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THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR ORLICZ-SOBOLEV MAPPINGS BETWEEN
METRIC SPACE
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we solve the Dirichlet problem for Orlicz-Sobolev maps be-
tween singular metric spaces that extends the corresponding result of Guo et al. [arXiv
2021]. As an intermediate step, we develop a version of Rellich-Kondrachov compactness
theorem for Orlicz-Sobolev mappings between metric spaces that extends a previous re-
sult of Guo and Wenger [Comm. Anal. Geom. 2020]. Another crucial ingredient is an
Orlicz-Sobolev extension of the trace theory for metric valued Sobolev maps developed
by Korevaar and Schoen [Comm. Anal. Geom. 1993].

Keywords: Rellich-Kondrachov compactness; trace operator; Orlicz-Sobolev spaces; Poincaré in-

equality; Dirichlet problem.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46E35; 46E30; 58E20

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Dirichlet problem associated to the harmonic mapping system in an
Euclidean domain €2 C R™ asks for a continuous map u: £ — R™ so that

Au =0 in €,
u =f on .
An equivalent way to formulate the Dirichlet problem is to consider energy miniming

mappings via the Euler-Lagrange equations. To be more precise, one considers minimizers
of the Dirichlet energy

E?(u) ::/ \Vu|?dz.
Q

When we move from Euclidean spaces to Riemannian manifolds, we also have a natural
definition of Dirichlet energy. More precisely, given two Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and
(N, h), the Dirichlet energy functional is defined as

F2(u) = / Vuldp,
M

where |Vu| is the Riemannian length of the gradient of v and p is Riemannian volume
induced by g on M.
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One of the classical methods to solve the Dirichlet problem in the smooth setting
is the direct method from the calculus of variations. To apply it, one needs a Rellich-
Kondrachov compactness theorem for manifold valued Sobolev maps. Roughly speaking,
the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem for Sobolev maps says that if {ug}ren is
sequence of Sobolev maps with uniformly bounded Sobolev norm, then up to a subse-
quence, uy converges in L? (indeed even in LP for all p < 2% := %) to some limiting
Sobolev map wu of the same class. For the theory of Sobolev type spaces and the associated
Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem in Euclidean spaces, see [1].

Now, consider a mapping u: X — Y, where X = (X,dx,u) is a metric measure
space and Y = (Y,dy) a metric space. Unlike the smooth Riemannian case, there is
no natural Dirichlet energy functional associated to a sufficiently regular map. Indeed,
there are several well-known (and generally different) energy functionals existing in the
literature: the Korevaar-Schoen energy functional, the Hajlasz energy functional [§8], the
upper gradient energy functional [15, 21] and so on; see [16] for more energy functionals
and the associated Sobolev spaces of metric valued maps. For the solvability of Dirichlet’s
problem (associated to various different energy functionals) in the setting of singular metric
spaces, see [22, 6, 4, 5] and the references therein.

In this article, we shall focus on the upper gradient energy functional introduced by
Heinonen and Koskela [15] and solve the associated Dirichlet problem. Throughout this
paper, X = (X,dx, p) is assumed to be a complete metric measure space, ¥ = (Y,dy) a
complete metric space, {2 C X a bounded domain and H a o-finite Borel regular measure
on 0N2. For notational simplicity, we sometimes drop the subscripts X, Y from the distances
dx,dy and simply write d. Given expressions a and b, we write a < b if there is a constant
C > 0 such that a < Cb.

Fix an N-function ®, let N1®(Q,Y") be the Orlicz-Sobolev spaces based on upper gra-
dients and M1®(€Q,Y") the Orlicz-Sobolev spaces based on Hajlasz gradients (see Section 2
below for precise definition). The basic theory of Orcliz-Sobolev spaces on metric measure
spaces based on upper gradients has been studied in details in the monograph [23] and
then the theory was greatly extended in [24, 14, 13].

We first recall the definition of trace for metric valued maps, introduced in [5].

Definition 1.1. Let u: Q@ — Y be a u-measurable map. Fix a point x € 9. If for some
point Tu(xz) € Y, it holds

lim dy (u, Tu(x))dp = 0, (1.1)
r—0t B(z,r)N
then we say that the trace Tu(x) of u at € 0% exists. Also, we say that u has a trace
Twu on 0N if Tu(x) exists for H-almost every x € 5.

For our purpose, it is convenient to separate a class of admissible domains so that
the Dirichlet problem is solvable, which plays a similar role as bounded Lipschitz domains
in a smooth Riemannian manifold. The following definition was greatly motivated by [5,
Definition 1.2].

Definition 1.2. We say that a bounded domain 2 C X is weakly (@, #)-admissible for some
N-function ® € A’ NV, and 6 > 0, if
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e /i is a doubling measure on €2;
e H is upper codimension-f regular on 02;

e () supports a local ®-Poincaré inequality with Ekzo ﬁ;ke) < 00;

o NL2(QY) = MH®(Q,Y) with comparable norms for all Orlicz-Sobolev maps.

We say that @ C X is (P, 0)-admissible if in addition €2 supports a global ®-Poincaré
inequality, that is, for u € NY®(Q) with Tu = 0 H-almost everywhere on 952, it holds

[ull o) < C(Q)||gull e (o) (1.2)

For the next concept, we refer to monograph [6] for the notion of a non-principal
ultrafilter w on N and the definition of ultra-limit lim,, a,, of a bounded sequence {a,,}
of real numbers. Let (Y,d) be a metric space and w a non-principal ultrafilter on N.
Denote by Y, the set of equivalent classes [(y,,)] with the sequence {y,,} in Y satifying
sup,,, d(y1, ym) < oo, where sequences {y,,} and {y/,} are indentified if limy, d(ym, y,,) =
0. The metric space obtained by equipping Y,, with the distance dy,([(ym)], [(v),)]) =
limy, d(Ym, y,,) is called the ultra-completion or ultra-product of ¥ with respect to w. It
is clear that Y isometrically embeds into Y, via the map ¢: Y — Y,,, which assigns to
x the equivalent class [(z)] of the constant sequence {z}. The following definition was
introduced in [6].

Definition 1.3. A metric space Y is said to be 1-complemented in some ultra-completion
of Y if there exists a non-principal ultrafilter w on N for which there is a 1-Lipschitz
retraction from Y, to Y.

The class of metric spaces that are 1-complemented in some ultra-completion includes
all proper metric spaces, all dual Banach spaces, some non-dual Banach spaces such as
L', all Hadamard spaces and injective metric spaces; see [6, Proposition 2.1].

For each u € NV ®(Q,Y), let E®(u) be the ®-weak upper gradient energy functional of
u (see Section 2.2 below for precise definition). Our first main result establishes a general
existence result for the Dirichlet problem associated for Orlicz-Sobolev maps between
singular metric spaces.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose Q C X is a (P, 8)-admissible domain and Y is a metric space that
is 1-complemented in some ultra-completion of Y. Then for each ¢ € NH®(Q,Y), there
exists a mapping u € NI’Q(Q, Y) with Tu = T¢ such that

E®(u) = inf {ECI)(U) v e NY*(Q,Y) and Tv= To} .

Theorem 1.4 extends the correpsonding result of [5] from the Sobolev class to more
general Orlicz-Sobolev class.

