arXiv:0902.0154v3 [math.AP] 23 Feb 2012

A QUANTITATIVE CHARACTERISATION OF FUNCTIONS WITH LOW
AVILES GIGA ENERGY ON CONVEX DOMAINS

ANDREW LORENT

ABSTRACT. Given a connected Lipschitz domain Q we let A(2) be the subset of functions
in W22(Q) with u = 0 on 9Q and whose gradient (in the sense of trace) satisfies Vu(zx) -
Nz = 1 where 7 is the inward pointing unit normal to 9Q at x. The functional I.(u) =
%fﬂ et ’1 - |Vu\2‘2 + € |V2u|2 dz minimised over A(f2) serves as a model in connection
with problems in liquid crystals and thin film blisters, it is also the most natural higher order
generalisation of the Modica Mortola functional. In [Ja-Ot-Pe 02] Jabin, Otto, Perthame
characterised a class of functions which includes all limits of sequences un, € A () with
I, (un) — 0 as €, — 0. A corollary to their work is that if there exists such a sequence
(un) for a bounded domain 2, then 2 must be a ball and (up to change of sign) u :=
limy 00 un = dist(-, 02). We prove a quantitative generalisation of this corollary for the
class of bounded convex sets.

There exists positive constant 1 such that if Q is a convex set of diameter 2 and u € A(Q)
with Ic(u) = B then |B1(z)AQ| < ¢B71 for some z and

Vu(z) + z

J il
Q |z — |

dz < ¢,
A corollary of this result is that there exists positive constant 2 < =1 such that if Q

is convex with diameter 2 and C2? boundary with curvature bounded by €~ 2, then for any
minimiser v of I over A(Q2),

v = Cllwa.2(e) < e(e +inf[QAB: (y)])7

where ((z) = dist(z, 9€2). Neither of the constants v1 or v2 are optimal.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the following functional

2

the study of which arises from a number of sources, one of the earliest and most important is the
article by Aviles, Giga [Av-Gi 87]. We will refer to the quantity I.(u) as the Aviles-Giga energy
of functional u. Functional I, is usually minimised over the space of functions u € W22(Q)
where u(z) = 0 and Vu(z) -1, = 1 on 99 (in the sense of trace) where 7, is the inward pointing
unit normal, we will denote this space of functions by A(€2).

Aviles, Giga raised the problem of the study of the limiting behavior of I. as ¢ — 0 in
connection with the theory of smectic liquid crystals [Av-Gi 87]. In [Gi-Or 97] Gioia, Ortiz
studied I, as a model for thin film blisters. Jin, Kohn [Ji-Ko 00] introduced the by now classic
method of estimating the energy by ‘divergence of vectorfields’. A related functional arising
from micromagnetics was studied by Riviere, Serfaty [Ri-Se 01], in this case the functional acts
on vector fields m (in two dimensions) satisfying |m| = 1 in  and the functional is given

by Mc(m) = €[, |Vm|* 4 ¢! e |V71divﬁ1}2 where m is vectorfield m extended trivially

I (u) = 1/Qe_l ‘1 - |Vu|2’2 +e ‘V2u‘2dz (1)
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by 0 outside §2. For the Aviles Giga functional we minimise over curl free vector fields and
the functional forces the norm of the vector field to be close to 1 with weighting ¢! while
constraining an e multiple of the L? norm (squared) of the gradient, on the other hand the
micromagnetics functional is minimised over vectorfields whose norm is taken to be 1 from
the outset and the functional forces the vector field to be divergence free with weighting ¢!
[ while again constraining an e multiple of the L? norm (squared) of the gradient. Func-
tional M. is much more rigid and very much stronger results are known for it than for I., see
[ALI-Ri-Se 02],[Ri-Se 01],[Am-Ki-Ri 02], [Am-Le-Ri 03].

Roughly speaking, the conjecture is that as ¢ — 0 the energy of minimisers of I, will converge
to a collection of curves on which the gradient of the minimisers make a jump of order O(1)
perpendicularly across the curve. This has already been proved for functional M, [Ri-Se 01].
A way to think about this is the following, given a connected Lipschitz domain €2 let w be the
distance from 0f2 and let v. be w convolved by a convolution kernel of diameter €, the regions
where |Vo| # 1 will be exactly the e neighborhoods of the curves on which Vw has a jump
discontinuity. If €2 is a ball Vw will have a discontinuity only at one point, in all other cases
there will be non trivial curves of singularities and for the specific function v, it is exactly in an
€ neighborhood of these curves that the energy will concentrate. The conjecture is that what
we can observe directly for v, will hold true for the minimisers of I.

The most natural way to study these questions is within the frame work of I' convergence.
One of the earliest successes of I' convergence was the characterisation of the I' limit of the

2
so called Modica Mortola functional Ac(w) = [, € [Vw|* 4 €1 ’1 - |w|2’ which is minimised

over scalar functions w satisfying an integral condition of the form fQ w = 0. It was shown
by Modica, Mortola [Mo-Mo 00] (confirming a conjecture of DeGiorgi) that the T' limit of A,
is a constant multiple of the H"~! measure of the jump set J,, minimised over the space of
functions w € {v €BV:ve{l,—1} ae. and [v= O}. Given the elementary inequality

eIVl +et |1 - |w|2}2 > [Vl [1 — Juf?| @)

we have that for any sequence (w;,) of equibounded A, energy (for some subsequence €,, — 0)

has a uniform L' control of V (wn — %2) and the measure we obtain as the limit of this L'

sequence of gradients will naturally be supported on the jump set of the limiting function. In
some sense the nature of the I' limit of A, could be anticipated from (2I).

Functional I, is the most natural higher order generalisation of A., in the case of I. the
conjectured I' limit is surprising, this is part of the reason that functional I, has received so
much attention. The first works on identifying the I' limit are by Aviles, Giga [Av-Gi 87|
and Jin, Kohn [Ji-Ko 00], later these ideas were developed by Ambrosio, DeLellis, Mantegazza
[Am-De-Ma 99], roughly speaking the limiting function space is conjectured to have a structure
similar to the space of functions whose gradient is BV and the limiting energy is conjectured
to have the form vau |[Vut — Vu_|3 dH'. Much progress has been made on this conjecture,
particularly equi-coercivity of I, has been shown independently in [Am-De-Ma 99] and in the
work of Desimone, Kohn, Muller, Otto [De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00]. A proposed limiting function space
AG(€) and limiting functional I as been suggested in [Am-De-Ma 99] and it was shown that all

limits of sequences of functions (u,) with sup,, I, (u,) < co are such that u, W e AG(Q))
and liminf I, (Vu,) > I(u). The compactness proofs provided by [De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00] and
[Am-De-Ma 99] are different but share some common ideas. The proof by [De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00]
identifies the set of all smooth functions @ : IR* — R? for which there exists smooth ¥ : IR* —

Lthe term fRQ !V’ldivm|2 is the L? norm of the Hodge projection onto curl free vector fields



A QUANTITATIVE CHARACTERISATION OF FUNCTIONS WITH LOW AVILES GIGA 3

IR? such that
/|div [@(Vu)]] < c/ ’\I!(Vu) -V (1 - |Vu|2>‘ for any C? function w, (3)

influenced by ideas of Tartar and Murat on compensated compactness [Ta 79] [Mu 78| the
authors are able to prove that this set of ® is sufficiently rich so as to force Vu,, to converge
strongly. In [Av-Gi 87] the authors (building on work of Jin Kohn [Ji-Ko 00]) found two third
order polynomial vector fields ¥ : R? - R? and %5 : R? — IR? such that

/|div [Zi(Vu)]| < c/ |Vl ’1 - |Vu|2‘ for any C? function u, for i = 1,2. (4)

Using some elementary and surprising identities satisfied by X1(Vu), X2(Vu) a different ap-
proach to compactness was found. Rather naturally considering (@), the function space AG(2)
proposed by [Am-De-Ma 99| is given by the set of functions v for which div(2;(Vv)) forms a
Radon measure for ¢ = 1,2 and the limiting energy functional I(v) is given by the total absolute
value of this measure on €.

Given vector field w let x(&§, w) := .50y, Jabin, Perthame [Ja-Pe 97] showed that gra-
dients of sequences of bounded Aviles-Giga energy (in fact their method extends to more
general functionals) are compact and the limit Vu satisfies a kinetic equation of the form
& - Vax(&, R(Vu)) = q where ¢ is the distribution derivative with respect to & of some mea-
sure on IR? x IR2 and R is the rotation given by R(z,y) = (—y,z). By application of kinetic
averaging lemmas [Di-Li-Me 91] this leads to some regularity; Vu € W7 for all 0 < s < %,
q < % and using the kinetic equation a different proof of compactness was found. The kinetic
equation deduced by [Ja-Pe 97] was motivated by the characterisation of the set of ® satisfying
@) given in [De-Ko-Mu-0t 00], indeed defining ®(z) = |z|* e for z - ¢ > 0 and 0 otherwise, in
[De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00] it was shown that a sequence ®,, satisfying (B]) could be found that approx-
imates ® pointwise. Using the kinetic equation deduced in [Ja-Pe 97], Jabin, Otto, Perthame
[Ja-Ot-Pe 02] were able to characterise zero energy limits (and the domains that allow them) for
I, in fact their result is stronger, they showed that if a divergence free vector field m satisfies
the kinetic equation £ - Vx(m, &) =0, |m(z)| = 1 a.e. in Q and m(x) -, = 0 on 0N then either

Q is a strip and m is a constant or Q = B,.(z) for some r > 0, z € IR? and m(z) = (é:i‘)

or m(z) = — (ﬁ)L An analogous result for zero energy limits of M, is stated in [Le-Ri 02]
and is a consequence of the main theorem of [Am-Le-Ri 03].

As a corollary, given a sequence u, € A(Q) and €, — 0 such that I, (u,) — 0 as n — oo,
letting w be the limit of this sequence, the vector field R(Vu) satisfies the hypothesis stated
and hence we have (up to a sign) a complete description of Vu.

The main theorem of this paper is a quantitative generalisation of the corollary to Jabin,
Otto, Perthame theorem over the class of bounded convex sets.

Theorem 1. Let ¢ > 0 and Q be a convex domain with diameter 2. Let u € W22(Q) with
u=0 on I and Vu(z) -n, =1 of OQ (in the sense of trace) where 1, is the inward pointing
unit normal. Then there exists positive constants C > 1 and v < 1 such that for some x € (1,

[QAB:(2)] < C (Le(w))”
and

Vu(z) + ﬁ dz < C(I(u)".

