) wa(l)

This same inequality holds true also for wy. Therefore, for every ¢ > 1, we see that

A (t7 l) < /\4(/1)( wa(t) 1+wa( s ) N wb(t) 14w, (tﬁ)>

t L+ wa(t) w, (t7++) L4+wp(t) wy (t%ﬂ)
< Mals )(1+ i )+%> —

where we have used the assumption (11.1),. On the other hand, recalling that the functions w, and wy are
increasing, we have

Wa

A <t, %) <A (t— %) < Ma(k) < o

for every t € (0,1]. Recalling that u € L2 (€2) 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). O
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Remark 11.3. As a consequence of the last two theorems like we have that if u € W1¥(Q) is a local
@Q-minimizer of the functional P under the assumption (11.1), then v € L{3.(Q) and (1.13), is satisfied.

loc

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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