One important ingredient in the proofs is the following version of Rellich-Kondrachov
compactness theorem for Orlicz-Sobolev maps, for which we state as a separate theorem
below. It extends a recent result of Guo and Wenger [6, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 1.5. Suppose Q2 C X is a weakly (P, 0)-admissible domain for some N-function
® € A'NVsy. For everym € N, let (Yy,,dy) be a complete metric space, Ky, C Yy, compact
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and {u,} € NY®(Q,Y,,). Suppose that (K,,,dy,) is a uniformly compact sequence and
sup ||| dim (Ym um)ll Lo @) + Eq)(um)] < 00 (1.3)
meN

for some and thus every y, € K,,. Then, after possibly passing to a subsequence, there
exist a complete metric space Z, isometric embeddings om: Yo — Z, a compact subset
K C Z andv € NY®(Q,Z) such that o (Kp) C K for allm € N and ¢y, o uy, converges
tov in L*(Q, 2).

Recall that a sequence of compact metric spaces (B, d,) is called uniformly compact
if sup,,, diam B,,, < oo and if for every € > 0 there exists N € N such that every B,, can
be covered by at most N balls of radius €.

Taking ®(x) = |z|P, p > 1 in Theorem 1.5, we obtain the corresponding Rellich-
Kondrachov compactness theorem for Sobolev spaces.

Corollary 1.6. Suppose Q C X is a weakly (p,0)-admissible domain for some p > 1. For
every m € N, let (Y,,d,) be a complete metric space, K, C Y, compact and {u,,} C
NYP(Q,Y,,). Suppose that (K, dy) is a uniformly compact sequence and

sup [ [ i) i+ B )| < 0
meN Q

for some and thus every ym, € K,,. Then, after possibly passing to a subsequence, there
exist a complete metric space Z, isometric embeddings pm: Ym — Z, a compact subset
K C Z andv € NYP(Q,2) such that o, (Ky) C K for allm € N and ¢, o u,, converges
tov in LP(Q, Z).

In the setting of singular metric spaces, Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem for
Sobolev functions has already been considered by Hajlasz-Koskela [11, Theorem 4]. When
Q) C R™is a bounded Lipschitz domain, Corollary 1.6 reduces to the recent theorem of Guo
and Wenger [6, Theorem 3.1]. It plays a key role in their solution of the Dirichlet problem
for Sobolev mappings with values in certain locally noncompact (infinite dimensional)
metric spaces.

We would like to emphasize that in Theorem 1.5 (or Corollary 1.6), different with the
classical Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem, we did not claim that a subsequence
of {u,,} converges, but a subsequence of the modified sequence {¢,, o u,,} converges to
some v in LP. However, when X and Y,, are geometrically nice, it is possible to obtain a
subsequence of {u,,} that do converge; see [7, Section 3| for such type of results. Indeed,
Corollary 1.6 plays a fundamental role in the compactness results for energy minimizing
harmonic mappings between Alexandrov spaces considered in [7] and the Dirichlet problem
for p-harmonic mappings between singular metric spaces considered in [5].

In the formulation of Theorem 1.4, we need the fact that the trace operator T is
well-defined on N®(€2,Y). When Q C X is a bounded Lipschitz domain in a smooth
Riemannian manifold, Y is a complete metric space and ®(z) = |z|P, 1 < p < oo, this fact
was established by Korevaar-Schoen in [17, Section 12]. Very recently, this was extended
to Sobolev mappings between metric spaces in [5]. We give a further extension of this fact
to Orlicz-Sobolev maps between metric spaces.
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Theorem 1.7. Suppose Q is a weakly (®,0)-admissible domain and Y is a complete metric
space embedded isometrically into some Banach space. Then the trace operator

T: NY®(Q,Y,dp) — L*(09,Y,dH)

1s bounded and linear.

Another crucial fact that we shall need in the proof of Theorem 1.4 is the following con-
vergence result for traces of Orlicz-Sobolev maps with uniformly bounded energy. When
Q) C X is a bounded Lipschitz domain in a smooth Riemannian manifold, Y is a complete
metric space and ®(z) = |z|P, 1 < p < oo, this fact was established by Korevaar-Schoen
in [17, Theorem 1.12.2], and when ®(z) = |z|P, 1 < p < oo it was established recently in
[5, Theorem 1.6].

Theorem 1.8. Suppose Q C X is a weakly (P, 0)-admissible domain and Y is complete.
Let {u;} € NY®(Q,Y) be a sequence with uniformly bounded energy, that is,

sup E® (u;) < oo.

1€N
If u; converges to some u € NY®(Q,Y) in L*(Q,Y), then Tu; — Tu in L*(0Q,Y).

Many of the arguments in our proofs are similar to the one used in [6, 5] and so we do
not claim any essential new ideas or techniques produced in this paper. However, as one
could expect, since a general Orlicz function (different from the typical |z|P) involves, the
estimates often becomes much more delicate. For the convenience of the readers, we have
included as many details as possible in all the following proofs.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the basic notation and
collect some auxiliary results. In Section 3, we prove the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness
theorem both in Orlicz-Hajlasz-Sobolev spaces and in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces based on
upper gradients. In Section 4, we give an extension of the trace theory of Korevaar-
Schoen and prove our trace theorem. In Section 5, we solve the Dirichlet problem, i.e.
Theorem 1.4.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

Throughout this paper, X = (X, dx, u) is assumed to be a complete metric measure
space, (Y,dy) a complete metric space and 2 C X a bounded domain. We say that the
measure p is a doubling measure on € if there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that

0 < pu(B(x,2r)NQ) < Cqu(B(z,r)NQ) < o0

for all x € Q and r > 0, where B(z,7) := {y € X : d(y,r) < r} denotes the open ball
centered at x with radius r.

Given a set G C € endowed with a o-finite Borel regular measure #, we say that # is
upper codimension-0 reqular on G for some 6 > 0 if there exists a constant C such that

H(B(r,r) N G) < CcM BN (2.1)

r
for all x € G and r > 0.
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2.1. Orlicz spaces. In this section, we shall recall the definition of Orlicz spaces. The
presentation is rather standard and can be found for instance in [20].

Let ®: R — R* be a convex function satisfying the conditions: ®(—z) = ®(z),
®(0) = 0, and :Eh—>Holo ®(z) = +oo. With each such function ®, one can associate another

convex function ¥: R — R* having similar properties, which is defined by
U(y) :=sup{zly| — ®(z) : > 0}, yeR.

Then @ is called a young function, and ¥ the complementary function to ®. It follows from
the definition that ¥(0) = 0, ¥(—y) = ¥(y) and that ¥ is a convex increasing function
satisfying lim ¥(y) = +oo.
y—)OO

Let @1, ®5 be two Young functions. Then ®; is said to be essentially stronger than

®y, denoted P9 << Py, if
Dy (z) < P4(ax)

holds for each a > 0 and for all > 0.

Young functions can be classified based on their growth rate. A Young function & is
said to be doubling or satisfies the Ag-condition if there is a constant Co > 0 such that

@(2:17) § 02(1)(217)

for each z > 0. The As-condition tells that for large = the growth of a Young function ® is
dominated by the function C|z[P with some p > 1 and a constant C' > 0; see [20, the proof
of Corollary 2.3.5]. In particular, the As-condition excludes functions with exponential
growth.