J

Corollary 1. Let € > 0 and Q be a conver set of diameter 2 and with C? boundary and curvature
bounded above by €= . Let A(Q) := {ueW2(Q):u=0 on 00 and Vu(z) -n. =1 for z € 00}.
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There exists positive constants C = C(Q) > 1 and X < 1 such that if u is a minimiser of I. over
A(Q), then

A
Ju = Clhwraay <€ e+ i 285 ()] )
where ((z) = dist(z, 0Q).

In Theorem [0 we take v = 5127! and in Corollary M, A = 5462~ '. Neither constant is
optimal. Corollary [ requires a fair amount of technical work establishing an upper bound
for the minimizer of I, in terms of the ‘eccentricity’ infycq >0 |QAB,(y)|. For the reader
primarily interested in the asymptotic behavior of minimizers as € — 0 recent powerful results
on I'-convergence upper bound of I. (in the case where the function u being approximated
satisfies Vu € BV (2 : S1)) by Conti, DeLellis [Co-De 07] and Poliakovsky [Po 07] do much of
the work for us and we can give a relatively shorter proof of the following corollary to Theorem
Il Note that Corollary 2 stated below is a corollary to Corollary [

Corollary 2. Let Q be a convex set of diameter 2 with C? boundary. Let A()) be as defined
in Corollary . There exists positive constants C = C(2) > 1 and A < 1 such that if u® is a
minimiser of I. over A(Q)), then

A
limsup ||u® — ([lw12¢0) <C (inf |QABl(y)|) (6)
e—0 yeN

where ((z) = dist(z, 0Q).

Plan of paper. After the introduction in Section [I] we sketch the proof of the main theorem
in Section 2} In Section [3] we prove the main theorem. In Section d] we establish Corollary [2]
the additional lemmas needed to establish Corollary [Tl are given in Section

1.1. Background. Given a sequence €, — 0 and u,, € A(Q) with limsup I, (uy) < o0, let u be
the limit of w,, the vector valued measure given by v, := (div [E1(Vu)],div [E2(Vu)]) (where
31,35 are the third order polynomial vector fields that satisfy [@))) gives us the expression of

the limiting energy, i.e. I(u) = ||y ||(€2). If we consider the 1-dimensional part of the measure
I':= {:v : limsupM > O}
r—0 r

it has been shown that T is 1-rectifiable [De-Ot 03] (see also [De-Ot-We 03]) and an analogous
result has been shown for M, [Am-Ki-Ri 02]. It was also shown Vu has jump discontinuous
across the rectifiable set I' exactly as would be the case if Vu was BV and its jump set was given
by T'. However it is not known (even if u,, are the minimisers of I ) if measure ||v,|| is even
singular with respect to Lebesgue measure. Note that for the function M, the minimiser of the
limiting energy is known to be rectifiable [Am-Le-Ri 03], for a sequence with only equibounded
energy the measure is not known to be singular.

The original motivation for Theorem [Il was to prove a version of it for @ = B;(0) without

boundary conditions, under the hypotheses [ ‘1 - |Vu|2‘ |V2u|dz = 8, I5, ‘1 - |Vu|2‘ dz <e

and sup {|lu — A (5, (o)) : A is affine with |[VA| =1} < 10007, the conclusion in this case

would be that there exists a smooth function ¢ with |Vi| = 1 everywhere such that ||Vu —

V1/JHL2(B 1(0)) < ¢B7 for some v > 0. This is a kind of quantitative version of the main
5

proposition required to prove compactness in [Am-De-Ma 99], (see Proposition 4.6). The hope
is to use such a quantitative result to show ||v,]| is singular, or at least that Vu is continuous
at H' a.e. point outside I', we will address these issues in a forthcoming paper [Lo pr].

The many strong results about measure ||v,|| (and the measure that gives the limiting func-
tional for the micromagnetics function) have been achieved by characterising various kinds of
blow up of the measure and understanding well the absolute (i.e. non quantitative) situation
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in the limit [Am-Ki-Ri 02], [De-Ot 03], [De-Ot-We 03], [Ja-Ot-Pe 02], [Am-Le-Ri 03]. In some
sense there are only two possibilities, to take a limit and have an absolute situation and to
understand the measure from this, or to stop before the limit and have a non-absolute situation
and try and understand something about it with a quantitative theorem. Our primary moti-
vation in proving a quantitative version of Jabin-Otto-Perthame Theorem was so as to obtain
a result that could be used for the latter approach.

By Poincare’s inequality it is easy to see inf, () Ic > ce and so Theorem [ follows from the
following slightly more general result.

Theorem 2. Let Q2 be a convezr body centered on 0 with diam(2) = 2. Let > 0, suppose
u: W22(Q) — R is a function satisfying

/Q’l—|Vu|2“V2u’dz§B (7)
d
" /Q ‘1 - |Vu|2‘2dz <pB? (8)

and in addition u satisfies u = 0 on IQ and Vu(z) -n, = 1 on IQ in the sense of trace where
N is the inward pointing unit normal to 0 at z.
Then there exists positive constant Cy > 0 such that |By (0) AQ| < C18512 and

/ 2

dz < €157 9)
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Vu(z) + Z

||

2. SKETCH OF THE PROOF

2.1. Sketch of the proof of Theorem [2I While the proof for convex domains is slightly
involved, there are only a couple of ideas that are really central. We will sketch the proof
for the case @ = B;(0), ignoring (without comment) many technicalities in order to give an
impression of the basic skeleton.

The real engine of the proof is the characterisation in [De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00] of the set of ® such
that (3] is satisfied. As mentioned in the introduction, as consequence of the characterisation it
was shown there exists a sequence of ®,, satisfying [B]) that converge pointwise to the function
®(z) = |z]*e for z- e > 0 and 0 otherwise. Following closely the proof of this it is possible to
extract the existence of functions ®y and Wy with ||[V®y|| < ¢4, |[Wy|| < 874, ||V <
cﬁ_% such that the following two inequalities hold.

Let Ag(z) := 0 for z- 60 > 0 and 0 otherwise,

1
95 (2) — Ay ()] < B for 2 € N 5(S\B, , (0 (10)
and (letting R(z1, z2) = (—22, 2z1) be the anti-clockwise rotation)

div [@e (R(Vw)) — g (R(Vw)) (1 - |R<Vw)|2)] <cft

1- |Vw|2‘ |V2w| for any w € W'

(11)

Recall, for simplicity we have taken Q = B1(0), as Vu(z) = — 157 on 9B1(0) then we can extend
u to a function @ : By1/19(0) — IR such that

2
/ ‘1—|V&|2“V2ﬂ‘dz§c6,/ 1= |vaf| dz < o?
Bi11/10(0) B11/10(0)
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and
z

Via(z) = P for any z € By1/10(0). (12)
z

It is more convenient to work with vectorfields that are almost curl free instead of almost

divergence free. So notice that (I0]) can be rewritten as

IR (P4 (2)) = R (Mg ()] < B for z € Nyp(SH\B, 3 () (13)

and we have [y o ’curl [R(% (R(V@1))) — R (Tg (R (Vi) (1 . |Vﬂ|2)” < ¢y/B. By the

quantitative Hodge decomposition type theorem from [Am-De-Ma 99] (Theorem 4.3) we can
find a scalar valued function wy such that

/ o ’ng - (R (@6 (R (Vi) — R (Wg (VR (VD)) (1 - |va|2)) ’ dz < c/B.  (14)
Bi1/10(0

The real power of (I4)) is that on the annulus A := By;/10(0)\B1(0) we know that Vi(z) =
—15 and hence given inequality ([@3) (and the fact that |Via| = 1 on A) we have a that

Dy (R (Vu(2))) € Nﬁi (0) for any z € AN H (RH,0), see figure [II

FIGURE 1.

2
In much the same way in the ball B;(0), by inequalities (I3]), (I4) and fBl(o) ’1 - |Vﬁ|2’ <
(% we have that there exists a large set G C B1(0) N H (0, Rf), with |B1(0)\G| < v/B such that
if 2 € G then Vwy(z) € Bﬁ% (Rf) or Vwy(z) € Bs1(0) depending on whether R(Vu(z)) -6 > 0
or R(Vu(z)) -6 <0.
It is not hard to see we can find points a,b € N5§(<9> N 0B1(0)) with |[a —b] ~ 2, 0 -

|Z:Z\ > 0, the angle between \g:ZI and 6 is at least 85 and H'([a,b]\G) < B3. Let G, =
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{z€G:Vu(z)- R~ (0) > 0} and Go = G\G1. As can be seen from figure [Il we can connect a
to b with a path I' € A so

|wg(b) —we(a)] = /ng(z)tdelz > 'RH- (/ tdelz)’ — B
r r
= ‘RG- |Z:Z| Ib—al — cB4. (15)
On the other hand
b— b—
|we(b) — we(a)] = / Vwe(z)—adle < / ng(z)—adle + B

(a,b] b — al [a,b]NG1 b — al

b 1 1
< RO~ —LaH"2| + i
[a,bmgl b — al

and since ‘RH . ﬁ‘ > B% so putting (I8 and (I0) together

cﬁi

< H'([a,b] N G1) + cB5.
’RG

ja—b] < H' ([a,0] N G1) +

To=a a\

So by arguing in the same way for lines parallel to [a,b] by Fubini’s theorem we can show
’H (a+b R (‘b a|)) \gl‘ < ¢B%. Thus all but A% points z € By (0) N H(0, R(6)) are such that

Vu(z) - R71(0) > 0. As 6 is arbitrary we can rephrase this the following way. Given ¢ € S* for
all but 35 points z € By (0) N H(0,¢) are such that Vu(z) - (—¢) > 0.
1
Now take ¢ = (C,Osgllﬁ ) For all but % points in H(0,e,) N H(0, —1b) N H (0, —e3) we have
sin $16

that Vu(z)- (—e1) > 0 and Vu(z) -1 > 0, it is not hard to show this implies |Vu(z) - e1] < ¢
and since Vu(z) - e > 0 and |Vu(z)| ~ 1 we have Vu(z) € Bcﬂ% (e2) with an exceptional set

of measure less than ¢%. So integrating a carefully chosen line inside H (0, e1) N H(0, —1) N
H (0, —e3) and using the fact that v = 0 on dB;(0) we can show |u(0) — 1] < ¢f7s.
Now since |Vu| is mostly very close to 1 and we have zero boundary condition, so avoiding

technicalities assuming the coarea formula we have feeSI flR+9ﬂB1 ©) ’ |Vu(z)|2 -1 ’ dH'zdH'6 <
cy/B. Note also that for any 6 € S*, u() = 0 so by the fundamental theorem of Calculus

< [(u(0) = u(8) = 1]

/ Vu(z) - (—0)dH"z — 1
R, 6N B (0)

< B

SO

/ / \Vu(z) + 0> dH' 20
6eSt JR, 6NB;(0)
=/ / [Vu(2)]? +2Vu(z) - 0 + |0|° dH 2dH'0
0eS1 JIR,0NB;(0)

< ¢fTs. (17)
This concludes the sketch of the proof of Theorem
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2.2. Sketch of the proof of Corollary [I] and Corollary 21 In order to deduce Corollary
[0 we need to apply Theorem [Il to the minimizer of I. over A(£2). We can only do this if the
minimizer has small energy (and from Theorem [Il we know it can only have small energy if
) is close to a ball). For this reason it is necessary to construct a function in A(§2) with this
property. It turns out this is a surprisingly delicate task, it is achieved in Section Ml and Section
of the paper.

