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LOCAL REGULARITY FOR NONLOCAL EQUATIONS WITH VARIABLE
EXPONENTS

JAMIL CHAKER AND MINHYUN KIM

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study local regularity properties of minimizers of nonlocal
variational functionals with variable exponents and weak solutions to the corresponding
Euler-Lagrange equations. We show that weak solutions are locally bounded when the vari-
able exponent p is only assumed to be continuous and bounded. Furthermore, we prove that
bounded weak solutions are locally Holder continuous under some additional assumptions
on p. On the one hand, the class of admissible exponents is assumed to satisfy a log-Holder-
type condition inside the domain, which is essential even in the case of local equations.
On the other hand, since we are concerned with nonlocal problems, we need an additional
assumption on p outside the domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study the regularity theory for minimizers of the nonlocal
variational functional

u(z) —u (@)
(1.1) Flu) = /n /n p(|at (y)) W dy dz

|x — y|n+sp(£r,y)

and for weak solutions to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation, where n € N, s € (0, 1),
and p: R" x R® — R is a continuous function such that

(1.2) p(z,y) = py, =)

and

(1.3) 1< inf p(z,y) < sup p(z,y) < +oo.
x,yER" Z7y€Rn

This functional is a nonlocal analog of a local variational functional

1
1.4 = | —|Du(z)[P@®
(1.4 Fclt) = [ —51Du(w)P) da,
where  is a bounded domain in R™ and p : 2 — R is a measurable function such that
1 <infyeqp(z) < sup,cqp(z) < +o0o. The functional in (1.4) was first considered by Zhikov
[52, 51]. The regularity properties for minimizers of (1.4) or more general local variational
functionals have been established in several works. See for instance [46, 47, 2, 53, 5, 20, 54,
21, 34, 3, 38, 37, 17, 48, 32] and the references therein.
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A function u € W#P()(R™) is said to be a minimizer of F in € if
F(u) < Flu+ )

for any measurable function ¢ : R™ — R supported inside 2. See Section 2.2 for the definition
of the function space W*P(~)(R™). It is standard to show that minimizers of F in Q are weak
solutions to the Euler—Lagrange equation

in ©, where (—A);(' y is the fractional p(+,-)-Laplacian defined by

Ju(z) — u(y) P (u(z) - uly))

(_A)p(w')u(x) =P.V. R ‘I _ y‘n-i-sp(x,y)

dy, =z €R".

See Section 3 for the precise definition of weak solution.

Before we formulate the assumptions on p and the main results of this paper, let us recall
the regularity results for local variational functionals and the corresponding local operators.
It is known [34] that minimizers of (1.4) in 2 and weak solutions to the corresponding Euler—
Lagrange equation —A, . u = 0 in  are locally bounded in €2, provided that p : Q@ — R is

p()
continuous on 2. Moreover, if the modulus of continuity w of p satisfies

(1.6) lim sup w(R) log <1) < +o0,
R—0 R

then the minimizers and weak solutions are locally Hélder continuous. The log-Hélder con-
tinuity (1.6) is sharp in the sense that regularity properties such as Holder continuity and
even higher integrability fail to hold if the condition (1.6) is violated (see [54]). Moreover, it
is proved [54] that the functional (1.4) exhibits the Lavrentiev phenomenon if and only if the
condition (1.6) is dropped. Furthermore, the singular part of the measure representation of
relaxed integrals with variable exponent disappears if and only if (1.6) holds (see [1]).

The log-Holder-type condition (1.6) is equivalent to the condition that there exists a con-
stant L > 0 such that

RP-(Br(z0))—p+(Br(z0)) < L for all Br(z) C 9,

where

p+(E) :=supp(z) and p_(E):= inf p(z),
xEFE el

see [29]. It is natural to expect that a similar condition on p is required to obtain Holder
regularity results for the nonlocal variational functional (1.1) and the nonlocal equation (1.5).
We introduce the following condition on p.

Definition 1.1. We say that a function p : R” x R” — R satisfies the condition (P1) in  if
there exists a constant L > 0 such that

(P1) RP-(BxB)=p+(BxB) < [, for all B = Bg(xq) C Q,

where

p+(Ex F)= sup p(z,y) and p_(ExF)= inf p(z,y).
rzeFE,yeF zeEyeF

Since we are concerned with nonlocal problems, we also need the information of p outside
the domain.
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Definition 1.2. We say that a function p : R™ x R™ — R satisfies the condition (P2) in Q if

(P2) p(Bx BY)<py(BxB) and p_(Bx B <p_(BxB) forall B= Bg(z) C Q.
Let us make some comments on the conditions (P1) and (P2).

Remark 1.3.

(i) Note that the condition (P1) does not imply that p is log-Holder continuous as a 2n-
variable function, since B x B in (P1) is not a ball with respect to the Euclidean metric
in R?". The condition (P1) is actually weaker than the log-Hélder continuity of p. Let us
first prove that the log-Holder continuity of p implies (P1). If p is log-H6lder continuous,
that is,

C

—log \/lz1 — z2f? + [y1 — y2]?
for all (x1,y1), (x2,y2) € Q x Q with \/\acl —x9|? 4 |y1 — y2|* < 1/2, then

C
Ip-(Bx B) =pr(Bx Bl < =0y

Ip(w1,y1) — P22, 92)| <

for any B = Bg(ro) C Q with R < 1/8. Thus,

RP-(BXB)=p(BXB) < RC/log(2V2R) _ o (C log R > < 20
o log(2v2R)/) —
If R > 1/8, then RP-(BxB)=p+(BxB) < gp+(BxB)=p—(BxB) < glpllo Therefore, (P1) is
proved for any R > 0.

Let us next provide an example of p that is not log-Holder continuous, but satisfies
the condition (P1). The example will be given in R x R, but it can be easily extended to
R™xR". Let w be a modulus of continuity that is smooth, bounded, concave, increasing,
and satisfies

(1.7) LI

A g Ruw(R)
Define p(x,y) = |z|w(|y|), then p is clearly not log-Hélder continuous by (1.7). To show
that p satisfies (P1) in (—1,1), let 2,y € B := (z9 — R, z9 + R) with R < 1. Then,
ps =y (B x B) = (|0l + R)w(lzo| + B) and
0 if |xo] < R,
p—=p_(B x B) = { (z0 — R)w(zo — R) if xo > R,
(xo + R)w(zo+ R) if 29 < —R.

When |zg| < R, we have
RP-—p+ = R-(wol+ R0l +R) < p=2Rw(2R) < p=2lwllef < 9|yl ..

If g > R, then by the mean value theorem,

p+ —p— =2Rf'(x.)

for some x, € B, where f(t) = tw(t). Since f is concave and bounded, we have f'(t) =
w(t) +tw'(t) < 2w(t) < 2||w||oo- Thus,

RP-—P+ < R2R[ (x) < R 4wl R < 4wl o-
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The case g < —R can be treated in the same way. Therefore, p satisfies (P1) in (—1,1).
For an explicit example of such p, one can consider a modulus of continuity w that
behaves like 1/log(—log R) or log(log(1/R))/(—log R) near zero.
(ii) Let us provide a nontrivial example of a function p : R" x R™ — R satisfying (P1) and
(P2) in B;. Let w be given by

1
3— (— A 1> if r <1
w(r) = log r €
wo(r) if r > é,

where wy is any non-increasing function such that wo(1/e) = 2 and lim, o wo(r) > 1,
and define p : R” x R” — R by p(z,y) = w(|xz — y|) (see Figure 1). Then, p satisfies
(P1) because p is log-Holder continuous as a 2n-variable function. Moreover, for any

B = Bg(zo) C By, we have
p+(Bx B°)=3=py(BxB) and p_(Bx B°)=2<w(2R)=p_(B x B).

Therefore, p also satisfies (P2).

FIGURE 1. Visualization of an example.