A condition in the opposite direction is the Vo-condition. A Young function & satisfies
the V- condition if

1
d(x) < %CD(C’:E)

for some fixed constant C' > 1 and for each x > 0.

A continuous Young function ®: R — R™ is said to be an N-function if ® satisfies
®(z) =0 if and only if z =0, lir%¥ =0 and lim @
z—

T—00

An N-function ® satifies the A’-condition if there is a constant C’ > 0 such that
P(zy) < C'®(2)P(y)

for all x, y > 0. This is stronger condition than the doubling condition, see [20, the proof
of Lemma 2.3.8]. Moreover, A’ NV, # (), for example, consider the function ®(z) =
|z|*(|log |x|| + 1), & > 1.

Let @ be a Young function and (2,3, 1) be an arbitrary measure space, where X is a
o-algebra. The Orlicz space L* () is defined to be

L*Q) = {u Q—>R:u measurable,/ O (alu]) dp < oo for some a > 0} .
Q

As in the theory of LP-spaces, the elements in L®(£2) are actually equivalence classes
consisting of functions that differ only on a set of y-measure zero. The Orilcz space L*(Q)
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is a Banach space when equipped with the norm

. u
lull oo zlnf{k S0 /Qcp (%) dn < 1}_

For further analysis, we give an extension of Hdolder’s inequality, that is, Young’s
inequality. If u € L®(Q) and v € LY(Q), with (®,¥) as a complementary Young pair,
then we have

/Q v dp < 2lfull ooy 0] o 0.

Now we present a generalization of Young’s inequality. Let ®;, i = 1,2,3, be Young
functions for which ®;*(x)®5!(z) < ®3'(x), z > 0 holds. If u; € L*(Q), i = 1,2, then
uy - ug € L*3(Q) and

luruall pes ) < 2lurllpos)lluzll Loz o)-

2.2. Metric-valued Orlicz-Sobolev spaces via upper gradients. Fix an N-function ®, we
denote by L®(Q,Y) the space of all y-measurable and essentially separably valued maps
u:  — Y such that for some yo € Y, the function z +— d(u(x),y0) € L*(Q2). A sequence
{up} € L*(Q,Y) is said to converge to u € L*(Q,Y) if

[dy (u, ug) || Lo @) — 0 as k — oo.
When (Y,dy) = (V,|-|) is a Banach space, we may endow L®(2, V) with a natural norm

1flle vy = Il flllLe @)
If V is R, we simply set L?(Q,R) := L*(Q).
The concept of upper gradient was first introduced in [15, 18] and was studied in details
n [21]. We next introduce more general concept, namely, ®-weak upper gradients. Here
we only give a very brief introduction and refer the interested readers to the monograph
[23] for more information.

Definition 2.1. A Borel function g: Q@ — [0,00] is called an upper gradient for a map
u: Q — Y if for every rectifiable curve v: [a,b] — Q, we have the inequality

dy (u(y(b)), u(7(a))) < / gds. (2.2)

.
If inequality (2.2) holds for ®-almost every curve, then g is called a ®-weak upper gradient
for u.

We say that a property of curves holds for ®-almost every curve if the collection of
locally rectifiable curves for which the property fails to hold has ®-modulus zero. For
definition and properties of ®-modulus, see [23].

A ®-weak upper gradient g of u is minimal if for every ®-weak upper gradient § of u,
g > g p-almost everywhere. If u has an upper gradient in L‘ic (€2), then u has a unique (up
to sets of y-measure zero) minimal ®-weak upper gradient. We denote the minimal ®-weak
upper gradient by g,. The Orlicz-Sobolev space N'®(,Y) consists of all u € L®(Q,Y)
with a minimal ®-weak upper gradient g, € L®(Q). For each u € N»®(Q,Y), we shall
use E®(u) to denote the ®-weak upper gradient energy functional of u, that is,

E®(u) = |lgull o (q)-
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An alternative way to introduce N®(€,Y) is to use isometric embedding Y C V and
then define N®(€2,Y") as the Banach space-valued Sobolev spaces N ®(Q, V). We briefly
record Banach space valued Sobolev spaces N 1"1)(9, V') here.

The Dirichlet space DV®(Q, V) consists of all measurable functions u:  — V that
have an upper gradient belonging to L*(2). We can equip the Dirichlet space DY®(Q, V)
with the seminorm

lullpre o,y = 1ot llgll e @),
where the infimum is taken over all ®-weak upper gradient g of w.
Let
N2 (Q, V) =D (Q, V)N LE(Q,V)

be equipped with the seminorm

Hu||]\71»<1>(Q7V) = [[ullpe@vy + llull pre@v)-

We obtain a normed space N 1’CI’(X, V'), which is called the Sobolev space of V-valued
functions on €2, by passing to equivalence classes of functions in N ®(Q, V), where u; ~ uso
if and only if ||u; — UQHNL@(Q vy = 0. Thus,

NYP(Q,V) = NY*(Q,V)/{u € NY*(Q,V) : ||ull gro(q.v)=0}-
Since we may embed the metric space Y isometrically into some Banach space L>(Y"), we
can alternatively define NV®(Q, Z) via N1®(Q, Z) := NL®(Q, L>®(Z)).

A pair (u,g), where u is locally integrable and g > 0, is said to satisfy the loacl
1-Poincaré inequality, if there exist constants C' > 0 and A > 1 such that

flu-usduzcrf gy (2.3)
B AB

holds for each ball B = B(x,r) satisfying AB C Q. More generally, if ® is a Young
function, a pair as above is said to satiefy the local ®-Poincaré inequality, if there exist
constants Cep > 0 and A > 1 such that

]{B lu —up|du < Cprd=! <]£B d(g) du) . (2.4)

holds for each ball B = B(z,r) satisfying AB C Q. The domain 2 supports the local
1-Poincaré inequality (respectively ®-Poincaré inequality) if (2.3) ((2.4)) holds for every
integrable map u and every upper gradient g of u. Notice that (2.3) implies (2.4) by the
Jensen inequality.

2.3. Orlicz-Hajlasz-Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.2 (Hajlasz-Sobolev spaces). A measurable map u: Q@ — Y belongs to the
Hajlasz-Sobolev space MY (Q,Y) if u € L?(X,Y) and there exists a nonnegative function
g € L®(Q) such that the Hajlasz gradient inequality

dy (u(), u(z)) < dx(z,2") (9(x) + g()) (2.5)
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holds for all z,2’ € Q\N for some N C Q with u(N) = 0. For each u € M'®(Q,Y), the
associated Hajlasz energy E'%(u) is defined as

E?I(U) = ir;f ”9HL<1>(Q)7
where the infimum is taken over all Hajlasz gradient g of u, that is, g such that (2.5) holds.

We need two maximal functions. Let 0 < a < o0, 0 < 8 < oo and u € L} (). The

loc
fractional mazimal function of u is defined to be

Mau(z) = supra][ lul du, (2.6)
r>0 B(z,r)

where up = fB udp = ,u(B)_1 fB udp is the integral average of u over B. If a = 0, then we
obtain the classical Hardy-Littlewood mazimal function. As is well known, My: L®(X) —
L®(X) is bounded if and only if ® € Vs, see [3]. The fractional sharp mazimal function
of u is defined as

uﬁﬁ(az) = sup T_B][ [u — gz dp. (2.7)
r>0 B(x,r)

Next we give two sufficient conditions for €2 to be admissible.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that ® is a doubling N-function, the mazimal operator My defined in
(2.6) is bounded in L®(Q) and that Q supports a 1-Poincaré inequality, then NY®(Q,Y) =
MY®(Q,Y) with comparable norms for all Orlicz-Sobolev maps.

