2410.00764v1 [math.AP] 1 Oct 2024

arXiv

EXCESS DECAY FOR QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS IN THE
HEISENBERG GROUP AND CONSEQUENCES

ARKA MALLICK AND SWARNENDU SIL

ABSTRACT. We study regularity results for the solutions of quasilinear subel-
liptic p-Laplace type equation in Heisenberg groups. We prove somewhat sur-
prising excess decay estimates for the constant coefficient homogeneous equa-
tion. Excess decay estimates, while well known in the Euclidean case, due to
the celebrated works of Uraltseva and Uhlenbeck, was not known in the setting
of Heisenberg groups until now and this lack of excess decay estimate is often
attributed to the noncommutativity of the horizontal vector fields. Our results
show that, in spite of the this noncommutative feature, excess decay estimates
analogous to the Euclidean case hold.

To illustrate the potency of our excess decay estimates, we prove two results.
First is a Holder continuity result that extends the presently known results to
the full range 1 < p < oco. The second is a sharp borderline continuity result
for the horizontal gradient of the solution. More precisely, we show that if
u€eH Wlt’cp satisfies

divg (a(z)|Xul?~2xu) € LY

in a domain of H,, where H, is the Heisenberg group with homogeneous
dimension Q@ = 2n + 2, for 1 < p < oo, with uniformly positive, bounded,
Dini continuous scalar function a, then Xu is continuous. This generalizes
the classical result by Stein and the work of Kuusi-Mingione for linear and
quasilinear equations, respectively, in the Euclidean case and Folland-Stein for
the linear case in the Heisenberg group setting. This result is new even when
either a is constant or when the equation is homogeneous.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let n > 1 be an integer and let H,, denote the n-th Heisenberg group over the
reals. Let @ := 2n + 2 stands for the homogeneous dimension of H,,. Heisenberg
groups Hl,, are important objects in mathematics and mathematical physics alike.
From the point of view of mathematics, they appear in diverse areas such as repre-
sentation theory, harmonic analysis, complex geometry, subRiemannian geometry
and metric geometry. They are the simplest nonAbelian examples of stratified
nilpotent Lie groups, which are homogeneous groups and also metric groups. They
are also the simplest examples of Carnot groups and Carnot-Caratheodory spaces,
apart from Euclidean spaces. They are CR manifolds, which also serve as models
for boundaries of domains in C"*!. The study of subLaplacians on Heisenberg
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groups are also interesting from the point of view PDEs, as these are differential
operators defined by the so-called Hérmander vector fields and are hypoelliptic, but
not elliptic. Nonetheless, the study of these subLaplacians and the related singular
and fractional integrals is well developed thanks to several seminal contributions,
e.g. [27), 23], [28], [16], [I7], [14], [18], [41] and many others ( see the book [I] and
the references therein ). Subelliptic p-Laplace type equations has also been studied
intensively for quite some time, see the book [40], also [4] and the recent survey [3].
Our present contribution seeks to add significant momentum to the understanding
of p-subLaplacians on Heisenberg groups.

The main concern of the present article is to remove perhaps the single most sig-
nificant roadblock to the progress of regularity theory for p-Laplace type equations
in Heisenberg groups - namely the absence of an excess decay estimate.

Excess decay in the Euclidean case : If u € V[/llof () is a local weak solution
to the homogeneous p-Laplace equation

div (|vu|p*2 Vu) =0 in Q,

where Q@ C R"™ is a domain in the n-dimensional Euclidean space, we have the
celebrated excess decay estimate ( see [21], [22], also [47], [46] and [32] )

2 28
W A VEw-v | <o(8)f VT - @@L
B, Br
for any balls B, C Br C Q, for some 3 € (0,1), where V (§) = |§|pTQ§ and
C = C(n,p) > 0is a constant. Later, DiBenedetto-Manfredi [§] obtained a different
type of excess decay estimate, in terms of Vu itself. They showed the excess decay
estimate

@) f [vu-,[ <c(f)" 4 wu-Tu?,

again for any balls B, C Br C , for some a € (0,1) and for some constant
C = C(n,p) > 0. The Holder continuity of Vu follows immediately from either of
these excess decay estimates. The key to proving () is a type of reverse Holder
inequality ( see [21], [22] ), which follows from the relevant Caccioppoli inequality
in these case. However, the proof of (2)) goes via an iteration argument, which
is adapted in [§] from its parabolic counterparts in [6], [7]. A Caccioppoli type
inequality is also instrumental in this case as well. These excess decay estimates
have also proved pivotal for the subsequent development of the regularity theory for
quasilinear equations and systems with coefficients and non-zero right hand sides (
see e.g. [8], [10] [11], [12], [30], [31] etc ).

Setting of Heisenberg groups : Coming to the setting of Heisenberg groups,
if one considers the analogous equation

divg (|3€u|1"2 xu) ~0 in Q,

where divy denotes the horizontal divergence, Xu denotes the horizontal gradient
and now  C H,, is a domain in the Heisenberg group H,,, the main difference
from the Euclidean case is that although H, ~ R2?"*! as sets, only the horizontal
derivatives X1,..., X2, appears in the equation, not the full Euclidean gradient
(Xiu, ..., Xopu, Tu) . Perhaps the even more significant difference is that unlike the
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Fuclidean derivatives, the horizontal derivatives do not commute and the vertical
derivative T'u is the only nontrivial commutator

(3) Tu=X;Xpriu— X Xou foralll1 <i<n.

Practically all the difficulties of the Heisenberg group setting, compared to the
Euclidean case, can be traced back to the difficulty of estimating the vertical deriv-
ative T'u, which appears as soon as one tries to write down the equations satisfied
by the horizontal first derivatives X;u. These equations (see (B2) and (53)) ) are still
subelliptic, but they are inhomogeneous, whereas one obtains only homogeneous
equations in the Euclidean case. Reverse Holder type inequalities, as mentioned
above, follows from Caccippoli inequalities for homogeneous elliptic equations, but
for inhomogeneous equations, they are considerably harder to obtain and do not, in
general, hold. In this case, this task is even more problematic due to the fact that
the right hand side contains terms involving the vertical derivative Tu and as the
expression for Tw in (@) shows, morally, Tu is more like a second order derivative
than a first order derivative.

Due to these difficulties, the progress in the Heisenberg group setting was much
slower. First result was due to Capogna [2], who proved a regularity result which
was enough to conclude C* regularity in the nondegenerate case. After this, next
significant breakthrough was achieved in Domokos [9], who proved a higher inte-
grability estimate for Tu when 1 < p < 4. For a long time, all available regularity
results were restricted to a small range of p, since these relied crucially on the result
by Domokos ( [36], [35], [37] etc ).

Zhong’s mixed Caccioppoli and oscillation control by energy : The first
result to break this barrier is due to Zhong [50]. In this remarkable work, Zhong
proved a number of mixed Caccioppoli inequalities and used them to prove the the
Holder continuity of Xu for p > 2. Later, this program was carried to completion
in Mukherjee-Zhong [39], where Holder continuity of Xu was proved also for the
range 1 < p < 2, using the ideas of Tolksdorf [45].

However, both these results established Holder continuity by deriving oscillation
estimates by ‘energy’. More precisely, the estimate is

(4) |Xu (z) — Xu (y)| < c(}%)al (7{3 |Xu|” dw) " forallm,y € B,,

for any metric balls B, C Brj; C Br CC (2. This is considerably weaker than
estimates of the form (D) or ([2)), as the energy in Br can be much larger than the
average osicillation in Bg. For proving Holder continuity of Xu, (@) is sufficient, but
this is not quite strong enough so that one can derive other results using the same
perturbation techniques as in the Euclidean case. Indeed, the only perturbation
type results that is known so far is the following: If 2 — 1/Q < p < co and u is a
weak solution to the equation

divy (a(:t) |Xul? fu) =f in Q,

where « is uniformly positive, bounded, Holder continuous and f is Holder contin-
uous, then Xu is Holder continuous. This was proved in Mukherjee-Sire[38] for the
range p > 2 and in Yu [49] for the range 2 — 1/Q < p < 2, using Wolff potential
bounds. In [38], the authors noted ( see Proposition 3.1 in [38] ) that the mixed
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Caccioppoli inequalities of Zhong only yields the significantly weaker estimate
(5) ][ ‘Vu . (Vu)p’ de < C (ﬁ) H Vu — (Vu) | dz + yR*| |
B, R Br

where 1
XS R S |Xul,

for any metric balls B, C B CC Bg, C Q. The authors in [38] also asserted,
both in the Introduction and in Remark 3.2, that the appearance of the extra term
with x # 0 is unavoidable and seemed to suggest this as a manifestation of the
appearance of the terms involving T'u in the equations for X;u, which are evidently
absent in the Euclidean case.

An excess decay estimate in Heisenberg groups : Obviously, if there were
a genuine lack of Euclidean-like excess decay estimates, it is not at all unreasonable
to ascribe that lack to the noncommutative nature of the vector fields. Our main
contribution in the present work, somewhat surprisingly in this sense, asserts that
Euclidean type excess decay estimates indeed hold in the Heisenberg group setting
as well, the noncommutativity of the vector fields notwithstanding.

Theorem 1. Suppose u solves the constant coefficient homogeneous p-Laplace equa-
tion in a domain @ C H,,, with 1 < p < oo,

divy (|3€u|p72 .'fu) =0 in €.

Let 1 < q < 2 be a real number. Then there exists constants a € (0,1), and Cy > 1,
both depending only on n and p, such that for any xo € Q and any 0 < p < R such
that Br (z9) CC Q, we have

)

1

q K p @

(6) Xu— (Xu),, , <Cyl=

By (o) ’ R Br(zo)
We also have a excess decay estimate for V' (Xu) .

Theorem 2. Suppose u solves the constant coefficient homogeneous p-Laplace equa-

tion in a domain @ C H,,, with 1 < p < oo,

divy (|3€u|p72 .'fu) =0 in €.

Xu — (%u)wo’R

Let 1 < g < 2 be a real number. There exists constants 8 € (0,1) and Coyv > 1,
both depending only on n and p, such that for any xo € Q and any 0 < p < R such
that Br (z9) CC Q, we have

1

(7) <]i . }V(aeu)—(V(aeu))mp‘qd:cy

< Cov (%)B <7{3R<x0>

The balls above are understood to be metric balls ( see Section ZIland 222 ) and
for any R?"-valued function g, (9)4,.r denotes the integral average of g over the

-

Q

V (Xu) - (V (%u))mo)R’q dx)

metric ball Br(zo) (see Notation [§]). The two theorems above are exact analogues
of their Euclidean counterpart. We would also like to point out that while both
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results are known in the Euclidean setting, the passage from the exponent 2 in (2]) to
any exponent 1 < ¢ < 2 was achieved later, by an argument due to Lieberman [33].
For (), analogous passage can be achived by reverse Holder inequalities established
in [2I] and [22]. We also note that the proof of () for 1 < p < 2 follows via a
duality argument in [22]. Our argument yields the full result for the full range of p
in one go, without needing additional arguments and thus yields a new proof for the
Euclidean case as well, as long as an oscillation to energy bound like (@) is available
( for eaxmple, Tolksdorf [45] proved such estimates independently of excess decay
estimates ). Note also that the inequality in Theorem [ for ¢ = 1 is exactly (&)
with x = 0.

As we mentioned above, in the Euclidean case, Hélder continuity of gradient is
proved using the excess decay estimates. The main idea behind our excess decay
estimates is the converse question: Suppose we already know that the solutions are
Hoélder continuous and we have an oscillation estimate by energy. When can we
derive the excess decay estimate?

The main insight of our estimate is that this is possible as soon as we have a
linear-like Caccioppoli inequality in the nondegenerate regime. The form of the
Caccioppoli inequalities in the general case does not matter at all. While the
Caccioppoli inequalities derived by Zhong in the general case is of mixed type, in
the nondegenerate regime, we indeed have a Caccioppoli inequality which looks
exactly like the one for a linear homogeneous equation ( see (&I ). This itself is
somewhat surprising, as the equations (52)) and (B3) are not homogeneous. These
Caccioppoli inequalities imply reverse Holder inequalities in the standard manner
( see (68) ), but of course, again for the nondegenerate regime only.

Our iteration lemma ( Lemma( ) is similar in spirit to Lemma 4.4 and Lemma
4.5 in [6] ( see also [7] ). However, unlike in their situations, we do not have a
suitable Caccioppoli inequality for the equation in general. Thus our lemma is
weaker as we always need the nondegeneracy condition \/4B < |Xu| < AX. Due to
this extra hypotheses, our proofs of Theorems [l and 2] diverge significantly from the
proof of [2)) given in [8]. Our result is sufficient to derive excess decay if oscillation
estimate by energy is known beforehand. But for the same reasons, it cannot furnish
an independent proof of the Holder continuity result, while their’s can. We would
also like to point out that the idea of treating the nondegenerate regime and the
degenerate regime separately is also there in DiBenedetto-Manfredi [8] ( also earlier
in Evans [I3] ). However, in the degenerate regime, one usually obtains a sup decay
of the form
(8) sup |Vu| < nsup [Vul

oR Br
for some constants 7,0 € (0,1). By iterating this, one can of course conclude the
existence of an integer ¢ > 1 such that one has

sup |Vu| < n'sup |Vu| <][ |Vu — (Vu) | da.
Bdi R BR BR

However, apriori, this integer ¢ depends on fBR |Vu — (Vu) | dz. The novelty in

our proof is that one can actually reduce to the case where it is possible to determine

an integer i,, apriori in terms of n and p alone such that this happens ( compare
Claim [13] ).
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Consequences of excess decay estimates : Our excess decay estimates
make the problem in the Heisenberg setting amenable to Euclidean perturbation
techniques. As an illustration, we have the following result.

Theorem 3 (Holder estimates). Let 1 < p < oo and 0 < py,pus < 1 be real
numbers. Let @ C H,, be open. Suppose

(i) a:Q — [v, L] is C" (Q), where 0 < v < L < oo and

loc

(ii) F e opl (;R™).

loc

Let u.e HW..P (Q) be a local weak solution to

loc
(9) dive (a(z)|XulP*Xu) = divg F in Q.
Suppose
p=min {uy, po} < min{S, a},
where «, B € (0,1) are the exponents given by Theorems [ and (@) respectively.
Then we have

xue T oy

As an immediate consequence, we have the following, which generalizes the re-
sults in [38] and [49] to the full range 1 < p < 0.

Corollary 4. Let 1 < p < oo and let Q C H,, be open. Suppose
(i) a:Q = [v,L] is C" (Q), where 0 < v < L < 00, 0 < g < 1 and

loc

(i) fe Ll (Q) with ¢ > Q.

loc

Let u € HW.P (Q) be a local weak solution to
(10) divy (a(z)|XulP 7> Xu) = f in €.
Suppose

W= min{ul, 1— %} < min{8,a},

where a, B € (0,1) are the exponents given by Theorems [l and (@) respectively.
Then we have

xu e ol ey

loc

The Holder spaces above are understood to be Folland-Stein classes ( see Section
22]). We emphasize that our proof is via the classical Camapanto method and does
neither require any perturbation argument nor any potential estimates.

Subelliptic nonlinear Stein theorem : The efficacy of our excess decay
estimate goes beyond easy Campanato style perturbation arguments. In [43], Stein
proved the proved the borderline Sobolev embedding result which states that for
n > 2, u € LY(R") and Vu € LD (R™;R") implies v is continuous. Coupled
with standard Calderon-Zygmund estimates, which extend to Lorentz spaces, this
implies u € C1(R") if Au € LY (R"). The search for a nonlinear generalization
of this result culminated in Kuusi-Mingione [3I], where the authors proved the
following general quasilinear vectorial version

(11)  div (a(2)|Vu[P~2Vu) € LD (R RY) — u e CY(R™;RY),

where a is a uniformly positive Dini continuous function and 1 < p < oco. For the
case of Heisenberg groups, even the linear result that

divg(Xu)) € L@V — Xu is continuous ,
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is difficult to find in the literature. However, this can be shown combining the ideas
from [43] with the ones from Folland-Stein [18], Folland-Stein [I7] and Folland [I4],
see Section for details. We prove the following nonlinear Stein type theorem for
Hesienberg groups.