(iii) The conditions (P1) and (P2) do not restrict p on ¢ xQ°. In fact, for the local regularity
results we do not need any information about p on ¢ x Q¢ except for the global bound
(1.3). This is because the double integral over Q¢ x Q¢ vanishes whenever we use a cutoff
function.

Let us now present the main results of this paper. The first result is the local boundedness
of weak solutions to (1.5). Throughout the paper, we always assume that p : R” x R" — R
is a continuous function satisfying (1.2) and (1.3). Note that the following theorem does not
require the conditions (P1) and (P2).



Theorem 1.4. Let Q be a bounded domain in R™. If u € WP()(R™) satisfies

u (y)P@y) =1 u_(y)P@y) -1 _
(1.8) 21618 /Rn W dy < 400 21618 - W dy < 400, respectively

and is a weak subsolution (supersolution, respectively) to (1.5) in Q, then u is locally bounded
from above (below, respectively) in Q. If u € WPC)(R™) is a weak solution to (1.5) in Q
satisfying (1.8) with uy replaced by |u|, then u € LS (Q2).

As a consequence of Theorem 1.4, we know that every minimizer of (1.1) in € is locally
bounded in 2 since it is a weak solution to (1.5) in €.

Indeed, we prove a stronger result than Theorem 1.4, which provides a quantitative esti-
mate of the supremum wu, see Theorem 4.1. The strategy for the proof of Theorem 1.4 or
Theorem 4.1 is to develop the De Giorgi theory for the nonlocal functional F with variable
exponent. This approach for nonlocal functionals with constant exponent has been studied
extensively in the last few years. See for instance [41, 18, 36, 42, 33] for the case p = 2,
and [26, 27, 16, 45, 22] for p > 1. For a deeper discussion on fractional De Giorgi classes
and their applications for the regularity of nonlocal problems, we refer the reader to [23] and
the references therein. Analogously, we obtain the Caccioppoli-type estimate that contains
terms with variable exponents, and then use the De Giorgi iteration technique to establish
Theorem 1.4. Due to the variable exponent in the Caccioppoli-type estimate, an additional
difficulty arises in the De Giorgi iteration that does not occur in the case of the constant
exponent. That is, different exponents involving p; and p_ come into play in the iteration.
Thus, the supremum of w is controlled by a maximum of two LP+-norms of u with different
powers, and the nonlocal tail term having the variable exponent (see Theorem 4.1).

Let us mention that local boundedness of weak solutions to more general problems involving
subcritical nonlinearity has been recently settled by Ho and Kim [39]. However, their result
requires an additional log-Holder-type assumption on p to cover the subcritical nonlinearity
with variable exponent. For the equation (1.5), this type of additional regularity on p is not
necessary.

The second main result is the Holder continuity of bounded weak solutions to (1.5).

Theorem 1.5. Let 2 be a bounded domain in R™. Assume that p satisfies (P1) and (P2)
in Q. If u € WSPG)(R™) is a weak solution to (1.5) in Q satisfying (1.8), then u is locally
Holder continuous in 2.

Theorem 1.5 follows from a growth lemma. In order to prove the growth lemma, we
need two ingredients: an improved Caccioppoli-type estimate and a fractional De Giorgi
isoperimetric-type inequality. The Caccioppoli-type estimate we establish to prove Theo-
rem 1.4 is actually an improved version, which was first introduced by Cozzi [22] for the
fractional p-Laplacian with p constant (see also [18]). Our Caccioppoli-type estimate not
only makes it possible to use the fractional De Giorgi isoperimetric-type inequality as in [22],
but also takes variable exponents into account.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is significantly different in the De Giorgi iteration from the one
for the case of the constant exponent. As in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we also encounter
different exponents involving p; and p_ in the De Giorgi iteration. However, this mismatch
of exponents causes a more serious problem when we investigate the modulus of continuity of
weak solutions. We will see that the assumption (P1) on p solves this problem.
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Another difference is that the variable exponent in the nonlocal tail term affects the iter-
ation as well. This difficulty does not exist in the local variational problems with variable
exponent as well as the nonlocal problem with constant exponent. The variable exponent
in mixed regions, which appears in the nonlocal tail, interacts with the variable exponent in
local terms. With this regard, the assumption (P2) on p is required.

Similar results to ours have recently been studied by Jihoon Ok using a different approach,
see [49].

The authors wish to thank Moritz Kassmann from Bielefeld University for stimulating
discussions.

Outline. The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the variable exponents
Lebesgue spaces, fractional Sobolev spaces with variable exponents, and fractional Sobolev
embedding theorems. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the improved Caccioppoli-type
estimate with variable exponent, which will be used in the proofs of local boundedness and
Holder regularity for weak solutions. In Section 4, we actually prove a stronger assertion
Theorem 4.1 than Theorem 1.4, which provides a quantitative local estimate on the supremum
of weak subsolutions. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 5 by establishing a growth
lemma. This is proved by using the improved Caccioppoli-type estimate and the isoperimetric-
type inequality.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly review the variable exponent Lebesgue spaces and fractional
Sobolev spaces with variable exponents. Furthermore, we recall the fractional Sobolev em-
bedding theorems for the constant exponent case.

2.1. Variable exponents Lebesgue spaces. Let 2 C R™ be an open set and let p: 2 — R
be a measurable function satisfying

1 < inf p(x) < supp(x) < +o0.
zef €

We define the variable exponent Lebesgue spaces
LPO(Q) = {u 2 — R measurable : 07,()(q)(u/A) < +oo for some A > 0}

endowed with the norm

el ocr @y = inf {A > 05 g0y (u/X) <1},

0100 / () P@

It is well known that LP() () is a Banach space, see [44, 35, 30] for instance. Let us collect
some useful inequalities for later use.

where

Lemma 2.1. [35, Theorem 1.3] Let u € LPO)(Q) and ps+ = p+(Q), then
(i) llullppr @y > 1 (= 1;,< 1) if and only if 0ppc) ) > 1 (=1;<1);
() f Ll sy 2 L the [l < ooy (@) < ol

(iii) szuHLp() @ <1, then Hu] bO(©) < 0ppy (o) (u) < HuHLP( Q)"



Lemma 2.2. [44, Theorem 2.1] For every u € LPO)(Q) and v € LV O)(Q), it holds that

/ fu(@)o(@)| dz < 2ul oyl oo

where 1/p(x) +1/p'(x) =

See [44, 35, 30, 24] for more properties of the variable exponent Lebesgue spaces.

2.2. Fractional Sobolev spaces with variable exponents. The fractional Sobolev spaces
with variable exponents were first introduced recently by Kaufmann, Rossi, and Vidal [43],
and have been studied in different contexts. See [25, 11, 12, 4, 7, 10, 39, 8, 13, 15, 19, 50,
6, 9, 14, 40, 55| and references therein. Note that the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces with variable
smoothness and integrability have been introduced in [31], which are isomorphic to W#P() (R™)
if k € NU{0} respectively, the variable exponent Bessel potential space Eo"p(')(R") fora >0
under suitable assumptions on p. In the scope of this paper, we will focus on the fractional
Sobolev spaces with variable exponents introduce in [43].

In this section, let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™ or 2 = R™. Let p € C(Q2 x Q)
be such that p(z,y) = p(y, z) and

1<p_(QxQ)<pi(QxQ) <400,

and define p(z) = p(z, ). For s € (0,1), the fractional Sobolev space with variable exponents
is defined as

Wwert)(Q) = {u e 1PO(Q) ; Owen(-) () (U/A) < +oo for some A > O} ,

where

[ [ @) — uy ey
QWS»pM)(Q)(u) —/Q 0 |$_y|n+sp($,y) dy dz.

We define a seminorm

[Wlyentor gy = 08 {A > 0 oy oy (w/X) <1}
It is well known [43] that W*P()(Q) is a Banach space with the norm

[ullwsrco@) = llull ro) @) + [Wwsrco -
Let us also define
s () (W) = 000 () () + Qppsnt (o) (1)

and a norm

|wlyysnc.) () = nf {)\ > 01 Oy (u/A) < 1}

Then, it is clear that two norms ||ullyysrc.)(q) and [ulysm.) () are comparable, see [39]. It
is also easy to obtain the following lemma from the definitions of the norms.