Proof. In general, M»®(Q,Y) ¢ NY®(Q,Y). For the other direction, let u € N»®(Q,Y)
with a ®-weak upper gradient g, € L®(Q). By [10, Proof of Lemma 3.6], the inequality
dy (u(z), u(y)) < Cd(z,y)(i (x) + i (y))
holds for almost every z,y € 2. Note that the 1-Poincaré inequality implies that
u’i(m) < CMygy(x)

for all z € 2. The claim follows from the boundness of M.

We shall need the following result for the next lemma.

Proposition 2.4 ([23], Lemma 5.15). Assume that ®: [0,00) — [0,00) is a strictly increas-
ing Young function. If a pair u € L%CC (Q,Y) and a measurable function g > 0 satisfy a
®-Poincaré inequality, then for p-almost all x,y € €,

dy (u(z),u(y)) < Cd(z,y) (@71 (Mo®(g(x))) + 2~ (Mo®(9(»)))) ,

where the constant C > 0 depends only on the doubling constant Cyq of p and on the
constant Cgp of the ®-Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that ® and ®1 are N-functions and ®1 belongs to V. If the function
by = <I>1_1 o ® is a doubling N-function and if Q supports a ®o-Poincaré inequality, then
NV®(Q,Y) = Mb®(Q,Y) with comparable norms for all Orlicz-Sobolev maps.

Proof. In general, MY®(Q,Y) c NY®(Q,Y). Therefore, we just need to show that
NY®(QY) ¢ MY®(Q,Y). To show this, let u € NH®(Q,Y) with an ®-weak upper
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gradient g, € L*(Q). By Proposition 2.4,

dy (u(z),u(y)) < Cd(z,y) (257" (MoP2(gu(2))) + @5 (Mo®P2(gu())))

for p-almost all x,y € Q. Tt suffices to show that the function ®5'(My®z(g,)) belongs
to L®(Q). Since g, belongs to L?(Q), ®2(gy,) is in L*1(Q). As the maximal operator
is bounded in L®! by the Va-property of ®;, the function My®3(g,) belongs to L‘I’l(Q).
Consequently, by the definition of ®y, &' (My®2(gy)) is a function of L®(Q). Hence u
belongs to M1®(Q,Y). The proof is complete. O

2.4. Orlicz-Sobolev embedding theorem. In the classical Sobolev-Poincaré inequalities in

R™, the dimension n plays a special role, particularly in the embedding theorems of Sobolev

and Morrey. For our visions of the Sobolev-Poincaré-type estimate, a suitable substitute

for this threshold parameter is given by a lower decay order for the measure of balls. We
say that X has a relative lower volume decay of order s > 0 if

< di.am (B’))s < CO,u(B’)

diam (B) w(B)

holds whenever B’ C B are balls in X. Note u is doubling, inequality (2.8) always holds

for some s < logy Cy whenever B’ C B are balls in X, where Cy is doubling constant of u.

Let s > 1. For a Young function ® satisfying

/0 (%)s,_l dt < oo and /Oo <$>SL1 dt = oo, (2.9)

P, =DoU L, (2.10)

(2.8)

we define

where
1/s

Uy(r) = </0T <$>SL1 dt) and s = . i T (2.11)

Here, fof(t) dt < oo means that foc f(t)dt < oo for some ¢ > 0. Similarly, we denote
[ f(t)dt = oo, if [7° f(t)dt = oo for all ¢ > 0. In the classical Euclidean case, these
formulas (2.9)-(2.11) were first introduced in [2].

The following Orlicz-Sobolev embedding theorem is well-known.

Proposition 2.6 ([13], [14]). Assume that (X, d, p) is a doubling metric measure space that
supports the ®-Poincaré inequality (2.4) and satisfies (2.8) with s > 1. Let B be a ball,
§ >0 and B = (1+6AB. If & satisfies (2.9), then NY®(B) ¢ L®(B), where ®, is
defined by (2.10) and (2.11).

Moreover, for every u € N17¢(l§) and for every ®-weak upper gradient g of u, we have

—1/s

v —upllLes gy < Crpu(B) ||9HL<1>(B)'

3. GENERALIZED RELLICH-KONDRACHOV THEOREM

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We firstly prove a Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem
for Orlicz-Hajlasz-Sobolev mappings.
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Theorem 3.1. Let p be a doubling measure on X and € supports a loacl ®-Poincaré in-
equality for some N-function ® € A’ N Vsy. For every m € N, let (Y, dy,) be a complete
metric space, K., C Yy, compact and {u,} C MV®(Q,Y,,). Suppose that (K,,,dy) is a
uniformly compact sequence and
SUp [ (yrs )| 2 ) + By ()| < 00 (3.1)
meN
for some and thus every ym, € K,,. Then, after possibly passing to a subsequence, there
exist a complete metric space Z, isometric embeddings ©p, @ Yo, — Z, a compact subset
K C Z andv € MY*(Q, Z) such that o, (Kp) C K for allm € N and @, 0 uy, converges
to v in L®(Q, Z).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. As in [6], the proof of theorem 3.1 relies on the following variant
of Gromov’s compactness theorem.

Proposition 3.2. Let (Y,,,d,,) be a sequence of metric spaces and, for each m € N, subsets
Bl cB: CB3 C---CYy.

If for every k € N the sequence (BE , d,,,) is uniformly compact then, after possibly passing

to a subsequence, there exist a complete metric space Z, isometric embeddings ©pm: Ym —

Z and compact subsets Y' C Y2 C --- C Z such that ¢, (BE) C Y* for allm € N and
ke N.

Fix m € N. Reasoning as in [6, Proof of Theorme 3.1], we may assume Y, is a
Banach space. Indeed, every metric space Y isometrically embeds into the Banach space
L>(Y") of bounded functions on Y with the supremum norm. Now, there exists a non-
negative function h,, € L®(Q) such that ||h,|| o) < C- E% (up) for some constant C
only depending on 2 and ® and such that

A (um (%), up (2)) < d(@,2") (hin () + hin (27))
for all z,2" € Q. For k € N set
AR =z € Q: hy(z) <k}

and notice that the restriction of u,, to A¥, is 2k-Lipschitz.

Lemma 3.3. There exist kg € N and X\ > 0 such that uy,(A) C B(Ky, A\k) and A%, # 0
forallm e N and k > ky.

Here, B(K,,, Ak) denotes the set of all y € Y,, for which there exists z € K, with
dm(y, z) < Ak.

