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A basic homogenization problem for the p-Laplacian in R? perforated
along a sphere: L estimates

Peter V. Gordon * Fedor Nazarov Yuval Peres *

June 22, 2022

Abstract

We consider a boundary value problem for the p-Laplacian, posed in the exterior of small cavities that
all have the same p-capacity and are anchored to the unit sphere in R%, where 1 < p < d. We assume that
the distance between anchoring points is at least € and the characteristic diameter of cavities is ae, where
a = a(e) tends to 0 with e. We also assume that anchoring points are asymptotically uniformly distributed
as € | 0, and their number is asymptotic to a positive constant times e*~¢. The solution u = u® is required
to be 1 on all cavities and decay to 0 at infinity. Our goal is to describe the behavior of solutions for small
e > 0. We show that the problem possesses a critical window characterized by 7 := lim.o a/a. € (0, 00),
where a, = ¢!/ and v = %. We prove that outside the unit sphere, as € | 0, the solution converges to AU
for some constant A, where U(xz) = min{1,|z|~7} is the radial p-harmonic function outside the unit ball.
Here the constant A, equals 0 if 7 = 0, while A, = 1 if 7 = co. In the critical window where 7 is positive and
finite, A, € (0,1) is explicitly computed in terms of the parameters of the problem. We also evaluate the
limiting p-capacity in all three cases mentioned above. Our key new tool is the construction of an explicit
ansatz function u%, that approximates the solution u® in L>(R?) and satisfies |Vu® — Vu5_ || Le(rdy = 0
as e 0.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider a boundary value problem for the p-Laplacian in a domain obtained from R? by
perforating it (i.e., removing small cavities) along the unit sphere. The problem is formulated as follows. Given
e >0, let S = S(e) be a finite set of points on the unit sphere S~ € R such that the Euclidean distance
between any two points in S is at least . Points in S will be referred to as anchors. For each anchor s, let K
be a compact subset of the closed unit ball B(0,1) C R%. Let 0 < a = a(e) < g satisfy a(e) — 0 as e — 0.
Define

I=T.:=|J(s+ozK,). (1.1)
ses

Two examples of such sets are depicted in Figure
Assume that 1 < p < d and let u = u® be the Perron solution of the boundary value problem

Apu = div(|Vu|P~2Vu) =0 in RI\T,
u=1 on I, (1.2)
u(z) = 0 as |z| = oc.

(We recall the definition of Perron solutions in Section 2.) We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of u®
as € — 0 under the following two key hypotheses:
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Figure 1: Two examples of sets I' in R3 that are unions of small cavities anchored to the unit sphere S%:
congruent cones (left) and spheres, cubes and cylinders of the same p-capacity (right).

(H1) The anchors are asymptotically equidistributed, that is
gdt Z §s = op as e — 0, (1.3)
seS(e)
where p is the uniform probability measure on the unit sphere S~ and o > 0.

(Hz) All the sets K, have the same p-capacity, i.e., there is some compact set K C B(0,1) C R? such that
cap,(Ks) = cap,(K) > 0 for all e > 0 and s € S(g), where

cap,(K) := inf {/ V[P = € C°(RY), 1 > 1 on K} : (1.4)

see |9, Chapter 2]. A special case to keep in mind is when all the K are rotated copies of K, as in the
left part of Figure

The Perron solution u of (1.2)) is related to the p-capacity of I'. Specifically, the following identity holds
19, Theorems 9.33 and 9.35]:

cap,(T') = / VP (1.5)

In this context, u is called the p-equilibrium potential of T'. In previous works in similar setups [7,|10}|11]
(summarized at the end of this section), asymptotics of u° in the Sobolev space H'P were studied. The
methods of the present paper enable us to obtain precise L™ asymptotics.

To motivate our results, note that since the p-capacity is sub-additive [9, Theorem 2.2], we have:

ag)d—P
cap,(I') < anpp (s+ aeK,) = |S|(a5)d_pcapp(K) = %(Ed_”SDC&pp(K), (1.6)

seS



where we used the easily checked scaling relation
cap,(aK) = ad*pcapp(K), Ya > 0. (1.7)

Taking into account that ¢?~!|S| — & as € — 0, we obtain that

a4 P
a0 <0 (2] (1)
where C' is some constant independent of ¢,

Qe =7, (1.9)
and

yi=— (1.10)

On the other hand, since p-capacity is monotone and I' C B(0,1 + ), we have
cap, (') < (1+¢)? Pcap,(B(0,1)). (1.11)

Thus, when the 11m1t1ng value (as ¢ — 0) of = increases from 0 to oo, the natural upper bounds and
- for cap, (') cross each other. It turns ot that in the same regime, the solution u of (L.2) ( outs1de of

S4=1) gradually transltlonb from 0 to the p-equilibrium potential U of the unit ball, defined as the solution of

AU =0 in R*\B(0,1),
U=1 on B(0,1), (1.12)
Ulx)—0 as |z|— o0,

and given by

_J1 0<|z| <1,
U(x) .—{ |z~ x| > 1. (1.13)

The discussion above motivates our third hypothesis:
(H3) lim._oa(e)e /7 =71 €0, 0]

Most of the paper will be devoted to the analysis of the critical window, where 0 < 7 < oo. Our first result
describes the asymptotics of the capacity Capp(Fa) and of the potential © = u® away from the unit sphere.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that hypotheses (Hy), (Ha), (H3) hold. Then, as e — 0,

0 if 7=0,
u(zr) = ¢ AU(x) if 7€ (0,00), (1.14)
U(x) if T=o00

uniformly on compact subsets of R\ S¥=1 where for T € [0, 00),

A= A(r) = lor™rean, () (1.15)
(O'Td_pcapp(K)) P4 (Capp(B(O, 1))) v

Furthermore,
0 B if 7=0,
cap,(I'z) — Ai’capp(B(O, mM+0- A*)pcapp(K)UTd_p if 1€(0,00), (1.16)
cap,(B(0,1)) if T=o00.



Figure 2: The ansatz function ua, and its level sets, determined by 12 equally spaced anchors on the unit circle
(d=2). Here K = B(0,1), p=15, vy=1, e~ 0.52, 7 =1/40 and A, ~ 0.5.

Figure 3: The phase transition as 7 increases: A single bump for 7 = 1/4 (A, = 0.25), 7 = 1 (A4 = 0.5), and
7 =3 (A, = 0.75). Parameters: p = 1.5, v = 1, ¢ &~ 5 - 1072, The number of anchors is 1250, only a square of
side-length 20ec, centered at one of them is depicted.

Tt will be convenient to define A, = 1 if 7 = co. If we assume that o = Ce$ for ¢ > 0, then this theorem
reveals a phase transition when the exponent ¢ crosses 1/7.

Example. To illustrate the Theorem, consider the simple special case where d = 3,p = 2 (so v = 1 and
a. =¢) and K, = B(0,1) for all s. Suppose that o = Ta,. In this case, U(x) = min{1,|z|~'} and u®(x) can
be interpreted as the probability that a Brownian motion started from x ever hits I' = UsegB(s,7e?). The
expression for A, simplifies to A, = o7/(1 + o7).