Lemma 2.3. Let u € WP (Q) and pr = p(Q x Q), then

(1) if [ulyysnc ) = 1, then [uly pir () S Owsato (o) (v) < [u Ut Q)
(i) if [ulyento ) < 1, then [u]r, pe() S Qwsato () (1) < [u ]WS,,,(‘,.)(Q);
(iii) if [ulyyenc.y(q) > 1, then |u|WS,p<,,_>(Q) < Byrent oy (1) < Ju W@p(.,.)(ﬂ);
(10) if [ulyencoia) < 1 then lulbt e g < Bencoq) (@) < [ulfy -
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Recently, the fractional Sobolev embeddings with variable exponents have been studied
in [43, 39, 40]. However, the fractional Sobolev embeddings with constant exponents are
sufficient for the local regularity theory with variable exponents. Let us recall the following
embedding theorems for constant exponent fractional Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 2.4. [28, Theorem 6.7] Let @ C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let s € (0,1)
and p € [1,n/s). Then there exists a constant C = C(n,s,p,Q) > 0 such that, for any
u € WP(Q), we have

[ullae) < Cllullwsrq)
for any q € [1,np/(n — sp)].

Theorem 2.5. [22, Corollary 4.9] Let s € (0,1), p € [1,n/s), and R > 0. Let u € Wy (Bg)
and suppose that uw =0 on a set Qy C Br with |Qo| > v|Br| for some v € (0,1]. Then,

||u||Ln711;p (Bx) < Clulwsr ()

for some C = C(n,s,p,7vy) > 0.

)

Theorem 2.6. [28, Theorem 8.2] Let 2 C R" be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let s € (0,1
(€2),

andp > n/s. Then there exists a constant C = C(n, s,p,Q) > 0 such that, for any u € LP
we have

[ullga@y < Cllullws» ),

where a = (sp —n)/p.

3. CACCIOPPOLI-TYPE ESTIMATE

This section is devoted to the Caccioppoli-type estimate for weak subsolutions and super-
solutions to (1.5). Let us first provide the definitions of weak subsolutions and supersolutions.

Definition 3.1. A function v € W*P(:)(R™) is a weak subsolution (weak supersolution,
respectively) to (1.5) in Q if

/ / Ju(z) — u(y) P (w(z) — u(y) (e(@) — ¢(y))

|x — y|n+sp(x,y)

dydx <0 (>0, respectively)

for every nonnegative ¢ € W5P(:)(R") such that ¢ = 0 a.e. outside Q. A function u €
WPt (R™) is a weak solution to (1.5) in € if it is a weak subsolution and supersolution.

The Caccioppoli-type estimate is a key ingredient for the local regularity results. This
type of estimate has been established by many authors (see for instance [27, 45, 16, 22]) for
the case of the fractional p-Laplacian with a constant p > 1. The main difference between
Caccioppoli-type estimates for the local and nonlocal operators is that the estimate for the
nonlocal operator involves a nonlocal tail term. Moreover, in [22], Cozzi improved the estimate
to take an isoperimetric-type inequality into account. In this section, we generalize Cozzi’s
estimate to the fractional p(-,-)-Laplacian.
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Theorem 3.2. Let Q C R” be a bounded domain. Let u € WP()(R™) be a weak subsolution
to (1.5) in Q. Then, for any By(zo) € Br(xo) C  and any k € R,

(3.1)

QWS*P('a‘)(BT(zO))(er) +/

B
BR IEO BR IEO

p(zy)-1 ntsp(a,y)
+C sup / w+ () ( 2R ) dy / wy(z) dz,
R™\Br(zo) [y — zo["TP@¥) \ R —r Br(z0)

zeEB RS_T (SC())

(xry)fl
w () / Wy dy d
7‘(1'0) B

(a) [T — g eP@y)

p@y) dy dx
|gj — y|"*(1*3)P(3«”vy)

R—r

where wy := (u— k). The constant C' depends only on p+(Br(zo) x Br(xg)).

Remark 3.3. If u € W*P()(R") is a weak supersolution to (1.5) in €2, then (3.1) holds with
w4 and w— replaced by w_ and w,, respectively.

In order to prove Theorem 3.2, we need an algebraic inequality. Recall that, in the case of
p(+)-Laplacian with 1 < p_ < p(x) < p; < 0o, the inequalities

| Dw|P™ =2 Dw - D(wiP+) > | Dw[PEqyr+ —p+!Dw!p(x)’lnp+’1w|Dn!

1
(3.2) > (D@ — S| Dwp@y" DT — ) | Dy

Vv

%|Dw|p($)77p+ — CwP®)| Dy |P®)

for some C > 0, play a crucial role for establishing Caccioppoli-type estimates (see, e.g., [34]).
The following lemma is a discrete version of (3.2).

Lemma 3.4. Let a,b> 0, 71,72 € [0,1], and 1 < p_ < p(x,y) < pt < 0o. Then,
la — b|P@Y) =2 (q — b) (arf™ —bry")

(3:3) 1 (2.9) (2.9) (2.9)
> §|a — bP\*Y) (max{ry, 2 })P+* — C(max{a, b})P'*"Y |1y — [P Y]

for some C = C(py,p—) > 0.
Proof. Since

(a—0) (ar{t —brd*) > (a = b)*r" —bla—b||77" —74F| and
(a —b) (CLT{)+ ngJr) > (a— b)2 5* —ala — bHTl —7'2 *,
we have
(3.4) (a—Db) (a7'1 b7'§+) > (a — b)*(max{r, 2 })P* — max{a,b}|a — bVt — .

By convexity of the function f(7) = 7P+,

[Tt =13t < max{f'(1), f'(12) }[11 — 72

(3.5) o
< pilm — mof(max{Ty, T2} )P+
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Thus, it follows from (3.4), (3.5), and Young’s inequality that

la — bP@)=2(aq — b) (arP* — bry")
—1 _plw _1y_pley)
> |a — bP"Y) (max{ry, 7a})P+ — p+%€1fw$1 la — b|P@Y) (max{r, TQ})(p+ Do) —1

_ Pt _p(ay) pWVPEY) | — 1 |P(EY)
€ maxi{a, T — T
p(z,y) ( ta,b)) In 2

> (1 _ p+5p+/(p+—1)) la — bIPEY) (max{r, 7 })P+ — iie—m (max{a, b})PEY) |7y — ry|P@d),

Taking < = (1/(2p;))®+~1/7+, we obtain (3.3) with C = 2= (2p, )p+1, 0

Proof of Theorem 3.2. In this proof, every ball is centered at xg. Let n be a cut-off function
satisfying n € [0,1], suppn C Brer C Br, n = 1 in B,, and |Dn| < 4/(R —r). Let py =
2

p+(Bgr x Br). We first assume that u € L>®(Bag), then ¢(z) = w, (z)n(z)P+ € W*PE)(R?)
by [49, Lemma 4.1]. Applying the definition of weak subsolutions with the test function ¢,
we have

ox [ [ e s ) —uote) =) g,
(3.6) Br J/Br

|gj — y‘n+5p(xvy)

Ju(z) — u(y) [P 2 (u(@) — u(y))ws (2)n(z)P+ .
+2/BR/n\BR dydx-[l—i—fg

‘aj — y’”+5p($7y)
It is easy to see that

[ulz) — u(y) P92 (u(x) — u(y)) (p(z) = ¢(y))

3.7
D > Jwi(z) — wy () P2 (wy (2) — wie (y)) (we (@)n(@)PF — wi(y)n(y)P),

as in the proof of [27, Lemma 1.4]. Moreover, by Lemma 3.4 with a = wy(x), b = wy(y),
71 = n(z), and 72 = n(y), we obtain

jw () = wa () P2 (wo () — wi (9) (ws (2)n(2)" = w (y)n(y)™)
(3.8) > %\m(m) — wy (y)[""Y (max{n(z), n(y) })"*