Proof. For each m € N, fix y,,, € K,;, and define
CF = {x € Q: dpYm, um(z)) < k}.
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By ® € A’ and (3.1), there exists M > 0 such that

u(@\ b <o)t [ " (2=2) an
<M1 'e (%) /Qcp(hm(x))du

cue(3)

and similarly we have u(Q\ C¥) < M® (1) for all m and k. Thus, there exists kg € N
such that Ak N Ck £  for all m € N and all k > kq. Fix z9 € A%, N CE. Then for every
r € AF we have

Do (Y Ui (7)) < iy (Y Ui (20)) + i (i (20) un (7)) < k + 2k diam (£2),
so the lemma follows. O

Let m € N and k > kg. By [16, Theorem 4.1.21], there exists a 2kCy-Lipschitz map
k

m?

define for each m € N an increasing sequence of subsets B’,ffj C B,’ff“ C---CYnby

BF = K, Uu @) uU---udk Q).

uk . Q0 — Y, which agrees with u,, on A* , where Cj is the doubling constant of ;. We

Since u, is 2 jCy-Lipschitz on the compact set ©, Lemma 3.3 implies that for fixed k& > kg
the sequence of metric spaces (B d,,) is uniformly compact. Thus, by Proposition 3.2
there exists, after possibly passing to a subsequence, a complete metric space (Z,dz),
isometric embeddings ¢,: Y, < Z, and compact subsets Y50 c Ykotl ... c Z such
that ¢, (BE) C Y* for all m and k > ko. In particular, for every m € N the set ¢y, (K,y)
is contained in the compact set K := Yo,

Lemma 3.4. The maps vy, = P © Uy belong to MY®(Q, Z) and satisfy

Su% ldz (20, vm) o) + E%(vm)] < oo (3.2)
me

for some and thus every zo € Z.

Proof. Fix 2’ € Q and write z9 = v, (2’). Then we have
dz(20,vm (7)) = dz(vm(z'), v (2))
= dZ(‘:Dm o um(x,)a ©m © um(‘r)) = dm(um(x,)v um(‘r))

Since u, € M®(Q,Y,,), then dy,(um ('), um) € L*(Q). Hence dz(20,vm) € L*(Q). For
the Hajlasz gradient inequality, note that

dZ(Um(x/)7 Um()) = dz(pm © um(x/)7 ©m © U (T))
= (i ('), um (2)) < d(2’, 2) (hm (27) + T (7))
for all z, 2’ € Q. Therefore, v,, € M>®(Q, Z) and (3.2) follows form (3.1). O

We need the following lemma for the later proofs.
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Lemma 3.5. For given k > kg, define the map vF, := @, o uF,. Then there exists M > 0
such that

/ dz(vm(x),vF (2))dp < M [k@ (%) + ! <M<I> <%>>] (3.3)

Q
for all m € N and every k > ko, where U is the complementary function of .

Proof. Fix 2’ € Q and write zg = v¥,(2). Then

dz (20, v, () = dz(pm © up ('), om © uy, (2))

= dp (ul ('), v, (2)) < 2kCy diam ()

for every x € Q and all m € N and k > kg. This together with Young’s inequality and
Lemma 3.3 yields
[ daton(e) e d= [ da(on (), (o)) d
Q o\A

k

m

— [ delh@) it [ da(en(o) o) du
Q\AE, Q\AE,

< M'kp(Q\ AY,) + 2[|dz (vin (), 20) | Lo 4k ) [ 1] 2w (@ a8 )
< M'Ep(Q\ Ay,) + M0 (M"u(Q\ A))

culio(3) oo (se(2))]

where (®,¥) is a complementary Young pair, the constants M, M’, M"” and M"" do not
depend on m and k. O

We next derive the L' limit.

Lemma 3.6. There erists a subsequence {vy,,} which converges in LY(Q,Z) to some v €
LY(Q,2).

Proof. For given k > ko, the map v¥, := ¢, o uF, is 2kCy-Lipschitz and has image in the
compact set Y* for every m € N. Thus, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem and by a diagonal
sequence argument, there exist integers 1 < m; < mo < ... such that, for every k > kg,
the sequence {vfnj} converges uniformly on 2 as j — oo. Lemma 3.5 above shows that
there exists M > 0 such that

dz (Vm, (2), v, () dp < 2M | kD D vw (o (1)) ]+ dz(vh,, (x), vk, (2)) dp
J o (1) o (e (2)))+

for all j,I € N and every k > ko. Hence, the integral on the left-hand side converges to 0
as j,1 — oo. This proves that {v,,; } is a Cauchy sequence in L'(Q, Z) and hence that U
converges in L'(€, Z) to some v € L'(Q, Z). O

Lemma 3.7. The sequence {vp,,} converges to v in L*(Q, Z).

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, there exists some v/ € L®(Q, Z) such that vp,, — v' in L*(Q, 2).
Since vy, — v in L'(€, Z), v =1’ and so v € L?(Q, Z).
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Let £ > 0. Then the set FY := {r € Q:dz(vm;(x),v(x)) > e} satisfies ,u(Fg) — 0 as
j — oo because, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

u(FD) < - [ (o, (@), 0(@)

for every j € N and because vy,; converges to v in LY(Q, Z) by Lemma 3.6.
By the absolute continuity of the integral, we have

/Q B(d (v, (2),v0(x))) dps < / D (dz (v, (2), 0(x))) dps + /F

) @(dz(’umj (LE), U(‘T))) dp
Q\F!

J
£

- /Q ¥ /F , @z (e (2), () d

and hence

[dz (vm;, )l Lo @) — O
as j — 0o. Above, we used the well-known fact that if ® is doubling, then L®-convergence
is equivalent to ®-mean convergence; see [20, Theorem 3.4.12]. This shows that U,
converges to v in L*(Q, 7). O

Finally, we are able to finish the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that {vy,,} € M“®(Q,Z) and vy, — v in L'(Q,Z). Then v €
MY®(Q, 7).

Proof. Since {vm,} € M>®(Q, Z)}, then there exist nonnegative functions {hm,} C L*(£2)
such that

dz (Vi (), vm; () < dx (2,y) (hiy () + b, (1))
for all z,y € . Since E}g(vm ;) is bounded, then, after possibly passing to a subsequence,
there exists a function h € L*() such that hyn; — hin L%®(£). Since Um; — vin LY(Q, Z),
then, up to a subsequence, we have vy,; — v alomst everywhere in Q. Similarly, h,,; — h
alomst everywhere in ). Hence, we have

dz(v(z),v(y)) < dx(z,y) (h(z) + h(y))

for almost all =,y € Q. This together with Lemma 3.7 yields v € M1®(, Z), completing
the proof. O

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is thus complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. With Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.5 at hand, Theorem 1.5 follows
immediately from Theorem 3.1. O

3.2. Some further improvements. In Theorem 1.5, we proved that ¢, o u,, — v in L®
and this is to some extent weaker than the statement of classical Rellich-Kondrachov
compactness theorem, as we did not get the convergence in a Orlicz space better than L®.
In this subsection, we discuss how to improve the L® convergence.

Corollary 3.9. For every N-function H << ®, the maps {vm,} and v belong to L (Q, Z)
and the sequence (vy,,) converges to v in LT(Q,7), where ®, is defined by (2.10) and
(2.11).
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Proof. Fix zg € Z. If H << @, then Corollary 3.9 follows from Theorem 1.5. There-
fore, we may assume ® << H << ®,. Note that M1®(Q,Z) c NL®(Q,Z), by (3.2)
and the Orlicz-Sobolev embedding (see Proposition 2.6), the real-valued functions z
dz(20,vm, (x)) belong to L®*(2) and form a bounded sequence in L% ().