For 7 € (0,00), the expression (1.14) suggests that cap,(I'z) should approach Afcap,(B(0,1)) as & — 0.
This, however, contradicts the actual limiting value of the capacity given by . Indeed, the limiting
equilibrium potential only captures the first summand in , which accounts for the contribution from
the bulk. The second term in , which accounts for the contribution of the equilibrium potential near
the cavities, completely disappears when looking at alone. This is similar to the “term coming from
nowhere” discussed in [4].

The preceding observation raises the question: How does the solution of behave near the unit sphere?
To answer this question, we will introduce the p-potential of K, in a ball B(0, R), namely, the Perron solution
Ve RY— [0,1] of

AYVE=0 in B(O,R)\ K,
Vi=1 on K, (1.17)
Vi(x) =0 for |z|>R.



We also define V£ by replacing the last requirement in (1.17) by VZ (x) — 0 as |z| — co. With U defined by

(1.13) and Uyye(z) == U(ﬁ), we define, for each A € [0, 1], the ansatz function

ua(@) = AUpe(x) + (1= 4) Y V3 (x_s> . (1.18)

(673
ses

For 7 < oo, the convergence u®(x) — A, U(x) ase — 0 in Theorem does not hold uniformly in R%\ §¢-!
because sup,ega\ga-1 u°(x) = 1. The following theorem states that Vu,, approximates Vu in LP(R?) and ua,

approximates u in L>°(R%) as ¢ — 0. See Figures [2] and |3| for a depiction of u4, and of how it changes when 7
increases.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that hypotheses (Hy), (Hz), (Hs) hold. Then as e — 0, we have
[Vu —Vua, | 1rrey — 0, (1.19)

and

||’U/—UA* Lo (R4) — 0. (120)
Remark 1.1. Several technical challenges arise because there are no regularity assumptions on the compact
sets K. First, the solution u of (1.2)) depends monotonically on a(e) only if Ky are star-shaped. Moreover, in
general u need not be continuous on the boundary of T'.

Related work. There is an extensive literature devoted to the p-Laplacian and nonlinear potential theory,
see, e.g., the books [2L|9,|12]/14] and the review paper [15]. Chapter 3 of [13] discusses homogenization problems
for the p-Laplacian. Most works on this topic focus on the derivation of effective limiting equations in domains
that are perforated in the bulk; see, e.g., [4,/13] and references therein. In the papers [7}/10,/11], which are most
closely related to our study, the authors considered homogenization for the p-Laplacian in domains where the
perforation takes place only near a (d — 1) dimensional surface. In [10] the authors assume that p < 1+ d/2
and the cavities are obtained by intersecting a periodic structure with a hyperplane; the critical scaling a, was
already identified there under a mild regularity assumption on the cavities. In [11], the hyperplane is replaced
by a convex surface and p < 1+ d/4. In 7] the cavities are obtained by intersecting a periodic collection of
small balls with the e-neighborhood of a smooth surface. The latter paper also contains a detailed review of
earlier literature. In the works mentioned above, the authors determined the asymptotics of the p-capacity of
the obstacle, and the limiting behavior of the solution in Sobolev space in the weak topology; the behavior of
the solution near the perforated surface was not described. That is our main goal here.

Roadmap. While it is not so hard to show that the solution u° is generally well-behaved away from the cavities
s+ ae Ky, with rare regions of high local energy, the main obstacle to obtaining our results (especially the L>
estimates in Theorem , is ruling out such exceptional regions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents some necessary background and preliminaries
on p-potentials. In Section [3] we bound the oscillation of u¢ in cones and, using the Besicovich covering lemma,
obtain a lower bound for its energy in cones. In Section[d] we combine this lower bound with the global energy
minimization property of u®, to infer a tight upper bound for its energy in cones; we then use this to deduce that
u® is approximately constant on 9B(0,1+¢) (where ¢ <« § < 1), and prove Theorem Section [5| shows that
if u¢ is approximately constant on the boundary of a ball 9B(0,1 + ¢§), then it is also approximately constant
inside this ball, with the exception of small balls B(s,&/10) around the anchors. The comparison argument in
that section is purely analytic, but is motivated by the connection with noisy tug of war games described in
[16]. In the final section, we combine the results from the preceding sections and derive Theorem [1.2

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Given an open set Q C RY let H'?(Q) denote the Sobolev space of LP(f)) functions with weak gradient in
LP(Q), and let Hy?(€2) denote the closure in H () of C§°(Q). Write H};”(Q) for the space of functions on
Q) which, when restricted to every subdomain §; compactly contained in €, are in HP(Qy).



Definition 2.1. [9, Chapters 6,7] Given an open set Q@ C R?, a continuous function w € Hllof(ﬂ) is called
p-harmonic if A,w = 0 weakly, i.e., if

/Q VwP2Vw-Vn =0, VYneCi((Q).

A function ¥ : Q — (—00, 00| is p-superharmonic if it is lower semi-continuous, not identically oo on any
connected component of 2, and satisfies the following comparison inequality on compactly contained subdomains
DcCQ:Ifv>wondD and w € C(D) is p-harmonic in D, then ¢ > w in D.

The following principle, a special case of |9, Proposition 7.6], will be used several times.

Lemma 2.1 (Comparison principle). Let v,w be bounded p-harmonic functions in an open set Q C R%. If

limsup v(z) < lim inf w(x)
Ty =Y

for all y € 00 (including y = oo if  is unbounded) then v < w in 2.
Next we give the definition of Perron solutions from [9, Chapter 9].

Definition 2.2. Given a domain Q C R? and boundary values f : M — R, where 0Q C M C Q°, the upper
class U)? of f consists of p-superharmonic functions v : Q — (—o0, 00| that are bounded below and satisfy

liminf ¢(x) > f(y), Yye€ Q. (2.1)

T—=Y
(Recall that if Q2 is unbounded, then we include oo in 9).) The upper Perron solution
th‘?:QUM—) [—00, 0]

of the boundary value problem

{Aphzo in Q, (2.2)
h(y) = fly) for yeM '
is defined in € by

HY(z) == inf{s(z) : Y € UF} (2.3)
and extended to agree with f in M. The lower Perron solution of (2.2)) is deﬁned by H H'Qf.

We say that f is resolutive in € if the upper and lower Perron solutwns of (2.2 comczde in this case we
refer to both of these simply as the Perron solution.

Theorem 9.25 in 9] ensures that if f is continuous on 9Q and (R?\ ) contains a compact set of positive
p-capacity, then f is resolutive.

Following [9], we define the Dirichlet space
LY(Q) == {v e H.P(Q): Vve LP(Q)}, (2.4)

and let Ly () be the closure of C§°(Q) in L' (Q) with respect to the semi-norm (fo |Vv\p)%, see [9, Chapter
1.9, p. 13].

Definition 2.3. For a function v € LYP(Q), we define its energy in a Borel set B C Q by
E(v,B) =/ [VoulP. (2.5)
B

We write E(v,R?) simply as E(v).