The obvious way to attempt the construction is to make some adaption of the function
¢(z) = dist(z,09), this function clearly satisfies the correct boundary condition. The first
problem is that V( will have its gradient in BV and it is easy to construct examples of convex
domains that are close to balls for which the singular part of V( is widely spread over the
domain. So it is necessary to convolve (, let ¢ denote the convolution of { with a convolution
kernel of support size ~ e.

We need to check that the function ¢ we obtain by convolving ¢ will have small energy.
By recent results of [Am-De 03] we have that V¢ € SBV (2 : S'). So by Poincare inequality
if for most balls the gradient of V( is not too concentrated in balls of sized € then we would

2
have fQ }1 - |V¢|2‘ dz is small. Now assuming €2 is close to a ball, then for « not too close to

the center of Q (which we assume is 0) it is not hard to show that ‘VC(Z) + ﬁ is small. By

convexity of €, if ®! is a parameterization of (~!(¢) then h — V{(®*(h)) will be a monotonic
parameterization of S'. So the total variation of V( can be explicitly bounded above. The

closer € is to a ball the better the estimate on ‘VC(Z) +5
down. To overcome this we do the following. Let 8 = [QAB;(0)] and let n(z) := 1 — 832 + 2|
so II := {z:n(z) < ((2)} is roughly a ball centered on 0 of radius 432. So defining w
min {¢, 7} we have |[Vw| =1 a.e. and Vw € SBV. Notice that [, [Vw" — Vw~|* dH?

vac\H V¢t — V(™ |3 dH' 4+ 8H*(I"). Now II is a convex set of diameter approximately 332 so
H'(T') ~ B32. So we have the estimate ‘VC(Z) + 13| < B so |V¢(2) — V¢H(2)| < ¢B32 for

any z € Jyc\II. Now by convexity of € and hence monotonicity of the gradient along the level
set (71(t) we can prove an explicit upper bound V(V¢, Q\II) < 8. So we can estimate

holds but near the center it breaks

IA i

/ V¢t —v¢PdHY < sup \v<+—v<—\2/ V¢t — V¢ | dH?
Jv\II Jv e\ Jye\II

IN

sup V(T — V¢ [P V(VEQ\I) < 8rpis. (18)
Jv\II

Putting these things together we have vame |[Vwt — Vw_|3 dH'! < ¢B3=. This allows us
to apply recent results on I'-upper bounds of functions whose gradient belongs to SBV by
[Co-De 07], [Po 07]. These results give the existence of a sequence u® with the same boundary
conditions as w and with the property that limsup,_,, Ic(u¢) < ¢f8 3. This energy bound allows
us to apply Theorem [I and hence to establish Corollary

To establish Corollary [Il requires us to construct a Sobolev function by adapting w with ‘our
own hands’. Function ¢ we obtained by convolving ¢ has a problem in that the convolution will
destroy the boundary condition. To circumvent this obstacle, in an /e neighborhood of the 99
we convolve the  with a convolution kernel who support decreases in proportion to the distance
to the boundary. Let the new function be denoted by . We make the assumption that 0f is
C? with curvature bounded above by ¢~2 and this allows us estimate the various error terms
involved in differentiating a function that is convolved with a kernel of varying support. Clearly

the goal is to show that [, ¢! ‘1 - |V<p|2‘ dz < B3 and €Jo ‘V2gp‘2 dz < 332 . Establishing the
upper bounds required in Q\ (N (9Q) U Nc(II)) can be achieved by Poincare inequalities and
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the estimate V/(Q\IL, V() < 8. Establishing the upper bounds on N £(J9) can be achieved
by very precise estimates on V¢ and V2¢ which are made due to the fact that the curvature
conditions on 0f) implies V( has no singular points in this neighborhood. The length of 011 is

less than ¢332 so as ||Vg|a < ¢ we know fNE(BH) e ! ‘1 - |V<p|2’ dz < ¢f32. Similarly as for

z2€ QN £(09), [[V@loo < ce ! s0 efNe((rm) }V290}2 dz < ¢B32. The energy of ¢ in I\ N (9II)
can easily be estimated and shown to be negligible so putting these things together gives that
I(p) < cpB 3. This upper bound allows us to apply Theorem [Iland hence to establish Corollary
m

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

It should be re-emphasized that the main calculations that makes this lemma work (specifi-
cally equation (25))) are very minor adoptions of the calculations in [De-Ko-Mu-Ot 00].

Lemma 1. Let Q be a convez body centered on 0 with diam(2) < 2. Suppose v : W21(Q) - R
satisfies (7) and ([8). For each 6 € S* define Ag : R* — S be defined by

0 ifz-0>0,
Ae(z):{o Zjezo. (19)

Let R € SO(2) be the anti-clockwise rotation defined by R(z1,22) = (—22,21) and let m =
R(Vu), we will show there exists a set T C S* with H(S'\I') < 40n8% and —T =T such that
for any 0 € ' we can find function we : Q — IR with the property

/Q [Vwg — R (Ag (m))| < ¢B5. (20)

_1
Proof of Lemma . Let M = 2 [ﬁTﬂ’ we divide S! into M disjoint connected subsets of

1ength , denote them Aj, Ay, ... Ap;. We assume they have been ordered sequentially, i.e.
A; ﬁAHl ;é () fori=1,2,... M —1. Also assume they have been ordered so that —A; = AH%
fori=1,2, ...M. Let

a={oefraghf{ren GG emuama o n).
Q] <
3

Since Card (B) B < | 4 we have that Card (B) < 473" 5.

Let D := {k € {2, -1} :{k—1,kk+1}NB#0}. A simple covering argument
shows that Card (D) < 20#5“.

Let I' = {9 est:he Uke{2,3,...%—1}\DA_kU AkJr%}. Note that for any § € I' we have

erg: Igzgil € B3 (O)UB,, (_9)}‘ < 33%. (21)

So pick 6 € T without loss of generality we can assume 6 = e;. Let s : IR — IRy be a smooth
monotone function where s(z) = 0 if < 0 and s(z) = z if z > 81 and ||[V2s| 1~ < 74 and

[V3s|L < B2, it is clear such a function exists.
Let ¢(2) = s(z-e1) = s(21). Define ® : R* — IR? by

o) = o) (3)+ (el (72)) ()

= (SHarEn 0.
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ver= ()= (50.0): @

Recall m (z) := R (Vu (z)) so m is divergence free. Note (using the fact ¢ 2 =0 and ¢ 12 =0
and divm = 0 for the third inequality, and using divm = 0 for the last inequality)

. o o(m)my +m3pq (m)
div [(I) (m)] = div <(p (m) mo 1— QOIS;,l (m)>

Define

= (palm)mi + ¢ 2(m)ma)my + o(m)mi 1 + 2mems,1¢,1(m)
+m3 (.11 (m)mi1 + @ 12(m)mai) + (1 (m)mi s + @ 2(m)ma 2)ms
+o(m)mas — ((m12mae +mimsa2)p1(m)
+mima(p,11(m)my 2 + @ 12(m)ma2))

myp 1 (m)my 1 + 2mama1p,1(m) + m§m1,1<p,11(m) + mami 20,1 (m)
—((m1,2ma +mima2)p 1(m) + mimamy 2@ 11(m)

= 2p1(m)(mimi1 +mama1) — @ 11(m)ma(mimy g +mama 2). (24)

Note also that
U(m) - V(1= [mf) = —¥(m)- <2<m1mlvl + mzmz,o)

2(mimy 2 + mamaz 2)
= 2¢1(m)(mimy1 +mama 1) — maw 11(m)(mimy 2 +mama )
so by (24) we have
div [® (m)] = ¥(m) - V(1 — |m[*). (25)

Let ® := R(®) and ¥ := R (¥) note curl {fb(m)} @ div [®(m)] = ¥(m) - V(1 — |m|*). So
curl [\if(m)(l - |m|2)} = div[T(m)](1 — |m[*) + T(m) - V(1 — |m|?)
= div[¥ (m)] (1 — |m[*) + curl [&) (m)} . (26)
Thus using the fact that [V¥(z)] < ¢|z|[|[V¢| Lo (m2) < ¢8| z| we have
curl {fi)(m) —U(m)(1 — |m|2)}
D —aivlwm)1 - )
= —(T1,1(m)ma,1 + U1 p(m)ma + o1 (m)my o + Vo o(m)ma2)(1 — [m|*)
< 6= m] |1 = fmf?| [V (27)
Hence
/Q Jeur [@(m) — F(m)(1 — mf)]| < 57 /Q fmi [1 2| |9m|

So using (21), note that if = is such that |m(x)| > 2 then for J(z) = |m(z)|
[VJ(z)| <c ‘1 - |m|2’ |[Vm| and so

/ V()] da < c/ [~ 2| |9m] < 8
{22 m(z)|<4} o

so applying the Co-area formula we know f864 H'(J71(s))ds < ¢/ thus we must be able to find
t € [8,64] such that H'(J~1(¢)) < ¢B. Let

G:={zeQ:Jx) <t} (28)

3
we have
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so define w: Q2 — IR by

®(m) — U(m)(1 — |m|>) forzeg
w(z) = { 0 for z € Q\G (29)
Soifx €g,
curl(w) = curl (i)(m) —U(m)(1 - |m|2))
en.esy
< BT = |m[[[Vm]. (30)

So if € int (N\G), curl (é(m) —F(m)(1 - |m|2)) = 0.