Theorem 5 (Subelliptic Nonlinear Stein theorem). Let 1 < p < oo and let
Q C H,, be open. Suppose that

(i) fe L@y (Q), where Q = 2n + 2 is the homogeneous dimension of H,,

loc

(i) a:Q — [y, L], where 0 <y < L < o0, is Dini continuous.
Let u € HWllo’f (Q) be a local weak solution to the equation

(12) divg(a(z)|XuP~2Xu)) = f in Q.
Then Xu is continuous in Q.

The conditions on the coefficient is sharp already in the Euclidean case, as shown
by Jin et al [26]. Cianchi [5] showed the Lorentz space L™ is also sharp in the
Fuclidean case. The homogeneous dimension @ is the natural replacement of n in
the setting of Heisenberg groups. As far as we are aware, this result is new even
when f = 0 or when a is a constant function. This result is nontrivial already in
the Euclidean case, where it is the end product of a series of works, starting with
Duzaar-Mingione [I1] and culminating in Kuusi-Mingione [29], Kuusi-Mingione [30],
Kuusi-Mingione [31]. In the beautiful work [31], the authors derived suitable form
of the comparison estimates in the nondegenerate regime. This, coupled with an
exit time argument and the Euclidean excess decay, this is sufficient for the result.

The delicate comparison estimates in [31], however, extends immediately to the
Heisenberg group setting, as they are ultimately a consequence of the structure of
the p-Laplace equation. The missing pieces of the puzzle that remained are the
follwing:

e The excess decay estimate - which were not available, until now that is, in
this setting.

e An intermediate continuity results for the homogeneous p-Laplace equation
with Dini continuous coefficients ( see Theorem 2 in [31] ). This is a crucial
intermediate step in their proof. In the Euclidean case, this result was
obtained in the parabolic case in [29].

We show, that the excess decay estimate is really the only missing key ingredient.
With our excess decay estimates at hand, we prove the following.

Theorem 6. Let 1 < p < oo and let @ C H,, be open. Let w € HWllo’f (Q) be a
local weak solution of
(13) divg(a(z)|Xw|P~?Xw)) =0 in €,

where a : Q — |y, L], where 0 < v < L < oo, is Dini continuous. Then Xw is
continuous in . Moreover, if w(-) denotes the modulus of continuity associated
with the function a, then

(i) there exists a constant Cy = Ca(n,p,7v, L,w(:)) > 1 and a positive radius
Ry = Ri(n,p,7, L,w(:)) > 0 such that if R < Ry, then the estimate

(14) swp (xwl<Caf [l
B(z,R/2) B(z,R)
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holds whenever B(x, R) C Q. If a(-) is a constant function, the estimate
holds without any restriction on R.
(ii) Assume that the inequality
(15) sup |Xw| < AN
B(z,R/2)
hold for some A > 1 and X > 0. Then for any 6 € (0,1) there exists a
positive constant o1 = o1(n,p,~, L,w(:), A, 0) € (0, i) such that for every
o < o1, we have,
(16) sup  |Xw(z) — Xw(y)| < O
z,y€B(z,0R)

This now takes care of all the missing pieces and the arguments of Kuusi-
Mingione [3I] can be adapted, essentially verbatim with the obvious notational
change, to our setting to establish Theorem [B

Future directions : We fully expect that with the present contribution at
hand, a full-blown ‘nonlinear potential theory’ or a ‘nonlinear Calderon-Zygmund
theory’, as it is usually called in the Euclidean case, for the Heisenberg group case,
is just around the corner now. In most cases, the lack of an excess decay estimate
was the only real missing ingredient till date. Consequently, in our opinion, our
estimates would enable most, if not all, of the gradient regularity results for the
p-Laplacian in the Euclidean case to be extended to cover the horizontal gradient
in the Heisenberg group setting. This would potentially alter the entire landscape
of the field and allow the Heisenberg group case to catch up to the Euclidean case,
which right now has a significant lead in development.

Our excess decay estimate is also instrumental for establishing estimates in mean
oscillation spaces, namely BMO and VMO. This will be taken up in an upcoming
work.

Finally we remark that there is nothing that is inherently scalar in our arguments.
As soon as we have an oscillation estimate by energy for the p-Laplacian system
in Heisenberg groups, our argument would work the same and produce an excess
decay estimate and consequently, both Theorem [B] Corollary 4] and Theorem [l for
p-Laplacian systems as well. In view of our results, we conjecture that these results
hold for systems too.

In the present contribution, we only focus on the p-Laplace equation with or
without coefficents in the Heisenberg groups. Although we have not paid any par-
ticular attention to this at present, but we believe most, if not all, of our techniques
extend to the case of a general nonlinearity

divg a (x, Xu) = f,

where the nonlinearity a : Q x R?" — R?" statisfies a p-Laplace type structural
assumptions or perhaps even more general nonlinearities. Whether our estimates
also extend to cases beyond the Heisenberg group, for example, to Carnot groups
of Step 2, remains to be seen and is an interesting question for the future.
Organization : The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section [2
we describe our notations and record the preliminary materials. Section [B] proves
our main estimates for the constant coefficient homogeneous equation, namely the
excess decay estimate. Section M proves Theorem [B] and Corollary @l Section
proves Theorem 6l Section [6l provides a sketch of how to adapt the proof of [3T] in
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our setting to prove Theorem [l Our presentation in this section is deliberately ex-
tremely brief. The argument in [31] is itself somewhat long. Armed with our excess
decay estimates, the proof in our case is an exact replica of their argument with
the obvious changes in notations. Hence, we refrain from the verbatim repetitions
that would add little else apart from additional pages. Thus, we strongly suggest
the readers to read Section [0l alongside the article [31] for better comprehension.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Heisenberg groups.

Definition 7. For n > 1, the Heisenberg Group denoted by H,,, is identified with
the Buclidean space R?" 1 with the group operation

1 n
(17) -y = (561 TYL - TantYom, TS+ Z(iﬂiynﬂ - $n+iyi))
i=1

for every x = (x1,...,20,t), y = (Y1, - -, Y2n,s) € H,.

H,, with the group operation (7)) along with the smooth structure of R***1
forms a non Abelian simply connected stratified nilpotent Lie group, whose left
invariant vector fields corresponding to the canonical basis of the Lie algebra, are

Xi =0y, — @3& Xnt+i=0

2 Ly 4i

"y
=,

+ 2 ts

for every 1 <14 < n and the only non zero commutator 7" = 9;. We have

We call Xq,..., X5, as horizontal vector fields and T as the wvertical vector field.
For a scalar function f : H,, — R, we denote Xf = (X1 f,..., X2,f) and XXf =
(Xi(X;f))i,; as the Horizontal gradient and Horizontal Hessian, respectively. From
([I8)), we have the following trivial but nevertheless, an important inequality |7 f] <

2|XX f|. For a vector valued function F' = (f1,..., fan) : H, — R?", the Horizontal
divergence is defined as

2n
diVH(F) = Z Xifi'
i=1

The Euclidean gradient of a function g : R*¥ — R, shall be denoted by Vg =
(D1g, ..., Dyg) and the Hessian matrix by V?g.

2.2. Function spaces on H,,. The Carnot-Carathéodory metric ( henceforth CC-
metric), which is a left-invariant metric on H,,, denoted by dcc, is defined as the
length of the shortest horizontal curves, connecting two points. This is equivalent
to the Koranyi metric, denoted as

du, (z,y) = ||y~ - 2|

where the Koranyi norm for x = (21,...,za,,t) € H, is

2n 1
2
(19) loll, == ( DoaF+1il)"
=1

Throughout this article we use CC-metric balls, which are defined to be

H’Vl ’

B, (z) :=={y € H,, : dec(x,y) <1} for r > 0 and x € H,.
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However, by virtue of the equivalence of the metrics, all assertions for CC-balls can
be restated to Koranyi balls.

The bi-invariant Haar measure of H,, is just the Lebesgue measure of R2"*+1. We
would consistently use the following notations.

Notation 8. For a measurable set A C H,,, we denote the (2n + 1)- dimensional
Lebesgue measure as |A|. Let A C H,, be any measurable subset with positive mea-
sure and let g : A — RN be a measurable function, taking values in any Buclidean
space RN, N > 1. We denote its integral average by the notation

1
(9)a -:]{49(17) dz = W/Ag(:zr) dz.

If A= B(xo, R) for zy € H,, and R >0, then (g),, p and (g9), denotes the same
quantity. If xo is fived in the context, then (g),, r and (g)p denotes the same
quantity.

We record an important property of the integral averages that we would use

throughout the rest.

Proposition 9. Let A C H,, be any measurable subset with positive and finite mea-
sure and let g : A — RY be a measurable function, taking values in any Fuclidean
space R, N > 1. Then for any £ € RN and any 1 < q < oo, we have

(20) SR clac)é <2(f1o-g dx)é.

The non-isotropic dilations are the group homorphisms given by

(21) Or(x1,. .., Top,t) := (Rxl,...,RIQn,RQt) ,

where R > 0 and we have the following relation

(22) B(0,R) = 6rB(0,1).

The equivalence between the Koranyi metric and the CC-metric along with the
natural scaling (2I)), gives a natural candidate for the homogeneous dimension of
the group H", which is 2n + 2. Throughout this article we denote @ := 2n + 2.
The Hausdorff dimension with respect to the metric dcc is also Q). Since doc is
left invariant, so we have the following crucial property of metric balls.

Proposition 10. For any CC-metric ball B, C H, with r > 0, there exists a
constant ¢ = c(n) > 0 such that

(23) |B,| = c(n)rQ.

Let Q C H,, be open. For 1 < p < oo, the usual LP spaces LP () is defined in
the usual manner and extended componentwise to vector-valued functions.

Definition 11 (Horizontal Sobolev spaces). For 1 < p < oo, the Horizontal
Sobolev space HW P (Q) consists of functions u € LP() such that the distributional
horizontal gradient Xu is in LP(Q,R?™). HW1P(Q) is a Banach space with respect
to the norm

(24) [ullawir@) = llullr@) + [|XullLror2n)-



EXCESS DECAY IN HEISENBERG GROUPS 11

We define HWllof(Q) as its local variant and HWy(Q) as the closure of C°(Q) in
HWYP(Q) with respect to the norm in [24). The second order Horizontal Sobolev
space HW?P(Q)) is the Banach space

HW?P(Q) == {u € HW"P(Q) : Xu € HW"?(Q,R*")},
equipped with the norm
lull aw2r) = lullawre@) + | XXl Lo r2n xR2R) -
The definition is extended componentwise to vector valued functions as well.

Definition 12 (Folland-Stein classes). For 0 < a < 1, we define

el — o0 . M i
(25) ok (Q)—{UGL e Aty < }

for 0 < a <1, which are Banach spaces with the norm
(26) [ullcoe@) = llullL=@) + [¥]coa(q)

where the Folland-Stein seminorm is defined as

_ ju(z) = u(y)
(27) lelgon @ = muglslzr;;&y deo(z,y)™

These have standard extensions to classes C%%(Q) for k € N, which consists
of functions having horizontal derivatives up to order k in C'%%(2). The local
counterparts are denoted as C’{Zf‘ (©). Holder spaces with respect to homogeneous
metrics are sometimes called Folland-Stein classes, as they first appeared in Folland-
Stein [I8] and denoted by I'® or I'%“ in some literature. However, by a harmless
abuse of notation, we would continue to use the classical notation. We also recall
the definition of modulus of continuity of a uniformly continuous function in
our metric setting.

Definition 13. Let Q C H,, be an open subset and let a : Q& — R be a uniformly
continuous function. The modulus of continuity of a, denoted w, q is a concave
increasing function wq.q : [0,00) — [0,00), defined by

waa(r):= sup J|a(z)—a(y)] for all r > 0,

z,y€e,
dec(w,y)<r

and we set wq o (0) = 0 by convention.

We would often denote the modulus of continuity by w, when the domain is
clear and also just w when the function is also clear from the context. It is easy to
see that by definition, a € C% (Q) if and only if w, o (r) < Cr® for some constant
C > 0 and the smallest such constant is equal to the seminorm [a] co.a(q) - We now
recall the definition of Dini continuity.

Definition 14 (Dini continuity). Let Q C H, be an open subset. A function
a : ) — R is called Dini continuous if a is uniformly continuous in Q and ils
modulus of continuity satisfies

o0 d
(28) / wa (p) £ < .
0 P
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Now, assume 2 C H, is any open subset such that there exists a constant
A= A(Q) > 0 such that for any z¢ € Q and any r < diam (), we have

|B, (z0) N Q| > ArQ.
This property is clearly satisfied if ) itself is a metric ball.

Definition 15 (Morrey and Campanato spaces). For 1 < p < oo and A > 0,
LPA (Q) stands for the Morrey space of all u € LP (Q) such that

[l = sup o7 [l <
To€l2, B, (z0)NQ
p>0

endowed with the norm |u| e and LP () denotes the Campanato space of all

u € LP () such that

Woney = 500 0 [ Ju (@l <o,
IOE&(’))’ BP(I())IFTQ
P

endowed with the norm ||ul| zp.x = ||ul|ze + [u]zp.r. Here

u.

1
S
pre [(Bp(z0) N[ /B, (20)n0 B, (20)NQ2

These definitions are extended componentwise for vector-valued functions. We
record the following facts, which are proved exactly in the same manner as their
Euclidean counterparts in view of (23)).

Proposition 16. For 0 < A < @, we have

LA (Q) ~ LA (Q) with equivalent norms.
For Q < A <@+ p, we have
ot (Q) ~ £PA (Q) with equivalent seminorms.

When p > @, we also have the following analogue of Morrey’s theorem.

Proposition 17. Let Q C H,, be open and let u € HW}P (Q) with p > Q. Then

loc

ue O (Q) and for any metric ball Bag C Q, we have the estimate

<C(R '
(m) - ( ’Q78) HUHHWl,p(Q)

Proof. By the Poincaré inequality (2II), we have

[ =@ <o [ ppap <o [z,
B B Br

P P

] e

for any 0 < p < R, whenever the ball Bop C ). This estimate implies, in the
standard way, that v € £]F (Q). Since p > @, the second conclusion of Proposition

implies the result. O

For details on classical Morrey and Campanato spaces, we refer to [20] and for
the sub-elliptic setting we refer to [4].
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2.3. Lorentz spaces and a series.

Definition 18 (Lorentz spaces). For 1 < p < oo, and 0 < 6 < oo, A measurable
function u : Q — R is said to belong to the Lorentz space L9 (Q) if

0 R o dt
Iy = [ @ o€ sl > ) F < o0
for 0 <0 < oo and if
[l 0y = 500 (2 [ € 0 fu] > 1)) < o

The quantities [[u||;,;.0) () and [|t[| ;. () are not norms. They are quasinorms
which makes the Lorentz space a quasi-Banach space. For different properties of
Lorentz spaces, see [24], [44]. Now we need the following crucial result, which is
proved analogously to Lemma 1 in [31].

Lemma 19. Let f € L@V (H,,) and for any 1 < q < Q, define

1

q

Sy (xo,7,0) = 3 T'( |f|q> ,
q \\0 ;J ]ij

where xg € H,,, o € (0,1/4), » > 0 and

Bj := B (xq,1;) and ri = olr.
Then for any 1 < q < @, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(Q,q) > 0 such that for any
r >0 and any o € (0,1/4), we have

)
(29) Sq (z0,7,0) < o' ™0 (|l e aa, -

2.4. Sobolev inequalities. We would need the Sobolev inequality for Heisenberg
groups, which we write in a scale-invariant form.

Proposition 20 (Scale-invariant Sobolev inequality). Let Br C H,, be any
ball of radius R > 0. Let 1 < s < Q. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending
only on n and s such that

Q—s

Qs | @ s 1 s :
(30) /mwf Sc/HM+—/WI,
BR BR RS BR

for any w € HW"* (Bpg).

We would need the following Poincaré inequality.

Proposition 21 (Poincaré inequality with means). Let Br C H,, be any ball
of radius R > 0. Let 1 < s < 0o. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only
onn and s such that for any w € HW* (Bg), we have

61) <LJu—@bgﬂ%§cR<LJﬁﬁ)é

We would also use the following Poincaré-Sobolev type inequalities.
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Proposition 22 (Poincaré-Sobolev inequality). Let Br C H,, be any ball of
radius R > 0. Let 1 < s < Q. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only
onn and s such that for any w € HW* (Bg), we have

(32) <]{BR|U|§Z)%SS <R (é;xuﬁ)i.

Proposition 23 (Poincaré-Sobolev inequality with means). Let B C H,
be any ball of radius R > 0. Let 1 < s < Q. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0,
depending only on n and s such that for any u € HWY* (Bg), we have

(33) (éR|u—(u)BR|%>% <R (]iRpeuP)é.