We now define the p-capacity (with respect to a domain Q) of a compact set K C Q by
cap, (K, Q) := inf{E(y,Q), ¥ > 1on K, ¥ € C5°(Q)}. (2.6)
This definition readily implies that
cap, (K, B(0, R)) | cap,(K) as R 1 oo, (2.7)
where cap,(K) = cap, (K, R4). In [9} p. 27-28] it is shown that
cap,(K,Q) = inf{E(¥,Q), ¥ > 1 on K, ¢ € Hy"(Q) N C(Q)}. (2.8)
Fix ¢ € C§° () such that ¢ =1 on K, and define the admissible class
A (K,Q,¢) := {¢ € L{P () such that ¢ — ¢ € LyP(Q\ K)}. (2.9)
Then we claim that
cap, (K, Q) < E(y,Q) fory € o/ (K,Q, ). (2.10)

Indeed, suppose that ¢ € Ly*(Q) and h, € C°(Q\ K) satisfy V(¢ — ¢ — hy,) — 0 in LP(Q\ K). Then
V(¢ + h,) = Vo =0 ae. in K. Therefore, (2.8) implies that

cap, (K, Q) < E(¢ + hn, Q) = E(¢ + hy, @\ K) = E(¥,Q\ K)

as n — o0.

Next, let ¥ be the Perron solution of

AK =0 in Q\K,
PpE =1 on K, (2.11)
K =0 on 00,

where by convention, oo € 99 if Q is unbounded. By [9, Theorem 9.33], X € &/(K,Q,¢), and it coincides
with the p-potential of K defined in [9, Chapter 6]. Moreover, 1 is continuous and p-harmonic on 2\ K, and
it satisfies & =1 on K. It follows from Corollary 1.21 in [9] that V¥ (2) = 0 for almost every x € K. By
[9, Theorem 9.35], E()%,0Q) = cap,(K,€). This yields an alternative definition of p-capacity: If ¢ € C5°(f)
satisfies ¢ = 1 on K, then

cap, (K, ) :=min{E(y,Q) : ¢ € (K, ¢)}. (2.12)

By the strict convexity of the LP norm, 1 is the unique (up to translation by a constant) minimizer of the

extremal problem (2.12)).
Thus the Perron solutions u, Vj; and U, defined in (1.2)), (1.17) and (L.12), have the following properties:

[ vl =cap, @), [ OV = cap, (K, BO.R), [ IVUP = cap, (B(O.1) =17 e, (213)
Rd B(0,R) Rd

where wy_1 is the surface area of the unit ball in R?, and the last equality is from [9, Section 2.11].

Remark 2.1. Fiz ¢ € C5°(R?) such that ¢ =1 on B(0,1) and ¢ = 0 outside B(0,2), and suppose that R > 2.
Since V5 coincides with the p-potential of K, in B(0, R), |9, Lemma 8.5] yields that Vi —¢ € HyP(B(0, R)\ Ky),
which readily implies that for any domain Q that contains B(0, R), we have V§ € HyP(Q\ K,) and E(VE,Q) =
E(V5,B(0,R)). While the classical gradient of V5 on 0B(0, R) need not exist, the distributional gradient may
be taken to be zero on this boundary, and in any case, does not affect the energy.

We will need an estimate on the rate of convergence in (2.7]).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that K C B(0,1) C R? is compact. Then

cap,,(K) < cap, (K, B(0,R)) < (1 - R*“’)fpcapp(K) . (2.14)

EN|



Proof. The first inequality in was already noted in , so we focus on the second. Let K, be the union
of the closed dyadic cubes of side length 27" that intersect K. Denote by 1, the p-potential of K, in R? and
let § > 0. Since K = N, K,,, Theorem 2.2(iv) in [9] implies that there exists n such that K, C B(0,1 4+ ¢)
and

cap,(Ky) < cap,(K) + 4.

Note that v, is continuous in R? since R? \ K, is regular by the corkscrew condition (See |9, Theorems 6.27
and 6.31].) Recall that U given by (T.13)) is the p-potential of the unit ball in R?. Then 1), (x) < U(lxﬁ) for
all x by the definition of upper Perron solutions, so the function

Yn(z) — (1+ 8V R~ }
1— (146 R

Y(x) = max{(),

is in Hy?(B(0, R)) by |9, Lemmas 1.23 and 1.26]. Thus, using ¢ in (2.8) yields
cap, (K, B(0, R)) < E(s, B(0,R)) < (1 = (1 +6)"R™") "cap,(Ky),

which implies the second inequality of (2.14) since § > 0 is arbitrary. O

2.2 Energy estimate on truncated cones

Definition 2.4. Let y € S% 1 and let Q5(y) := B(y, ) NS~ be the open spherical cap of Euclidean radius &
centered at y. We define the spherical cone

As(y) :=={rq:q € Qs(y) and r > 0}. (2.15)
Lemma 2.3. Let Q) be an open set on the unit sphere, and for R > 1 set

AQ,R) :={rq:q€ @ and r > R}. (2.16)

Suppose that a nonnegative function v € LY?(A(Q, R)) N C(A(Q, R)) satisfies

v(x) =0 as |z|— oo, (2.17)
and
v(Ry) > A>0, VyeqQ. (2.18)
Then,
E(v,AQ,R)) > E(v, AQ, R)), (2.19)

where v;(z) = AR'U(z) = AU(2/R) for all z € A(Q, R).

Proof. Assume (2.17) and (2.18) hold. Since v € LY'P(A(Q, R)), for p1 almost every y € @, the gradient Vo (ry)
exists and is finite for a.e. r € (R, 00). Furthermore, |6, Theorem 4.9.2] implies that for p almost every y € Q,
the function r — v(ry) is absolutely continuous in (R, 00). Thus, for p almost every y € @, Holder’s inequality
yields that

Ag/ \Vv(ry)|dr:/ |V’u(ry)|r%r¥ dr < (/ |Vo(ry)[? rd—1 dr)p (/ err> '
R R R R

p—1

_ (%7) N (/: |Vv(ry)|prd1dr>; . (2.20)

Taking p-th power and rearranging terms, we obtain

AP Rd—pyp~1 g/ |Vo(ry) [P r?~Ldr. (2.21)
R



Let wq—1 denote the area of the unit sphere. Integrating (2.21)) over @, we obtain

ARy Q) < way /Q /R Vo(ry)” r* dr du(y) = / o |V o= B0 AQ.R). (222

By the condition for equality in Holder’s inequality, the second inequality in (2.20) is an equality if for some
constant C,

a—171p—1 1-d
{|Vv(ry)|r7] =Cr» foraer>R. (2.23)
The function v ;(z) = ARU(z) satisfies ([2:23) and the boundary condition v ;(Ry) = A for all y € Q. Since
d
IVoz(ry)l = =2 vz(ry)

for y € 0B(0, 1), the first inequality in (2.20)) is also an equality if v = v ;. Therefore,

E(vz, M@, R)) = APRT PP w1 pu(Q) . (2.24)
Combining (2.22)) and ([2.24]), we obtain (2.19)). O

2.3 Energy of an ansatz function
Recall from (1.18) the definition

ua() = AUpse(2) + (1= A) D Vi (”3 — 5) .