Since m € W1(Q) and ®(z) — ¥ (z)(1—|z|*) is C' so the vector field & (m)— ¥ (m)(1—|m|?)
is BV by Theorem 3.94 [Am-Fu-Pa 00]. So by Theorem 3.83 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] we have that w is
also BV and the singular part of Vw, which we denote by [Vw],, is supported on J “1HnNQ

and as “i)(m(x))‘ < ¢|m(z))? and "il(m(:z))’ < ¢~ |m(z)| we have that

€8S SUP 7-1(y)nQ ]é(m(x)) — B(m(@))(1 — [m()]?)| < B~
and thus || [Vw], [|(S) < e~ 1 H'(J~1(t) N Q) < ¢f%. Now we know that for any set S C Q,
[[eurlwl|(S) < ¢ Vuw[|(S)
and so in particular
leurlw]|(J 71 (1)) < ¢ V|| (J 71 () < eB4. (31)
Thus
[|curlwl|(€2) < leurlw[|(J7(2)) + [[eurlw]|(G)
+[curlw||(int (2\G))

(BIONEIN

o8t et [ |1~ pm||Vim|
g

cV/B. (32)
Now we try and understand the nature of vector field ®(m(z)) — ¥ (m(z))(1 —|m(z)|*). Note
that if z € N 5 (S') N{z1 > 0}\ (Bw% (e2) U B2ﬂ% (—62)) then ¢(z) = 21, ¢,1(z) =1 and so

2., .2
D(2) dz:zb (Zl _522> on the other hand if z € N /5(S") N {z1 <0} (32/3% (e2) U 325% (—62))

then () = 1 (2) = 0 and so ®(z) — (8)

Now if z € N /5(5") N {z1 > 0} \ (B 1 (e2) U 325% (—62)) we have

AR IA

28
(@) = B - 1)~ R(Au ()| < [8(:) = R )] +eV/B _sw  |¥(z)
zEN 5(S1)
- [r(13 )1
< cpi. (33)

And if we have z € N 5 (5') N {z <0}\ (B2 1 (e2) U B2ﬂ% (—62)) arguing in the same way

we can conclude

Bl

(@) = B(=)(1 = [2P) — R(Aey(2)] < 8%, (34)
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Let I1:={z € Q: |m(2)| € (1 — VB,1+ vB)} and let

Vu (x)
[V (2)]

&= {xEQ: EBZB% (61)U325% (—el)}, (35)

&
note from (ZI) we know |£] < 38%. Note also /B |Q\II| < ¢ Jovm ‘1 — |Vu|2‘ < [ thus

IO\ < ¢v/B. (36)
Now from B3]) and (34)

[ (@m) = D)1~ ) = (A, (m)) 2| < B} (37)
me

on the other hand recalling the fact that “il(z) < ¢|z* and using the

definition of G (see (28))) we have

< Btz [8(2)

Thus applying B7) to (BY) gives

[ ()~ o)1 ) = R (8 ) | < % (39)
Recall we have |£] < 385 so
[ (@) = B~ mf*) = R(A () dz| < clé]
£nG
< cpt
Putting this inequality together with ([B9) gives
(6@ = Fm) 0 =) = R (hey ) | < e (40)
So by definition of w (see ([29)) we have that
@
/ w— R(Ae,(m))dz| < B3 + / R(Ae, (m))dz
Q Q\G
< B +IO\G]
(315 N
< ¢fs. (41)
Now from (32) applying Theorem 4.3 from ([Am-De-Ma 99]) there exists w., € W11 (Q)
such that
|[Vwe, —w|dz < B" (42)

Q
thus putting this together with (@Il and gives [20). O
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Lemma 2. Let Q be a convex body centered on 0 and let u : W22(Q) — IR be a function
satisfying (@) and (8) and u =0 on 90 and Vu(z) -0, =1 on O in the sense of trace, where
1. 18 the inward pointing unit normal to 02 at z.

For any r > 0 define Q. := N,.(Q), we will show we can construct a function @ : W»1(Q,) —
R satisfying

/ ‘1—|Vﬁ|2‘\v2ﬁ]dz§ﬁ, / ‘1—|Va|2‘dz§ﬁ, (43)
Q, Q.
and

_ Ju(z) +r for z€Q

@(2) = {r —d(2,Q) ifz€Q\Q (44)

Proof of Lemma[2

Step 1. We will show Vu(z) = n, for H! a.e. z € 99

Proof of Step 1. Recall Vu € WH1(Q) and Vu is defined on 99 in the sense of trace, as the
trace operator is bounded we know [, [Vu|dH' < co.

We define
f Q
0(2) = u(z) .or z € (45)
0 if z € Q. \Q
So note the vector field Vu(z) is equal to Vu(z) inside © and is zero outside, so by Theorem

3.8 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] Vv € BV (2,) and hence by Theorem 3.76 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] and Theorem 2,
Section 5.3 [Ev-Ga 92] for H! a.e. x € 9 the following limits exist

lim |[Vu(z) — Vu(z)|dz =0 (46)
P=0JB, ()n{z:(z2—z)n.>0}

and
lim [Vu(z)|dz = 0. (47)
p—0 B,(z)N{z:(z—x)-n, <0}

1,1
Let wf(z) = vetpz) {8 and [@0) for any sequence p, — 0 we have wi"(z) S w, as

P
n — oo where

. f H(0, 7,
w (2) = Vu(z) -z for z € H(0,n;) (48)
0 for z € H(0, —n;)
however Vw, would not be curl free unless Vu(x) = An, for some A € R. As we know

Vu(x)-n, =1 this implies Vu(z) = n, for H! a.e. z € 9. This completes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. For any z € Q,\Q, a(z) = d(z, 9Q,).
Proof of Step 2. Note that ||Vi|[p~@, 0 < 1. Let x € 09Q,, let q(x) be the metric

projection onto a convex set {2, i.e. the unique point for which |z — g(z)| = d(x,Q). Since
x €900, =90(N(Q) ={zx € Q°:d(z,Q) =r}so |z —qz) =7

Since 4(z) = 0 and 4(g(x)) = r and as @ is 1-Lipschitz on §2,\Q this implies @((1 — a)x +
aq(x)) = ar for any « € [0, 1].

Now let Q(z) := d(z,09Q,). For every x € 9Q,, Qq(z)) < |¢(z) —z| = r. As 09Q, =
I(N,(R2)) so we know Q(g(x)) > r and thus have Q(¢q(z)) = r. We also know @ is 1-Lipschitz
and Q(z) = 0, thus in the same way as before Q((1 — a)x + aq(x)) = ar for any « € [0,1].
Therefor Q(z) = @(z) for any z € [z, ¢(z)], x € IQ, and this completes the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. We will show that @ € W>1(€,) and that @ satisfies (@3)).
Proof of Step 3. First we claim that & € W21(£2,\Q) and

/Q “ ‘VQﬁ‘ dz <ec. (49)
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Note that a(z) = dist(z,09,) in Q,.\Q. By Corollary 1.4 [Am-De 03] for any compact
subset ' CC Q, we have Vi € SBV(Q\Q). Also as u(z) = r — dist(z,Q) for any 2 €
Q,\Q again by Corollary 1.4 [Am-De 03] for any compact subset Q” CC IR*\Q we have Vii €
SBV ((2,\2) N "). Putting these thing together we have Vi € SBV(Q,\Q). Recall 4(z) =
r—d(z,Q) for z € Q,\Q, so as  is convex for every z € Q,\Q there is a unique point b(z) € 9N
such that d(z,Q) = |b(z) — z| and Vu(z) = %, since b is a continuous function this shows
that Vi is continuous on Q,\Q, hence Syz N2, \Q = () (recall Definition 3.63 [Am-Fu-Pa 00]).
So by equation (4.2) of Section 4.1 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] we have that Va € W11(Q,\Q). So in
particular (@9) holds true.

Since € is an extension domain by Theorem 1, Section 4.4 [Ev-Ga 92] there exists a function
p: WH2(IR?) — IR? such that p(z) = Vi(z) on Q and Sptp is compact. Similarly as Q,\ is
an extension domain there exists a function ¢ : W' (IR?) — R? such that ¢(z) = Vi(z) on
Q,\Q and Sptq is compact. We define w : Q, — R? by w := pllg + qllg,\q, by Theorem 3.83
[Am-Fu-Pa 00] w € BV (Q, : IR?) and since p and ¢ agree on 9 we have that Vw as a measure
is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure (and hence w € Wh(Q, : R?)) and
Vw = Vpllg + Vgl \o. Now as w = Vu a.e. in €, we have that Vu € wi(Q,).

Since V24 € L' we know

/ 1= |val| [v2a @z
Q-

/‘1—|W|2Mv2aydz+/ 1= |val|[v2a]
Q 2.\Q

_ /‘1—|va|2“v2aydz
Q
< B

Similarly fo, [1 - Vaf|dz = [, [1 - |Vaf*

dz < p. O

Lemma 3. Let Q be a conver body with diam(Q2) = 2. Let u : W*2(Q) — IR be a function
satisfying (1) and (8) and v = 0 on OQ and Vu(z) -n, = 1 on OQ in the sense of trace
where 1, is the inward pointing unit normal to OQ at z. For any xz,v € R? let H(x,v) :=
{zeR?*: (z—x)-v>0}.

Let T' C S' be the set constructed in Lemma [l Let U := Q110 be the conver body and
@ : W2HU) — R be the function constructed in Lemmald. Let R be the anti-clockwise rotation
defined by R(z1, 22) = (—22,71). Let Ry € {R™',R}. There exists a set T c I with HY(\I) =
0 such that for every 6 € T there eists unique points ag,bg € OU with ne, = 0 and m,, = —0
with the property that if we define QGR“ = {z eU:Vau(z) - R619 > 0},

ag + be be — ag R
UNH|— Ry | ——— 0
‘ ( 2 0(|be—a9|>)\g9
Proof of Lemma[3d Without loss of generality assume (2 is centered on 0, i.e. fQ zdz = 0.