The scale invariant forms of 0), 1), 32), B3) can be derived by using their
corresponding versions when R = 1, along with (2I]) and @2]). For the case R =1,
we can use the Poincaré inequality established in [25] and the global density result
in [T9, Theorem 1.7] to derive ([BI)). Additionally, in this case, by using [34] Theorem
2.1] and [19], Theorem 1.7] we can obtain (B0), B2) and B3)).

2.5. Linear subelliptic Stein theorem. A borderline case of the Sobolev in-
equality is the following result.

Theorem 24. Let u € L' (Q) be such that Xu € Lgfc’l) (Q;R?™) , where Q C H, is
open. Then u is continuous in §2.

A PDE version of the above result is the following, which can be termed as the
linear Stein theorem for Heisenberg groups.

Theorem 25. Let Q2 C H,, be open. Let u € HVV}OC2 (Q) be such that
div Xu € LY ().

loc

Then Xu is continuous in €.

Proof. We prove only the case {2 = H,, under the additional assumption that u €
HWY2 (H,), divg Xu € L@V (H,). Since our statements are local, the general
case follows from this by usual localization arguments and bootstrapping the LP
estimates ( [I5, page 917]). Now the main point is that the subLaplacian has a
fundamental solution ( see [14] ), we call it N in analogy with the Newtonian
potential. Thus, we can write

u =N (divg Xu) in H,.
This implies,
Xu = (XN) x (divyg Xu) in H,.

Note that in both the equations above, the convolution is the group convolution in

H,,. Now, the kernel K = X is homogeneous of degree — (Q — 1) and is essentially
the analogue of the kernels of the Riesz potentials I; in the Euclidean case. Thus,

one can easily prove ( see Folland [14] ) K € L@ (H,). Since divgXu €

L@Y (H,,) by assumption and L@ is the dual space of L(%’(’O), for every fixed
y € H,,, we have

/ K (3;_1 . y) [divg Xu] (y) dy < ¢ ”KHL(ij_l“"")(Hn) ||divy %uHL(Q,U(Hn) .

n
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Thus, the map

x = K x (divg Xu) (x)
is bounded and consequently, continuous. This completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem[Z4 The proof is the same as above. We skip the details. O
2.6. Minimization and weak formulation.

Proposition 26. Let Q) C H,, be open and let a : Q@ — [y, L], where 0 < v < L < o0,
be a measurable map. Let 1 < p < oo. Then for any ball B CC Q and any given
function ug € HWYP (BRr), the boundary value problem

{diVH (a(:z:) | XulP? .'fu) =0 in Bp,

uw=ug on O0Bg,

(34)

admits a unique weak solution u € ug + HW()l’p (BRr) . Moreover, the solution u is
the unique minimizer to the minimization problem

mzinf{l/ a(x)|%u|p:uEuo—i—HWOl’p(BR)}.
P JBgr

Proof. In view of the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality ([B2]), the proof in the Euclidean
case works mutadis mutandis. 0

2.7. The auxiliary mapping V. As in the Euclidean case, we need an auxialiary
mapping V to deal with the structure of the p-Laplace equation. We define the
mapping V : R?" — R?" by

—2
(35) V(z):= |z|pT 2,
which is a locally Lipschitz bijection from R?™ into itself. We summarize the relevant
properties of the map in the following.

Lemma 27. For any p > 1, there exists a constant cy = cy(n,p) > 0 such that
|21 — 22| _ [V(z1) —V(2)|

> p—2
2

v (lz1] + |z2[)

for any z1, zo € R?™, not both zero. This implies the classical monotonicity estimate

(37) (Jza| + [22])P % |21 — 2)* < em <|Zl|p_2 21— |20P 7 22y 21 — 22> :

(36) <cvla -2,

with a constant cpy = car(n,p) > 0 for all p > 1 and all z1, z2 € R*™. Moreover, if
1 < p < 2, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(n,p) > 0 such that for any z1, 2o € R*",

(38) |21 = 22| < ¢[V(z1) - V(Z2)|% +c|V(z1) = V(z2)] |Z2|# )

The estimates (B6) and (&) are classical (cf. Lemma 2.1, [22]). The estimate
BY) follows from this (cf. Lemma 2, [31]).

Notation 28. We use the symbol ¢ to denote a generic positive constant ¢ > 0 in
our estimates, unless specifically indicated otherwise, whose value can change from
a line to the next.
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3. EXCESS DECAY FOR SUBELLIPTIC p-HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

In this section, we are concerned with regularity results for homogeneous p-
subLaplace equation in Heisenberg groups. Namely, we shall consider

(39) divy (|3€u|1"*2 xu) —0 in Q.
We note that the equation can also be written as
2n
(40) diva (Df (Xu)) = > Xi(Dif(Xu)) =0  inQ,
i=1
where Df = (D1f,Daf, ..., Dayf) is the Euclidean gradient of f and f is given by
1

f(z):=~2F, VzeR™.
p

We compute
(41) D;D;f(2) = |2|P"26;; + (p — 2)|2[P~*2;25, fori,j =1,...,2n and z € R*",

where §;; denotes the Kronecker delta function. Hence, we deduce

2n
(42) Z D;D;f (z)nymi > c|z[P~% n|? for all z,n € R?".
i,j=1
3.1. Holder continuity results. We begin by recording the known results that
we would use. The following theorem is due to Zhong [50].

Theorem 29. Let 1 < p < oo and u € HWP(Q) be a weak solution of equation
BI). Then Xu € L. (Q;R?*™). Moreover, for any ball B, (z¢) C Q, we have that

loc

1
(43) sup |Xu| < cp(][ |Xu|” da:) "
By(z0) Bz (x0)

where ¢, > 0 depends only on n,p.
By a standard interpolation technique, this last result easily implies the following.

Theorem 30. Let 1 < p < oo and u € HWP(Q) be a weak solution of equation
B). Then Xu € LJS.(R?™).  Moreover, for any 0 < ¢ < oo and any ball
Ba, (z0) C Q, we have the estimate

1

(44) sup |Xu| < cq(][ | Xu|? dw) 37
BT(LE()) BQT(CEO)

where ¢ > 0 depends only on n,p and q.

The following is due to Zhong [50] (for p > 2) and Mukherjee-Zhong [39] (for
1<p<2).

Theorem 31. Let 1 < p < oo and u € HWP(Q) be a weak solution of equation
B9). Then the horizontal gradient Xu is locally Holder continuous. Moreover, there
is a positive exponent aq = aq(n,p) < 1 such that for any ball B,, CC Q and any
0 <7 <ry, we have
o
(45) |Xu (2) — Xu (y)] < ch(i) [Xull > for all z,y € By,
To ’

where cp, > 0 depends only on n,p, where ||Xul,, ., = supp, [Xul.
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Theorem 1] and Theorem 29 easily implies the following result.

Theorem 32. Let 1 < p < co and u € HWYP(Q) be a weak solution of equation
@B9) Then for any ball B,, CC 2 and any 0 < r < ry, we have

r\ b1 »

(46) sup [V (Xu) (2) = V (Xu) ()] < eny (=) |2ul,,
z,yEB, To

where the constants ¢,y > 0 and 1 € (0, 1), both depends only on n and p.

Proof. We have

sup |V (Xu) (z) = V (Xu) (y)|”

x,yEB,

Loy sup [(2u @)+ Eu @) R ) - Xu )]

z,yEB,
(Bg) cpey z,ilé%T [<|f{u ($)|p_2 Xu () — |Xu (y)|1’_2 Xu(y),Xu(x) — Xu (y)>}

< cpey sup H 1Xu (2)|P 2 Xu (z) — |Xu (y)|P 2 Xu (y)‘ |Xu (x) — Xu (y)|]

x,yEB,

< cpey sup [(|%u ()P~ + |Xu (y)|p_1> |Xu (x) — Xu (y)|]

z,y€ B,
< 2 leprey | xul? ), ( sup |Xu(z) — Xu (y)|>
z,yeB,

@ A\
< 2P 1CMCVCh (T_) ”%u”:go,ro :
0

Thus, setting £ := a1/2, we have

B
sup |V (%)) =V (@) )] < ¢ ()l

z,yEB,
This completes the proof. 0
3.2. Caccioppoli inequalities in the nondegenerate regime. We begin by

deriving some Caccioppoli type inequalities under the assumption that |Xu/| is both
bounded above and below in a fixed scale X > 0.

Lemma 33. Let 1 < p < oo and let Q C H,, be open. Let u € HWllo’f (Q) be a
weak solution to

divy (|3€u|p72 .'fu) =0 in €.
Let Q CC Q be any open subset. Suppose we have
(47) % < |Xu| < AN in €,

for some constants A,B > 1 and A > 0. Let B, C Br C Q be concentric balls of
radius 0 < p < R < 1. Let n € C° (Bgr) satisfy 0 < n <1 in Bgp withn =1 in
B, and |Xn| < ¢/ (R — p) for some absolute constant ¢ > 1. Then there ezists a
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constant Co = Cy (A, B,n,p) > 1, but independent of X\, R, p or w, such that for
any ¢ € R and any & € R*™, we have the following inequalitites.

(48) / n* |XTu)® deo < LQ / | Tu— ¢,

Br (R—p)" JB&
4 2 O 2

(49) 0t [XTul” do < ——— |Xu —&|° du,
Br (R—p)" JBg

(50) / n? |Tul® dz < %/ |Xu—¢° dz,
Br (R - p) Br

(51) / | XXul? do < Lz/ |Xu — £ da.
Br (R—p)" JB&

Proof. Note that by {7)) and Capogna’s regularity result in [2], we have
Xu € HWL? (Br;R*™) and Tu € HW,2? (Br) N LS, (BR) -

c loc

One can easily check that these regularity assertions are enough to justify our
calculations in this lemma. Observe also that it is easy to verify using integration
by parts and the definition of weak derivative that
1,2
Tu e HW,;: (Br) = XTu € L{., (Br;R*")

= TXu € L},. (Br; R*") as well and XTu = TXu.

We would not comment on this further.
Claim 34. For everyl=1,2,...,n, ¢; := Xju is a weak solution of
2n 2n
(52) Z X;(D;D; f(Xu)X;1) + Z X (DnyiDi f (Xu)Tu) + T (Dt f (X)) =0,

ij=1 i=1

and P41 = Xppu is a weak solution of

(53) Z Xi(D;Dif (Xu) X jtbni1) — ZXi(DlDif(xu)Tu) — T (D f(Xu)) = 0.

Furthermore, Tu is a weak solution of
2n

(54) > Xi(D;D; f(Xu)X;(Tu)) = 0.
ij=1
This can be verified by a direct calculation, see Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 in

[50]. Now we plugg ¢ = n* (Tu — () with ¢ € R as a test function in the weak
formulation of ([B4)) to deduce

2n
0= /Q 7t Y DD f(Xu)X;(Tu) X, (Tu) da

ij=1

2n
+4 /Q n° Y DiD;f (Xu)X;(Tu) X;n (Tu - ¢) da.

ij=1
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Hence, using ([@2) and Young’s inequality with £ > 0, we have

/n4|3€u|1’—2 |XTul® da
Q
(z81) 3 72
< ¢ | |XulP~%|Xn| | XTu||Tu — (| dx
Q

< cs/ n*|XuP~2? | XTu) do + 05/ n?|XulP~2 %0 |Tu — ¢)° da.
Q Q
Choosing € > 0 small enough, we have
/ nXulP~? | X T de < C/ n? |xn)? |XuP~2 |Tu — ¢ da.
Q Q

In view of ({T), this immediately implies [@8). Now to derive [@Jl), we begin by
deducing a crucial estimate for Tu. For any £ € R?", integrating by parts and using
Young’s inequality with € > 0, we have

/772 |Tul? da
Q
= / 7 Tu (X X v — X Xou) do
Q

= /anTU X1 (Xntiu = &nt) — Xnw (Xiw — §)] dz

=— /Q X (°Tw) (Xnpiu — Enpt) do+ /Q Xt (P*Tu) (Xju — &) da

=2 /Q nXn (Tu) (Xppu — Enpy) do — /Q X Tu (Xpu — Enyy) da
+2 /g l X (Tu) (Xju — &) de + /Q " Xp i Tu (Xpu — &) da

< [ mlal Tl Ru— ¢l +2 | o 2Tul 12— ¢

< a/ n? |Tul? dx + 05/ |0 |Xu — &° do + 2/ n? |XTu| | ¥u — €|
Q Q Q

Choosing € = 1/2, this implies

(55) / n? |Tu) de < C (/ |Xn|* | Xu — € da +/ 0 |XTu| | Xu — §|) .
Q Q Q

Combining this with [{8]) with the choice ( = 0 and using Young’s inequality with
0 > 0, we arrive at

/ n* |XTu|* dx
Br

C
< —Co ([ ol g o+ [ o erzu—gl ao)
(R—p) Br Br

C

< 72/ 1% |Xu — &|° do + 062/ n* |XTu) dx
(R - p) Br Br

C

+7/ Xu—¢&)? da.
(R—p)* o2 BR' |
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Choose 62 = % we have

C C
/ n* |XTul® dz < 72/ || |Xu — £ do + 74/ |xXu — &) da.
B (R—p)" /B (R—p)" /B
Thus we have proved [@J). On the other hand, using this back in (B3]), we deduce

/ n? |Tul® dx

Br

gO(/ 2ol e~ ¢ ot [ 772|3€TUI|3€U—€|>
BR BR

< LQ/ |Xu — &|° do + (/ n* |XTu)? d:z:> (/ |Xu — ¢|? d:z:>
(R—p)” /Br Br Br

@@
< %/ |xXu — ¢|? dx+L2/ |Xu — ¢|? da.
(R—p) Br (R—p) Br

This proves (50).
Now we finally turn our attention to (EIl). Fix I € {1,2,...,n} and use ¢ =
n? (Xju — &) as a test function in (G2) to deduce

/B an D f (Xu) X; XuX; (Xju — &) do

R4 5=1

=—2 Z nD;D; f(¥u) X; XuXin (Xju — &) dz
BRZ] 1

/B ZDHHD FEWTuX;(n* (Xju — &) ) do

R =1
(56) + /B T(Dpiif (Xu) (n* (Xou — &) ) dw := I} + I} + I,

Similarly, we can deduce from (B3] that for alll € {n+1,...,2n},

/B Zn D;Dif(Xu)X; XjuX; (Xju — &) dx

R4 5=1

=2 Z nD;D; f(¥u) X; XuXin (Xju — &) dx
Br =1

/B ZDl wDi f (Xu)TuX;(n* (Xiu — §)) da
R =1
(57) — /B T(Di— f(Xu)) (n* (Xou — &) ) da == I} + It + I,

Summing the above equations for all [ from 1 to 2n, we arrive at

(58) / S5 D () X, Xpu X (Xpu — &) dr = 3 (I + 15+ 1)
B

R4, l
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where we sum for ¢, j,1 from 1 to 2n. By [#2]), we deduce
(59) /B 7| XulP XX de < C Y (I + Ih + 1)
R 1
Now, we have

<0 [ a3 - g d
Br

(60) < 5/ n? | XulP~2|XXul? do + C. / X0 |XulP~? |xXu — ¢ da.
Br Br
Now for I}, using the fact that |Tu| < C'|XXu|, we have

15| < C/ | XuP=2 | Tu| |Xn| |Xu — €| de +C [ 9P| Xul[P~2 |Tu| |XXu| da
Br Br

<C | n|XulPT?|XXu| |Xn] |Xu — £ dx + a/ 02| Xu|P~ 3| X Xu|? da

BR BR

+C- n?|Xu|P~? |Tul® dz
Br

(61) < 5/9172|%u|p_2|%%u|2 dx + C€/§2n2|%u|p_2 | Tul* da
+C. /Q || |XulP~? |Xu — £ da.
Now, for I%, when 1 <1 < n, we compute
T (Do f(Xu)) =T (|3eu|p*2) Xpgu+ | XulP 2 T X piqu
= (p—2) |Xul"~* (Xu, TXu) Xpnpu + |Xu[" > TX,p 0.
Similarly, when n+ 1 <[ < 2n, we have
T (Dy_pf(Xu)) =T (|3€u|p*2) Xponu+ [Xuf 2 T X _pu
= (p—2) |Xul"~* (Xu, TXu) Xi—nu + |Xul 2 TX,_pu.