Qg
sesS

Since the gradients of the summands on the right-hand side have disjoint supports, we have

E(ua) = APE(U14.) + (1 — AP ZE(J; =V ("” - S)) . (2.25)
seS

ag

(By Remark we can compute the energy over all of R? in the summands on the right-hand side.) For any
function ¢ € LYP(R?), vector s € R? and scalar r > 0, scaling arguments yield that

E(x . w(fc - 5)) = P E(y). (2.26)
Therefore,
E(up) = AP(1 + &) PEU) + (1 — A)P Z(as)d*pE(vl%). (2.27)
seS
Using the fact that E(U) = cap,(B(0,1)), we obtain
E(ua) = (1+ )P APcap,(B(0,1)) + (1 - AP > k., (2.28)
seS
where
Ks 1= cap,, (asKs,B (s, 1%)) . (2.29)

By Lemma applied to K and hypothesis (Hz) on equality of capacities, we infer that

‘capp (KS,B(O, 10%)) - capp(K)‘ < J(a)cap,(K), (2.30)
where
J(@) == (1-(10a)7) " =10 as ¢ = 0. (2.31)



Therefore,
E(ua)— 1+ zs)d_pApcaupp(B(O7 1))—(1- A)p(ae)d_p|5’\capp(K) <(1- A)p(ae)d_p|S\J(a)capp(K) (2.32)
Next, as € = 0, we have by and the definition of 7 in (Hs) that
(ag)™P|S| = (ae™ /) Ped=115] = 79Pg . (2.33)
In conjunction with 7 this gives
E(ua) = pr(A)ase — 0, (2.34)
where
@r(A) = APcap,(B(0,1)) + (1 — A)pcapp(K)JTd*p. (2.35)

If 7 € [0,00), then the convergence in (2.34) is uniform in A € [0,1]. Note that ¢ (1) = cap,(B(0,1)) and
Yoo(A) = 0o for all A € [0,1), and in the latter case, the convergence in (2.34) means that the left-hand side
tends to co. For 7 € (0, 00), the function ¢, is a continuous strictly convex function on [0, 1]. Differentiation
shows that it attains its minimum at A, = A,(7) given by (1.15]), with

(ortrea, (Kyean, (B, D) T\

oT“ Fcap cap. , P

or(AL) = L = — . (2.36)
(oTd=Pcap,(K)) " + (cap,(B(0,1))) "

Clearly, - (Ax) < ¢, (1) = cap,(B(0,1)) for all 7 € [0, c0].

Remark 2.2. Letn: R% — [0,1] be a C> cutoff function such thatn =1 on B(0,1) and n = 0 outside B(0,2).
Then for R > 2, we have that Vi —n € L(l)’p(B(O7 R)\ K;) for each s € S. Thus, for every anchor s,

Ve <x5> _ (IS) € Lé’p(B(s,e/IO)\(s+oz5Ks)).

10 ag g

Consequently, for all A € [0, 1], the ansatz function ua given by (T.18) belongs to the admissible class o7 (T, R%, $)

with
ola) = An( o) + - n(* 7).

se

By (2.10)), this implies that E(u) < E(ua).
Corollary 2.1. For every y on the unit sphere, 6 > 0 and T € [0, 0], we have
E(ua,As(y)) = m(Qs)p-(A) as €—0, (2.37)

and the convergence is uniform in A € [0,1] and in y € S, provided that T < co. Moreover, for every
d € (0,1/2) and sufficiently small € (that may depend on 6),

VAE[0,1],  E(ua,As(y) > (1 - 68)PE(ua-,As(y)) for yeSI~". (2.38)
Proof. By the definition of u4 and , we have

(1—AP Y ke <E(ua,As(y) —AP(1+ )" PEU As(y) < (1 AP > ke, (2.39)
s€SNQs—c(y) s€SNQs+e(y)

where k; was defined in (2.29)). Since U is radial,

E(U,As(y)) = u(Qs)cap, (B(0,1)) .

The rest of the proof of ([2.37) proceeds exactly like the proof of (2.34]), since the left-hand and right-hand sides
of (2.39)) have the same asymptotics:

€d71|5 NQs+e(y)] — op(Qs) as € —0.
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It remains to verify . If 0 < 7 < 00, then this follows from the uniform convergence (in the parameter
A) in . If 7 =0, then A, = 0. In this case, is obvious if A < §. On the other hand, if 7 = 0 and
A > §, then the left-hand side of is at least 0P E(U, As(y)) > 0 which does not depend on e, while the
right-hand side of tends to 0 as € | 0; Thus, holds in this case as well provided ¢ is small enough.
Finally, if 7 = oo, then A, =1 and ug+ = Uy4¢; in this case, is obvious if A > 1 — §, while the lower

bound
E(UA,A5(y)) > (1 _A)p Z Ks s
SGSQQ(g,E(y)

implies that

li in _ F(ua, A =
lim | Juin (ua, As(y)) = o0,

so ([2.38)) holds if 7 = 0o and A <1 — ¢ as well.

3 Bounding oscillation and energy of u in cones

In this section, the positive constants C,Cy, Co, ... depend only on d, p.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that for some r > 0 and z € R we have
B(z,7) C B(z,5r/4) CRI\T
and for some A > 0,5 > 0, the solution u of satisfies
E(u, B(z,5r/4)) < A\Prd=1=8
Then,
p=1-8

osc u<Cidr »
B(z,r)

where

osc u :=supu — inf u
D D D

stands for the oscillation over the set D.

Proof. By Poincaré’s inequality, there exists a real ¢ such that

Jp = / lu—t]P < C’grp/ |VulP = CorP E(u, B(z,51/4)) .
B(z,5r/4) B(z,5r/4)

The hypothesis and the inequality give
J, < Co\PpPtd=1=5,
Let
up(x) = max{u(x) —t,0}, uz(x) = max{t — u(z),0}.

By [12, Lemma 3.6] we have

» p—1-p8

J,\ P .
ol oo <G (%) cO™5, iz

which implies (3.3]) with C7 = 2C}.
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2K-22¢/5

£M10

£/20

Xo X1 X2 X3 X18 X19 X20 X21 Xk Xk +1

1+6/2

1+36/4

1+6

Figure 4: Geometric objects used in the proof of Lemma [3:2} The top figure indicates the point zy and the
line segment L(zp) in the cored wedge AX(s) defined by (3.10). The bottom figure shows the points z; and &
on L(xg) and the corresponding overlapping balls centered at these points.

Definition 3.1. Fiz 8 = pz—;l. Given § < 1/20 and e < §/20, an anchor s € S will be called a good anchor if

E(u,A¢(s)) < 18, V¢ € [g,6]. (3.9)

Otherwise, s will be called a bad anchor.
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Lemma 3.2. Fiz e, 6,8 as in the definition above. Suppose s is a good anchor and let

A (s) = {x € A.ja(s)\ B (s, 1%) 1-0< |z <1+ 5} . (3.10)
Then there exists Cy, such that
osc u < 056,37;4 . (3.11)

Az(s)

Proof. Take zg € A%(s) and connect z( radially by a line segment L(xg) to the cap AX(s) N {]z| =1+ 4} or
the cap AX(s) N {|z| = 1 — ¢}, depending on whether |zg] > 1 or not. (Observe that the oscillation of u on
p—1—

each of these caps is at most C1§ : by Lemma ) Assume first that 1 < |zg] < 1+ 6/4. We then define a
sequence of points {zy}x>0 along L(z¢) and corresponding radii i as follows (See Figure 4)):

For k = 0,1,...,20, let |zx| = |xo| + ke/20 and r, = £/20. For k > 20, let r), = 2¥722¢/5 and |zy| =
|zi—1| + ri. Denote by k. the last k such that |z;| < 1+ 36/4. Then for all k € [0, k.], we have |z, — s| > 3ry/2
and 3r/2 < |zg,| — 1 < 36/4, whence ry, < §/2. Note that for k < k,, we have