— Clmax{w (@), wi () DD () — () P

for all x,y € Bg, where C = C(p+,p—) > 0. On the other hand, it is obvious that
(3.9) [u(@) = u(y) P2 (u(@) — u(y))(ple) = @ly) =0
when u(x),u(y) < k. Furthermore, if u(x) > k and u(y) < k, then

[u(@) = u(y) "2 (u(z) — uy))(p(z) - ()

3.10
310 >c ((w+($) — wy ()P wy (2)w_ (y)p(x’y)_1> Pt ()
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by a similar argument as in [22, Proposition 8.5], where ¢ = 2P~=2 A 1. Therefore, combining
(3.7)—(3.10) and using the symmetry of p(x,y), we estimate I; by

(3.11)

_ p(@,y)—2 _ _
(/. ).+ / N w2 () — u)) (@) = o) o 4
A+ Br\A} R ’:U — y’nJrSP(fB»y)
|w+ wy (y)[Pey) w_ (y)PEw) -1
/,«/r |90* |"+8p z,y) dydx+26/rw+($)/BR|x(y|n+sp(%y)dydx

z,y) _ p(z,y)
B C/ / w4 (z)P Y |n(z) — n(y)| dy dz,
Br JBr ’3? — y[ntspl@y)

where A} p = Br N {u > k}.
For I, we use the inequalities

Ju(@) = u(y) P2 (ule) — uly))ws (z)

v

—(uly) — u(@)E oy ()

> —w (y)e0 N (2)
and
ly — 2o |2 — wo| R+r 2R
<1 <1 = Brir R"\ B
ooy = e S R TR PPy R B
to obtain
L>—2 / / ()L ¢ () (x)P+ dy de
Br JR"\Bg |9C— |"+8p .Y)
m@ ) |
> -2 su / PRI L —— | wy (z)n(x)P* dz
(3.12) <m€suII))pn R™\Bp ‘xi ’nJrsp(x,y) Yy Br +( )"7( )

p(z,y)—1 9 n+sp(z,y)
> -2 sup / w4 (y)” ( R ) dy / wy (z) dz.
2€Brir JR™\Br ly — wo|rtpEy) \ R —r -

Therefore, (3.1) follows from (3.6), (3.11), (3.12), and |Dn| < 4/(R —r).
The general case u € WP() (R™) follows in the standard way by using truncated functions
and the monotone convergence theorem. O

4. LOCAL BOUNDEDNESS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. The idea of the proof of the local boundedness is
to fix a point xp € Q and find a small ball Bg/s(z0) C £ on which u is bounded. We begin
with Theorem 4.1, where the case p(zg,z¢) < n/s is covered. Theorem 4.1 not only proves
the local boundedness of weak subsolutions in Bp/y(7o) but also provides a quantitative
estimate of their supremum. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the De Giorgi iteration
technique. In the end of this section, we will prove Theorem 1.4 by combining Theorem 4.1
and Theorem 2.6.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R™ and let 0 < 0 < s < 1. Let u € WPt (R™)
be a weak subsolution to (1.5) in Q satisfying (1.8). For each xo € Q with p(xo,z9) < n/s,
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there is a radius R € (0,1) such that Bg = Bgr(xo) C Q, py < p* := —2— and

n—op—"’

1 9—P—

1 1
sup v < C' max <][ uht (z) dx) o , <][ uht (z) da:) e
Bry2 Br Br

1/(p+-1)
p(x’y)fl
+ ( sup / () ) dy) +1

v€Bp JR\ By [y — o] HEPEY

(4.1)

for any q € (max{py, "=}, p* ), where p+ = p+(Br x Br). The constant C depends on n,
S, 0, p+<BR X Rn); p—(BR X BR); q, and R.

Remark 4.2. If u € W*P(-)(R") is a weak supersolution to (1.5) in Q satisfying (1.8) (with
u_), then —u is a weak subsolution to (1.5) in € satisfying (1.8) (with wy), and hence (4.1)
holds with u replaced by —u.

The Caccioppoli-type inequality and the fractional Sobolev inequality are crucial tools for
the De Giorgi iteration. One can make use of the fractional Sobolev inequality with variable
exponent developed in [39], but it requires the assumption p4 (Bg(xo) X Bgr(xo)) < n/s, which
is stronger than the assumption made in Theorem 4.1, namely p(xg, xg) < n/s. Thus, we will
use the fractional Sobolev inequality with constant exponent (Theorem 2.4).

For local variational problems, we have the continuous embedding W1hP() (Q) < WP-(Q)
by a simple inequality [ |[DulP~dz < [(|Du[P® + 1)dz. However, a similar continuous
embedding W*?(:)(Q) < WP~ (Q) is not available. Instead, we prove the following lemma,
which shows a continuous embedding into a larger space with smaller orders of differentiability
o < s and integrability ¢ < p_. This lemma is a generalization of [22, Lemma 4.6].

Lemma 4.3. Let ' C Q C R" be two bounded measurable sets with d := diam(Q) < 1. Let
1<g<p-<plx,y) <py and 0 < o < s < 1, where py = p+(2 x Q), then Ws’p("')(Q) —
W4(Q). In particular, for any u € WG (Q),

Ju(z) — u(y)|? )“q
— 77 dydx
(L et a

py—q P_—q

s—o) P\ Pra sy P\ e
< Cmax (m’cf >) ”“,(mwd( )) ulygnt o),

where C' = C(”,S,O’,p+,p7,Q) > 0.

Proof. We define

_ Ju(@) —u(y))
Ulz,y) = ma
then
— q 1
U(a,y) = — 4D o)l L — V{z, )W (z,y).
|z — y|(n+sp(m,y))m |z — y’npp(fyy)q_(s_a)q
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Thus, by Lemma 2.2 we obtain

fu(@) — u(y)?
[ [ R0 gt = 100
<AVl W
(Qx

AT2a (ax)
= 2[ulfy,. ||W|| :
Ws:p() (Q ( ) 7(0x9)
Using Lemma 2.1, we have
PL—q P_—q
HWH <maxqo pe.o) (W) #+ 0 pte) (W) = ¢.
q(QXQ’) Lr()=a(QxQ) PC)—a (QxQ)
Since d < 1,
(z.9)
|I (I yl)l qq
0 _pCo) / - dy dx
Lp(~7~)—q(§2><ﬂ’ Q |x _y|
p4a
|JI _ p+ q
/Q/ Ix—yI" dde
p+q
< e
(s —o)py
Therefore, combining the previous estimates finishes the proof. O

As mentioned before, we will prove Theorem 4.1 by using the De Giorgi iteration technique.
For this purpose, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that a sequence {Y]}E";O of nonnegative numbers satisfies the recursion
relation

Yj41 < OV max {Y;.Hﬁl,yjlwz? N "}/jl-i-ﬁN}
for some constants C > 1,b>1, N €N, and fy 2 fp > -+ = By > 0. If

R
(4.2) Yy < min {crmb B?V,caﬁ},
then
_7_L
(4.3) Y, <C Ny % N for all 5 >0,

and, consequently, Y; — 0 as j — oo.