Hence, in either case we have,
(62) |1 < c/ 0| XulP~? | XTul| |Xu — ¢| du.
Combining (B9)), (@), @) and g?(E_'ZI) and choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we deduce
/n2|3€u|P—2|3eaeu|2dx
Q
< C/Qn2|aeu|p-2 ITuf? do + c/Q %)% | EuP2 |2 — ¢ da

(63) + C/ 02| Xu|P~? | XTu| | Xu — €| dr.
Q
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Now, combining (63)), (Z9), (&) and {7, we deduce
/ n?|XXu|? dx
Br

C
< 72/ |Xu—¢P de+C | n?|XTul|Xu—¢| do
(R - p) Br Br
c : :
S*Q/ |Xu — ¢ da:—!—C’(/ n* |XTu)? d:z:> (/ |Xu — ¢|? d:z:>
¢ 2
< — [Xu —&|” du.
(R - p) Br
This proves (BI)) and completes the proof of the Lemma. 0

3.3. Reverse Holder inequalities. Our Caccioppoli inequalities in Lemma [33]
leads us to a few reverse Holder inequalities in the nondegenerate regime.

Lemma 35. Let 1 < p < oo and let Q C H,, be open. Let u € HWllo’f (Q) be a
weak solution to

divy (|3€u|p72 .'fu) =0 in €.
Let Q cC Q be any open subset. Suppose we have
A ~
— < < )
(64) 1B S |Xu] < AN in €,

for some constants A, B > 1 and X\ > 0. Then there exists a constant QRH =
Cru (A, B,n,p) > 1, such that for any ¢ € R*", and for any ball Br C Q with
R > 0, we have the following reverse Hélder inequality

Q7

2 2Q2
(65) <][ Xu— £]a2 dx) gCRH][ %u — €| da.
Bry2 Br

In particular, for any exponent 1 < q < 2Q/(Q —2), we have the following estimate

(66) (]i | Xu — & d:v) q < Cgru (]{9 |Xu —¢|? dx) "
R/2 R

Proof. In view of (64), the Caccippoli inequality (5I) holds for any ball B C €.
Now fix concentric balls B, C B, C Q. Let n € C2° (Bg), 0 < n < 1 in By with
n=1in B, and |Xn| < ¢/ (R — p) for some constant ¢ > 1. Then n(Xu—¢) €
HWOL2 (BR;]RQ") for any ¢ € R?". Thus we have

2Q 2Q
:{ _ —2 f _ —2
[, re—gs [ g
E2) otz
2 c(/ |ae[n<aeu—5>]|2)Q
Br

2 2 _ V|2
c(/BRn |XXul +/BR|<3€77,3€u §>|>

_Q

(67) Eel (/B ou-gt) "

_Q_
Q-2

IN
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This implies, using the Holder inequality and the Young’s inequality,

(], mo-a)

plaeu—ac?—%) = (R€p> (/BR |3€u—§|2)é

@ U, '36“‘5"5_?2l9€u—£|cf“>é
il '%u—ﬂécﬁ)% () m_ﬂ)cﬁz
<LR|%U_§|5_%>%—J+ﬁLR|xU_§|_

o= (f |xu—5|5—%>%_qz

and appying Lemma 8.18 in [20], we deduce

IN

IN

IN

IA
N =

Thus, setting

Q-2

2 2Q +2
(/B |3€u—s|QQz> sC<R—p>‘QT/B % — €]

P

for every 0 < p < R. Setting p = R/2, we arrive at

f Xu— |35 so][ %u—¢|.
Bry2 Br

This proves (G4 and (G6]) follows from this using Holder inequality on both sides.
This completes the proof. 0

As a consequence, we have the following result for V' (Xu), which is not quite as
sharp when 1 < p < 2, but this would suffice for our purposes.

Lemma 36. Let 1 < p < oo and let Q C H,, be open. Let u € HWllo’f (Q) be a
weak solution to

divy (|3€u|p72 .'fu) =0 in €.
Let Q CC Q be any open subset. Suppose we have
(68) % < |Xu| < AN in €,

for some constants A,B > 1 and X > 0. Let £ € R®" be a constant vector if
2<p<ooand

(69) €] < AN ifl<p<2.

Then there exists a constant Crg = Cru,v (A, B,n,p) > 1, such that for any ball
Br C Q with R > 0, we have

(70) (7{3 IV (Xu) -V (€)| 72 da:> scRH,Vé IV (Xu) =V (€)] da.
R/2 R
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In particular, for any exponent 1 < q < 2Q/(Q —2), we have the following estimate

(71) <][ [V (Xu) — V (6)]? dx) < Cruv <][ [V (Xu) — V (&) d:z:> ' ,
Br/2 Br
for any & € R™ which satisfies (GY).

Proof. We first tackle the case p > 2, where no bound on £ is needed. To derive
the inequalities for V (Xu), observe that V (-) is smooth away from the origin and
in view of the pointwise bounds (G8]), we can justify the computation of derivatives
and deduce the inequality
p—2
X[V (Xu)]| < c|Xul = |XXu|

for some constant ¢ > 0, which depends only on n and p. This, combined with
the Caccippoli inequality (&I implies, again in view of the pointwise bounds,
that V (Xu) € HWﬁ)cQ (Q) . Thus, for B,, Bg and 7 as defined earlier, we have

n(V (Xu) -V (€)) € HW, (Br;R?") for any £ € R?". Thus we have

| v -vigrds
B,

P

< / N |V (Ru) - V (€)%
Br

@30(/ X (v (20) -V (©)]F

_Q
Q-2

Q
Q—2

PR @)+ [ |<xn,v<xu>—v<5>>|2>

( Q
; .

<o x| |<xn,v<xu>—v<s>>|2)
(G2 p—2 2 u2 1 W) — 2 %
2 0<A [ s e [V ) V(§)|>
™ _c b2y P v
S —= (/BA %u ¢ +/BR|V<3€> V(§)|)

Now in view of (68)) and (69), we deduce
NP7 B — € < max {(4B)P72, (24)* 7P} (|Xul + [€))"7 [Xu — &
E3)
< o max {(4B)"7%, (24 P} [V (Xu) = V (§).

Using this in the last estimate, we arrive at

[,V -V < o - ([ wao-vier)™

The desired estimates now follow from this in the same way as in Lemma O
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3.4. Estimates in the nondegenerate regime. Some of the Lemmas we would
prove in this subsection are similar in spirit to some Lemmas in [6] ( compare
Lemma B7 B9 and FQ with Lemma 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 in [6] respectively ). However,
our results are valid only the nondegenerate regime.

Lemma 37. Let 1 <p < co. Suppose u € HWllo’f (B2gr) be a weak solution of
divg (|3€u|”‘2 xu) —0 in Bag.
Let A;B > 1 and A > 0 be constants and suppose

(72) % < |Xu| < AN in BR.
Let £ € R?™ be any vector satisfying

A

<€l < AN

Let v € HWl’p(BR/Q) be the unique weak solution of the Dirichlet boundary value
problem for the linear equation

{divH [|§|p‘2 Xv+ (p—2)€P (€, Xv) 5} =0 in Bpa,

v=u on dBg/;.

Then there exists a constant C = C (Q,p, A, B) > 1 such that we have the estimate

2 1 2 7= 2
(73) / Xu — Xo| gc*(ﬂ][ |3eu_g|) / Xu—¢?
Bry2 AN Br Br
Proof. From the equation satisfied by u, we can write
dive |67 Xu+ (p - 2) |67 (¢, Xu) ¢
= divir |¢[°* Xu+ (p — 2) |E7 (€ Xu) € — [Xul” ™ X
= divig [|€[*7 € = Xl Xu+ €% (Ru— ) + (p—2) g~ (6, Xu—©) ¢
+ (p— 2) div (IgP2¢)
= divig |67 € — 1Xul 7 Xu+ 6P (u— ) + (0 — 2) [P (€, Xu - €) ¢
= divyg F.
Setting w:=u—wv € HWOLP(BR/Q), we see that this implies
divy {|§|p*2 Xw+ (p—2) |67 (€, Xw) g} = divg F in Bp/o.

Plugging w as a test function, we deduce

[ el -2t [ exnt= [ Ex).

Brys Brj2
Now, if p > 2, clearly we have

e g I R ) M0
R/2 R/2

Brj2
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On the other hand, if 1 < p < 2, then we have
p-2lr [ fexulzo-2r? [ xel
BR/2 BR/2
Hence in this case, we have
e-vr [ el <l [ xePa -2l [ ez,
Bry2 Bry2 Bry2
Thus, in either case, we have,

2 c . p—2 2
[, el < gmmingip -ty [ e

Bry/2

C - _
e Ll R T G T
BR/2 BR/2
<o [ (R
AP Bry2

c C 1 C
e L I = L
Bry2 Bry2 Bry2

where C' depends on A, B, p. Choosing § > 0 such that C§2A\?7P = 1/2, we deduce

C
(74) / |:f’w|2 < m/ |F|2
BR/2 BR/2
Now, from the definition of F', we have ( see Lemma 4.3. in [6] ),
c(A,B _
(75) 171 < SAB) () 4 12 e — e

A
Thus, we have, with constants ¢ = ¢ (A, B) > 0,

| scamye [ jru-g
Br/2

Bry2
2Q

(76) < eAPTET g / TR
Bry2

Now, applying (68), we have
Q

2Q_ (92792 2 Q-2
][ %u— 3% < 0F, ][ xu—e?)” .
Br/2 Br

Using this in (76]), we conclude that there exists a constant C' = C(A, B,n,p) > 0
such that

. e
/ F* < oN2as <][ XU — £|2> / U — &2
Br/2 Br Br

Combining this with (7)), we have

/ xwf < oAllz—2=3%) 2] <][ |3eu—5|2> o / Xu — ¢
Br/2 Br Br

4 2\ 9 2
<CA @z [Xu —¢| |Xu —&|°.
BR BR
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This implies ([[3) and completes the proof. O

Lemma 38. Let 1 <p < oo, A,B>1, and X\ > 0 be constants and let & € R*™ be
any vector satisfying

A
— < €] < AN
= <l < Ax

Letv € HWLP(BR/2) be a weak solution of the linear equation

div [[€]7* X0+ (p — 2) g~ (¢, X0} €] = 0 in Bra.

Then there exists a constant C = C (Q,p, A, B) > 0 such that for any 0 < p < R/2,
we have the estimate

(77) /B e (%u)pf <c (%)Q”/B EC °
o R/2

Proof. The proof can be found in Theorem 3.2 in Xu-Zuily [48]. As is well known,
the constant in the estimate, depends only upon the ellipticity ratio, which in this
case is A/B, i.e. independent of \. O

Lemma 39. Let 1 <p < co. Suppose u € HWllo’f (Bar) be a weak solution of
divg (|3€u|1"*2 xu) —0 in Bag.
Let A, B > 1 be constants and suppose

% < |Xu| < AN in BR.

Then for any do > 0 with 64A2B%5y < 1, there exist e,7 € (0,1), depending only
on Q, p, A, B, and dy, satisfying

log 6o
2logT

(78) 0<
such that if €9 € R*™ is a vector satisfying
LA 0
— < < A
(Z) 4B — ‘g | — 9
(i) ][ [Xu— &0 < 2N,
Br

then there exists a vector &' € R*™ satisfying

(79) 2o<lef <2an

(80) ][ [Xu—&'° < eA®)?,

and o

(81) /BTR‘:fu—fl‘2§50TQ/BR |%u— &0,

Proof. We apply Lemma BT with the choice £ = £° to deduce

(82) / |Xu — x> < Ciea= / 1Xu — &
Bry2 Br
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for some constant C; = C1(Q, p, A, B) > 1. Now we estimate

/ \%v—§0]2§2/ \%u—§0\2+2/ %u — Xv|?
Brys B Bry2

R/2
(83) 2 (1+5%)/ |xu— ¢,
Br

for some constant Cy = C2(Q,p, A, B) > 1. Now, by Lemma B for any 0 < p <
R/2, we have

/B,, ‘%v - (%U)p‘z <Cs (%)QJr2 /BR/2 ’%U - (%U)R/2‘2

(84) <Gy (%)Q”/B ELESI

R/2
for some constant C3 = C5(Q, p, A, B) > 1. Hence, setting p = 7R/2 and
= (%U)p = (fU)TR/w

we have

/ yaeu—§1]2g2/ yan—glhz/ %u — Xv|®
Brgry/2 Brgry/2 Brgry/2

(=2
< 2037Q+2/ ‘%v—§0‘2+2/ |Xu — Xv|?
Bry2 Bry2

mém C, {TQ+2 (1 _i_gﬁ) +gﬁ} / ’:{u _50’2
Br

<Cy [TQ+2+sﬁ}/ ]%u—§0]2.
Br

Here, again Cy = C4(Q, p, A, B) > 1 is a constant. Now we choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small ( depending on 7 ) such that we have

(85) e@ 7 = 7Q+2,

This choice implies that

(86) / |%u—¢'|* < CMTQ”/ |%u — €°|,
Brry/2 Br

where

(87) OM = maX{Cl, 02, 03, 204}

Now we choose 7 > 0 small enough to have

(88) 29720y 7 < .

Note that this implies (78). This proves ([BI)). Assumption (#4) and (§I) implies
([B0). Now observe that since @ > 4, we have

(@-2(@Q+2) Q@-20-4_(Q-1"-5_,
2 2 B 2 -

—Q=
Thus, we deduce

(89) 9Q+2 S -0 £ 9Q+2,2 < 90420 22 < .
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Using this, we deduce

’51_50’2S][ ‘xv_go
BTR/2

gz][ |3eu—50|2+2][ |%u — Xvf®
Brgr/2 Brry/2

< 2Q+1T—Q][ |%u— &7 + 2T—Q][ |Xu — Xof°
Br B

R/2

‘ 2

2,3, E)
<

(90) (2Q*1T*Q‘+50>][ |xu — €°|?
Br

(535)) —2)(Q+2 EY
<2020 A2)2 L Q2 TS0 422 T 5 422
Hence, we have
€ — & < gpA?n?
Then we have
1
(15— V@A) A<l - e -l < |6 < 6] + e - €] < (14 V) A
Since 64A2B2%5, < 1, we have
1 1 /1 1 A
/A —(=-= s d
(43 \/%>/\>B<4 8))\>SB an
1 1
< —_— < — < .
(1+V5) ax < (1+8AB>A)\_ (1+8>A)\_2A)\
This proves (T9) and completes the proof. O

Lemma 40. Let 1 < p < co. Suppose u € HWllo’p (B2r) be a weak solution of

divyg (|3eu|”‘2 xu) —0 in Bor.
Let A, B > 1 be constants and suppose
A
Then there exist constants 6o, e, € (0,1), depending only on Q, p, A, B, satisfying
log dg

91 0
(91) < 2log T

such that if €0 € R®™ is a vector satisfying
LA 0
(i) 15 < 1€°] < A\,
(i) ][ |%u — €0 < cA2N2,
Br

then there erists a sequence of vectors {£°}, .y in R2"™ such that for all integers
s >0, we have

A
— < €% <
(52 o <l <24,
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(93) fou—eean
B,sgr
and
(94) / | Xu — §S+112 < 5OTQ/ |Xu — &7,
B_st1p Brsgr

Proof. We plan to construct the sequence inductively using Lemma B9 To do this,
we only need to show that it is possible to choose §p > 0 such that given &°, the
vector €541 constructed by Lemma [39] also satisfies the weaker bounds

)\ s+1
=< et <240,
instead of the significantly worse bounds
A
8B
This is easy to achieve. Indeed, recalling the estimates in Lemma [39] particularly
@0), we deduce

’é-s-i-l _ 55’2 S 2Q+2T_Q][ |%’U/ _ §s|2

Brsg

S ‘554’1’ S 2SA)\

< 2Q+2T—Q58][ ’:{u _ 50’2
Br

(533)) - ED
S 2Q+27—7Q58€A2)\2 S 2Q+2T(%2(Q2)—Q)58A2)\2 S 68+1A2)\2'
Taking square root and summing over s, we deduce
‘€s+1 _50‘ < <2503> AN
i=1
Now, ([@2) is satisfied for all s > 0 with the choice 6y = 1/(1 4+ 8AB)>. O
Now we are ready to prove our main lemma.

Lemma 41. Let 1 < p < co. Suppose u € HWllo’f (Bar) be a weak solution of

divyg (|3eu|ff’*2 xu) ~0 in Bor.
Let A, B > 1 be constants and suppose
A
(95) 1B < |Xu| < AN in Bpg.