Since OU is smooth and U is convex there exists a set = C S! with H1(S'\Z) = 0 with the
following property,

< B, (50)

J unique a, € OU with 7., = ¢ and a unique b, € U with n,, = —p forall p € . (51)

Now by Lemma [2] (IEI) function @ satisfies (7) and (8) so by Lemma [I] there exists I' C .S !
with Hl(Sl\F) < 4073+ satisfying ([@0) for every 6 € T'. Define I' := I'NE. Pick 6 € T and let
p:=RRy 19 so note that ¢ = 6 or ¢ = —@ depending on whether Ry = R or Rg = R~ ",

Note since € is convex Q C H(ay, ¢) we also know that b, € H(a,, ) (since otherwise given
that 0Q is smooth it would not be possible that 7, = —¢), hence defining 7, = IZZ:—Z:\ we
have 7, - > 0.
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Let m = R(Va), it is easy to see that
I, :={zeU\Q:m(z) ¢ >0} ={z€U\Q:Vu(z) - R ¢ >0} (52)

forms a connected set whose boundary is contained in OU and 0N and in two lines parallel to
@, see figure 2] also note the endpoints of OU N1I, are given by a, and b,,.

FIGURE 2.

Since either ¢ = 6 € T or p=—-0¢ T so we can apply Lemmalll to m and thus there exists
function w, : U — IR such that

/M [V, — R (A, ()| do < cf?. (53)
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By the Co-area formula and Chebyshev’s inequality there exists a set H C [0,1/10] such that
H(]0,1/10]\H) < ¢ where

/ |Vw, — R (A, ()| dH' < 72 for all r € H. (54)
0!

Pick sg € [1/10 — ¢f=, 1/10} N H. Recall 7, = ‘Z::Z; and define

W, ::UﬁH(a“";b“’,Rm). (55)
We claim that
oUNTL, = oUNW,. (56)

Since the endpoints of OU N H_g, are the same as the endpoints of dU N Wsa it is sufficient to
show H* (0U NIL, NW,) > 0. Let

b
Azsup{)\>0: (%+)\RT¢+<T¢>>08U#@}

then let ¢, be the point given by (% + AR7, + (7’@) N oU, since OU is smooth 7., =
R™'1,, so Vu(c,) = R7'7, and thus Vu(c,) - R7'¢ = R7'7, - R7'¢ = 7, - ¢ > 0. As this
inequality is strict, in a neighborhood of ¢, the same inequality will be satisfied. Thus we have
H' (U NTI, NW,) > 0 and so we have established (EG).

By the construction of II,, W, and by (B6) and the choice of s¢ € [1—10 — cfe, 1—10} we have

H' (89, NTILAW,) < ¢f71. (57)
. L . __[cosyp —siny
There must exist ¢ € (0,28321) such that defining Q := (sind) cos 1) ) we have
|Re - Q| > 2. (58)

Let ¢, == @ +Co8 iRTg,. From the construction it is clear that we can chose constant Cs
large enough so that

Card (8950 NH <w R@,> N {Co+ <Q@,>}> —9.
Let
A:=sup{t > 0: 00, N{{, +tR7, + (Q7,)} # 0}. (59)
For t € (0,2) let of, 0} be the points defined by {o}, 07} = 9Qs, N {¢, + tR7, + (Q7,)} and
07 - Qry, > or - Q1,. By (B1) we can assume constant Co was chosen large enough so that
of, 07 € II,. Let 3 be the connected component of 99, \ {of, 07} that lies inside II,. Thus

vmw(z)-tzdﬂlz—/ Ry -t.dH"z

[(we(07) —welof)) — (6] — 01) - Ry

I po
— /(Vw@(z)—Rgp)idelz
PO
Do (60)

Let
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so by the fundamental theorem of Calculus

(walel) —woleh) = [ RN Qroail'a| <
04 ,0%
Thus in combination with (G0) we have
(G- al) Ro= [ R(A(m)-Qrud's| < i+ oo (62)
lof-0f]

Given the definition of A, (see (IT)) and of G, (see the statement of Lemma [3)) so
R(A,(m(x))) = Rp < m(z) - ¢ >0« Vi(z) - R e >0 < Vi(z) - Ry '0 >0 & x € Gjo.
In exactly the same way A, (m(z)) =0 < = ¢ G;°. Hence
/ Ay (i(z))dH 'z = pH*! ([g%, Q,ﬂ N gf‘))
o 7]
which from (62)

‘(9? —0f) - Rp—Qry - RpH' ([9#9?] ﬂgf‘”) <ep+cpi

2 1
since (recall (58)) we chose Q so that |Ry - Q7,| > f2i and since -%—2%- = Qr,, s0

lof—otl —
“Qf —oi| - H' ([Qi,gf} 0950)

Thus (recall definition (B9) of A)

< cBTrie + B

H! ([g%,gf] mg}fo) > |g% - gﬂ —cﬁfﬁet - cﬂi for any ¢ € [0,%]. (63)
So

Qso NnH (Ctpv R (QT%’)) n g‘fo

= / Hl([g%,gﬂﬁgéﬁ’) dt
[0,21]

(m) 1 1
> / o} — 2| — cfHre, — cBHt
[0,2(]

GT) 1
Z |Qso N H(Cs&uR(QTw)” - Cﬁﬂ

—ep [ [Vu, ~ R4, ()] ds

u

&3) 4
> Qs NH (Cp, R(QTy))| — B2, (64)

Note [U\,| < ¢B2i and by definition of W, (see (BH)) [W,\H ((p, R(Q7,))| < ¢B2i this
together with (G4) gives ‘Wg,\g;%‘ < ¢f2. Now if Ry = R and so ¢ = 6, it is imediate

that 7, = |23233| and so (again recalling definition (B3))) (B0) follows. On the other hand if

Ry = R7! then ¢ = —0 and so a, = by, by, = ag, which implies 7, = _|Z§:Z§| so Rt, =
R (— IZZ:ZZI) =R! (|Z::ZZ‘) =Ry (%) hence (again recalling definition (G3))),([E0) also

follows in this case. O

Lemma 4. Let Q be a conver body with diam(Q2) = 2. Let u : W*2(Q) — IR be a function
satisfying (M) and () and in addition u satisfies w =0 on OQ and Vu(z)-n, =1 on 9Q in the
sense of trace where n, is the inward pointing unit normal to 9 at z. Let a,b € Q be such that
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diam (Q) = |a — b|. We will show there exists constant C3 > 1 and 9 € (Cglﬂﬁ,(fgﬂﬁ) such
that ;

u(x)>1— C3B7 for any x € 0By, (%) . (65)

Proof of Lemma 4. Let U be the convex set and @ be the function constructed in Lemma

To simplify our notation we will without loss of generality assume that “T"’b = 0. It is easy to

see we can chose @,b € U such that |Z:g| = IZ:Z\’ a— l;’ = diam (i) and dT'H; = 0. Without
loss of generality also assume ﬁ = eg. For any z € OU let n, denote the inward pointing

unit normal to OU at z. Note that 7z = —e since otherwise U ¢ Bla_gl (b) and this contradicts

the fact that ‘EL - lN)‘ = diam(Yf). For the same reason n; = es.

Step 1. Let P : [O,Hl((%{)) — OU be a ‘clockwise’ parameterisation of OU by arclength
with P(0) = a. For some v, € (H'(OU) — 28512, H(OU) — B=6) and o € (B750,26512) we
have that for oy = P(71), o2 = P(72), (see figure Bl) the points 01,02 satisfy the following
properties. Firstly

No; € I and No, - (—e2) >1— cﬁﬁ fori=1,2. (66)
Secondly
01 — 3] < 403, (67)
Thirdly
B=56 256
o1 (—e1) > ) and oo - €1 > 7 (68)

Proof of Step 1. Recall U = Q1 (), so for any x € OU let z, € I be such that d(z,(2) =
|z — 2|, note that we can inscribe a ball B () C U with z € 0B1(2,) N0U and B (z:) N
OU = (). Thus the curvature of U is bounded above by 10 and so

1P|l o (uy < 10. (69)
Let T C S* be the set constructed in Lemma Bl We will show
inf {h € [ﬁﬁ,ﬂl(au)} NGy € f} < 287, (70)

Suppose this is not true, so for every h € [ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁiz}, npmn) & T. Note that since OU is ct,
{np(h) :he [Bﬁﬂﬂﬁ}} is connected and since H!(S'\I') < 407435, so
H* ({np : h e 87,285 | }) < 40mst. (71)

Note that as P(0) = ey, P(0) = e; and as generally for z € [0, H*(oU)], P(x) = R(np(a))
so for any h € [O, 2Bﬁ},

]P(h) e ]P(ﬂﬁ) - P(o)\ + ]P(h) NED
(T, ©3 N B N
< 208755 + 40735 < 407375 (72)
So by the fundamental theorem of Calculus, |P(23512) — (@ + 2[3%61)‘ < 8073 B51z. Now
1 ~ ~12 1
(d+26ﬁel)—b’ — ‘d—b’ + 487
-3
> la- b‘ ° 3.
> ‘a 4+ 4ﬁ256
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1
56

25
2

Thus |P(2351) — l;‘ > ‘d - IS‘ + 82 which is a contradiction. Thus we have established (Z0).
1

Hence (recalling the fact H'(S'\I') < 4073%) we can pick v, € [ﬁﬁ , 2Bﬁ} NT such that

< 507 3% (73)

and 1p(,,) € T. In the same way we can pick v; € [Hl (BU) — 28512, H (OU) — ﬁﬁ} such that
< 507‘1’6% and np(,) € L.

e (ou) gty ~ 1POD) ,

Define 03 = P(y2) and o1 = P(7y1). Since P(0) = e; and recalling again that np) =
R™'(P(s)),

PO)-Pp)| < |PO)- P(sT)

69, (73) 1
< 60rpTs.

+ |P(87) - P(s)|

Arguing in the same way we can establish ‘P(O) - P(Wl)} < 6073756, Thus as OU is convex
N6, + €2| < 6073755 for i = 1,2 which establishes (68). Hence
w w2 &
0'2'61:(02—&)'61: P(s)-elds 2 (1—4071'6%)’722 ﬁ;f»ﬁ
0

which establishes ([G8) for o2. Inequality (G8]) for o1 can be established in the same way. Finally

note
. Y2
‘P(z)‘ dz + /
0

H(8U)

o1 = a2l = [P() - POl < [ P)|de <a057 (1)

Y2

which establishes (67]).