Proof. When Yy < 1, one can easily prove by induction that
(pyyi-1 Q4B =1 5 ;
Y,<C o b & vy o1 porall j >0,
1 -
under the assumption Yy < C” #xb N . This yields (4.3).
When Yy > 1, a similar argument shows that

(4py)—1 (BNl .

under the assumption (4.2). This also proves (4.3). O
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.1 by using Theorem 3.2, Lemma 4.3, and
Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let xg € Q with p(xo,x0) < n/s. By the continuity of p, we can take
R € (0,1/2) sufficiently small such that Br(zg) C 2 and
. np_
(1.4) py <pti= P
n—op_
where py = pi(BR(gzo) X Br(zp)). Note that op_ < sp_ < n.
We fix k € R and k € RT. In order to use the De Giorgi iteration, we set for each j € NU{0}

1 ; j j - =k k;

rj=5(1+2)R, 7= R o +2T”+1, ki=k+(1—27)k and k; = %ﬂ

and define ~
wj = (u—kj)+ and w; = (u—kj)4.
For simplicity, we write B; = B(x¢,r;) and B; = B(xq,7;).
By (4.4), we can choose a constant ¢ such that
(4.5) max {p+, n } <qg<pr.
n—o

Then, ¢ = t* = ™ i in Bj, we
have

ijHLQ(Bj) < CHU}jHWa,t(Bj)
for some C' > 0 depending on 7;. Since 7; € [R/2, R|, we may assume that C' depends on R,
but not on j, with a possibly larger constant C. Since the quantities n, s, o, p4(Br x R™),
p—(Bgr X Bgr), q, and R are not important for the iteration, we will absorb these quantities
into constants C'. Moreover, using Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 2.2, we have

ijHWmt(Bj) < CHﬁ’jHstP(w)(Bj)
for some C' = C(n,s,o0,p4+,p—,q, R) > 0. By Lemma 2.3,
[@0jllysnc 8,y < 21W5lwenc(a))
< 2max{§ws,p<, (B )( )1/p_7§Wsp V(B )( )1/p+}

We set A?;T = B, N{u > h} and

(4.6)

Y= wl@ds
B;
and estimate @Ws,p(.,)(éj)(zl}j) in terms of j and Yj.
By Theorem 3.2, we have

Ot () (W)

z,y)
<CzJP+/ /B |xw1 |n+spxy)‘ z — y[P@Y) dy da

(y)ple) 1 NP
veB(ao ey 7)) SR\ B, 18— 20 HPED) \ry =7y i

J
=1+ D.
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Since w; = 0 on B; \Agjm-’ w; < wj, and R < 1/2, we estimate I; as follows:

J
) ’ |(1 s)p
I < CQ””P/ / wj(z)P+ +1)—————— T dy dz

< 02+ / wj(x)P* da + [AT |
Ag kj.rj
R

< c2v+ (Y5 + AF j|) .

Br x R") and (kj — k;)P+~1; <wer Then,

P+(
~ z,y)— P+
I < 02](n+sp+ BrxR"™) (sup Wy (y)p( v) dy) / _ wj (x)

For Iy, we use p(zx,y)

+ ) T
r€BR Rn\BR/2 ‘y — m0|n sp(z,y B; (kj — k;j)p+—1

p(x,y)—1 2j+2 p+—1
sup wWo (y) dy ( _ ) / w?’ dax
2€Bp R"\BR/2 ly — o[ Fop@y) k AF

k: )T

< (23 (n+sp+(BrxR"

< 02/ (n+2p+(BrxR™))

fp+—1 Y
where o)
u p\r,y -1
T = sup +v) dy.
— | tsp(z,y)
2€Br JRM\ B, [Y — Tol ’

Combining the estimates above and using

+ 1 D+ 2 r
AT | < = wrdz<C (=) Y,
Bt (kg = Ry S k

VAR
yield that
. 1 T
5 Ny J(n+2p4 (BrxR™)—1) ,
Oy (B,) (W5) < €2 o <1 " kp+ * l};m—l) i
Assuming
(4.7) k> TV )

we arrive at

(4.8) I B )(wj> < CQJ(n+2p+(BR><Rn))Y]_

On the other hand, recalling that (4.5) holds, we have 12)? > (kjp1 — k;)0 p+wpi1,
hence

(1.9 1502 5 > 13,y > IR Y
Therefore, from (4.6), (4.8), and (4.9), we deduce

and

Vi1 < CRP10) max {¥ 701,y ]

where f1 = q/p_ — 1> 0, B2 = q/py — 1 > 0, b = 20 P++(+20(BrxXR"))a/p- and C' > 0is a
constant depending only on n, s, o, p+, p—, ¢, and R.
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By Lemma 4.4, if

_ L -
(4.10) Yo < min {(C’fc“q)_ﬁlzb 7, (ChP ) } :

then Y; — 0 as j — oo. Thus, if we take
- Y TN =
(4.11) k > max (Cﬁ2b52 Y0> , (Cﬁ%) R

then (4.10) is satisfied, and hence

sup u < k + k.
Brj2

Note that the choice

1 q—p_

L B
k = Cpmax <][ wpt () dx) " ’ <][ wh* (x) dx) Po Pt LY+ 4 g
BR BR

1 q—p_
1 L P4 1 L —
Cozmax{<062bﬂ§> ,(Oﬁl)p’q ”*}
is in accordance with (4.7) and (4.11). The constant Cy depends on n, s, o, p4(Br x R"™),
p—(Br X Br), q, and R. We finish the proof by choosing k = 0. O

with

Let us conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 1.4 by using Theorem 4.1 and
Theorem 2.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Suppose that u € Ws’p("')(R") is a weak subsolution to (1.5) in Q
satisfying (1.8). Let us fix zg € Q. If p(zo,z0) < n/s, then by Theorem 4.1,

sup u < 400
Brya(o)

for some R € (0,1). If p(xg,x0) > n/s, then the fact that u € W*P(-)(Q) implies that u is
bounded in a neighborhood of zy. Indeed, by the continuity of p, we can take R > 0 such

that Br(zo) C © and

p- i=p-(Br(o) x Br(xo)) > =
for o € (0, s) sufficiently close to s. Let ¢ € (n/o,p_), then by Theorem 2.6

ull ca (Bray < NwllweaBr(m)-
Moreover, by Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

lullwoa(Br(ze)) < Cllullwsre) (Br(zg)) < T00-
Therefore,
[ull oo (Br(@o)) < 1ull caBrgzgy) < 00

When u € W5PG)(R™) is a weak supersolution, —u is a weak subsolution and hence
INf B, (20) U = — SUPB, (gy) (—u) > —00 for some R > 0. O
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5. HOLDER ESTIMATE

This section is devoted to the proof of the local Holder regularity of weak solutions to
(1.5). In this part of the paper, the assumptions (P1) and (P2) on p take an important role
for our analysis. The key step in establishing the local Holder regularity is a growth lemma,
see Lemma 5.2. We start with an auxiliary result that is needed in the proof of the growth
lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let B = Bgr(xo) C R" with R € (0,1). Let H > 0, § € (0,1/8] and 0 <
o< s<1. Assume that p satz’sﬁes (P1) and (P2) in Br, HP+ P~ < 2, and py < p*, where
p+ = p+(Br X Br) and p* = W Let u € WP )( ") be a weak supersolution to (1.5)
in Bgr such that

(5.1) 0<u<2H inBgr and [BgrN{u> H}|>v|Bgs

for some v € (0,1). Assume R* <JH and

u_(y)PEw)—1 1 1
(5.2) sup / dy < R=P+(§H)P+~' + R (§H)P- 1.
CL'EBgR/4 RR\BR |y - xO’nJrSp ’y)

Let 1 < q < p_. Then there is a constant C = C(n,s,o,p+(Br xR"),p_(Br xR"),q,L) >0
such that for any £ € [20H, H|

o L £ _14+-2 9
[(w=6)- ]W"q(BR ) S CUR” qmaX{’Az rl 1Ay, R| - ARl } ;
where A, , = BpN{u < (}.