Then there exist constants €9, g € (0,1) and Cy > 1, all depending only on Q, p,
A and B such that if

A

(96) 3B < |(Xu), gl < AN

and

(97) ][ |Xu — (Xu), 5° < e0A2N?
Bor

hold for some constant 0 < o < 1, then for any 0 < p < o R, we have

(98) ]{9 ‘%u - (3eu)p’2 < Cpo— @20 (}%)2% ]{9 X — (Xu) g
0 R
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Proof. Set
0= (Xu),p-

Now note that ([@5) clearly implies

A A

L <L < <A in B,p.
(99) 8B_4:B_|XU|_ A in Bygr
By ([@8) we also have

A

(100) — < |(Xu), 5| < AN

8B —
Hence, (@9), (I00) and [@7) implies that the hypotheses of Lemma [0 are satisfied
for our choice of £° in B, with the same A and B being replaced by 2B, if g = e,
where € € (0, 1) is the constant given by Lemma[Q Thus, there exists dg, 7 € (0, 1),
both depending only on @, p, A and B such that there exists a sequence of vectors
{€°} .y such that for all integers s > 0, we have 35 < [£°] < 44X and

][ |%u— &1 < (50)5“][ |%u — (Xu), 5

B stiop Bor

Now, let 0 < p < oR. Then there exists an integer sg > 0 such that
90 F16R < p < 7%°0R.

Suppose sg > 1. Then we have

2
][ ‘%u— (%’U,)p‘ S ][ |xu_§so|2
B, B

P

Q
So R
<(57) A, e
p B soor

< <Ts°p"R>Q o f e (),

oR

<T@ f R Guf

Bor

Now set
~ logdo

ap : € (0,1), in view of (@I)).

- 2logT
Now, we deduce

2 oR\?* / p \20
_ —Q S0 o P _ 2
]{BP %0 (xu), | <779 (6) <p> (%) 7{30,; |%u — (Xu), ]
7Q S0 —so—1 L 20 _ 2
<7 G0y ) " (), e
—Qg1 ()P _ 2
<% (£) 7{30,; |%u — (Xu) 4

2040
<7yt () ]i X — (%) 2.
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Thus, we conclude by setting C = C (Q, p, A, B) := T*Qdo_l. If sg = 0, then for the
same choice of « as above, we clearly have,

]{Bp 2w~ (xw), [ < 7[3 U — (Xu),

Q—2a0
ocR p 200 ][ 9
(YY),
(Z) (&) me-
2a
< 7_2(10—@0—@—2010 (ﬁ) 0][ |:{u _ (fu)R|2
R Bn
Thus, we have the estimate in this case as well for the same
C=C(Q,p,A B):= 77Q50_1 = r200-Q,

This completes the proof. O

We also have the following result.

Lemma 42. Let 1 < p < co. Suppose u € HWllo’f (Bar) be a weak solution of

divg (|3eu|1"*2 xu) —0 in Bag.
Let A, B > 1 be constants and suppose
A 2
(101) <V (Xu)|* < AN in Bg.

Then there exist constants 0y, g € (0,1) and Cy > 1, all depending only on Q, p,
A and B, such that if

A

(102) o5 < |(V(@u),ql7 < AX
and
(103) FV @0 = (V ()l < 004X

hold for some constant 0 < o <1, then for any 0 < p < o R, we have
(104)
2 2a0
][ |V (&) = (V. (2w), | < Crom@72 (£) ][ IV (Xu) — (V ()5
B R Br

P

Proof. Set
(105) €= VTV (X)), 5) -
Observe that this implies

ya
€17 = [(V (X)), -
Thus, clearly, we have the bounds

A
55 =€) = Ax

As |V (%u)|% = |Xu|, we also have the obvious bounds
A

A
— < — < < i .
S5 = B_|%u|_A)\ in Bor
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Now, using (B6l), we have

folru-ef <af
Bsr B,

for a constant ¢y = ¢o (Q,p, 4, B) > 0. We set

90 =
Co

|V (Xu) =V (€%)|° < coboA2A2,
R

where € is the constant given by Lemma0 for our choice of €Y in B, g with the same
A and B being replaced by 2B. Thus, there exists dp,7 € (0,1), both depending
only on @, p, A and B such that there exists a sequence of vectors {£°}, such
that for all integers s > 0, we have

and

16B
][BTS+15R o

This implies, again by (B6]), for some constant C' = C(Q, p, A, B) > 0 we have

(106) 2 < jes <24
xu- P <@ re- e

][ ‘V(xu)_v(gerl)f SC()\)2_p][ ’xu_€s+1’2
B_sti,p rst+loR
<Cn ™ x|z
Bor

< C ()" ][ |V (Xu) — V(&)

Bor
Since V (£°) = (V (Xu)),p , we arrive at

f

From this, via an interpolation argument similar to the one used above in Lemma

M1, we have
][ [V (Xu) = V (¢ ]P < Com@ 20 (%)2%]{3 |V (Xu) = (V (Xu))g|*

P

V&) -V (€ <Cl)™ IV (Ru) - (V (@),

rst+lsR Bor

This completes the proof. (I

3.5. Proofs of Theorem [I] and Theorem 2l We now prove our crucial excess
decay estimates.

Proof. ( of Theorem [1]) We can and henceforth assume xy = 0. Note that, it is
enough to prove (@), for 0 < p < KR, for some constant x € (0, 1) depending only n
and p, as the estimate is trivial otherwise. First, we fix Cry > 0 which is given by
Lemma B3] with the choice A = B = 1. So, clearly Cry depends only on n and p.
Next, let B = B (n,p) > 1 be defined by B := 2¢1, where ¢ is the constant given
by Theorem with the choice ¢ = 1. Let 9,9 € (0,1) be the constants given
by Lemma HT] for the choices of A = 2Cgry and B = 2¢1. Let a1 € (0,1) be the
exponent in Theorem Bl Set

a = min{ag, a1 }.

Now we claim the following.
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Claim 43. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the we have

1
(107) B H%“HOO,R/z < |(Ru)p| <4 H%UHOO,R/Q
and
1
q
(108) <7{3R/ |[Xu — (%u)R|q> < eo || Xull o /2 -
2

Proof of Claim[{3 Indeed, if (I0S) is violated, then by Theorem BI] for any
0 < p < R/2, we have

(7{3 ‘%u - (f{u)p’q dw) q < sup |Xu(z) — Xu(y)]

r,yeB,

P\
<en(£) 1%l pyo

< Z—Z (%)a (J{BR/Q |Xu — (xU)R|q>;
< Qfoch (£) (7{3 X — (%leq)% ,

which implies our desired estimate. So we can assume (I08) holds. Now note that

|(Xu)5l” = ((Xu) g, (X)) = (Xu) g, (Xu)p — Xu (@) + (Xu) 5, Xu (2)),

for a.e. = € Bpys. Using Cauchy-Schwarz, integrating and finally using Young’s
inequality, we deduce

(%)l < [(Xu)g (]{3 |xu—<xu>R|+]{B |aeu|>
R/2 R/2

< (eo + D(Xw) gl Xull oo, r/o

|(Xu) | +2 (g0 + 1)° HxUHiO,Rm :

"B

<

DN =

Hence, we deduce
[(Xu) gl <2 (0 + 1) [Xull o g2 < 411Xullog g2 -
Thus, the only way (I07) can fail is if we have

1
)l < 3 120l o

But then by Theorem (with ‘¢ = 1), Holder’s inequality and the triangle in-
equality for the L? norm, we find,

[Xull oo r/e < 1 (][ |j{u|q) < e (][ |Xu — (f{u)R|q) +c1 [(Xu) g
BR BR

q C
<a(f, 1xu- @) + 5 1Rl e
Br
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Thus, recalling B = 2¢;, we have

|xu||oo,R/2s3<f |xu—<xu>R|Q) |
Br

Hence, as before, for any 0 < p < R/2, we have

1

(ép ’%u - (.'fu)p‘q da:) <o (%)al 2.
< cB (}%)a (]éR X — (%u)Rw)}’ ,

which again yields the desired estimate. This completes the proof of Claim
From now on, we shall assume that (I07) and (I08) holds. Now we claim

Claim 44. There exists a constant 71 € (0,1), depending only on n and p such
that at least one of the following alternatives occur.

(i) The nondegenerate alternative: We have
1 )
(109) Rl > 1 Rul e i By

(ii) The degenerate alternative: We have

1
(110) ||3€U||oo,nR/2 < ) quHoo,R/Q'
Proof of Claim[}4: By Theorem [B1] for any 0 < 7 < 1, we have

sup  |Xu () = Xu (y)| < enm™ [ Xull o gy -
zvyeBTR/Z

Now, choose 71 € (0, 1) sufficiently small such that
1

ChT{ll = —.

4
Now, if [I09) is violated, then there exists a point € B, g/2 such that

_ 1
|Xu (2)] < 1 ||3€U||oo,R/2'
But then, for any x € B g/2, by Theorem 1] we deduce
[Xu (2)] < [Xu (T)] + [Xu (z) — Xu (7)]
1 . 1
< 1 ||quoo,R/2 +enmy? quHoo,R/z D) qu”oo,R/z-

This completes the proof of Claim [441
Now we define

‘R
R; := T{E for all integers i > 0.

Thus, by Claim [44], at each level ¢, at least one of the following alternatives must
oceur.

(a) The nondegenerate alternative: We have

1 .
(111) |:{u| > Z H:{U‘HOQ,RI m BRi+1'
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(b) The degenerate alternative: We have

1
(112) E

o0, Rit1 = 9

[[Xu]

oco,R; *

Next, we choose i, > 1 to be first integer for which we have

(113) 2t~ > B,

Clearly, i, depends only on B and thus ultimately, only on n and p.

Claim 45. Without loss of generality, we can assume that (II1) occurs for the first
time for some 0 <1 < iq4.

Proof of Claim [{3 If Claim 3 is false, then (II2)) must have occured for all
0 <i <14 — 1. But this implies, we have,

1\
%, < (3) Wl
This now implies

(114) (][ | |aeu—<aeu>3|q> > (7{3 | |aeu|q>

Indeed, if (IT4) is false, then recalling (I07), we have

1
B ||quoo,R/2 < [(Xu)gl

:][ |(Xu) | do
Br,,
1 1
Holder 4 a4
< ][ |Xu— (Xu)g|? dz | + ][ |Xu|?
BRia BRia
1 .
q 1 la
<2 (f |aeu|‘Z> <2xuln, <2(3) IRulone,

which contradicts (I13]). Hence (II4]) holds. Now using Theorem B0l (with ‘g = 17)
together with (IT4) and the fact 1 < ¢ < 2, we find

1
||%u|\oo’Ria/2§c1][ 1%l < e (7[ |3€u|q>
Br,, Br,,
1
q
<a <][ |Xu — (XU)RVI)
BR"LQ
R Q 1
<a ()" (£ 1w @)
R;, Br

1
Br

Q=
Q=




EXCESS DECAY IN HEISENBERG GROUPS 37

Combining this with Theorem BTl for any 0 < p < R;, /2, we have

1

<]{3 ‘%u—(%u)p’q da:)q < sup |Xu(z) — Xu(y)]

z,ycB,

a1
P
<cp <Ria) HXUHOO,RM/Q

a1, —Q1lg ZANE
< a2 (237 12ull g, o

1
I (A (][ % — (%u)R|q> "
Br

This together with the fact that if % < p < R, then % < & <1, yields our
desired estimate. This proves Claim 45l

Thus, we can assume that there exists a smallest integer 0 < 79 < i, such that
(III) occurs for i = ig. Thus, we have

1 .
(115) 1%l < %0l < |l W0 Br

oo,RiO ig+1°

Now we claim

Claim 46. There exists a constant o € (0,1), depending only on n, p and 9, and
thus ultimately only on n and p, such that we have

(116) (é %~ (xu), .,

q E €0
. S E quHoo)Rlo .
oRj 41

Proof of Claim [£0 Let ¢, > 0 be the constant given by Theorem BIl Choose
o € (0,1) sufficiently small such that

_ %o
T 16°

Cho

Then, by Theorem BT, we deduce

(ﬁ ’%u — (Xu),p,

oRig 41

. YC€Bor; 4

q>qs sup [Xu(x) — Xu(y)]

< Chaal ||quOO,Ri0+1

€ €
< 3¢ 1%l py < 76 12Ul gy, -
This proves Claim 06l
Now we are in a position to complete the proof of the Theorem. Observe that
exactly one of the following can occur. Either we have

1
>
(117) ‘(%u) 2 551Xl ry, »

YR
or we must have

(118) }(fu)

1
30 Rig41

1
<35 1Xull o g, -
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If (II8) holds, then by Theorem B0 (with ‘¢ = 17), we have

||%u||oo,%URi0+l = 61][ |%u|
%"Rirﬁl
1
q
< ][ |Xul?
B%"RioJrl
2
q
<a ][ Hu = (%u)%amo“ Ta (xu)%‘TRioJrl
Bi,g,
2 ig+1
1
q C1
< ¢ ][ Xu— (%u)%amo+1 + 3B ||fu||oo,RiO
Bi, g
39 Rig+1
2
119 < X X ! CL 1%
( ) =a B v ( u)%URiOJrl + E H u||°°’%URio+1 ’

1
37 Rig+1

where in the last line, we have used the bound

1
(120) 7 I%ull < [1%ull o

1
o0, Ry v 10 Rig+1?

which is implied by ([[I3). Now by our choice of B = 2¢;, (II9) implies

1

4cq q
¥l toryn2 < 5 | 1, X~ (X)), .,

FoRigt1
Once again, combined with Theorem BI] this implies, for any 0 < p < oR;, /4 <
oRi,+1/4, we have

(ﬁ ’%u— (xu)p}q dx)é

o
p
= (URio+1> ”qu"O’%‘TRioH

Q=

4epeq p o ][ ‘ q
< Xu— (X
= 3 (URio+l Bi . u ( U)%gRi0+1
30 Rig+1

1
(o) o '
S 8Chcl ( p ) f |xu_ (xu)Rr]

3 \oRi41 By .
27 +1

(121) §C<O_Ri+l)g+m (%)al (7{31? |%u—(.’£u)R|q>%.
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Now, since o, 71, a; are fixed constants and i, is a fixed integer, all depending only
on n and p, with 71 € (0,1) and 7y < 7,, we note that

Q Q Q
R ?Jl‘al 1 ?"l‘al 1 ?"l‘al 1 Q+ai
=\ —Zert < ; < 3 ;
oR;;+1 or,’ oT" oT*

where the last term on the right is again a fixed constant, depending only on n and
p. Hence, (I2I) now easily yields our desired estimate. Hence it only remains to
settle the case when (IIT) holds. Observe that (II6]) implies

q
(. i,

q
) < 16 © I %ull p, < 0%l gy,
ig+1

where once again we have used the bound (IZ0). Combining this with the Hélder
and reverse Holder inequality, we deduce
1

2

2
][ ’%u — (Xu). -
Bianigin
3
(210)) 2
<2 ]i ‘%u — (Xu),p,
10R10+1
Q=2
2Q
Ht')gicr 9 x x 5?2
— U — ( u)O’Ri0+1
bomigis
(113, @5)
< 2CRH][ ‘%u — (Xu)op, .,
BUR10+1
1
. q
Holder q
< 2Cgry <][ ‘%u — (Xu),p, ., ) < 2Crnueo [ Xull g, ,, -
Bor,
ig+1

Thus, recalling ¢ € (0, 1), we have

][ ‘%u - (Xu)1om, .,

boRigis

< e2(2Crn)? |Xull%, 5

ig+1
2
(122) < e0(2Cru)* ||fu||oo,ﬁ:io+1 :
By virtue of ([[I3)), we also trivially have
(123)
1
4B | ChE 4 |
Now note that (II7)) immediately implies

[Xullo r [Xullo ry, < [Xul < 2Crm [|Xullg gy, 10 BRigys-

1 1
(120) o5 [Xulc ., < 55 X0y < [0y, Lo | < 20 |20l

Now, (I23), (I24) and (IZZ) implies that the hypotheses of Lemma []] are satisfied
with R replaced by Rj,11/2, A = 2Cru, B = 2c1 and A = || Xu| g, which we

ig+1 "’

1o0Ri 41 ig+1
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can always assume to be positive, as otherwise there is nothing to prove. Hence,
Lemma [T] implies that for any 0 < p < oR;, /2 < 0R;,+1/2, we have

(125)

2 2040
o p
36—36‘<C Q=200 (_P ][ ‘36—36
]{Bp’ v (X, ] = Coo Rig 41 B U Eingn

1g,
2 Yip+1

From here, to derive our desired estimate, we use Holder inequality on one side and

reverse Holder inequality on the other. More precisely, by ([I23)), for any 0 < p <

oR;, /2 < oR;,+1/2, we have

<]{9 ‘%u— (Xu), q>é
Hii%jer (7{3 ‘%u B (%u)pr)é

P

=

([@23) “@o 2
< COU%QO( P > ][ ’%u—(%u)lR_ 1
Ri0+1 Bi, 2 fvip+
s Rig+1
Holder Q P @0 Q2?2 62252
< Coo 27 <—> ][ ’%u—(%u)le 1
Ri0+1 %BR10+1 2 fvig+
QZQZ
2
(0] @o 22,
2 st () (f oo o, [
Rig41 By, ‘ot
2 “Yip+1
(13D, (E6) e p @o
< 20guCoo 27 5— }%u—(%u)Rv )
Ri0+1 BR10+1 io+
1
Holder @o q\‘
<" 20pECoo T 0 (L Xu— (Xu)p
R, Rig+1
i0+1 BRi0+1

1
a

(0] @0
< 4ORHOOU%QO< P ) ][
Ri0+1 BRiOJrl
R Q oo 1
R © PN P q !
< 4 2 0 _
= ACRnCy (Ri0+1> 7 <Ri0+1) (]{BR 1 = (Fu) >
<o () o8 (2 (e i)
> RHYO Ri0+1 g R . u U)p
2 %-‘rao p (%5} %
<4CryCo | —— 2T — Xu— (Xu q)
<acmnC ()" ot ()" (f, - G
<4C C( 2 )%m —Q—ao(p)m’ (][ |Xu — (Xu) I‘I)é
—_— o 2 oy — .
< 4CruCy e 7 s R

Since Cry, Co, 0, a, 71,14 are all fixed, which ultimately depend only on n and p,
we derive our desired estimate. This completes the proof. O

|Xu — (%u)R|q>

9l
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Now we prove the corresponding result for V(Xu). The proof is completely anal-
ogous to the proof of Theorem [l One only has to use Theorem instead of
Theorem [BT] and Lemma [42] instead of Lemma HIl For the convenience of readers
we provide complete details.