B(xk,Srk/él) C AS%—&-ZE(S) \F.
We also have |z, | > 1+ 7, and 1 +30/4 < |z, 41| = |2k, | + 27k, , SO
—1-=7c))/3 =2z,

Let & be the point on L(xg) that satisfies |{| = 1 4 36/4. Observe that B(£,55/16) C As(s) \ I'. Applying the
preceding lemma to the overlapping balls {B(xg, k) }k<k, and B(€,d/4) yields, for some Cg, that

2k, | — 14 re, > (3|a,

— 3+ 37"]@* - (|1’k*

e —1)/3>5/2.

p=1-p p—1—
Vk < k., osc u<Cgr, © osc u < (Cgd e . (3.12)
B(Zk,Tk) B(£75/4)

Summing the resulting (almost geometric) series concludes the proof for the oscillation over the line segment
L(zo). Considering the union of these line segments over all {xg € Af(s) : 1 < |zo| < 1+ §/4} allows us to
bound the oscillation over {x € A*(s) : || > 1}. A similar argument applies to {z € AX(s) : |#| < 1}. Since
these two sets intersect on the unit sphere, the proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.3. Fize, §, § as in Deﬁm’tion and let y be a point on the unit sphere S, Suppose that
E(u, Ays(y)) < M1, (3.13)
for some M > 0. Then the set Sz of bad anchors satisfies | S5 N Qs(y)| < C7M&P(5/€)41, where Cr = Cr(d, p).
The proof is a variant of the classical proof of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality.

Proof. By the definition of bad anchors, for each s € Sz N Qs5(y) there is a ¢ = ((s) € [e, 6] such that
E(u,Ac(s)) > ¢4 > 5=F¢d1, (3.14)

The caps Q¢(s)(s) with s € SN Qs(y) form a Besicovitch covering of SgNQs(y). By the Besicovitch Covering
Theorem, we can extract a finite subcover {ng(sj)}é\'zl, where ¢; = ((s;) for each j, so that every point on
the unit sphere belongs to at most Cs = Cgs(d) elements of this subcover. Therefore,

N
Z lch (s5) < Cslag,(y) - (3.15)

Jj=1

For each s € Sg M Qs(y), there is some j < N such that s € Q¢,(s;), whence the cap Q./2(s) is contained in
Q2¢,(s5). Since the £/2 neighborhoods Q. /2(s) of anchors are disjoint, for some Cy > 0 we have

N

N
ColSs N Qs(y)e"" < || HQpa(s) = 5 € S5 Qsw)}] < [l Qg (5] <D l@ec,(s5)] (3.16)

Jj=1 Jj=1
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Now by (3.14)), for each j we have

p[Qac, (57)] < Cro¢f ™" < C190” Eu, Ag, (s5)) - (3.17)
Thus by (3-16) and (3-17),
a1 < Cuo sy 8 by 8
155 N Qs(y)le’™ < 72267 3" B(u, A, (s5)) = Cui6 (|Vu| 21%(%)) < 01 6°CsB(u, Aos(y)) , (3.18)
X Rt Re =
where we have used (3.15]) in the last step. Combining ([3.13) and (3.18)) concludes the proof. O
Lemma 3.4. Let f := pz—_pl. Then there exist 69 > 0 (which may depend on d,p,o) and Ci2,C13 > 0 (which

depend on d,p) such that for § € (0,00), there exists g > 0 with the following property. For each € € (0,¢0)
and y € S¥1 such that u = u® satisfies

E(u, Azs(y)) < 6782501 (3.19)
there exists some A = A(y,e), such that
lu(z) — A] < C120%, Vo e As(y):|z] =1+9, (3.20)
and
E(u,As(y)) > (1 —26°3)E(ua, As(y)) - (3.21)

Proof. Since § < (p—1)/2, we have (p—1—)/p > (p—1)/2p = 5. We will use this repeatedly below. Also,
recall the following consequence of the definition ([L.18]) of u4 and (2.13)), that was already noted in (2.39)):

E(ua, As(y)) < AP(1L+ )" PE(U, As(y)) + (1= AP Y ks, (3.22)
SESNQ s+ (y)
where
Ks 1= cap, (aaKS,B (5, 1%)) . (3.23)

First observe that under the assumption (3.19), Lemma [3.1] gives that

osc W< C6F T <016 (3.24)
As(y)NOB(0,146)
Similarly,
0sc u<C6”. (3.25)
As(y)NOB(0,1—-85)
Hence,

u(x) = Ay +0(8%), Va € As(y) : |z| =149, (3.26)

where Ay = A, (y) and A_ = A_(y) are two constants. In view of Lemma if §p > 0 is small enough and
0 € (0,60), then for sufficiently small € > 0, there exists a good anchor in Qs(y), and therefore by Lemma
and (3.26)), we have |A, — A_| < C136%. Thus

lu(z) — Ay | < C140%, Vo e As(y):|z|=146. (3.27)

Denote by Qg_s(y) = (5\ S3) N Qs—c(y) the set of good anchors in Qs_(y). Lemma and (3.20) imply
that there exists C15 such that for each s € Qg_g(y),

u(z) < Ay = min{l,A+ + Cl5éﬁ} , VxedB (5, %) . (3.28)
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Define
A=A, if Ay >1/2 and A:=max{0, A, — C1,6"} if A, <1/2.

We assume that ¢ is small enough to ensure that C156° < 1/4, so A = 1 iff Ay = 1. Also, note that
A1 S A + (Cl4 + 015)56, sol— A1 2 (1 - A)(l - 2(014 + 015)5ﬁ) if A+ S 1/2 Thus the inequality
(1— AP > (1- 6731 - Ay (3.29)

holds for all values of A, provided that § is small enough.
Now that A has been chosen, our next goal will be to prove that if § is small enough, then the inequality

E(u,As(y) N B(0,140)) > (125751 -4 Y & (3.30)
SESNQs54¢(y)

holds for sufficiently small €. Note that if A; = 1 then also A = 1, so the right-hand side of vanishes,
and the inequality certainly holds; thus we need only prove when A; < 1.