Proof. Let ¢ € [20H,H]. The idea of the proof is to estimate [(u — ¢)_ ]Waq(
Lemma 4.3 and then applying the Caccioppoli-type inequality to estimate oy s ., ) (Brs) ((u—

usin
R/2) &

¢)_). In the following C' > 0 denotes a constant depending on n, s, o, p+(Br X R"™), p_(Bpg %
R™), ¢, and L whose exact value is not important and might change from line to line.
Let 7 = R/2. First, by Lemma 4.3

(=0T, <c/ / |x_—|£+gq)—e)-|qudy
cof ] b lm-nr,

PL—q P_—q

_ (s— U)p p P _ (s— g)p p p_
< Cmax{ | |4, |R +- |\ A IR +-
x [(u— 5)—]?,[,5,19(-,.)(&)

P-4 P="9 (5 g)PrlP——9)
< Cmax{|A,,| 7+ RIG= |A; | 7= R oy —0p—

X max { (me-«)(BT)((U - 5)7)) & : <Qwsvp<~«>(3r)((u - 5)7)) - } :
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By Theorem 3.2, we can estimate QWS,p(.,.)(BT)((u —0)_) as follows:

(uly) — €7

Qws,p(w)(BT)((u - E)*) + /r(u - E)*(x) /B'r ’.%' _ y|n+sp(z,y) dy dz
_ p(z,y)

cof [ |w@-b dy do

= Jen e R 2~y =

N CROa n+sp(z,y)
+C | sup / (uly) = O)- ( 2 > dy / (u(z) — 0)_dx
R Br

z€B R4y JR"\BR ly — xo\"ﬂp(ﬂc,y) R—r
2
=: I + I.

First, we consider I;. By the nonnegativity of u in Bp,

I C/ / (u(z) — £)_ [P@Y) dydz
1 AZR Br R—r ’x — y’n—(l—s)p(:c,y)
_ / P+ Vi p— s s
§C|A£’R|(R—T - > (R(1 o+ 4 (1 )pf)

< C|AZR| (R—sp+gp+ + R—SPfgpf) ’

where we used (P1) in the last inequality. Next, we study I5. Note that by the assumption
R* <0H < { and (P2), we have

(5.3) R—5P+(BrxBR) pp+(BrxBR) < R—sp+ gp+

Using the nonnegativity of u in Bpg, the tail estimate (5.2), and (5.3):

_ E p(m,y)—l
I, <C sup / (uly) = O dy/ (u(z) —0)_dx
R"\Bgr Br

v€B s ly — | tsp(@y)
2

p(xvy)fl p(xry) -1
14 /
<C sup / ul) dy + / <s) T 3 | dA gl
€Bryr \JRM\Bg ly — xo|Ptep(@y) rRm\Bg \|¥ — To| ly — o ’

< CllA ( (R™*P+(H)P+— 1 + R™*P— (§H)P-1)

+ (£p+(BRXBCR)_lR_SIH»(BRXB%) + gpf(BRXBE)—lR—SIL(BRXB%U )

< C|Ap | (R™5P+ P+ 4 R™5P- -

Hence, since R < 1,

(uly) = O
QW&P('V)(BR/Q)((U - E)—) + /T(u - 6)—(‘T) /BT ’.’E _ y|n+sp(w,y) dy dz
(5.4) < C’AZR‘ (R*sp+gp+ 4 R*SP—KP‘)

< C|A; p|R™5P+ (1P 4 - ).
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Combining the previous estimates, we get

RUQ[(U - E)_]?/Vo’q(BR/Q)

py—q p_—q (S_U)p+q(p_—q)
§CRquaX |A£—T| Py RQ(S—U)7|AZ—T| ~ R (p+—a)p—

X max { <|AZR|R—SP+ e+ + gpi))q/p-" ’ (|AZR’R_SP+ (o + Ep))tI/p—}
=: CR??max{Y1, To} max{P;, Po}.

We need to check the four possible cases for that inequality. Before doing that, note that
since ¢ € [20H, H] and R® < §H, there is a constant C' > 0 such that

(5.5) 14 P-"P+ <14+ RP-"PH) <14 L5 < C,

where we used (P1).
Case 1: We have by (5.5)

_q
R 1@y = [A, 5| (0P + 07 ) P+ < C|A, ple?.
Case 2: By ¢ € [20H, H] and the assumptions HP+7P- < 2 and (P1), we get
9 9 59 _ 9 9 _ 9

RO @y = Ay o o e PP (e o royit < 1Ay TR e

Case 3: Using (5.5) together with (P1), we get
IR TR ol (S XS @ _ 4 q
Ra'qTQ(I)l — ‘AZR|1 P_+P+ R(s o) (P+—a)p— (€p+ +£p_)p+ < C‘AZ—R|1 p_+p+ /9.
Case 4: By HP+P- <2/ and (P1), we get
) .
RJqTQCI)Q — |A€—R’Rp_(p+fq) (gp+ _|_gp—)p_ < C’AZ_qu'

Combining the estimates from the previous four cases, proves the assertion of the lemma. [

We are now in a position to prove the growth lemma. It is the main ingredient for the
proof of the local Holder regularity estimate.
Lemma 5.2. Let B = Br(xo) C R" with R € (0,1). Let H >0, and 0 < 0 < s < 1.
Assume that p satisfies (P1) and (P2) in Br, HP+7 P~ < 2, and py < p*, where py =
p+(Br X Bg) and p* = nf’ﬁ. Let u € WPC:)(R™) be a weak supersolution to (1.5) in Bg
such that (5.1) is satisfied for some v € (0,1). Then there exists § € (0,1/8], such that, if
R®* < 0H and (5.2) is satisfied, then

(5.6) u>0H in Bryy.
The constant § depends on n, s, o, py(Br x R"), p_(Br x R"), q, and L.

Proof. The proof follows the ideas of [22, Proof of Lemma 6.3]. Let 0 < § < 1/8 and
0 < 7 <271 to be specified later. We first suppose

(5.7) [Brj2 N{u < 20H}| < 7|Bpys|

and prove the assertion of the lemma under this additional assumption. Afterwards we prove
that this precondition (5.7) is indeed a consequence of the given assumptions of the lemma.
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We use C' > 0 for a constant depending on n, s, o, p+(Bgr x R"), p_(Br x R"), ¢, and L
whose exact value is not important and that might change from line to line.

The idea to prove the assertion of the lemma is by iteration and the use of Lemma 4.4.
For this purpose, we need to establish some auxiliary results. Let dH < h < k < 26H and
£ <p<r <& . Note that by (5.7),

B, {(u—K)- = 0} = [B,\ {u < k}| > |By| — |Bryo O {u < 20}
1B, — | Brys] = (1 . (Rf) ) B, > (1-2')|B,)

1
> §|Bp|-

v

(5.8)

Using (5.8), Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 5.1, we have

(k= )4y | < ( [ e u@) dx)

h,p

n—o

n

n—o

(5.9) < (/ (u(x) — k)" dx)

By
|(u(z) — k)— — (u(y) — k)|
=¢ B, /Bp |z —y|"te dedy

N 11
< Ckr~? max {|A,;,r], ]A];T\Hp_ Py |A];T|1+p+ P } 7

where A = B, N {u < r}. In the proceeding, we use (5.9) to prove the assertion of the
lemma by iteration. We define for j € NU {0}

1 . : A, |
rj=,0+27)R, kj=(1+27)0H, andy;= |§J”’|ﬂ :
T

Then r]f~ € (}L(?,Q%R] and k; € (0H,20H]. Choosing k = kj, h = kj11, p = rj41, and r = r;j,
we get from (9.
(5H n—o s n n 1+P+*P— n 1+p77p+
21 (yj+1|Brj+1|) " < C(0H)r;” max {rjyj,(rjyj) e (rfyy) P },

which leads to

. P+—P— P——P+ n—o
(5.10) Y1 <C (2]73'" max {T?yj, (riyy) = () - }) :
If we prove that there are (31, 52, B3 > 0 such that
_n_j 1 1 1
(5.11) yi1 < C27-7) max {yj+ﬂl7yj+627yj+ﬁ3}

and yo is sufficiently small, then we can apply Lemma 4.4 which would prove (5.6). We have
three cases for the maximum in (5.10):

Case 1: In the first case, we have

yjp1 < C2n-alyr =7,

Since " > 1, this proves the assertion in the first case.
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Case 2: In the second case, using r; < 1 and the fact that its exponent is positive,

P4+ —P— n n +p+7p_ n n P+ —P— n

Yjr1 < 02#%””* Tyt e T < 02#@;4 PP— T

Since - 4 2E7P=_n_~ "~ 1 we have proven the assertion in the second case.
n—o p+p— N—0 n—o

Case 3: In the third case, using (P1), we have

_n_; #(p*_ZLF) nnfg I _n_ s n%r o=
Yjr1 < an_(,]r; )PP y; ( Py p,) < 02"_"]%‘ ( Pt p,)‘
Note that by assumption py < p*, where p* = & —— which is equivalent to

. o 1 1 n 1 1
P <pl &&= — > — — — < 1+ ——-—1]>1
n. p- P+ n—o b+  P-

This completes the proof in this case.