Proof. ( of Theorem [21) We can and henceforth assume zp = 0. As remarked
in the proof of Theorem [I it is enough to prove (), for 0 < p < kR, for some
constant £ € (0,1) depending only n and p, as the estimate is trivial otherwise.
First, we fix Crpy,v > 0 which is given by Lemma [36] with the choice A = B = 1.
So, clearly Crp,v depends only on n and p. Next, let B = B (n,p) > 1 be defined
by B := 21+%cp/2, where ¢, /5 is the constant given by Theorem [30 with the choice
g =p/2. Let 0y, ap € (0,1) be the constants given by Lemma [42 for the choices of
A =2Cgrp,v and B = 21+%cp/2. Let 81 € (0,1) be the exponent in Theorem [32
Set

B = min{ag, B1} .

Claim 47. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the we have

1 2
(126) = 1Xull o pjo < IV (Xu))gl? <16 ([ Xull, p/o
B / /
and
1
¢ D
(127) (ﬁ IV (Zu) — (V (xu>>R|Q> < b1 xulf -
R/2

Proof of Claim[{7: Indeed, if (I21) is violated, then by Theorem B2] for any
0 < p < R/2, we have

(f,

P

‘V (Xu) — (V (.'fu))p‘q da:) '

< sup |V (Xu) (z) =V (Xu) (y)]

r,yeB,

PP »
ey (£) 7 1xulZ s

<L (L) (7{3 VE- <aeu>>R|Q>

< T (8 (f Wi -w <xu>>R|Q)% ,

which implies our desired estimate. So we can assume ([27) holds. Now note that
|V (%) gl* = ((V (Xu)) . (V (Xu)) )

(V(Xu))g, (V(Xu)p =V (Xu) () + (V (X)), V (Xu) (),

for a.e. x € Bg/s. Using Cauchy-Schwarz, integrating and Holder, we deduce

IN

Q=

OV (@)l < IV () (é IV (%) = (V (Ru)) g+ F

Brj2

IV(%U)I>

@0 z
< (B0 + 1) [(V (Xu)) 4l ||%U||OO,R/2 :
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Since, 0 < 0y < 1 so, using Young’s inequality in the last estimate we derive

|(V () gl > < (B0 + 1)7 [(V (Xu)) gl |1 Xul|2, g
< 25 |(V (Xu)) 5|7 || Xu]

3
oo,R/2

< S|V (@) pl7 + 257 | Xull o g o -

1
2
Hence, we deduce
2 2
[(V (Xu) g7 <2072 (|1 Xull o, gjy < 16]|1Xully g -

Thus, the only way ([I20) can fail is if we have

2 1
|(V (Xu))gl? < B ||%“HOO,R/2'

But then by Theorem B0l (with ‘¢ = p/2’), Holder’s inequality and the Minkowski
inequality, we find,

0l < e (f, 1201
Br
<o (£ W)
Br

< Cp/2 [(]{BR [V (Xu) = (V (%U))R|q> "IV (Ru)g

2
P

P

=

<2

Cp/2 [(]{BR IV (Xu) - (V(%U))qu) IV (Ru) gl

< 2%010/2 (]{3 [V (Xu) = (V (xu))RrI) ) + 2%613/2 [V (%u))R|%

2 1
1 pq 2v¢
<Dy (£ WV 0 - @) + 2 3l g
R

Thus, using the choice of B = 21+%cp/2, we have

|%ull g gjo < B (]iR W (u) — (V (fu))qu) 7

Hence, as before, for any 0 < p < R/2, we have

1 |

}V (Xu) — (V (.'fu))p’q dx) '

P

1
P\ o r e/ P\P q
<o (8)" Il o < e (8)" (£ W0 - v )
R

which again yields the desired estimate. This completes the proof of Claim (47

From now on, we shall assume that (I26) and (I27) holds. Now we by Claim (4]
we assert the existence of a constant 7, € (0,1), depending only on n and p such
that at least one of the following alternatives occur.
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(i) The nondegenerate alternative: We have
1 .
(128) Ful > Rulpe 0 Brnp
(ii) The degenerate alternative: We have
1
(129) ”%UHOO,HR/g < 3 quHoo,R/z :
Now we define
R
R; = 7'{5 for all integers ¢ > 0.

Thus, by Claim E4] at each level i, at least one of the following alternatives must
oceur.

(a) The nondegenerate alternative: We have

1 .
(130) |Xu| > 1 1 Xull oo R, in Bg,,,-
(b) The degenerate alternative: We have
(131) 1Xtlloc, iy < 5 H3€UHOO R;

Next, we choose i, > 1 to be first integer for which we have
(132) 2ia=1 > 9% B.

Clearly, i, depends only on B and thus ultimately, only on n and p. Now we claim
the following.

Claim 48. Without loss of generality, we can assume that (I30) occurs for the first
time for some 0 <1 < i4.

Proof of Claim [{8 If Claim (g is false, then (I31I)) must have occured for all
0 <i <14 — 1. But this implies, we have,

1\"
R, < (5) 10lnse

This now implies
1

(133) (7{3 IV(%U)—(V(%U))RI"> Z(é IV(%U)Iq>-

Indeed, if (I33) is false, then recalling (I26), we have

BE ||f£u||oo R/2 = < |(V (Xu))gl

-f IV @)l
Hij%ier (]{3% IV (Xu) — (V (Xu)) 5? dx) <][ )
<3 (]{3 W <aeu>|q> <2zl g, <2 (

Q=

Q=

) 12ull o

DN | =
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which is a contradiction, by ([I32]). Hence (I33) holds. Now using Theorem B0 (with
‘q=p/2’) together with (I33]) and the fact 1 < ¢ < 2, we find

F4
%l g2 < oo (f |aeu|2>
Br;,
< Cp/2 (][
Br,

i

< ¢pj2 (]i | [V (Xu) = (V (%“))RP)

2Q

<ann(7) " (f, 17—, .

2
Pq

SIS

2
Pq

4 (%u)lq>

2
Pq

2 =2ia@Q

< epp2r " (][ IV (2u) — (V (f{u))R|q>
Br
Combining this with Theorem B2l for any 0 < p < R;, /2, we have

f,

q

]v (Xu) — (V(%u))p’q dx)

< sup |V (Xu) (z) =V (Xu) (y)]

x,yeB,

o\ )
sc(R_> [ET A

la

P

—Bria (P B1 P
< P (E) 1xull2, 5. )

b —ia(@+p) (PP ’

This together with the fact that if Rzi“ < p < R, then % < £ <1, yields our

R
desired estimate. This proves Claim A8

Thus, we can assume that there exists a smallest integer 0 < iy < i, such that
([I30) occurs for ¢ = ig. Thus, we have

1 .
(134) Z H:{uHoo,RiD < |%u| < H%u”oo,RiO m BRi0+1'
Now we claim

Claim 49. There exists a constant o € (0,1), depending only on n, p and 0y, and
thus ultimately only on n and p, such that we have

1
q\“ 90 g

Proof of Claim[{9: Let ¢,y > 0 be the constant given by Theorem B2l Choose
o € (0,1) sufficiently small such that

(135) ( ]{9 |V (xu) = (V. (Xw)

oRig 41

s _ %

Ch,vO = 16.
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Clearly, o ultimately depends only on n and p. Then, by Theorem B2, we deduce

(7{3 ERZCORIAC . ) E

< sup [V (Xu) (2) =V (Xu) (y)]

z,Y€EBsRr

i0+1

< cpyo quHoo Ri ||3€u”

g+l — 16 H% ||oo R10+1 — 16

This proves Claim Now we are in a position to complete the proof of the
Theorem. Note that, we trivially have for any 0 < x <1

2
(136) V[V E)g, || = |V G0 iy < IR0l g -
Now, observe that exactly one of the following can occur. Either we have
2
(137) |V Gy | 2 55 1%, -

or we must have

kSIS

(138) (v (w)) < o5 1%ulcn,

If (I3]) holds, then by Theorem B0 we have

YoRigh

1Xull o, 10m, 4, < Cp/2 ][ |Xul? | <cpo ][ |V (Xu)|?
B%"R +1 B%"Rioﬂ
Now, denoting 7" := (V (X )) .41 8 a temporary shorthand and using the
bound
1
(139) Z ||%U’H00,Rlo S ||:{UHOO,%G’R7;O+1 ’
which is implied by ([I34), in the last line of the following, we deduce
1 »
1Xull o 10m, ., < Cp/2 [V (xu) -1 +|7]
%(TRi0+1
2
() " 2l
Soan(f W@o-Tr) I,
2o Rig+1
2
rq
21
1 2vcpn
(140 <z | £ W@-T1| T Rl e,
%URiO+1

Now by our choice of B = 21+%cp/2 together with (I40Q) implies

22+%C /2
1%l iy 22 < —522 ][ V(@) = (V (%) o,

1
39 ig+1
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Once again, combined with Theorem [32] this implies, for any 0 < p < oR;, /4 <
oR;,+1/4, we have

(f

1
q

’V (Xu) — (V(%u))p‘q dw)

s \P .
<c ( ) (kT

P

URioJrl
1
op+2,.% . B1 a\ "’
Xt ][ V(&) = (V (x0) .,
32 URZ()+1 B 2 0
37Rig+1
1
m2p+3052c P B1 ¢
S () (. veo- v @,
2 01t +1 Bi_p
3oRiG41

(4 <e (UR?OH)M Gh (]é V(o) (v <%u>>R|‘Z)3’ .

Now, since o, 71, #1 are fixed constants and i, is a fixed integer, all depending only
on n and p, with 0,7 € (0,1) and iy < 7,, we note that

R %"I‘Oll 1 %‘f‘al 1 %‘f‘al 1 Q+a1
=\ Tt < ; < 3 ;
oRiy41 or,’ oT" oT*

where the last term on the right is again a fixed constant, depending only on n and
p. Hence, (I4I)) now easily yields our desired estimate. Hence it only remains to
settle the case when (I31) holds. Observe that (I35]) implies

1

q “ 90 )4
< — 2 <
) < o jzulf 5, < 00 2l

r
2

00, R 00, Rig+1?

(]i ) [V (u) — (V (@),

where once again we have used the bound (I39). Combining this with the Hélder
and reverse Holder inequality, we deduce

2

2
f [V xw) — (v (@), .,
Bi,gn.
2 ig+1
1
(P10)} 2\
= ][ V() = (v (Xw),
B%dRi0+l
Q272
Holder Qz_gz °
S Ve - v @,
B%URiO+1
(33, @36, @)
< 2CRH,V][ ‘V (Xu) = (V (Xu)),g, .,
B"Ri0+1 !
1
q\"’ p
< 2Cruyv <][ ’V(%u) — (V (X)), . ) < 2Cruvbo | XullS R, -
BURi0+1
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Thus, recalling 6y € (0, 1), we have

2
|V () = (V (X)) o, ., | < OBQCRHV)? X0l

00, Riq41
Byorii ’
(142) < 00Q2CRu V) 1 XulS, R, -
By virtue of ([I34]), we also trivially have
1 1 2

E ||3€u||OO7RiO+1 S Z ||3€u||OO7RiD S |.'fu| = |V (%u)|p
(143) S QORHJ/ ||.%’LL||OO)R¢(J+1 in BRi0+1'
Now note that (I37) immediately implies

1 1 z
e %l < g 10l < [V (@) o,

(144) S 2CRH,V ||3€u||OO7RiO+1 .

Now, ([[43), (IZ4) and ([I42) implies that the hypotheses of Lemma [I2 are sat-
isfied with A = 2Cgmy and B = 2'%7¢, /5, R replaced by Riy11/2, and A =
[|%wl] which we can always assume to be positive, as otherwise there is noth-
ing to prove. Hence, Lemma (2] implies that for any 0 < p < oR;, /2 < 0R;y+1/2,
we have

][ |V () = (v (2u)),
B

00, Rig+1?
‘2

P

2

20[0
(145) < Qo920 (L> ][ ‘V(%u) —(V(Xu))1p
Ryt Bi, 2ot
3 Rig+1
From here, to derive our desired estimate, we use Holder inequality on one side and
reverse Holder inequality on the other. More precisely, by ([[43)), for any 0 < p <
oR;, /2 < oR;y+1/2, we have

(7{9 ‘V (Xu) — (V(%u))p‘q> q

Hélder 2
< (ﬁ [V @) - (v @), )

[N

igts! a“ 2
< co—g_“( ’ ) 7[ [V () = (v (®u))
RiOJrl Big, e
zRig+1
Q-2
Holder Q P 0 2_92 2
< co—f“( ) 7[ V) = (V (%),
Riy 1 3BRio 11 o
57
o) " -
z 2CU_g_a0< P ) ][ }V(:fu)—(v(%u))l%-
Ri0+1 Big 1 o

Now by using (I34]), (I36]) and (), we continue the estimation
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<]i V(@) - (v (f{u))p’q>

< 2CRy,yCo™ 37 (L> ][ ‘V (Xu) = (V (Xu))g,
R . o+

io+1 ig+1

Holder p @0 q
< ZCRH\/CO' ? @0 ( > ][ ‘V(%u)— (V (%u))R .
Ri0+1 BR10+1 io+

) ( v <aeu>—<v<aeu>>R|Q>q
Zo+1 BRZ 11

ciomne () o = (g2 (F, oo o)

f, i
= e ( +) i () (]i IV (Xu) = (V <3eu>>R|q)é

<icmo (gs) "t ()" (f, o -0 o)

< 4CruvC < l2+1) o o F (%)ao <]{9R |V (Xu) — (V (%u))R|q)%

Since Cry,v,0, o, T1, 1o are all fixed, which ultimately depend only on n and p, we
derive our desired estimate. This completes the proof. 0

Q=

Q=

< 401%111,\/0077

<10

1

LQ

I@

4. HOLDER CONTINUITY

4.1. Preliminary estimates. Let 29 € Qand 0 < R < 1 be such that B(zg,2R) C
Q. Clearly, if u € HW2? (Q) is a weak solution to (@), then u € HW? (Bg) is a
weak solution to

(146) divy (a(z)|Xu[P"2Xu) = divg F in Bg.
Now we define w € u + HWol’p (Bgr) to be the unique solution of
{divH (a(z)|Xw|P"?Xw) =0 in Bg,

147
(147) w=u on JBg,

and v € w + HW,"? (Bg) to be the unique solution of
divy (a(zo)|Xv[P~2Xv) =0  in Bg,

. s (a(eo) 0l 2%0) "
v=w on JBRg.