Since a subsequence of {vy,; } converges to v almost everywhere, it follows with Fatou’s
lemma that v € L®s(, Z) and hence

L = sup [|[dz(vm,, v)|| Lo, ) < 00
jEN

By the linearity of the integral, we have

/H(dZ(Umj(x)vv(fﬂ)))dﬂ < H(dz(vm;(x),v(z)))dp+ | H(dz(vm, (x),v(x))) dp
Q Q\F? F

< H(e)dp+ [  H(dz(vm,(x),v(z)))dp
O\F? 7
This together with generalized Young’s inequality yields
ldz (vm; (), v(@)) [ (9) S llell e @) + 1dz(vm,; (), (@) i g1
S el @y + 1z (0my (@), 0@ o o3y 1Ll
where P is any Young function satisfying ®;1(t)P~1(t) < H~(t) for all ¢ > 0. Indeed,

here we can simply set P~1(¢) :== H~! (Ho—cgfim> and it follows easily from the property

H << @, such that P is a desired Young function with the above property. Since N(Fg ) —
0 as j — oo, ||1||LP(]F2) — 0 as j — oo. Consequently,

|dz (vm, (), v(2))|| L @) — O

as j — oo. This shows that vy,; converges to v in LH(Q, Z). The proof is complete. O

4. EXTENSION OF THE TRACE THEORY OF KOREVAAR-SCHOEN

Let (X,dx,pu) be a complete metric measure space, (V.| - |) be a Banach space and
Q) C X be a bounded domain. Assume 0f2 is endowed with an upper codimension-6 regular
measure H with 6 > 0.

We give an alternative definition of the trace for Banach valued maps.

Definition 4.1. Let u: Q@ — V be a p-measurable map. Then Tu(z) € V is the trace of u
at x € 99 if the following equation holds:

lim |u — Tu(x)| dp = 0. (4.1)
r=0% J B(z,r)NQ
We say that u has a trace Tu on 99 if Tu(x) exists for H-almost every z € 0S2.
Arguing as in [5, Lemma 3.2], we know that Definition 4.1 is consistent with Definition
1.1. Thus to develop a theory of trace, we shall not distinguish the trace operators in
Definitions 1.1 and 4.1. From now on, we shall focus on the case when (Y,dy) = (V.| -|)
is a Banach space.
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For any f € L?OC (Q,V), we define the centered fractional maximal operator as

Myof(x)= sup o1 (7’0][ O(f) d,u) , for each x € 0N. (4.2)
0<r<2diam (092) B(x,r)

Then it is easy to see that this fractional maximal operator maps L%C(Q, V') into the space
of real-valued lower semicontinuous functions on 0f2.

Let us now establish its boundedness. The essential idea of the proof is similar with
the one used in [19, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 4.2. Let the N-function ® belong to A'. Then for any f € L*(Q) and [fllLe@) < 1,

we have || Mg.o fllwreoo) < [1fllLe)- In particular, H({x € 02 : My o f(z) = oo}) =0.

Here, given a Young function ®, the weak Orlicz space

WL2(Q) = {fis p-measurable: || f|ly peq) < oo} ,

where || £l o) = Sup / B(tx (000 (1£1) dt
t>0 JQ

Proof. Let f € L*(Q). Fix t > 0, we can define F; = {x € 9Q : Mp o f(z) > t}. For each
x € Fy, there is a ball B, = B(x,r,;) such that

0 ]{Bm O(f)du > d(t).

Hence, By C U,cp, BxNOK. Since pu|q is doubling and radii 7, are bounded by 2 diam (9<2),
we can apply the Basic Covering Theorem to find pairwise disjoint balls By := B,
k=1,2,.--, for some choice of {x} C E; such that E; C |J, 5B, N0S. This together
with upper codimension relation (2.1) yields

H(Et <H<U5Bkﬁag)<ZH5Bkﬂ8Q <ZM5§;€QQ ZuBkﬂQ
k

By the choice of balls B, we have

Jp, ®(F)dn (BN Q)
@) A

That gives us that

H(E) < Ek: <fB 50 ) < Zk ka < fQ ®(f) dﬂ.

(I)(t) = 3
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It follows from the N-function ® € A’ that

Moo fllw e @0) = Sup/ D(tX(t,00) (| Mo,0 f(2)])) dH ()
>0 Joo

5sup(¢@>1;dwx@gguw@@f«ww>dﬁcw>

>0 Q
< §1>1£) <(I>(t /Et (1) d?—[(m))
(

)
S Sup (P()H(EL))

< [ du <1 lirie
For the second claim, we assume that H({z € 0Q : My ¢ f(x) = 00}) =a > 0. Set
Ew ={2x €00 : Myof(x)= o0}

For any M > 0, we have [|[Mp o fllwrepo) > ono ®(M)dH, this is a contradiction as
M — oo. So the lemma follows.
g

We are ready to prove the boundedness of the trace operator for Banach space valued
Orlicz-Sobolev maps. When ®(z) = |z|P, 1 < p < oo, the result was obtained in [5,
Theorem 3.4]. The essential idea of the proof is similar with the one used in [5].

Theorem 4.3. Suppose Q) C X is weakly (P, 0)-admissible for some N-function ® € A'NV,.
Then the trace operator T: NY®(Q, V) — L*(0Q,V) is bounded and linear.

Proof. Let u € NY®(Q,V) and R = 2diam () be fixed. We extend u as 0 outside .
Without loss of generality, we assume that [u[|y1,ey < 1. For any z € 0Q and k € N,

we define
Tru(z) = ][ udp.
B(z,2=FR)NQ

We first show that the limits

Tu = lim Tru
k—o0
exist H-almost everywhere on 0f). It suffices to show that the function
U= Z ]T;H_lu — Tku] + ’Tou’
k>0
belongs to L?(99), since u € L®(09) implies that @(z) < oo for H-almost everywhere
x € 0). Then it suffices to show that
@l e @0,v) < [[Toull Le@o,v) + Z [Th1u — Tiul| Lo (aq,vy < oo
k>0
Notice that Toyu(x) = fB(va)ﬂQ udp = foudp for any x € 99, since Q C B(x, R) for
any x € 0. It follows from the Jensen inequality, upper codimension relation (2.1) and
® ¢ A’ that

[Toull e @a,vy < acillullpe@,vy,
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where a = &= 1 and constant ¢; does not depend on u. Indeed, we have

/<1> deg/ o1 ——2 ) an
aClHU||L<I>(QV o0 aclHUHL‘i’(Q,V)
<[ 2 [e(— " )auau
a0 H(0N) /Q ac|[ull e o,vy

<R % <i>q><l>/q> Y N au<t,
c1 a/ Ja HUHUP(Q,\/)

where the lase inequality follows by choosing the constant c; large enough.
For any k > 0, it follows from the doubling property of u, the local ®-Poincaré
inequality, ® € A’ N V4 and the upper codimension relation (2.1) that

[Th+1u — Thullpeoa,vy < ak - c2llgullLo @), (4.3)

__27*R
ST (@ A7) and constant co does not depend on u. Indeed, we have

/ o Tirru(z) — Tru(zx) H(x)
o0 ak, - c2l|gull Lo (@)

where a =

1

' uly) — Up(z,2-* du(y) | dH(x
ak‘C2HQUHLq’(Q) ]{3(90,2’“1}2)09’ ®) B2 R)m‘ ( )> (@)