Step 2. For y € R?, ¢ € R?, v > 0 define X(y,v,7) := {z:

zZ—y P +

will show there exists positive constant C4 and zo € N c ([d, BD N U such that for some

.
43512

Yo € BC4 p (e2) the following inequality holds

’X (xo, 1/;0,045%) nU\ {a: Vi (z) - e1] < cmﬁ}’ < Cip?. (75)

Proof of Step 2. Recall we know o1 and o9 are chosen so that 7., € I and Noy € I'. We also
know 7z = —ez and 1; = ez. Let w; € OU be the unique point for which —n,,, = 75, and let
wy € OU be the unique point for which —n,, = 1,,, see figure

Define
M= H ((’2+°"2,R( s )) NH (01 gy (L — )) (76)
2 |CU2—0'2| 2 |w1—01|

I, :_H<0'2 —|—CLJ27R_1 < W — 02 )> mI{<0'1 +WI,R<WI_01 >) (77)
2 |WQ—02| 2 |w1 —0’1|

and let IT = IT; UTI, and let g := II; NIy, see again figure (Bl
Let us define I := 2 + IR0 for any = € R?, § € S'. First we will show (z¢ + Reg) C II
however this inclusion is relatively easy to see because firstly

— — 63 10875
62-R<w1 01>=61'<w1 01> < 1083758

|w1—01| |w1—01| - 44

and
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e2

el

FIGURE 3.

thus [g? € H (O,R ( w101 )) And secondly as x¢g € 0H (”1"2’“1,]% ( 101 ))

Jwi—o1] |wi—o1]

12 c H (wo, B[220 ) ) o g (2t p( 2=,
o ’ |w1—01| 2 ’ |W1—01|

In exactly the same way 52 C H ("2;“"2,}%_1 ( 292 )) Hence 32 C II;. Arguing in the

w2 —02]

same manner we have [, *> C Il and thus we have established the claim.
Let v = I32 NOU, by construction we have that -y lies in the component of OU between o and

o2 and hence by ([74) we know d (v, [;?) < 40852 and so it follows zy € Ncﬂﬁ ({EL, ZBD NU.

Since 7z = —e2, m; = ez and U is convex we know ws € H (0,—e;) and for the same
reasons wy € H (0,e1) see figureBl So (03 —w2)-e1 > 031 > ¢Bz5% and for exactly the

same reason (o1 —w) - (—e1) > o1 - (—e1) > ¢f%s. Thus as |0y —w;| < 2diam () and
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09 — wa| < 2diam (U) we have ‘Ziixil cep > cﬂﬁ and \Z;&l (—e1) > cﬂﬁ. Hence

01 — W1 09 — W2 g1 — W1 09 — W2
. — - _.e — " .e
lor — wi] o2 — wo o1 —wi| ) \Joz —wo|
+<01—w1 .62><02—W2 .62)
lor — wi log — wa

< —cBTE 4+ 1.

_ o 1 .
In other words the angle between ‘gi _zi‘ and |Z§ _z; is greater than C475 for some positive

constant C4. Thus there exists ¥y € Bcﬁﬁ (e2) such that X (a:o, 1/)0,C4Bﬁ) C II. Now since

Noys Noy € T we can apply Lemma [3] so we know that

Unm(2EY2 g1 (Y2702 \)\gr ') o 34
2 |WQ — O'2| Noa
and
Unm(ZE¥ p(r-a G | < cpa.
2 |W1 — Ull Moy
Thus (recalling the definition of 11y, (7))
’Hl NUNGE ' NGE | < cpr. (78)
In exactly the same way we have (recall (76))
I N\GE ' nGR | < e (79)

Now for any = € g};l mgf;;l we have Vi (z) - Rny, > 0 and Vi (z)- R™1n,, > 0. Since from
@®8) n,, € X (O, —eg,cﬂﬁ) for i = 1,2 we know Rn,, € X (O,el,cﬂﬁ) and R71n,, €
X+t (0, —eq, Bﬁ), from this it is easy to see (assuming we chose C4 large enough)|Va (z) - e1] <

C4B7%. And in the same way for any z € Qf]:l N Q,I:XQ we also have |V (z) - 1] < C4325.

‘X (56071#07645?1‘6) NU\ {x |V (x) - eq| < 645%6}‘

-1
<c I NUNG,L NG ’

-1
I NUNG NG ’—!—c

< Cafr
which establishes ([73)).

Step 3. There exists positive constant Cs such that for some v1 € {ea, —ea} we have

X ($07¢0,C4ﬁﬁ) nNUNH (C5ﬁﬁvlavl) \V_,, | <C58%. (80)
where
V., = {x €U:Vi(z)EN, o (—vl)} . (81)
Proof of Step 8. Let wp =l “* NOU. Note since U is convex 1z, - 1 > 0. We claim
1
Nag - €1 > 10" (82)
Suppose this were not the case, then n5; -e; < %. Since U is convex (and recall Y = Q € ) and

diam(U) = 2 we know U C H (@0,15;) C H (—32e1,n=;) which implies (b+ Zei) nm >0
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and thus

~ 99 -~ 22 ~ 22
b-es 100 ((b—i— 1—061> '62) (Nay - e2) > — ((b—i— Eel) -el> (=, - €1)

L2 .22
10720 7“1 = T 100

however as ‘(NZ - lN)‘ = diam(U) = 2 ath — (0 and 2=t = e, this is a contradiction, thus (82

0’ 2 G—
is established.
Let

Y%

(83)

Y

aozsup{a>0:{nm:xEBa(ﬁ))ﬁﬁl/{}ﬁf:@},

in the case where {a >0:{ns:x € Ba(m@o) NAUINT = @} =0 let ap = 0.
Since H'(SM\I') < 40735 we know OU\ By, (0) # 0. Note also
Mo = {ny : ¢ € By, (wo) NOU}

is a connected subset of S*, so H' (M) < 40735 hence for every z € Ba, (@0)NU, |1, — na:| <
40mB%. So we can pick ay > ag such that some point @ € OBa, (o) N U satisfies 17, € T
and
112 = Moo | < 5035 for all 2 € Ba, (@0).- (84)
Now since B 1 (0) C U, we know @o-(—e1) = 15 Using again the fact that np(s) = R~ (P(s))
(where P is the parameterisation of OU) it is easy to see by the fundamental theorem of Calculus
that (84]) implies

1
wo - (—61) Z ﬁ (85)
Also from (82) and (84]) we know that
1
Mo €1 > 77 (86)
Let w; € OU be the unique point for which 75, = —7w,. Note that by (86) we know that
Ny - (—€1) > 75 and as nz = —ez and 1 = ez by convexity of ¢ this implies
w1 € 8UQH(O,€1). (87)
1
Now let [ € (@233\) N ST be such that
—-b
(o (T2 ) 2 (59)
Choose S € {Rfl,R} so that S (\Zi:Z&) = [, since Ny, € T we can apply Lemma [3] and
hence we have
‘u N H (@l) \G_ | < e, (89)
From (8) and (73] we know
‘X (xo,wo,m%a) AU\ {z : Va(z) € Nigy-1 ({ez, —62})}‘ < B, (90)

Since so ‘Silnwo '€2| @ 117! there exists some fixed vector vy € {ea, —e2} such that if
T € g,fwo N{z : Vi (z) € Nigo-1 ({e2, —e2})} then Vi (z) € Bygg-1 (vp). So using [89) and (30)

w1 + @o
2

X (xo,%,cm%a) NUNH ( ,z) \ {z : Vi(z) € Bioo-1 (vo)}’ <cBF. (91)
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Now for any w € H (0,v9) we have the elementary inequality |w — vo| < 4d(w, S*) + 2 |w - e1],
so using (), (70) and ([@I) we have (assuming constant Cs is large enough, recall definition (1))

‘X (xo,%,cmﬁ) NUNH <@z) \Vy,| < cp. (92)
- &% | 1
By (1) w; - e1 > 0 and so “Zi_ga -61‘ > 47 and so |l -es| > z7. Thus by the fact that

Yo € chﬁ (e2) and that inequality (B8] implies 0 € H(=£=2 1) there exists vy € {ez, —e2}

such that for some constant Cs we have

(93)

X (xo,qpo,cmﬁ) nH (cg,ﬂﬁvl,vl) CH <@l) .

Putting ([@3]) together with ([@2) gives

X (w0, 0, €487 ) UM H (C58701,01) \Vi | < 7.

Let v eU\QN X (:EO,@[JQ,(L;ﬁﬁ) N H(CsBz56v1,v1) 50 as G(x) = d(x,dU) (and since again

o € B, 1 (e2)) so Viu(zx) € N, (—v1) thus we must have vy = —wvy, this gives (80).

1
58256
Step 4. We will show there exists a positive constant Cg such that

_ 1

(1,7 ulf) \B,, 2 (¥) € X(x0,00,Caf %) for all z € B_ 3 (w0),0 € stn Bt (o). (99)
Proof of Step 4. Without loss of generality we assume zg = 0, ¥9 = e3 and C4 = 1. To begin
with to take point x = ﬂﬁlsel, we will show later the general case follows from this. See figure

A
Let 0 = (&néﬁ) and let y = 90X (0, eg,ﬂﬁ) N1%. We will get an upper bound on |y|. Let
cos 3128

z =1y -eje;. We have two triangles to calculate with, triangle 77 with corners on 0, x,y which
is a subset of triangle T» with corners on 0, z,y. Note that by applying the law of sins we have
ly| ™" sin(% +B7E) = |z —y| sin(§ — 375 ). Note that T = T5\T} is also a right angle triangle
and since |z| = S5 + |z — z| we have |y| cos(f — Be) = Bz + |y — x| cos(% — B1=:). Putting

_1
this together with the previous equation we have |y|sin 8z = B12% + |y| % sin 8125 which
cos 3128

1
gives |y| (sinﬂzée - Cosgzi’ﬁ sinﬁés) — 7. Now by taking the Taylor series approximating
cos 3128

sin and cos we have |y (ﬁﬁ +0 (ﬁﬁ)) = 1. Thus |y| ~ f75 and thus the existence of

constant Cg such that (@) holds follows instantly for the case z = ST e;.

In the general case where x # (3 ™ ey suppose without loss of generality z - e; > 0, define
i = (z+(0)) N (e1), since the angle between 6 and e; is with ¢3%s of T it is easy to see
ze B2Bﬁ (0) and of course I£ NOX (0, ez, B=w) =19 19X (0, e, 375 ) so the argument for the

special case . = (8 8 ey can be applied to show the existence of constant Cg satisfying (O4).

Step 5. We will establish ([63]).
Proof of Step 5. Let

hiz):=1 (95)

X(Io,’lﬁo,C4ﬁT%3)ﬂH(C5ﬁT%3Ul,vl)ﬁM\V,vl
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& o
so we know [h < ¢f2. So by the Fubini’s Theorem

/u/u (h(z) +571 ‘1 — |va(z)|2}2> 2 — 2|  dzda

ANDREW LORENT

1

FIGURE 4.