Hence, we have shown (5.11). Note that by (5.7)
’A2_5H,§’

< T.
Be|
2

Yo =
Choosing 7 sufficiently small, allows us to apply Lemma 4.4 which yields y; — 0 as j — oo
and proves (5.6).

In the remainder of the proof, we show (5.7). We prove this assertion by contradiction.
Hence, suppose that (5.7) is not true, i.e.

(512) ‘BR/QQ{U<2(5H}‘ >T‘BR/2’.

We split the proof into two cases for s € (0,1). First, when s is sufficiently large, we prove
the assertion using an isoperimetric-type inequality by Cozzi [22, Proposition 5.1]. Second,
in the case of small s, the assertion follows by a direct calculation.

Let 5 be the constant coming from the isoperimetric-type inequality [22, Proposition 5.1]
(applied for the constant exponent case ¢ and for o) and let s € [5,1). For given ¢, there is a
unique m € N such that

27 < <2
We define for i = 0,...,m — 1, k; = 27°H. Note that by definition k; € (26H, H]. In the
following, we check the conditions to apply [22, Proposition 5.1]. By (5.1) and (5.12), we get

|Brjo N {(u—ki—1)- <27'H}| =|Brjpa N{u > ki}| > |BryN{u> H}| > v|Bp|
and

[Brpo N {(u—ki—1)- >3-27""H}| = |Brjs N {u < kiy1}| > [Brjo N {u < 20H}| > 7|Bp |

fori =1,...,m — 2. In order to apply [22, Proposition 5.1], it remains to prove that there is
a constant C' > 0 such that
(5.13) H(u — ki_l)_H%q(BR/Q) + qu[(u — ki_l)_]?/V"’q(BR/Q) < C(kl — ki-i—l)an'

Using the nonnegativity of u in Bg, we get

= Ei) s 0y < OKEL B
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Combining this estimate together with Lemma 5.1 for £ = k;_1,
(e = ki) =Ny ) + BN = Kict)-Liyoa(s, o)
3 _ 42 -2 14— 4
(5.14) < Ckl | max {’Ak’i—lyR” ’Ak-_l,R’ T ’Aki—hR’ Py P_ }
< CO(ki — kip1)IR”

for some constant C' = C'(n, s,0,p4+(Br x R™),p_(Bgr x R™), ¢, L) > 0, where we used (P1) in
the last inequality. This proves (5.13) and therefore, we can apply [22, Proposition 5.1] with
h=ki—1—ki, k=Fki—1 — kit1, and the function (u — k;_1)_, that yields
n—1
(5.15) (ki = kit1) [[Brpa N {u > ki}||Brja N {u < kisa }|] =
: g=1
< CRn_2+J[(u — ki_l)_]WU,q(BR/z) |BR/2 N {ki+1 <u< k‘l}‘ a

In the following, we show that this inequality leads to a contradiction. On the one hand, the
left-hand side can be estimated with (5.1) by

n— n—1
n

n—1
(ki = kit1) [[Brya 0 {u > ki}||Brp2 N {u < kipa}] ™ > Chig1 [R"|Brpa N {u < 26H}|]
On the other hand, we can estimate the right-hand side, using (5.14), by

g—=1
Rn72+0'[(u _ ki—l)—]W”’q(BR/2) ‘BR/Q N {ki-}—l <u S kz}| q

n—2+% =1
< CR v kit ‘BR/Z N{kiy1 <u< k?z}’ .

Hence, we get from (5.15)

(n—1) n—q
|Brj2 N{u < 25 H}|{aDn < CRa |Brj2 N {kiy1 <u < ki}|.

Summing up this inequality over i = 1,...,m — 2 gives us

g(n—1)

q(n—1) n—q an—>)
(m —2) [|Bra N{u < 25H}|](@0" < CRe1 |Bgjy| =CR o1,
which leads to
n _nlg=1) _n(g=1)
|BR/2 N {’LL < 26H}| < CR"m ®-1a < C’BR/QH 10g6| (n—1)q,
Estimating the left-hand side by (5.12), we get
n(g—1)
log 8| (n0a > C.
Hence, choosing ¢ sufficiently small results in a contradiction and finishes the proof for the
case s € [§,1).
Now let s € (0,5). In this case, we get by (5.4), (5.1), and (5.12)
(u(z) — A5 H)L"Y ™ (u(y) — 46 H)
‘:L‘ — y’n-i-sp(l‘,y)

(4SH)P* + (ASH)P-) R+ > C / / dy dz
BR/2 B

R/2

> / (u() = 40H) o0 dx/ ot Z oy
REP= [ nguz ) Br/a{u<26H}

C ‘ Hg\P+ L /pg\r-—1
> Rn+sp_\BR/2ﬂ{uZH}|mm{<2> , <2> }26H|BR/2ﬂ{u<25H}|

> CR"™*P-§ min { HP+, HP-} |
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Hence, since by R*P-—P+ < L* by (P1), we get
((46H)P+ 4+ (40H)P~) > Coémin { HP*+, HP- } .

Choosing § sufficiently small leads to a contradiction in this inequality and finishes the proof
of the lemma. 0

We would like to emphasize that we made use of Lemma 4.3 in the foregoing proof. For
this reason we were able to prove the growth lemma without using the Sobolev inequality
for variable exponents. It was sufficient to make use the fractional Sobolev inequality for
constant exponents.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let xg € R™. If p(xq, z9) > n/s, then we can find R > 0 and o € (0, 1)
such that Br(zg) € Q and u € C*(Bgr(xo)) as in the proof of Theorem 1.4. Thus, let us
assume p(xo, zg) < n/s in the rest of the proof. In this case, for given o € (0, s) we can find
R € (0,1) such that Br(xo) € Q and p4(Br(zo) X Br(zo)) < p~(Br(zo) X Br(xo)), where

* _(B B
pf(BR({L'()) X BR({L'())) = nﬁ[;p(_(ggj((;c)sxgg((;)o)))' By Theorem 1.4, u € LOO(BR(Z()))

Let 0 € (0,1) be the constant from Lemma 5.2 and let
) 2 sp+(Q x R™)
5.16 0 1
(5.16) <a<min{oton (575 ) 370 1m0

be chosen such that the following is satisfied:

0 ((4) — 1 p+(QxR™)—1 0 ((A)® — 1 p—(QxR")—1 5p+(Q><R")—1
(5.17) / ()" —1)P- 7~ dt+/ (@O =P e O
1 t1+sp+ (QxR™) 1 tltsp— (QxR™) 2p+ (xR )nwn

where w,, denotes the volume the n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball. We define jo € N to be
the smallest natural number satisfying

c i ({20} x B)—1
o > max {Sm({fﬂoz} X B |10 (5 v ) |
(5.18)
sp- (xR || (5 BEDN | Jlogy(5)]
2 B4 QC() ’ s —« ’

_(QxR™)
In the following we show that there is a non-increasing sequence (M) and a non-decreasing
sequence (m;) in R, such that for all j € NU {0}