I ][ u(y) UB(z,2-*R)NQ |
B(

du(y) | dH(x
z,2-kR)NQ HQuHL<1>(Q) HQUHL@(Q) ( )) )

2_kR. _1 gui(y) €T
S /mcp (ak-cz ® (Jé(x,zkm)mq) <H9uHLq’(Q)> du@))) e

27FR u
)][ & (2 ) gy ami)
ag - C2 B(z,27*AR)NQ HQuHL<1>(Q)

(@A) o) )
- C2> H(B(z,27%AR) N 0Q) /B(x,2k>\R)ﬂQ ? <HQUHL‘1’(Q)> Auly) dH )

9u(y) / (2—'@2) (27*AR)~
< | Toullaron ® M (z)d
/Q(2k)\R) (”gu”L‘?(Q)> B(y,2-*AR)NOR ay - ¢2 ) H(B(z,2=*\R) N dQ) (z) du(y)

—k
<P <i> i) <2 R) (2"“R)‘9/ o W) du(y) <1,
C2 ay Q(2-kAR) HQuHL<1>(Q)

where Q(r) := {x € Q : d(z,09Q) < r} and the constant ¢y is large enough.
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: —k : :
Since » 1> m < oo, combing the estimates of [|Toul|pe @,y and [|Tkr1u —
Tiulle(a0,v), We obtain that
27"R

1
. <t R L
4l e @0,y S 5177} [ull o @) + k§>0 ST (T R 9ull L2 (@)

S lullyre @y < oo
Thus, Tu exists H-almost everywhere on 0f). Moreover, since |TV u| < u, we have
[T ull e @0,vy < ltllze@o,v) S llullyte )

The proof will be complete once we show Tu = Tu on 9. For this, it suffices to show
that the eqaution (4.1) holds with Tu(z) for H-almost every = € 9. Set

E={x € 0Q: Myogy(x) = oo and Tpu(z) — Tu(z) as k — 0o}

Then Lemma 4.2 implies that H(E) = 0.

For any 0 < r < R, let k, € N such that 27%~1R < < 2% R. Then it follows from
the doubling property of p and the local ®-Poincaré inequality that for any z € 9Q \ E
and 0 <r <R,

][ fu — T dpe < ]l fu — Ty, (2)] dp + T (z) — Tulz)|
B(z,r)NQ B(z,r)NQ

< ][ [t — e gt myngl i + |Ti, () — Tu(a)
B(z,2~kr R)NQ

serRe7 (f a(g@)du@) | + [T, (2) - Tulz)
B(z,2-Fr AR)NQ

SR (7 R)) Myogu(w) + [Tk, (2) - Tu(w)],

where in the last inequality, we used the fact that ®~! € V' and ® € A’. Since z € 90\ E
and k, — oo as r — 0, we have

][ lu — Tu(z)|du — 0, as r— 0.
B(z,r)N

Hence (4.1) holds with Tu(z) for H-almost every z € 8. The proof is complete. O
Remark 4.4. The condition ) ;- %2:9) < o0 is reasonable. Indeed, since the N-

1
function ® € A’ N Vg, then ®~1(x) > Clz|» for some p > 1. Hence, if we choose < p,

then .
2 —k(1-2)
) PEEMEEe) ol T I
1 (9—k0) =
k>0 &1 (27%) k>0
Proof of Theorem 1.7. This is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3. O

As a consequence of the proof of Theorem 4.3, we obtain the following convergence
result for traces of metric valued Orlicz-Sobolev space, which in particular gives Theorem
1.8.
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Theorem 4.5. Suppose Q) C X is weakly (P, 0)-admissible for some N-function ® € A'NV,.
Let {u;} € NY®(Q,Y) be a sequence with uniformly bounded energy, that is,

sup E® (u;) < oo.
1€N

If u; converges to some u € NY®(QY) in L®(Q,Y), then Tu; — Tu in LT(0Q,Y).
Furthermore, two maps u,v € NY®(Q,Y) have the same trace if and only if d(u,v) €
NL®(Q,R) and has zero trace.

Proof. For both assertions, embedding Y isometrically into some Banach space V' if nec-
essary, we may assume Y = V is a Banach space.

For the first claim, recall that in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we proved that T f = T f
for any f € NY®(Q, V), where

Tf = lim Tyf.
k—o00
It follows from the estimate (4.3) that
ITf = Tefle@av) < D ITjr1f = Tifll ooy

Jj>k
277R
SO a9l
~ —1((9—i R0 Q)
o 1 (277R)")
27FR
S m”éﬁ”ybm)a

where g; is the mimimal ®-weak upper gradient of f.
Hence for any two maps f,h € N»®(Q,V) and any k € N, we have

|Tf = Thlzewo,v) < NTf = TefllLe@ov) + 1Th = TihlLe@o,v) + 1Tk f — Tkhll Lo 00,v)

27FR
< - - + b + T f —Tih
~ 9T ((27FR)P) (”gf”L‘I)(Q) ”thLq(Q)> | Ty f k HL@(@Q,\ELI)

where g and gj, are minimal ®-weak upper gradients of f and h, respectively. Notice that
for any x € 0f), we have

Trf(x) :][ fdu and Tih(x) :][ hdp.
B(z,2-kR)NQ B(z,2-kR)NQ

Thus
1Tk f — TihllLeo,v) < 1Tk+1h — TifllLe@o,v) + 1Tks1h — Tihl Lo 50,1
=11 + Is.
Using similar arguments as that in (4.3), we obtain

27FR
I < m“gh“mm)-

For the estimate of Iy, it follows from the doubling property of u, the Jensen inequality
and upper codimension relation (2.1) that

Iy < by - csllh = fllpe vy
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where b, = and constant cg does not depend on u. Indeed, we have

[ (et ) o
b callh - e <]€B(m,2k1R)mQ Aly) duly) - ]{Bu,wmm T du(y))] R
) (fo o T2 it )

(
S (T2 fra® (7 ;) it
(

(2"“R) h(y) — f(y)
by, - C3> H(B(z,27%R) N 9Q) /B(:v 2-kR)NQ ® (Hh ey

Wy —fly) 1 2*R)? )
& /9(2kR) ® <Hh - f||L<I>(Q,V)) /B(y,ZkR)maﬂ ¢ <bk . 63> H(B(z,27FR) N 0N) () dp(y)

Do (L) @ty OENON
o <C3> ® <bk> @R) /Q(sz) ® (Hh - f”LﬂQ,V)) duly) <1 (45)

where Q(r) := {x € Q: d(z,09Q) < r} and the constant c3 is large enough.
Thus, the estimate (4.4) can be rewritten as
27"R

(@ FR)) (HngL<1>(Q) + thHL<1>(Q)>

1
d-1((2-kR)?) If = h||L<I>(Q,V)-

) dp(y) dH(z)

ITf —Thlpe@av) S

+ (4.6)

The above inequality shows that if the sequence u; converges to u in L®(Q,V) and if
the sequence has uniformly bounded energy, then Tu; converges to Tu in L®(09Q,V).
Indeed, if we choose f = u and h = u; in the above inequality, we know from the lower
semicontinuity of energy (see [9, Corollary 3.6.7], [16, Theorem 2.4.1]) that the energy of
u is also bounded and hence the first term on the right-hand side of (4.6) can be made
arbitrary small by choosing k big enough. Once k is fixed, the second term can be made
small by choosing i large.