Now we record an easy comparison estimate, whose proof follows from the weak
formulation of (I48]) and (I4T), the estimates B4, (B7) and Young’s inequality.
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Lemma 50. Let 1 < p < oo, u be as in (IAQ) and w be as in (IA0). Then for any
&€ € R?", we have the following inequality

(149) / IV (Xu) - V(Xw)|? < c/ |F — €] |Xu — Xw),
BR BR
where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending on n,p,v and L.

The following is proved analogously to Lemma 3 in [42].

Lemma 51. Let 1 < p < oo, w be as in (IA0) and v be as in ([[A8)). Then there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢ (n,p,~, L) such that we have the inequality

(150) ]{3 V(Xx0) — V(&) < clw <R>12]{3 Xwl?.

4.2. Proofs of Theorem [B] and Corollary @l Now we are in a position to prove
the Holder continuity results.

Proof. ( of Theorem [3]) Since all our estimates are local, we can assume a €
COr(Q), F e C%2 (Q;R*™) and u € HW'? (Q). We first focus on the case
1 < p <2, the other case being much easier. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1: First, we are going to show Xu € Lfo’ch‘s (Q,RQ") for every 6 > 0, under
the assumptions of the theorem. We first choose xg € € and radii p, R > 0 such
that 0 < 4p < R and Bgr(xz¢) CC Q. Now we define the functions w and v the
same way as before in Br by using (I47) and (I48)) respectively. Now using ([43),

by standard calculations, for any 1 < p < 0o, we have

Q
(151) / |Xu|” < c (ﬁ) / |Xu|” + c/ |Xu — Xvf”.
B, R Br Br

Now, since 1 < p < 2, using (38]), we deduce

/ |Xw — XofP < c/ IV (Xw) — V (X))
BR BR

p(2—p)

+ c/ [V (Xw) =V (X0)|P |Xw| 2
Br
Using Young’s inequality with € > 0, together with (I50), for 1 < p < 2, we deduce

/ |%w—%v|p§£/ |%w|p+c(1+g%)/ [V (Xw) — V (X0))?
Br Br Br

G?E/BR |3€w|p+c(1+5%2) [w (R)]Q/B |Xwl?.

R

The inequality above trivially holds for p = 2. Note that w minimizes the functional

1
W = a(x)|Xw/” inu+ HWy? (Bg).
D JBgr

Thus, by minimality and the bounds on a, we have

1 1 L
(152) 1/ |[Xw|P < —/ a(z) | Xwlf < —/ a () |Xulf < —/ [Xul?.
P JBr P JBg P JBgr P JBg

Using this in the last estimate, we arrive at

(153) /B 1Xw — Xof’ < % (5 b W (3)12) / 1%ul”.

Br



50 A. MALLICK AND S. SIL

For the other term, we have, again using (B8]

—Xw|’ <e¢ u) — w)|? u) — w)P | %"
[ e <e [ - v e [ v - v Pz

BR BR

SE/BR |3€u|p+c(1+g’%2)/B V (%) — V (Xw)|?

R

< g/ XUl + e / IF — €| |Xu — Xu|
BR BR

1 = _»_
< —/ |%u—%w|p+5/ |%u|p+c<€£*?/ |F — &7 .
2 Br Br Br

Thus, we deduce

(154) / |Xu — Xw|? < 25/ |Xul” + ceb=1 / |F — €|ﬁ )
Br Br

Br

Combining ([I54)) and ([I53]), with the shorthand

(155) C.p =20 (2 + %) e+ —L (R
Y

E P

for some ¢ = ¢(n, p,7y, L) > 0, coming from ([I54) and ([I53)), we have,

/ |%u — XolP < 2Pt (/ |3€u—.’£w|p+/ |3€w—3€v|p>
BR BR BR

(156) < CE,R/ I%ulp—kcaz_j/ |F — &7 .
BR BR

Now, plugging this with the choice £ = 0, in ([IZI) we have

Q - P
/ 2u < e (£) / |3eu|P+c€,R/ ENG +cgi—ﬁ/ P
Bp R BR BR BR

pP\@ p=2 2o
<e(2) /BR Xul’ + Con /BR ul? + =5 RO P17 e -
Now we use the standard iteration lemma ( see Lemma 5.13 in [20] ). We fix § > 0
and use Lemma 5.13 in [20] with o = @, 8 = Q — § and

o= [ el

Now, in view of (I5H), we first choose € > 0 small enough and then choose R small
enough ( depending on ¢ ) such that C: r above is less then the threshold g¢, given
by the interation Lemma. This yields,

1 225
przi /B |%u|p S c (||%u||iP(SZ;R2n) + ||F||zool(Q;R2n)> .
P

Note that, here ¢ > 0 depends on n,p,v, L and §. By the standard covering argu-
ment, this implies

1
||xu||Lp,Q—6(QZ;R2n) S & <||xu||Lp(Ql;R2n) + ||F||£°°1(QI;R2”)) )

for any Qy CC Q1 CC €2, where the constant ¢ now depends also on 25 and 2.
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Step 2: Now we finish the proof of Holder continuity of Xu. With the Morrey bound
at our disposal, we return to the comparison estimates and estimate them differently
this time. We have the following estimate for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p,v, L) > 0,

/ |Xw — Xol?
Br
r(2—p)

2 p 2
SC/BRW(%U))—V(}CUH +C/B [V (Xw) — V (Xv)[" | Xw]

R

gC/BR|V(xw)—V(xv)|2+c(/BR|V(xw)—V(xv)|2>2 (/BR |3€w|”>

P

Tewmr [ el (wer [ R|xw|p)% (f R 2l -

<c(w®l+@)) [ |zup

Br
In view of (I52)), this implies

(157) / Xw — XofP < c([w (R)? + [w (R)]p)/ EN
Br Br
As a is C%* and p < 2, this implies

(158) / |Xw — Xv|” < e(n,p,v, L, §)RP*FO70 || Xu|l?, o s .
Br
For the other comparison estimate, for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p,v, L) > 0, we have

/ |Xu — Xw|?
Br
p(2—p)

SC/BRW(%U)—V(}&UH +C/B [V (Xu) =V (Xw)|? |Xu| =2

R

2—p

SC/BR|V(%u)—V(%w)|2+c</BR|V(%u)—V(%w)|2>% (/BR |3eu|p>T.

Now using ([[49) on the right, we deduce

/ |Xu — Xw|?
Br
2—p

o e N
gc/BR|F ¢l |Xu 3ew|+c(/BR|F | |Xu xw|> (/BR|3eu|)

Sc/ |F — || Xu — Xw|
Br

p—1 1 2—p

(o) ([ ) (] o)
Br Br Br

1 _p_
S—/ |%u—f{w|p—|—c/ |F — &|7T

2 BR BR

o) (o)
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Thus, we arrive at

/|xu—3€w|P§c/ |F —¢|7 T
BR BR

e e ([ o)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p,v, L) > 0. Now choosing { = (F) 5. and recalling the
fact that F' € C%* and the Campanato characterization of Holder continuity, we
have

/ |Xu — Xwl|?
Br

o o1 - Al ’a
SROIPIT L v, +eROTDIEY, g ROV Rl

< RQ+% [F]ﬁ

59— 2—
[ + RQ+pru 5(2—p) [F]p - ||:{U||i§7,czfzi-

Pt
Now if 1 < p < 2, we apply Young’s inequality on the last term on the right with
the the exponents (1/(p —1),1/(2 — p)), to arrive at

_p
(160) /B |Xu — Xw|? < cROTPROC2—P) ([F];@lmﬁ_l + ||3Eu||§p,Q,5) ;
R

where we used the fact that since p < 2, we have Q + ppT“l > Q+pu—0(2—p). Note

that, (IGO) holds trivially if p = 2. Now, since 1 < p < 2, using (Bl of Theorem [II
with ¢ = p we have, in the standard way,

p P Q+pa » »
}%u— (Xu),| < c(—) |Xu — (Xu) " + [Xu — Xovl”.
B, R Br Br
Utilizing (I60) and ([I5])) in this, we deduce

p Q+pa
[ -, [ < e (B)T [ @l + en et o
B, g R Br

_p_
+ RO ((F)7S + | Eulf0ns)

Note that for 1 < p < 2, the smallest exponent of R on the right is Q + pu — 6.
Thus, choosing 0 < § < pu, using Lemma 5.13 in [20] and standard covering
arguments, together with Camapanto’s characterization of Hélder continuity, the

0,u—2
estimate above implies Xu € C’lof ? for any 0 < § < pu. But then we also have
Xu € L2, and consequently, Xu € L29. Now we go back to (I57) and (I5J) and

loc

derive ([I58)) and ([I60) with 6 = 0 with constants depending only on n,p,rv and L.
Consequently, we have proved Xu € Cloo’ff . Tracing back our estimates, we have the
estimate

H:{UHCOM(@;R%) <C (”%U‘HLP(QI;RQ") + ||F||co,u(m;R2n)> J
for any Qy CC Q1 CC (2, where the constant C' now depends also on 25 and €.
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Now we prove the case p > 2. This is quite easy. We use Lemma B0 to derive

/ IV (Xu) — V(Xw)]* < c/ |F — €| |Xu — Xw|
Br

Br

gg/ |3eu—3ew|”+c/ |F —¢|7 T
BR BR

= CVE/B IV (xu) - V(EZw)? + / F g7

Br
Choosing € > 0 small enough, we have

(161) /B V(%) — V(Ew)|? < c/B P — el
Similarly, using (I52) in (I50), we obtain
(162) /B V(xw) — V(E0)? < clw (R)? / Xul” = clw (R)? / ED

BR BR

Now, using (I&1]) and choosing £ = 0 we have

Q
/ V(%) :/ |xu|ch(ﬁ) / |3€u|p—|—c/ |Xu — Xof?
B, B, R Br Br

2 c(%)Q/BR WV (xu))? +c/BR IV (Xu) — V(xo)?

T [(E)Q + [w(R)]z} / IV (%u)? +c/ |7
R Br Br
As before, choosing R small enough and using the iteration Lemma 5.13 in [20],
this implies V(Xu) € LIQO’?*(S for every 6 > 0. Now, we have, using (@) of Theorem
with g = 2,

/ V(xu) - (vV(xu),
B,

‘2
Q+28
sc (%) / IV (Xu) — (V(Xu)) z|* + cRAF270 |V (Xu)|[; 2.0-5
Br

+ P ﬁ
+ ROt (R :
L S

Recall that p < 8. Also, since p > 2 implies p/(p—1) < 2, we can choose § > 0 small
enough such that the minimum power of R on the right is @ + -2 This, by stan-

2,Q+
dard iteration lemma and covering arguments imply V(Xu) € EIOCQ+” !

. Q+ 2 S .
using ([B0]) we conclude that Xu € c M . By Campanato’s characterization, this

loc

. Hence,

0,45 .
implies Xu € C|/”~". This completes the proof. O

Proof. (of Corollary M) This follows immediately from Theorem Bl as given any
feLl (Q),with ¢ > Q, we can always write it as a divergence of a locally Holder

loc
O,ﬂ
continuous vector field. More precisely, we can find F' € C)__ * (Q; RQ") such that
divyg F' = f in Q. Indeed, we just find a solution of

divy (X¢) = f in Q,
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and set F' = X1. By standard LP estimates for the subLaplacian, (see [I5, page
917]) we deduce F € HW,.4 (©;R*") . Since ¢ > Q, by Proposition [T we have

loc
07M
F e, " (R?). This completes the proof. O
5. HOMOGENEOUS EQUATION WITH DINI COEFFICIENTS
5.1. General setting and comparison estimates. In this section, our goal is
to prove Theorem @l Let B(zg,2R) C Q be a fixed ball and for i > 0, we set
1
7
Let w be a weak solution of (I3). We define the maps v; € w + HW,? (B;) to be
the unique solution of

{divH(a(:vo)|%vi|p_2%vi)) =0 in B,

(163) B; = B(zo, R:), R, :=0'R, o e (0,

164
(164) v; =w on 0B;.

Also, we define the quantities, for ¢ > 0 and r > 1,

and B, (G,By) = <]{3i|c— (G)Bir)%.

Now we record the following comparison estimate, which is proved exactly as
Lemma 3 in [42].

Lemma 52. Assume that w,v; satisfy [3) and [I64) respectively and i > 0. Then
there exists a constant ¢4 = ¢4 (n,p,~y, L) such that we have the inequality

(165) ]é|V(3EUZ-) _V(EW)? < e fw (R ]é|%w|p.

5.2. Proof of Theorem[6l Now we prove the following pointwise estimate, which
immediately implies the sup estimate.

Theorem 53. Let w € HWllo’f (Q) be be a local weak solution of ([I3) with 1 <
p < 00. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(n,p,~y, L,w(-)) > 1 and a positive radius
Ry = Ry(n,p,v, L,w(:)) > 0 such that the pointwise estimate

1

(166) [Xw(z)| < ¢ <]€3( " |£w|1’> 7

holds whenever B(x,2R) C Q, 2R < Ry and x is a Lebesgque point of Xw. If a(-) is
a constant function, the estimate holds without any restriction on R.

Proof. Step 1: Choice of constants. We pick an arbitrary point zg € 2 and a
arbitrary positive radius Ry > 0 such that B(zg, R1) C . We pick 0 < R < Ry/2
and for now set B(zo, R) as our starting ball and consider the chain of shrinking

balls as explained in (I63) for some parameter o € (0,%). We shall soon make
specific choices of both the parameters R, and . We define the constant \ as
1

2

P— w 2
- (]i ) ) ,

(NS}

(167) A
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where H; will be chosen soon. Clearly, we can assume A > 0. In view of Theorem
2, we choose o € (0, 1) small enough such that

(168) Coy o <47(@QFD,
Now that we have chosen o, we set
(169) Hy :=10°952¢,

Note that H; depends only on n and p. Now, we chose the radius R; > 0 small
enough such that we have

2R,y d 2Q
0 o
170 R — < .
(170) w(i)+ [ w0 <
Note that Ry depends on n,p,v,L and w(-). Also, if a(-) is a constant function,
the dependence on w(-) is redundant. With this, we have chosen all the relevant

parameters.
Step 2: Excess decay. We now want to prove

Claim 54 (excess decay estimate). If

(171) <]{3 |xw|p)% <A,

then

1 2c4\%
(172) By (V (Xw), Biyr) < 7 Ba(V(Xw), By) + i‘_‘Q w(Ri),

where ¢4 is given by Lemma[52
By the excess decay estimate () of Theorem ] with ¢ = 2 and the choice of o
in (IG8)), we have,
1
(173) EQ(V(:{’Ui), Bi+1) S mEQ(V(%%), Bz)

Now using the property of the mean, triangle inequality and elementary estimates
along with Lemma [52] we have,

2

Ey(V(Xw), Bit1) < Eo(V(Xv;), Biy1) + 0~ 9/2 (]{3 |V (Xv;) — V(aew)|2>
(I53), (7D 1
(174) <

Also similarly,

Ey(V(Xv;), Biy1) + 0 Qeqw (R) A%,

(SIS

(IGm), (7T
(175) EQ(V(:{’Ui), Bz) < EQ(V(:{U}), Bl) + cyw (Rz) A
Combining ([I73), (I74) and ([IT3), we have (I72).

Step 3: Control on composite quantities. Now we want to show, by induc-
tion that

(176) mi(V(Xw)) + Eo(V(Xw), B;) < A% foralli> 1.
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This is true for ¢ = 1 by our choice of H; in (I69) and elementary estimates. Thus
we assume this is true for all j € {1,...,4} and prove it for ¢ + 1. But we have ,

F ol = V@O < (V)P + BV (). B

< [my (V (Xw)) + Ex(V (Xw), By)]*.
Thus the induction hypotheses implies the bound

1

(][ |3Ew|p> < Mforall je{l,...,i}.
BV

J

Thus, by the estimates (I72)) for each j and summing, we obtain,

i+1 i p i
1 204)\2
> By (V(Xw), B)) < 5ZEQ(V(aew),Bj) +=3 w(R;).
=2 j=1 =1
Note that
2R o LR, 2R
do ' do do
w2 =3 [T w@ L [
/0 e ; Rija 0 R 0
00 R 2R
od d
> W(RiJrl)/ « +W(R)/ &
i=0 Ripa @ R0
1 o0 o0
(177) = log(;) Zow(RiH) + w(R)log2 > 10g2;w(Ri).