(5.19) mj <u<M; in By—jr(zo) and M; —m; = Z4™%,

where Cp := max{1, 2p+(¥R")} (# + 1),

where

Z =2- 4aj0HuHLoo(BR(xO)) + R +1

1

8p+({x0}XBR(zO)C) ’u(y)’p(%y)*l p+ {zo}xBR(z0)%)—1

+ | R sup — )dy '
z€B3R/4(z0) JR*"\BRr(z0) !y - 1'0’” sp(z,y

For j € {0,...,jo}, we define M; := 47 Z/2 and m; := —4=*/Z/2. Then (5.19) is clearly
satisfied for all j € {0,...,j0}. It remains to prove the assertion (5.19) for j > jo. The
proof of the assertion follows by induction. Let us fix j > jp and assume that (5.19) is true
for all i € {0,...,j}. We now construct the elements m;; and M;;1 of the sequences. We
distinguish between two cases.
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First, we assume

[

M — m.
(5.20) ‘Bw(xo)ﬂ{uzmj‘l‘y}’ > 2’B4ZJR($0)

In this case, we define v :=u —m;, H := @ and R:=479R.
The main idea for constructing m;y; and M4 is to apply Lemma 5.2 for the function v

and the radius R. Hence, we need to verify the requirements of the lemma. Note that by

assumption we have 0 < v < 2H in Bj(ro) and \Bﬁm(azo) N{v>H}| > %|B§/2(m‘0)\. It

remains to prove R < 6H and (5.2). First we show R* < §H. Note that 2H = M; —m; =
Z47% > R%4=%J. Since j > jo, we can use (5.18), which leads to

R* =47°"R* < 4=*)2[ < $H.
It remains to prove (5.2). We split R™ \ Bz(zo) as follows:
j—1
R™\ Bg(zo) = (R™ \ Bg(zo)) U (U By-ir(@o) \ B4<l+1>R(%’0)> :
=0
If 2 € By-15(20) \ By—+1) p(w0), then |z — 20| > 4771 R and therefore

v(x) = u(z) —m; > my — My +2H = 2H (=414 4 1)
> _9H ((M) _ 1) '
R

On the other hand, if x € R" \ Bgr(x(), we have v(z) > —|u(z)| — Z/2. Now we are in a
position to finalize the verification of (5.2). By the previous estimates on v in R™ \ Bj(xo),
we have

v (y)Pen !
e / n+sp(z,y)
T€By 14 (0) JR™M\ B (z0) ly — o )

D T o )

 2EB,j (z0) /Rn\BE(Z’O) ‘y - x0|n+sp(m,y)

3R/4

dy

Y

lu(y)[PEy)—1 4 Zr(zy)-1
|y — ao|nop@y)

+ max{1, 2P+ (Br(@o)xR")=1y gy / dy
R\ Bp(zo)

m€B3E/4(m0)
=:J1 + Jo.
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First note, that we can estimate J; as follows:

o (2"

ie c
1 RH\BR(IO) |y . xo,nJrsp_;,_(Bﬁ(xo)XBR(wo) )

o (22
R

|y — @[ TP~ (Br(z0)x By (o))

dy

dy

4t)a _ 1)p+(BE(1‘0)><BE(IQ)C)71

_ oy (2H )P+ (Ba(0) % B(a0))—1 fi-sp. (B (o) < B (20)) / = ( dt

1 t1+sp+(Bg(20) X B (20)°)

o] «@ _(Bxs(x Bz(x0)¢)—
—|—nwn(QH)p_(BE(‘TO)XBE(IO)E)1§8p_(BE(IO)XBE(‘TO)C)/ ((4t) —]_)p ( R( 0)>< R( 0)) 1

1 t14sp—(Bg(w0)x By (z0)¢) dt.

Using p— (2 x R") < p1(Bg(wo) X Bi(w0)°) < p+(2 x R") and (5.17), we get

dt

o ((48)> — 1)P=(Ba(@0)xBr(w0)9)—1
/1 tl-}—spi (BE(xU)XBE(Z’U)C)

dt

t1+sp4 (QxR™) t1+sp— (AxR™)
5P+ (QxR™) -1

< ——F——
- 2p+ (QXRn)nwn

00 a _ 1\p+(QxR™)—1 00 a _ 1\p—(QxR")—1
< [y e [T
1 1

Combing the previous two estimates, we arrive at

1
J1

IN

HP+(Bg(@0)xBg(x0)°)—1 p—sp+(Bg(x0) x B (x0)°) gp+ (2xR™)—1
L 1o (Ba(eo)x By (2o))—1 F—sp (Bjy(ao)x Byy(xo)?) o+ (QxE")—1
2

<5H)p+(B§(IO)XBﬁ(xO)c)_1§_3P+(B§(IO) X Bg(20)¢)

IN
—

)p, (Bﬁ(xo)XBé(:co)c)—lﬁ—sp, (Bg(zo)xBg(z0))

O |
—
2]
T

IA
+ i~ + o= 4

N | =

(5H)p+(3§(fco)XBg(ﬂCo))—lﬁb—sm(Bﬁ(wo)XBﬁ(wo))

‘=
=

)Pf(Bg(xo)XBg(wo))—lﬁ—Spf(Bﬁ,(ivo)XBg(wo))‘

In the last inequality we used that by (P2) and R* < 6H ,

R—sP+(Br(z0)xBr(z0)°) (5H)pi(BR(CCO)XBR($O)C) < R—sP+(Br(z0)xBr(z0)) (5H)pi(BR(CCO)><BR($O)).
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Next, we estimate Jo as follows:
(5.21)
Jo < max{1, 20+ >R =11 p=sp+({zo}xBr(w0)) zp+{z0}x Br(z0)?)—1

+ max{1, 2P+ (xR —1y

7P+ (Bg(w0)x Bg(0)?)—1 7P (Bg(zo)x B (o)) —1
% /R"\BR(;EO) |y — ao|? TP+ (BR(z0)x By (o)) + |y — ao| TP~ (B (z0)x By (w0)) dy

< COR—5P+(B§(IO)XBﬁ(xO)C)ZP+(B§(IO)XBﬁ(xO)C)_l
+ CqR—P- (Bg(20)xBg(x0)®) 7o (Bg(0)x By (o)) 1

— CO(4J'}~;{)—SP+(B§($0)XBE(IO)C)(4aj2H)P+(B§($0)XBE(IO)C)—I
+ 00(4j§)—sp7(3§($0)XBﬁ(xo)C)(4063'2]{)197(Bﬁ(wo)xBﬁ(xo)c)—l

—sp4 (Bg(20) X Bg(20)°) |

< Cod 5 Jo frp+(Bg(20)x B(20)°) =1 p=sp+(Bg(x0) X Bg(20))
ey —Sp*(Bﬁ(x(z))XBﬁ(xO) )jOHP— (Bﬁ(xo)XBﬁ(Io)c)—lﬁ—Sp— (Bg(z0)xBg(20)°)
1

< (6H>p+(B§(CCO)XBE(SCO)C)—].E—SP+ (Bﬁ(xo) XBﬁ(xo)C)

2

4 1(5}[)?7(31}(960)XBg(fvo)c)—lé—Spf(Bﬁ(xo)xBﬁ(xo)C)
2

1

2

+ 1(5H)p*(BE(M)XBE(fCO))_lé—SIL(Bﬁ(xo)xBE(wo))
2 )

where we used the definition of Z, (P2), (5.16) and (5.18). Note that the constant Cy comes
from (5.18). Combining the estimates of J; and Ja, proves (5.2).

Hence, we can apply Lemma 5.2, which leads to

M; —m; 04—z ; )

u>m;+0H =m; + 5% =m;j + My +47(1-4"Z in B§/4(330),
where we used (5.16) in the last inequality. Hence, choosing M;i1 = M; and mjy; =
mj + 47 (1 — 47%)Z proves (5.19) for the case (5.20).

In the second case

M; —m;
By—jg(x0) N {u = m;j + H}’ <z ’343'3,(330)

[

)

P 2 2 P

we can proceed similarly and consider the function v := M; — u. In this case, we can choose
the members of the sequences to be of the form M; 1 = M; —47%(1-4"%)Z and m;+1 = m;.
This completes the construction of the sequences (M;) and (m;) and completes the proof of
(5.19). Now the local Holder regularity follows in a standard way. O
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