We now turn to the second claim and assume that u,v € NY®(Q, V) have the same
trace, i.e., Tu(x) = Tv(x) for H-a.e. = € 9Q. We first show that d(u,v) = |u —v| €
NL®(Q). Since |u —v| < |u| + |v|, |u — v| € L?(R). The minimal ®-weak upper gradient
Glu—v| Of |lu — v| is controlled by g, + g,, where g, and g, are minimal ®-weak upper
gradients of v and v. Indeed, for any rectifiable curve v connecting x,y € €2, by triangle
inequality, we have that

l[u(z) — ()] — u(y) — v(@)l| < Ju(z) — ul)] + () — o) < / gu + g ds.
Y
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Thus, |u —v| € NY®(Q). Since Tu(z) = Tv(z) for H-a.e. x € 09, it follows from the
definition of trace that for H-a.e. = € 9, we have

lim |lu —v|dp < lim lu — Tu(zx)| dp + |Tu(z) — Tv(z)]
=0t J B(z,r)NQ r—=0% J B(z,r)NQ

+ lim |Tv(x) —v|dp = 0.
r—07+ B(z,r)N
Hence |u — v| has trace zero.
For the converse, assume that |u — v| € Nb®(Q) has trace zero. Notice that for any
x € 0Q and any y € B(x,r) N, we have that

[Tu(z) = Tv(z)| < |[Tu(z) — uw(y)| + |u(y) —v)| + |[v(y) — To(z)].
It follows from the definition of trace that for H-a.e. x € 0L, we have

Tu(z) — To(z)| < ][ Tu(z) — ul dy + ][ lu— v|dps
B(z,r)NQ B(z,r)NQ

—l-][ |v —Tv(x)|dp — 0, as r — 0.
B(z,r)NQ

Thus, v and v have the same trace. O

5. SOLUTION TO THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.4, which is very similar to [6,
Theorem 1.4] and [5, Theorem 1.4]. In the first step, we prove the following result on
ultra-limits of subsequences of Orlicz-Sobolev maps, which extends [6, Theorem 1.6] and
[5, Theorem 4.3].

Theorem 5.1. Suppose Q2 C X is a weakly (P, 0)-admissible domain for some N-function
® € Ay NVq and Y, is an ultra-completion of the complete metric space Y. If {uy} C
NY®(Q,Y) is a bounded sequence, then, after possibly passing to a subsequence, the map
#(2) = [(um(2))] belongs to NH®(Q,Y,,) and satisfies

E®(¢) < liminf E® (uy).
k—00

Moreover, if Tuy, converges to some map p € L*(0Q,Y) H-almost everywhere on OS2, then
To=1o0p.

Proof. The proof is essentially contained in [6, Proof of Theorem 1.6] and we present it
again for the convenience of the readers. After possibly passing to a subsequence, we may
assume that

E®(uy) — liminf E® (u,,)

m—ro0
as k — oo.

Fix yg € Y and apply the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness Theorem 1.5. After possi-
bly passing to a subsequence, there exist a complete metric space Z = (Z,dz), a compact
subset K C Z, and isometric embedding ¢: Y — Z and v € NV®(Q,2) = MH?(Q, Z)
such that ¢(yo) C K and v := @ ouy, converges in L?(Q, Z) to v as k — oco. After passing



THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR ORLICZ-SOBOLEV MAPPINGS BETWEEN METRIC SPACES 23

to a further subsequence, we may assume that v, converges almost everywhere to v on Q.
Let N C Q be a set of y-measure zero such that vg(z) — v(z) for all z € Q\N.

Define a subset of Z by B := {v(z) : z € Q\N}. The map ¢: B — Y, given by
Y(v(z)) = [(ur(2))] when z € Q\N is well-defined and isometric by [6, Lemma 2.2]. Since
Y, is complete, there exists a unique extension of 1 to B, which we denote again by ).
After possibly redefining the map v on N, we may assume that v has image in B and
hence v is an element of N1®(Q, B). Now, we define a mapping by

¢(2) 1= ¥(v(2)) = [(ur(2))]
and then ¢ belongs to N»®(Q,Y,,) and by the lower semicontinuity of upper gradient
energy (see [9, Corollary 3.6.7], [16, Theorem 2.4.1]) it satisfies

E%(¢) < E®(v) < liminf E®(v;) = liminf E® (uy). (5.1)
k—00 k—00

It remains to prove the trace equality. Suppose Tuj converges to some map p €
L®(09,Y) almost everywhere on 9. Arguing as in [6, Page 104], we can find compact
subsets C; C Cy C --- C Y, isometric embedding ¢: Y — Z and v € NY®(Q, Z) such that
vg == pouy, converges in L*(Q, Z) to v as k — oo. Furthermore, if we set C = (Ji°, C), then
aftering passing to a further subsequence if necessary we may assume that v; converges to
v almost everywhere on . Let N C €2 be a set of p-measure zero such that vg(z) — v(z)
for all z € Q\N.

Define a subset of Z by

B:={v(z): 2 € Q\N} U p(C).
The map ¥: B — Y, given by

{wv(z)) =[(uw(2)]  ifz€Q\W,
Plp(x)) = e(x) = [(z)] ifzeC,

is well-defined and an isometric embedding by [6, Lemma 2.2]. Since Y, is complete, there
exists a unique isometric extension of ¢ to B, which we denote again by 1. After possibly
redefining the map v on N, we may assume v € NY®(Q, B). The map ¢(2) := ¢(v(2)) =
[(ur(2))] then belongs to N®(Q,Y,,) and satisfies (5.1). Moreover, by Theorem 4.5, we
have that Tvg, = ¢ o Tuy converges to ¢ o p almost everywhere on 92 and a subsequence
of Ty, converges to Tv almost everywhere. It thus follows that T'v = ¢ o p and hence

Té=tpoTv=1opop=iop.

The proof is complete.

With Theorem 5.1 at hand, the proof of Theorem 1.4 is immediate.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let ¢ € NY®(Q,Y) and let {uz} € NY®(Q,Y) be an energy min-
imizing sequence with Tu = T'¢ for each k. Then by the characterization of trace from
Theorem 4.5, hi(z) = d(ug(x), p(z)) € N&’q)(Q). Since supy, E®(hy) < oo, it follows from
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the global ®-Poincaré inequality (1.2) that supy, |||z ) < co. Hence
sup {1y, e () o ) + B ()| < oc.

Thus {u;} is a bounded sequence in NV®(Q,Y). Let Y, be an ultra-completion of Y
such that Y admits a 1-Lipschitz retraction P: Y, — Y. After possibly passing to a
subsequence, we may assume by Theorem 5.1 that the map v(z) := [(ug(2))] belongs to
N'®(Q,Y,,) and satisfies Tv = 1 o T'¢ and

E®(v) < lim E®(uy).
k—o00

Since P:Y,, — Y is a 1-Lipschitz retraction, the map u := P o v belongs to N"*(Q,Y)
and satisfies Tu = T¢ and E®(u) < limg_,o0 E®(t,,). The proof is complete. O
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