Given s € Qgig(y), fix a C*° cutoff function ¢4 : B (5, 1—50) — [0,1] that is identically 1 in B(s, ae) and
vanishes outside B(s,2a¢). Since A; < 1 and holds, the function us : B(s,&/10) — [0, 1] given by

u(x) — Ay })

us(z) == maux{o7 4,

is in the admissible class
o (s + acKs, B(s,e/10), ¢s)
defined in (2.9), by basic properties of Hy” (See [9, Lemmas 1.23 and 1.26]). Thus, by (2.10),

weQi . w< (B (s ) < 0= a0 E(w s (s 5))

Therefore,

E(u,As(y) NBO,1+6) > E(u,B(s,liO))Z(l—Al)” Y ke (3.31)

s€QL__(v) s€QL__(v)

Next, we will compare the right-hand-sides of (3.31) and (3.30). The equidistribution hypothesis (H;)
implies that for e sufficiently small,

1SN Qs(y)| > (1 0)oe’~u(Qs) = Crro(8/e)* . (3.32)
Invoking Lemma [3.3) with M = 6=8/2 yields that
1S5 N Qs(y)| < C76°/2(5/e)471L. (3.33)

The p-measure of the shell Qs 2:(y) \ Qs—_2:(y) is O(e0972), so the number of anchors in the smaller shell

Qs+e(y) \ Qs—c(y) is
O(6/e)?72 < C76P/%(5 /)41

(since caps of radius €/2 around these anchors are pairwise disjoint, and contained in the larger shell.) Thus
for small enough ¢,

IN

(snQerem)\ @) <[5 nQs)|+ |57 (@sre)\ Qs v)] (3:34)

2C76°/%(6 /)1 < %0—56/3(5/5)4—1,

IN

where the rightmost inequality assumes that § is small enough so that 2C6%/6 < %U.
Lemma (see also (2.30)) implies that if € > 0 is small enough, then for every anchor s,

cap,(acK) < ks < 2cap,(acK). (3.35)
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By comparing (3.34) to (3.32)), and using (3.35)), we obtain that
S{ke i se (5NQore®))\ Q5] <67 {ks s 5€ 5N Qsre)}, (3.36)

or equivalently,

S{mise@i )z (1-0") 3k s€50Qs)} (3.37)

Combining this inequality with (3.31)) and (3.29), we have established that (3.30) holds.

Recall from (|1.2) that u(xz) — 0 as |x| — oo and recall that Ug(z) = U(z/R) is identically 1 for z € B(0, R).
By considering separately the two cases Ay > 1/2 and Ay < 1/2, we infer from (3.27) that

Vo € As(y) NOB(0,1+6),  u(z)>A:=(1—Cypi’)A.
Thus, Lemma |2.3] implies that
E(u,{x € As(y) : 2| > 146}) > APE(Ur45,M5(y)) = (1+6)" P APE(U, As(y)) - (3.38)
For sufficiently small §, we have (1 — Cy06”)P > 1 — 26%/3, 50 if € is small enough, then
E(u,{x € As(y) : |a| > 1+6}) > (1-6")APE(U, As(y)).- (3.39)

Combining (3.30) and (3.39]), we obtain by (3.22)) that (3.21) holds. This completes the proof.

4 Asymptotics for u° in the bulk: Proof of Theorem (1.1

In this section, we first use the lower bound on the energy of w in cones, obtained in Lemma in conjunction
with « minimizing energy globally, to deduce an upper bound for the energy of u in all cones. This will imply
that u is close to ug+ on dB(0,1 + §), from which Theorem will follow easily.

Lemma 4.1. Let g = 2;171 as in Definition , There exists o > 0 (that may depend on d,p,0) and Ca1 > 0
(that may depend on d,p) such that for all 6 € (0,80/2), points z € S*1 and m > 1, we have

E(u,As(2)) < E(ua,, As(2)) + Car6™/, (4.1)

provided that € is sufficiently small. Consequently, there exists 0 = 0(d,p) > 0 such that for 6 € (0,00/2) and €
sufficiently small,

lu(x) — Ay| < Cxd® for all € R such that |2| =144, (4.2)
where Cy does not depend on €, (but may depend on d, p, 7,0, cap,(K)).

As in the previous section, the constants C; in the proof only depend on d, p.

Proof. Let 2 = R4\ T. Observe that for z € R? and y € S¥~1, we have

T € Aas(y) & y € Qas(x/[x]).

Therefore, by Fubini,

/ E(u,Aza(y))du(y):/ / V() de dyu(y) = / / V(@) duly) de = u(Qas)E(u) . (43)
§d—1 Sd=1 ONA2s(y) Q Qa5 (x/|x])

Define

Vs = {y €S Bu, Ass(y)) > 5—6/25d—1} . (4.4)
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Since E(u) = cap,(I') < cap,(B(0,2)) = Ca2 and p(Q2s) = O(6*7"), equation ([4.3) implies that
1(Ys) < Ca36?/2. (4.5)

Denote xm(y) = E(ua,,Asm(y)) and observe that if 6™ < d¢(d, p, o), then Lemma and (2.38)) (applied to
0™ in place of §) imply that for sufficiently small ¢,

E(u, Agm(y)) > (1= 26"/ )xn(y) for y € S71\ Yym . (4.6)
Next, note that for z € S¥! and y € ST\ Qs15m(2), we have
x € Agm (y) = {x € R\ As(2) and y € Q&m(.’I;/L’I]D} .

Therefore, by Fubini

| Ewsm@yam = [ [ [Vu@) dadaty </ /Q V()P dpy) do. (4.7)

S4-1\Qs 4 5m () §9-1\Qp45m () A\ () P /1D

The right-hand side factors as p(Qsm)E(u, 2\ As(2)), so reversing the order of expressions gives

p@ B\ M) = [ BaAe)du) = [ 027 ) duty), (48)
S9N\ Qs45m (2) S4=N\[Qs45m (2)UY5m]

where we have used (2.38]) in the last step. By Fubini,

[ ) i) = @s) Bl (1.9

and

/Q o0 () < (@)l As(2). (4.10)

Write YT = Ysm U <Q5+5m(z) \ Qs5_sm (z)), so that for small §,

(Y ) < Ca30™P/2 4 0y 63=21M < 2C036™P/2 (4.11)

Now (2.37)) implies the bound x.,(y) < Cosu(Qsm) for € small enough; together with (4.11)), it gives

/Y X9 dily) < Caop(Qom )2, (4.12)
Subtracting (4.10]) and ( - ) from (4.9) yields
X (1) dply) > p(Qsm) [ Blua. BT\ As(2)) = Cood™ /2] (4.13)
SA=\[Qs45m (2)UY5m]
whence by ,
B(u, 0\ As(2)) = (1= 25™7%) | E(ua, R\ Ag(2)) — Cag6™/?] . (4.14)
Thus,
B(ua) > E(u) = B(u,As(2)) + B(u, 2\ As(2)) (4.15)

v

E(U,Aé(Z)) + (1 — 25mﬁ/3) [E(UA*,Q \ Ag(Z)) _ 0265m5/2:| )
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Rearranging terms and using that there exists Ca7 such that if ¢ is small, then F(ua,) < Ca7, we conclude that
E(u,As(2)) < B(ua,, As(2)) + 2Co76™5/3 | (4.16)

provided 6 < dp and € < g¢(d) are small enough. Applying this inequality with 26 in place of §, the hypothesis
of Lemma is satisfied, provided m is chosen to satisfy mf3/3 > d. Therefore, by (3.20), we have that for
sufficiently small ¢,

lu(z) — A] < 01207 for all = € As(z) such that |z|=1=+7, (4.17)
where A = A(z,¢). By (3.21)) and (4.16)),
(1—26°7%)E(ua, As(2)) < B(ua,,As(z)) +2C270%, (4.18)

since mB3/3 > d. Now we separate cases.