1/25

g/u(h(z)+[3_1‘1—|va(z)|2‘2> </M |z—x|1daz> dz

<
®
<

cf2,

< C/M (h(z) +p1 }1 - |va(z)|2f> dz

(96)
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Let

G = {33 € B, (x0): /M (h(z) w71 |Vﬂ(z)|2’2> 2 — 2| Vs < [3418} (97)

1
so we know (18

Bﬁwls(.fo)\G‘ < ¢B21, thus ‘Bg

enough |G| > 2-'fei. By Step 4, (@) for any z € Bﬁﬁ(xo), 0 e Bﬁﬁ(@bo) N S! we have
(10U zgj)\BCSﬂﬁ (z) C X (20,10, C4370).

Since X(xo,wo,@ﬁﬁ) = X (o, —¢0,C4ﬂﬁ) we can assume without loss generality that
Yo - v1 > 0. Pick z € G, by the Co-area formula we must be able to find 6, € ngls (o) N ST

such that

(xo)\G‘ < ¢B7s, assuming 8 is small

1
128

2
/ h(z)+ 8711 — |Vi(z))?| dH'z < ¢B3 /315 < cf75s. (98)
azrulhynu

Let K := (179 UI%) N N H(CsBsv1,v1). Let d,e be the endpoint of K where we

chose d € OH(C5B%5v1,v1) and e € OU. As already noted, by Step 4 IC\BC ﬂﬁ(;v) C
6
X (w0,0,Ca3756 ) N H(C5 875 vy, v1) NU, so for any z € K\B, () with h(2) = 0 by defini-
6

tion (@5) we must have z € V_,,, so

H' (K\V_,,) < 4Cs875 + H' (ic\ (BCS ks (8 U V_Ul)) e ch7H (99)

Note also that if z € V_,, so Va(z) € B (—v1) and as (recall from Step 2, [t - e1] <

Csp7s
¢B=5s and we assumed without loss of generality 1o - v1 > 0)

0, € Bﬁﬁ(wo) C BQCM—}ﬁ (Ul) (100)

thus Va(z) - (=61) > 1+ % — ¢fT=. Now for z € K let ¢, denote the tangent to K,

since t, = —6; so by the fundamental theorem of Calculus
@ (d) — 1 (e) > / Via(z) - (—601)dH" 2 — / |Va(z)| dH 2
V_py NK K\V_oy
> (1 - CBWIS) HY (V_y, NK) — H (K\V_,,)

—c/ ‘1— |va|2‘dle
K

5B |d—e| (1 — cB2%). (101)

Since the curvature of 9U is bounded above by 10 and by (I00) it is easy to see either e is
very close to @ or b, we will without loss of generality assume the former, so by (I00) we have

le —a| < ¢B7, (102)
it is also easy to see [e,a] C U\ and 4 is 1-Lipschitz on U\ so

li(e) — @(a)| < cp7. (103)
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Note also as d € OH(Cs 875 v1,v1) N (I;% U1%) by ([I00) and the fact that = € Bk (wo) and
from Step 2 we know 29 € N 1 ([d, BD, thus d € Bcﬁﬁ (0). Thus we have

caff 512
i(d) = a(d) — @(a)
(101),(102),T03) 5 L
> |d — a| — cpze
> |d| — ¢B57 = 2 diam(Uf) — 3512 (104)

Pick o € [|d| + Btz |d] +2B$] such that [, ‘1 —Va()[?|dH'z < 513 8. Now

0
fix y € 9B,,(0), let s = KNOBy, (0) and 'y denote a connected component of 9B, (0)\ {s, y}.
So we know frlu[d g IVa(2)] dH'z < ¢cHY(T'; U[d, s]) < ¢872 so we can apply the fundamental

theorem of Calculus we have that |u(y) — u(d)| < ¢85 and since y was an arbitrary point in
0By, (0), using ([I04) this gives

inf {@(z) : z € 8By, (0)} > 2~ 'diam(U) — cB51=. (105)

By definition (see @) @(z) = u(z) + 107" for any z € 0By, (0). Since diam(U) = 22 putting
this with (I05) we have (G3l). O

Proof of Theorem[3. Let ry € (C;lﬂﬁ,@,ﬁﬁ) be a number we obtain from Lemma [4] that
2
satisfies (G5). By Fubini’s Theorem we know [, [, ‘1 — |Vu(z)|2‘ |z —y| " dzdy < C282 for
some constant C7 > 0. Let

Go = {yeﬂ:/Q‘l—|Vu(z)|2‘2|z—y|_1d2§5}- (106)

Note that |Q\Go| < C6.

Let a,b € Q be such that |a — b| = diam(Q2). Let ¥ = %E2. Since ro > Cglﬂﬁ we can

pick zo € Bﬂ% (9) NGy C Byy(9). So by the Co-area formula there exists ¥ C S! such that
HI(S'\) < VB and

2
/ ]1 - |vu|2} dH'z < ¢\/B for each 0 € U. (107)
1 NQ
z0

For any 6 € S* define P(6) := 1%, N Q, we will show
|P(6) — x9| > 1 — ¢B512 for any 6 € U. (108)
To see this we argue as follows
u(zo) = u(zo) —u(P(0))
/ Vu(z) - (—0)dH'z
[z0,P(6)]

e o — P ()] + cB3. (109)
Let yg := [x0, P(6)] N OB, (¥). In exactly the same way we have
lu(ye) — u(zo)| < B2, (110)
So
m 1 (m) L
u(wo) = ulye) — [u(ye) —ulwo)| = ulye) —cf¥= > 1—cpo (111)

this together with (I09]) establishes (T08]).
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Let N = [2’1ﬂ’%}, we can divide S! into N disjoint pieces of equal length, denote them

I, Iy, ... In. Formally; Uy, I = S* and H'(I) = 2% for each k = 1,2,... N. We can pick
Oy € I, NV for each k=1,2,...N.
Let

h =min {|P(0k) — xo| : k € {1,2,...N}}. (112)
We define II to be the convex hull of the points xg + h#1,xo + hfs,...x9 + hfn. Now by the

construction of II, for any y € 91l we can find k € {1,2,... N} such that |y — (zo + k)| < /B
and thus |y — zo| > h — ¢y/ and so

By,_.y5(z0) C IL (113)

Note that by using (I08) we know h > 1 — ¢85 and since |zo — 9| < 87 (recalling also that Q
is convex and so IT C ) there exists positive constant Cs such that

e ) C Q. (114)

We claim

QcB (115)

142C5 B3T3 ().
Suppose not, so there exists y € 9Q such that |y — 9| > 1+ 2Cs352. By inequality I we
know —ﬁ (1 — Cgﬁﬁ> + 19 C Q and as by convexity of €2, [y,ﬁ — é:g' (1 — Cgﬁﬁ” c
thus

_19 1 1
i ([no = 225 (1= cosetr) | ) 2 24 copet

|
which contradicts the fact diam(£2) = 2 hence (IIH) is established. Since the center of mass
of Qis 0, ie. [,dr = 0, by ([14), (II5) we have that [J] < ¢85z, Recall zy € Bﬂ%(ﬂ) =)

115 )
|zo — P(O)| < |P(0)| + |zo] < 1+ ¢f512 so putting this together with (III]) we have
u(wo) — u(P(6)) = u(w) > |zo — P(B)] — cB. (116)

Thus

/ \Vu(z)+ 602 dH 'z = / (|Vu(z)|2 +2Vu(z) - 0 + 1) dH'z
(20, P(8)] (20, P(8)]

oD )
< 2(1+ ) [xo — P(O)] + 2 (u(P(0)) — u(zo))
< B forany € U. (117)

Z—IQ
lz—ol

2 2
Now using the elementary fact that ‘Vu(z) + < ‘|Vu(z)|2 - 1‘ + 4, since xy € Gy

o ez
pes\w Jig, |z — @0

2
§4H1(Sl\\11)+/ / ‘|Vu(z)|2—1‘ dH'2dH"0
oest Jig

we have

2
dH'zdH'0

mgm 5v/. (118)
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And thus
z—xo |? z—xg |?
/ Vu(z) + o1 dz < c/ Vu(z) + O |z — x|t dz
Q |z — o] Q |z — zo]
2
< c/ / Vu(z) + — | dH'2dH0
oest J1g |z — ol
s am -,

< cf5z,

By Holder’s inequality this gives
z—xo |? ?
— 1
/ Vu(z) + 01 dz| <cpmm. (119)
Q |z — 2o

Note that as xo € Bﬂi (9) and (I3), ([I4) we established that |9| < ¢85 so |zo| < Bz,
Now for any z € Q\Bﬂﬁ (0)

z z — Xo 2|z —xo| — (2 — x0) |2]
lz| |z — 2o ||z — 2ol
|2l = wol = J2]) + wo ]
||z — 2o
< |lemml k], lnl
|z — xo] |z — 20|
< prm (120)
So
2\ 3
/i_ﬂ dz wm/ 2 2mm g ) T g,
allzl |z =0l O\B 1 lz| |z — 0
pT024

Putting this together with (I19) we have [@). O

4. PROOF OF COROLLARY

We begin by establishing the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let Q be a bounded convex domain with C? boundary and |QAB1(0)] < 8
there exists a sequence u¢ € C*(Q) such that u(z) =0, Vu(z) -1, = 1 for = € 0Q (where 1,
is the inward pointing unit normal to O at z) and for which

2
limsup/ 671‘1— |Vu5|2’ +€|V2UE‘2dZSCﬂ3%. (121)
e—0 (9]
4.0.1. Proof of Proposition [
Lemma 5. Suppose  is a conver and |QAB1(0)| = . Let ag = 0Q N 14 we have

llag| — 1| < ¢\/B and so 0Q C N, 5(0B1(0)). (122)

In addition there exists constant ¢ such that

Nay + 0] < cB7 for any 6 € S*. (123)
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Proof of Lemma.

Step 1. We will show B, (0) C €.
Proof of Step 1. Suppose not, so we can pick € 902N B% (0). Let 1, be an inward pointing

unit normal to 92 at z, by convexity of  we have Q C H(x,n,) and so B1(0)NH (z, —1,)NQ =0
which implies [By(0)\Q| > |B1(0) N H(z, —n,)| > & which contradicts that |[QAB;| < .

Step 2. ag € By ../5(0).

Proof of Step 2. Suppose not. Since € is convex we have conv ({ag} U B. (O)) C Q and

’conv (fa} U B, () \31(0)‘ > ¢f,

thus we have |Q\B1(0)| > ¢ which contradicts the fact that |QAB;(0)| = B.