Thus, we deduce, using ([I&7), (I69), (I77) and ([I70),

i+1 P q P

deg A2 Q)32

(178) Y Ea(V(Xw), B)) < 2B5(V(Xw), B) + —2— Y w(Ry) < T2
=1

o® 100

j=1
Now, using this and writing the difference of averages as a telescoping sum, we
deduce,
i

mip1 (V(Xw)) —ma (V(Xw)) =Y (my (V(Xw)) — my(V(Xw)))

j=1
< ; 7{% [V (Xw) — (V(Xw))s,|
oy AE
(179) <o Q;EQ(V(%w),Bj) < oo

Now ([IT8) and ([I79) together yields (I70l).
Step 4: Finally, by (I70]), we have, for i > 1,

][ |xw|p:f V(Ew)? < [mi(V(&w))]? + [Ba(V (Xw), Bo)]?
B; B;

< [ma(V(Xw)) + By (V(Xw), B)]* < AP
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But this implies, if zg is a Lebesgue point of |Xw|”, then we have,

(180) |Xw(zo)|” = lim 4 |Xw|’ < AP
1— 00 B7,
This immediately implies (IG0) and completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[d. Pick Q; CC Q and set A := || Xw||p~(q,) + 1. Clearly, A < oo
by Theorem We first prove that V(Xw) is continuous. The strategy of the
proof is to show that V(Xw) is the locally uniform limit of a net of continuous
maps, defined by the averages

z = (V(XW) p(a,p) -

To do this, we pick any Q' CC ;. We show that for every £ > 0, there exists a
radius
0 < 7. < dist(€,0904)/1000 = R*,

depending only on n,p,v, L,w(-), e such that for every x € {0/, the estimate
(181) |(V(Xw)) g, ) — (V(XW)) gy | < ATe holds for every p, o € (0,7¢].

This would imply that the sequence of maps z — (V(Xw))p(, , are uniformly
Cauchy and would conclude the continuity of V(Xw).

Step 1: Choice of constants. We fix € > 0. Now we choose the constants as
in the proof of boundedness, but in the the scale . More precisely, we choose now,
we choose o € (0, 1) small enough such that

€
(182) Cow o < sy
where Cp v and 3 are constants given by Theorem Clearly, o depend only on
e,n and p. Now, we fix a radius Ry > 0 small enough such that we have

2R do co??
(183) w(Ry) —I—/O w(g)? < 591056,
Note that R; depends on n,p,v, L ,w(-), and this time, also on e. Also, if a(-) is a
constant function, the dependence on w(+) is redundant. With this, we have chosen
all the relevant parameters.

Step 2: Smallness of the excess. Fix R < min{R* R} and consider the
chain of shrinking balls as described in ([I63]). Proceeding exactly as in Step 2 of
the proof of Theorem (3] we obtain the following.

For any ¢ > 1, we have

204\?
(184) By (V(Xw), Biy1) < ZEg(V(%w),Bi) + C;—Q

Now in view of (I77) and (I83]) we have from (I84)
By(V (Xw). Bin) < TE2(V(Xw), B) + S50

Now iterating this we obtain,

Ea(V(Xw), Bisn) < (Z) Ea(V(Xw), By) + 222
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Now we choose iy = ig(n,p,7, L, w(-),€) > 2, such that e~1 < ¢%. Then this
implies for any ¢ > ip + 1 we have

BEy(V(Xw), By) < eo®\3.

This now easily implies that, given € € (0, 1), there exists a positive radius r. =
re(n,p,v, L, w(:),e) such that we have

(185) By(V(Xw), B,) < A,
whenever 0 < p <r. and B, CC Q.
Step 3: Cauchy estimate.

Now we finish the proof. First we fix a radius one last time. Given ¢ € (0,1), using

(I8H) we choose a radius Rz = Rs(n,p,v, L, w(-), ) such that
oci@N\5e
(186) sup sup Es(V(Xw),B,) < o
0<p<R3 T€Qo 10

We set
min {R*, Rg, Rl}

16
and again consider the chain of shrinking balls as described in (IG3) with the starting
radius Ry. Now we want to show that given two integers 2 < i1 < i2, we have the
estimate

RO =

A\Ze
< .
— 10
Note that this will complete the proof, since for any 0 < p < o < 02 Ry, there exist
integers such that

0" Ry <0< 06"Ry and 0T Ry < p < 0®Ry.

(187) |(V(Xw))p,, = (V(Xw))s,

Also, we have the easy estimates

V), - (Vg < £ Vi) - (V)|

Bij+1
| B,
= |Bi 41

[V (xw) — (V(Xw))s,|

@88 \5e
<o 9Ey(V(Xw),B,) < 000

and similarly

Ae

[(V(Xw))s, — (V(Xw))B,, .| < 005"

These two estimates combined with (I87)) will establish (I&T]). Thus it only remains
to establish (I87). Summing up (&) from i = i; — 1 to iz — 2, and using (6,
([I83) and (M) we obtain

ig—1

S Ex(V(Xw), B)) < 2B5(V(Xw), Biy 1) W i

=11

2Q}\2E
50
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This yields ([I&T) via the elementary estimate
in—1

<Y Wi - v

=1

| (V(fw))Bn - (V(%w))Blz

<o @ i: By (V(Xw), B;).

i=i
This establishes (I8T]).

Step 4: Final conclusions. Now we prove Theorem Note that (IS1)
implies V(Xw) is continuous. (I4) follows from Theorem 53l Next, fix x € 2, A, R
and A satisfying ([3). Now there exists 0 < r. < R/16 which depends only on
n,p,v, L,w(:), €, such that for every & € B(z, R)

(188) (V&) gz = (VEW) s | < (ANEe and
(189) Ey(V(Xw), B,) < (A)N)%e,

whenever 0 < p, 0 < r.. The proof is similar to (IZI]) and (I85). Since V (Xw) is
continuous, by letting p — 0 in (I88]), we obtain

|V (xw) (@) — (V(x0) (s )
Choose o1 > 0 sufficiently small such that o1 R < r./64. Now we have
B(g,re/8) C B(&,7:) C B(x,R/4), for any §,% € B(z,01R).

We estimate
(V&) s — (VE0) o)

<f V) - (V@) )
B(g,r</8)

< (A)\)% 5 holds for every ¢ € (0, r.].

< 8@ ]{9(~ ) ‘V(%w) — (V(%w))B(i,TE/S)‘

<80 f  |Vize) - (VR0 s
B(#,re) ne

+8¢ ‘(V(xw))B(i,rs) - (V(xw))B(i,rs/S)‘

<. sw][ V(xw) = (VX)) e,
B(&,r:) v

2\ * (@D p
< 16%¢ <][ ‘V(%w) = (V(Xw)) gz, ) < 16°9 (AN)? e
B(#,r.) ve

Thus, by triangle inequality, we have
V(&w) (7) ~ V(%w) (7))
< V(W) (2) = (V&) e )| + [VED) @) = (VED) g s)|
+ | (V0D gy = V) ()|
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for any &,y € B(x,01R). Thus, we deduce
(190) [V (Xw) () — V(Xw) ()] < 4829 (A/\)% €.
Now, we first prove ([I6) when p > 2. For any given § > 0, clearly we can assume
- _ oA
max {|Xw (2)|, [Xw (9)|} = =,
as the estimate follows trivially otherwise. Using the fact that p > 2, we deduce
_ . V(Xw) (2) - V(Xw) (y
2w (3) — Xw (§)] < ey LX) B VX0 (7)
(1w (2)] + [Xw (§)]) 2
2571 (0N TH |V (Rw) () — V (xw) (§)]

<cv

EPELEVICCPRIE oW

On the other hand, for 1 < p < 2, we have

[V (Xw) (2) — V(Xw) (9)
p—2

(1Xw (2)] + [Xw (9)]) 2

[Xw (7) — Xw (9)] < ev

(hes1) 2-p - _,, o p=2 9
< oy (24N [V(Xw) (2) — V(Xw) (§)] < cy2 7 48%9A)e.

Thus, we choose

5%
T AP 1 4000 A2 lf 2 27
- cy22 14820 A% b
o 1)
——  ifl<p<2
cy2 2 482Q 4

Then we can determine the radius r. and consequently o; depending on this choice

of € which depends only on n,p,v, L,w(-),d as desired. This proves (I8), which

implies the continuity of Xw. This completes the proof. (]
6. NONLINEAR STEIN THEOREM

6.1. General setting. Let u € HWﬁ)’f () be a weak solution to ([I2)). Pick zy € Q
and 0 < R < 1 such that B(zo,2R) CC Q. Then clearly, u € HW'? (Bag) and
satisfies

(191) dive (a(z)|Xu[P2Xu)) = f in Bag.
For j7 > 0, we set

(192) Bj := B(xg,rj), ri=0R, oe(0,1/4).
With a slight abuse of notation we denote
¢Bj := B(xg,crj), for any ¢ > 0.
For j > 0, we define w; € u+ HW,"” (B;) to be the unique solution of
{diVH (a(z)|Xw;[P~*Xw;)) =0 in Bj,

193
(193) wj =u on 0Bj,
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and v; € w; + HWy? (B(xo, Rj/2)) to be the unique solution of

(194) divig (a(zo)|Xvj[P"?Xv;)) =0  in B(xo, R;/2),
vi =w; ond(B(xo,R;/2)).

For 1 < p < oo, p’ denotes the number % and let pg > p be any real number. Set

Qp .
Qp . —_— if p>2
——, ifp< =
(195) p* =< Q—p ifp<@ and q:= Q+gp
Do, ifp>Q, — ifl<p<2
Qp—-Q+p P

6.2. New ingredients. Now we record the new ingredients supplied by our anal-
ysis in the present work. The first one is a consequence of Theorem

Lemma 55. Let w; € u+ HW, ™ (B;) to be the unique weak solution of ([IA3) for
j > 0. Then there exists a constant Co = Ca(n,p,v,L,w(-)) > 1 and a positive
radius Ry = Ry(n,p,v, L,w(-)) > 0 such that if R < Ry, then the following holds:

(196) sup |Xw;| < C’z][ |Xw;|.
3B; B;
Furthermore, for any A > 1 and any 6 € (0,1), there exists a positive constant
o1 = o1(n,p,7, L,w(:), A,6) € (0, 1) such that for any X > 0,
(197) sup |Xw;| < AN = sup |[Xw,(x) — Xw;(y)| < oA
%Bj T,y€o1 B

The following follows from Theorems B0 and 1] and does not need our results.

Lemma 56. Let v; € w; + HWy? (B(xo, Rj/2)) to be the unique weak solution of
([@04) for j > 0. Then there exists a constant Cs = Cs(n,p) > 1 such that

(198) sup [0y < Ca f E)
B(zo,R;/4) B(zo,R;/2)

For every A > 1 there exists a constants Cy = Cy(n,p, A) = Cy(n,p)A and o =

a(n,p) € (0,1), such that for any X\ > 0 and for any 7 € (0,1/4), we have

(199) sup  [Xvu;| < AN = sup |Xv;(z) — Xv;j(y)|< Cat® .
B(Io,Rj/4) LE,yEB(LEo,TRj)

The second new ingredient is the following, which is just Theorem [

Lemma 57. Let v; be as in (I94) for j > 0. Given & > 0, there exists o2
oa(n,p,7v,L,&) € (0,1/4), such that if o € (0,02] then for all t € [0,1], we have

t % t
(200) (][ ) ) <ée ][ ‘%vj — (X)) 1p,
Bor, J B%Rj 24t

6.3. Comparison estimates. We begin by recording a number of comparison
estimates. The following two can be proved analogously to Lemma 5 in [42] and
Lemma 3 in [42] and is valid for 1 < p < oc.

Lemma 58. Let u be as in (I91)) and w; be as in (I93) and j > 0. There exists a
constant c5 = ¢5 (n, p,7y, L, ) such that for any p > 1, the following inequality holds.

oy (el ) R % < f )

J

1
t

:f’Uj — (:f’vj)aR
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Lemma 59. Let wj,v; be as before and j > 0. Then there exists a constant ¢ =
¢(n,p,v, L) such that we have the inequality

(202) oW @) =V @ < o) f Rl

277 27

The following three lemmas are proved analogously to Lemma 7, Lemma 8 and
Lemma 9 of [42], respectively, using Lemma [55 Lemma [56] and Lemma [57] in place
of Theorem 9, Theorem 8 and Lemma 2, respectively, of [42]. These provide the
comparison estimates for the case p > 2.

Lemma 60. Let w; be as in (I93), v; be as in (I94) with p > 2 and j > 0. Then
there exists a constant C7 = Cr7 (n, p,~y, L) such that we have the inequality

(203) (ﬁﬁmrxw@ sa@@ﬁ(ﬁgmmﬂ.

2 277

Lemma 61. Let u be as in ({I91) with p > 2 and w; be as in (I93) and j > 0.
There exists a constant Cs = Cs (n,p, q,7, L) such that the following inequality

3 D
(204) (][ |Xu — 3€wj|p> < Cs (rf][ |f|q> :
B B;

j

holds for every q > (p*)/ when p < Q and for every ¢ > 1 when p > Q. Moreover,
when j > 1, there exists another constant Cs = Cq (n,p,q,7v,L,0) > 0 such that
the following inequality holds

* D
(205) (7{3 |Xw;—1 —fwj|p> <Cs (r;%]i |f|‘j> :

Lemma 62. Let u be as in (I9T)) with p > 2 and vj, w; be as before in (193)), (194),
respectively, for j > 1 and let ¢ be as in (I93)). Suppose for some X\ > 0 we have

1

(206) vv%ﬁﬂm>sv1

and for some constants A, B > 1, the estimates

207 sup |[Xw;| < A\ and —)\ < |Xw;_1| < AN in B;
/ B J J
1p.

ZBJ

hold. Then there exists a constant Cg = Cs (n,p,~, L, A, B,c) > 0 such that

(208) (][IB |3Eu - %’Ujlp/> S ng(T‘j))\ + Cg)\27p7°j_1 (]{3 |f|q> .

277

The following Lemma is proved analogously to Lemma 10 in [42], using Lemma
and Lemma [57] in place of Theorem 8 and Lemma 2, respectively, of [42]. This
provides the comparison estimate for the case 1 < p < 2.



EXCESS DECAY IN HEISENBERG GROUPS 63

Lemma 63. Let u be as in (I91) with 1 < p <2 and vj,w; be as before in (193],
[@@4), respectively, for j > 1 and let q be as in [I93). Suppose for some X > 0, we
have

1
Tj ][ Ifl2] <t and ][ [XulP | <A
B; B;

J

Then there exists a constant Cs = Cs (n,p,~y, L) > 0 such that

(200) 7[13 Xu—Xo," | < Cow(r)A + CsA2Pr, ]i 1]

1
q

Moreover, there ezists another constant Cs = Cs(n,p,v, L) > 0 such that

1 1

(210) ][ |Xu — Xw;|”
B.

J

< CsA* Py ]{B|f|q

6.4. Proof of Theorem [5
Theorem 64. Let u be as in Theorem [3, solves the equation [I2)). Then Xu is

locally bounded in 2. Moreover, there exists a constant ¢ > 1 and a positive radius
Ry, both depending only on Q,p,~, L and w(-) such that the pointwise estimate

s

1

s P—1
(211) oo <o f N g 1
zo,T)
holds whenever B(xo,2r) C ), xg is a Lebesque point of Xu and 2r < Ry. Estimate
@II) holds with no restriction on r when the coefficient function a(-) is constant.

Proof. The proof of the theorem now proceeds analogously to the proof of Theorem
4 in [31], where D is replaced by X, n is replaced by ) and the constants are replaced
by analogous constants. We use Lemma [B5 Lemma (6, Lemma 57 Lemma [G1]
Lemma [60 Lemma [62] Lemma [63] and Lemma [I9 as substitutes for Theorem 2,
Theorem 3, Lemma 3, Lemma 4, Lemma 5, Lemma 6, Lemma 7 and Lemma 1,
respectively, of [31]. We remark that our excess decay estimate is crucial for proving
these replacements. O

Proof of Theorem[3. Now the proof of Theorem [l follows exactly analogously to
the proof of Theorem 1 in [3I], with the same replacements as above. O
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