Case 1. If 7 € (0,00), then and Corollary yield, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, that
(1= 35°/)u(Qs)pr (A) < 1(@Qs)ipr (AL) + 20757 (4.19)
Thus, since ¢ (A,) < C, we infer that
Cos6”? > 0 (A) — pr(AL) > cplA — AP,

where in the right-hand inequality, cx = cx(d, p, 7,0, capp(K)) > 0. Therefore,

|A— A,| < (028/0#)1/(21)) . 58/ (6p)
In conjunction with , this yields the final claim of the lemma.
Case 2. If 7 =0, then A, =0, so E(ua.) — 0 as ¢ — 0 by (2.34). Since

E(ua, As(z)) > ChgAPsi1

by (2.24), we infer from ([&.18)) that |A — A,| = A = O(5'/P) for small ¢.
Case 3. If 7 = oo, then A, =1 and
E(ua.,As(2)) = B((14¢)U, As(2)) < Cap87? (4.20)
by (2.24). On the other hand, for A < 1, by (2.39)) and the definition of k4, for any £ > 0 small enough we have
E A
W = esm%: ( )Hs > Cgla(é/a)d_l(ae)d_pcapp(K) > o6 (afae)P (4.21)
S s—e\Y

for some ¢y = ¢o(d,p, K,0) > 0. The right-hand side of (4.21) tends to co as € | 0, so by (4.18), we have
|A— A, =1—- A < for small enough e. O

Proof of Theorem[I.1 By Lemma if § < do(d,p, o), then for sufficiently small ¢, we have
Vo € OB(0,14+6)UdB(0,1—6), A, —Cyd? <u(x) < A, + Cpd’,

where 6, Cy do not depend on ¢,6. The comparison principle (Lemma then implies that for sufficiently
small €,

vz € RT\ B(0,1+9), (A, — C40)U L 5(x) < u(x) < (Aw + Cp8?)U 4 5(x) . (4.22)
and
Ve € B(0,1—90), A, — Cyp8? <u(z) < A, +Cyd?. (4.23)

(For the latter conclusion, the maximum principle suffices.) Since 6 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, this
concludes the proof of uniform convergence on compact subsets of R?\ dB(0, 1). O
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5 Separation theorem

The oscillation and energy estimates we used in the previous section to prove Theorem are not sufficient
to establish Theorem For this purpose, we will need to bound u closer to the cavities, which is the goal of
this section.

Recall that v = ;f%zf' In this section we prove some estimates that are valid for all parameters § <
min{1/2,1/(2y)} and 0 < & < §/10. In particular, we do not assume the asymptotic equidistribution hypothesis
(H1) in (13), and instead of the asymptotic relation (Hjz) a(e)e™'/7 — 7 we just assume that for some
71 € (0,00), we have o < min{1/80, 7,e'/7} .

Let S € 9B(0,1) be a set of anchors, with Euclidean distance at least € between any two anchors. The
next theorem ensures that for « in the critical window and below it, the bumps in the equilibrium potential
are separated.

Theorem 5.1. For ( > 0, write Q¢ = B(0,1+6)\ [UsesB(s,¢e)]. Let w: B(0,14 ) — [0,1] be the Perron
solution of the boundary value problem

Apw=0 in Qq,
w=0 on 0B(0,1+9), (5.1)
w=1 on  Uses0B(s, ae).
Then for some C = C(d,p), we have
sup |w(z)| < C71/4d. (5.2)
2€Q1/10

The proof of Theorem is based on the lemma below which requires the following notation:

D= sup{w(x) | x € Uges OB (S i) } )

20
F = sup{w(:c) | x € Uges OB (s, %) } ,
G = sup{w(x) | z € OB (O,l + g) } .

We note here that by the maximum principle,

sup w(z) < F. (5.3)
2€Q /10

Lemma 5.1. There exist constants c1,ca > 0 and c3 € (0,1) that only depend on d,p, such that

(a) D<F+arle(l1-F), (5.4)
(b) G < (1—coe/d)F, (5.5)
(¢) F<(1-c¢3)D+c3G. (5.6)
Proof. Let 0 < r < R and set
Bz = B 2B o < R (5.7)
i r=7 — R

Observe that h,. g is p-harmonic in B(0,R) \ B(0,r) and takes values 0 and 1 on dB(0,R) and 9B(0,r)
respectively.

(a) Given the definition of F, the comparison principle (Lemma implies that for each s € S, we have
w(z) < F+(1— Fu(x—s), VxGB(&%) \ B(s, ae), (5.8)

where vy (x) = hy g(x) with r = ag, R = ¢/10.

Since
(€/20)~7 — (¢/10)~" < (e/20)~7
()7 = (/1007 = (ae)

|z] =€/20 = () = <eartle, (5.9)
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X|=1+€/5

Figure 5: The inner balls are centered at anchors on the unit sphere and have radius ae; on their boundary,
w = 1. Each of them is surrounded by two concentric spheres of radii £/20 and £/10, respectively. All these
spheres are contained in larger spheres of radii 1 + /5 and 1 + § centered at the origin.

we infer from (5.8)) that

w(x) < F+(1—F)erfe Vz € OB (s, %) . (5.10)
This gives (5.4).
(b) Observe that by (5.3 we have w < F on dB(0,1 + £/10). Hence, by the comparison principle, for all
s € S we have
w(z) < Fun(z), VeeB(0,1+6)\B (0, 1+ 1%) : (5.11)
where va(x) = hy g(x) with r =1+¢/10 and R =1+ 6.

Since the derivative of ¢ — ¢~7 is bounded above and below by positive constants for ¢ € [1,2], the mean

value theorem gives

ey (14€/10)™" = (14¢/5)77 €
1 (HS)_ (14¢/10)=7 — (1 +6)~7 = o (5.12)

Combining (5.11)) and (5.12]), we have that

w(z) < (1 . Cg%) F,  VeedB (o, 1+ g) . (5.13)

This gives (5.5)).



X1

O

$ 4 .

(0,X2 ,...,Xd)

Figure 6: The cored half-ball H obtained by removing a unit ball from the middle of a half-ball of radius 8.

(c) Denote by ¢ the standard basis vector (1,0,...,0) in R, and consider the open cored half-ball
H:={z=(v1,...,2q4) € B(0,8)\ B(4¢£,1) : 2y > 0}. (5.14)
Let ¢ be the Perron solution of Ay = 0 in H, with boundary values ¢ = 0 on the flat part {x € 9H :
x1 =0} of 9H, and 9 = 1 on the curved part {z € 9B(0,8) : 1 > 0} UIB(4¢,1). (By Proposition 9.31 in [9],
the upper and lower Perron solutions coincide since the boundary conditions are lower semi-continuous and H

is regular.) By the strong maximum principle (see [12], Corollary 2.22), we have 1(x) < 1 for all x € H. By
the continuity of ¢ in H, for some c¢s > 0, we have

sup{¢(z) : x € 0B(4£,2)} =1 —c3. (5.15)
Fix s € S and let s, = (1 +¢/5)s. The cored half-ball
Hg = {z € B(ss«,2¢/5) \ B(s,/20) : (z,s) <1+¢/5} (5.16)

is a rotated and translated copy of H, scaled by £/20. The function w is continuous on H,, and p-harmonic in
Hy, with boundary values w < G on the flat part of 0Hs and w < D on the curved part. Therefore, by the
comparison principle and (5.15]), we have

sup{w(z) : © € 9B(s,e/10)} <G+ (1 —¢3)(D— G) = (1 —¢3)D + 3G . (5.17)
This proves (|5.6)). O
Proof of Theorem 5.1l Combining (5.4)-(5.6)), we have

F<(l—c)[F+arfe(l—F)] +c3[1—coe/5]F. (5.18)
This gives
0< (1 —c3)errie(l1 —F) —c3ca(e/d)F, (5.19)
which in turn implies that
c3co(e/0)F < er7ie, (5.20)
whence
F<(a)rs. (5.21)
Thus there exists a constant C3p > 0 such that F' < C327]6. By , this completes the proof. O
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6 Asymptotics for u° near the unit sphere: Proof of Theorem [1.2

We will need Clarkson’s inequalities, in the slightly more general form given in [3] for functions f,g taking
values in R%:

f+all” I f—gl”

1
pr2s | L2 D s+ oly) | (61)
p p
and
frg|* I f=g]l"_ (1 1 ’
tep<as | LRIV (L Sial)” (62)
p p

1,1 _
where;—&—g—l.

Proof of Theorem[I.4 Recall that 8 = (p — 1)/(2p). As before, we let C; denote constants that depend only
on d,p. Pick a small § > 0. We invoke Lemma with m chosen to satisfy mB/3 > d, and infer from (2.37)
that

Yy € ST E(u, Ass(y)) < E(ua., Aas(y)) 4+ 20Ca16 < Ca36%

provided ¢ is small enough. Thus the hypothesis of Lemma holds for every y € S¢~!, so that lemma yields
Blu, As(y)) = (1 — 26°/%) B(ua, As(y)) (6.3)

for some A that may depend on all parameters of the problem, including ¢ and €. In conjunction with (2.38)),
this yields that for small enough 6,

E(u,As(y)) > (1= 356°3)E(ua,, As(y)) .- (6.4)

By averaging this inequality over y € S?~!, Fubini’s Theorem yields (as in the proof of (4.3)) that for sufficiently
small €,

E(u)p(Qs) = (1 =387/ E(ua. )n(Qs) - (6.5)
We deduce that for € small enough,
0< E(ua,) — E(u) < C3°/3. (6.6)

Let ¢ be the cutoff function defined in Remark Then w,uy, are both in the convex admissible class
(I',R%, ¢) defined in (2.9), and v minimizes the energy in this class, so the inequality

E(u +2uA*) > E(u)

holds. In conjunction with and Clarkson’s inequalities, this implies that
IVu = Vua,[l, = 0(5)

for some constant ¢ > 0 and all sufficiently small . Since § can be arbitrarily small, this proves the first
statement of the theorem.

It only remains to prove the L convergence.

Recall that we have already established in that for small § and (given §) sufficiently small £, we have

Ve e R4\ B(0,1+46), (A, — Cx6)U L 5(2) < ulz) < (A + O Uy 5(z). (6.7)

for some 0 < 6 < 1.

If 7 = oo, then A* =1 and the first inequality in , together with the minimum principle, imply that
u>1-— C’#ée in B(0,1 + 4), completing the proof in this case. Thus, we may assume that 7 < co.

Next, recall the continuous p-harmonic function w from Theorem defined in the regular domain

Qo = B(0,146) \ [UsesB(s, ae)]
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considered there. Theorem implies that w < C54(27)76 in the closure of the domain
Q1710 = B(0,1+6) \ [UsesB(s,e/10)] .

The inequality u(x) — A, — C6? < w holds on 9, so it must holds in , as well, by the comparison principle
(Lemma . In particular, for 6 < §p small enough (that may depend on d,p, o, 7), and € small enough given
4, we have

Vo € OB(s,e/10), u < A, 4+ Cpd? + C34(27)76 < A, + 20407 .

On the other hand, u > A, — Cxd6? in B(0,1+§) by (6.7) and the minimum principle (or by Lemma ) Thus
lu—ua.| <2Cx8% in Q. (6.8)

Finally, fix an anchor s € S and let Dy := B(s,£/10) \ (s + acK,). Observe that u«, restricted to Ds, is
the Perron solution of the p-Laplace equation in Dy, with the boundary condition fs which is identically 1 on
s+ aeK; and equals A, on 0B(s,e/10). The inequality

ua, (r) — 2C46% < u(x) < ua, () + 2C0406° (6.9)

holds for x € 0Dj.
Let 9 be a superharmonic function in the upper class U]? (see Definition corresponding to the boundary
conditions
f=1lonl, f(oo)=0

in the definition (T.2)) of u as a Perron solution in = R4\ I". Then 1 + 2C#5‘9, restricted to Dy, is in the
upper class Ugs by , so Y + 20#59 > uy, in Dg. Taking an infimum over all such ¢ € U?, we infer that

u+2C46% > ua, inD,. (6.10)

Similarly, let 11 be a superharmonic function in the upper class Ufzf. Then 1 + QC’#(SG, restricted to Dy,

is in the upper class UP]?'S by , 0 1 +2C46% > —ua, in Dy. Taking an infimum over all such ¢ € Usjf,
we infer that

—u+2046° > —ua, inD;. (6.11)

Combining this with (6.10]) concludes the proof, since § can be arbitrarily small. O

7 Concluding remarks.

1. One method to obtain an asymptotically equidistributed set of anchors is to choose S(¢) as any e-separated
set on the sphere of maximal cardinality. The asymptotic equidistribution

.

5@ Z 0s =1 as el 0, (7.1)

seS(e)
then follows from a classical argument of Maak, as presented, e.g., in [5, Chapter 12], while the existence of the
limit o = lim. o e?71|S(¢)| is established in [8].

2. The main results of this paper directly extend to problem (I.2)) considered in a ball B(0, R) C R? with
R > 1. Indeed, let 1 <p <d, R > 1 and let w = w® be the Perron solution of the following problem

A,w=0 in B(0,R)\T,
w=1 on I, (7.2)
w=0 on 0B(0,R).

Define an ansatz

wiy(x) == AWe g(2) + (1= A) D Vo (a: - s) | 3)

(673
seS
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where W, g is the p-equilibrium potential of the ball B(0,1 + ¢) relative to the ball B(0, R), given by

We n(o) 1 0<|z|<1+¢, (7.4)
L, R\T) = | Y=R™Y .
‘ (1[&-‘5)—7‘*?1%—7 l1+e< ‘JJ| <R,
and V7 are as in (1.17).
The following corollary holds:
Corollary 7.1. Suppose that hypotheses (Hy), (Hz), (Hs) hold. Then, ase — 0,
0 if 7=0,
U)E(I) — ARWO,R(:E) Zf T E (0700)7 (75)
Wor(z) i =00
uniformly on compact subsets of B(0, R) \ S, where for 7 € [0,00),
1
or%Pcap (K))7 1
AR:AR(’T): (L P 7) 1 - (76)
(aTd*Pcapp(K)) =T 4 (Capp(B(O, 1), B(0, R))) p=1
Furthermore, as € — 0,
0 _ if T=0,
cap,(I'c, B(0, R)) — A%capj)(B(O, 1), B(0,R)) + (1 — AR)pcapp(K)aTd*p if 7€ (0,00), (7.7)
cap,(B(0,1), B(0, R)) if T=o00.
Moreover,
Vw = Vw§, e 50,r)) = 0 (7.8)
and
[w —wagllpe(B0,r) = 0- (7.9)

The proof of this corollary is a line by line adaptation of the arguments in the preceding sections.
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