Step 3. We will show ag & B;_,,/5(0).

Proof of Step 3. Suppose ap € B;_,,/5(0) this implies |B1(0)\H (ag, 14,)| > ¢f% and Q C
H(ag,7a,) so |B1(0)\Q| > ¢B% which gives a contradiction.

Proof of Lemma completed. Suppose ([[23) is false, since |ag — 6| < cy/B we have

| B1(O)\H (a9, ma, )| > cB7,

as before this implies | By (0)\Q| > ¢4% which is a contradiction. 0

Lemma 6. Let Q be convex and define u(x) = d(z,0Q) for any z € Q then function u is
concave.

Proof of Lemma. Let a,b € Q. Since § is convex conv (Bu(a)(a) U By (b)) c Q. Now
suppose there exists A € (0, 1) such that

u(Aa+ (1 =A)b) < du(a) + (1 = Nu(b)
then as this implies Byt (1-)p) (Aa + (1 —A)b) C int (conv (By(q)(a) U By (b)) we must
be able to find z € 9Q with 2 € 9Q N conv (By(q) (a) U By (b)) which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 7. Let > 0, suppose § is a convex set with |QAB1(0)| < . Let u(z) = d(z,090).
For any © € Q\B 54 (0) for which the approzimate derivative Vu exists

x
||
Proof. For any z € Q\Bﬁé (0) let b, € 09 be such that |b, — x| = u (z).
We begin by showing

‘Vu(;v) + ’ < cBis. (124)

|.»

by — —| < BT (125)

||

Recall from Lemma Bl a e = 00N ZF . Using (I2Z2) from Lemma [Bl and the fact (z —

ol

71 -
ag)fo—ag| =g
(1w3)
|x—b1|§‘x—a% < 1|z +cy/B. (126)
Hence
|z — by|® = |z|* — 22 - by + |ba mg 1— 2z + |z|* + eV/5. (127)
Therefor

@20
—2z-b, < 1-=2|z|+c/B—|ba]?

(DEZI) —2]z| + e/B.
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Thus 2|z| < 2z - by + ¢/B. Since |z| > 85 we have

1
1 —etc1—c Ty, (128)
lz| ~ |z
Hence
(128), (122
by — —| =[P +1-22-b, < B3
|| ||
which gives
L (120)
||

123
Let 6, = ‘gz‘ so using Lemma ‘sz + Ill;_ill = Nay, +0z| < ¢f3 and by (I22) this easily
implies

16, + ba| < B (130)
Now since Vu(z) = &:Z:‘ =y, and so
T T 129,050
Vu(:c)-i-m < |my, + ba| + m—bm < B

thus we have established (124)). O

Lemma 8. Let Q be a convex set and |QAB1(0)| < 8. Define u(z) = d(x,0), note that since
u is convex Vu is BV. Let V(Vu,-) denotes the total variation of the measure Vu. Firstly we
have

V(Vu, 2\B, 1 (0)) < 16m. (131)

For any ¢ € (0, 82], for any x € Q\ (N25(8Q) u B4ﬁ§ (0)) we have

V(Vu, B:(x)) < cBise. (132)
Proof. Let 7 € (0, 55) be some small number. For any € Q\ (N, (982) U B%B% (0)) =: I1,.
Let w.(2) = u* pr(x) and v™ = ‘ggh. Note from Lemma [1 for any « € II;
x x
Vw,(z) + —‘ = ‘/ (Vu(x —z)+ —> pr(2)dz
‘ || ||
T —z T —z x
< Vu(z—2)+ —) pr(a)| d+ [ |25 = L g ey
/‘( |z — 2| |z =z [a]
124 r—z oz 5
< ¢ sup |—— — —|+cB76
2€ B2~ (0) |I - Z| |$|
From this it is easy to conclude that
lwr — dist(-,0B1(0)))]| L= (n,) < ¢BT. (134)

Step 1. Let 79 > 0 be a very small number. We will show

i o7 = Va1, = 0. (135)
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Proof of Step 1. Now
/ 1= |V, ||dz = / 1Vu| = [V, || d

< / |Vu — Vw,|dz — 0 as 7 — 0. (136)
7,
Now from (I33) we have
1
|[Vw, (x)] > B for any x € I, 7 € (0, 79). (137)
So
1
|| Vo T| = V| Li,,) = [Vw, V| = 1) I,y
(@136, (@37
< 2|1 = |Vwr||lLr(,,) — 0 as 7 — 0. (138)

Since [|[Vw, — Vul[gir,,) — 0 as 7 — 0 putting this together with (I38) gives (L35).

Step 2. We will show that for any G CC Q\B %( )
V(Vu,G) <2 |d1v( u)| (G) (139)
and
|div(Vu)| (G) < lim inf/ |o] 1 + v 5| dz, (140)
T7—0 Iel ? ’

where |div(Vu)| denotes the total variation of measure div(Vu).
Proof of Step 2. We can find 79 > 0 such that G C I1,,. Now from [Am-De 03] Vu € SBV},,
so in particular div(Vu) is a signed measure defined by

/diV(Vu)¢dz = /¢,1U,1 + ¢ ou odz for all ¢ € C°(Q). (141)

So for ¢ € C°(2) we have

/diV(Vu)¢dz m:m lin})/¢,1vf+¢72v§dz
T—

= 113%/(“1,1 +v3 9)pdz.
Now given open set G C I1, if ¢ € C2°(G) then

‘ / div(Vu)gdz lim / (vi1 +v32)pdz
T— ’ ’

IN

16l /G o] 1 + v 5| dz.

So this in particular by Proposition 1.47 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] implies (I40).

Now since Vu € SBVi,(2) we know by Theorem 3.78 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] that there exists
a rectifiable set Jy, C Svyu (where Sy, denotes the set of approximate jump points of
Vu) with H" 1Sy, \Jyu) = 0 and DVu|Jy, = (Vut —Vu~) @ vH" 1| Jy, where v(z)
is the normal to the approximate tangent of the rectifiable set Jv, at point x. Following
[Am-Tu-Pa 00] Definition 3.67 we assume that the triple (Vu™*(x), Vu™ (z), v(z)) satisfies (3.69)
of [Am-Fu-Pa 00]. By Theorem 3.94 [Am-Fu-Pa 00] we have that (Vut(z) — Vu™ (z)) @ v(z)
is a rank-1 matrix for [DVu| a.e. z € Jy,. Now DVu is a matrix valued measure and in-
deed letting O;u ; denote the individual ‘component’ measures, just from the definition we
know that Qju; = Oju; so DVu is a symmetric matrix valued measure. Specifically by
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differentiation of measures (see Theorem 2.2 [Am-Fu-Pa 00]) M(z) := lim,_g %

exists for |[DVu| a.e. * and M(z) will be a symmetric 2 x 2 matrix. So for H" ! a..
x € Jyu, (VuT(z) — Vu~ (2)) ® v(x) is a symmetric rank-1 matrix, this is easily seen to imply
m—gg:g& = v(z). So (VuT(z) — Vu (2)) @ v(z) = |[Vut(z) — Vu (2)|v(z) @ v(z).
Thus we can decompose D(Vu) into absolutely continuous and singular parts we have

D(Vu)(S) = / D(Vu)dz +/ |Vu™ — Vu™ | v(z) @ v(z)dH' for any set S C IR". (142)
S SN

Obviously this is a matrix valued Radon measure and the signed Radon measure Aw is given
by the sum of diagonal elements of the matrix defined by ([42) and so is given by

Au(S) = / dive(Vu)dz + / ‘VuJF _ Vu_’ v-vdH"
s

SNJvu

/ dive(Vu)dz + / |Vu™ — Vu~|dH" for any S C R™.
S SNJvu

Now recall [Vu(z)| = 1 for a.e. x € Q2. So by Volpert chain rule (see Theorem 3.94 [Am-Fu-Pa 00])
we have that the function 2 — |Vu(z)|” is BV and the standard chain rule holds so

w11 (z)u1(z) + ui2(z)us(z) =0 and
wi2(z)u1(r) + uo2(z)uz(z) =0 for a.e. z € Q. (143)

Since u© 21 = u 12 we have
w1 waz) (w1 @@ (0 w1 waz) (—u2) @) —Up2
= and = (’U,711 + ’U,722) .
U21 U2/ \Us2 0 U2l U202 U1 R

Letting || - || denote the operator norm of a matrix, since <Zl —uuz) € O(2) thus
2 1

U1 U2 _ U1 U2 Ul —UuU?2
U21  U22 U21  U22 U2 U]

- 6 el

2 [u,11 + u 22|
|Do(Vu(z))| < 2|dive(Vu(z))| for a.e. z € Q.

IN

So

Thus

VuG) = [ DVt [ |vut - vur|d
G GNJdvu

< 2/ |diva(Vu)|dz+/ |Vu™ — Vu~|dH?
G GNJdvu
< 2]div(Vu)| (G),
thus establishing (I39).

Step 3. We will show that for any ¢ € (87,1 — 23%)

/ ) [v] 1 (2) 4+ v35(2)| dH'z < 27. (144)
wyr (t)



A QUANTITATIVE CHARACTERISATION OF FUNCTIONS WITH LOW AVILES GIGA 33

Proof of Step 3. We define the ‘angle’ function by

arccos (‘%) for z9 >0
A(z) = (145)
27 — arccos % for z9 < 0

Note that A is smooth expect at the half line {(x1,x2) : 22 = 0,21 > 0}. For z € II, we have
luT(2)|* = 1, so as before
T 2 T T T T
O1([v" (2)|7) = v (@)v] 1 () + v (w)vg 1 () = 0. (146)
Since u is the 1-Lipschitz,
||’w7— — u||Loo(HT) < 27', (147)

and so from this and (I34) we have that for any t € (87,1 — 2635 ), w>'(¢) C II, and hence by
@33) v™ is well defined along this level set. We also know that for any = € w-*(t) the tangent

T
to curve w1(¢) is given by < U??(S)) Note that w;t(t) is the boundary of a smooth convex
1

—v3 (24)
o] (2¢)

A <_”5(yt)> = (148)

o (ye)
Let @' : [0, H'(w'(t))) — w;'(t) denote the clockwise parameterization of w;!(t) by arc-

length with ®¢(0) = z;. So ®t(s) = (—vg(fbt(s))) Define ©; : [0, H'(w;1(t))) — R by

set so there exists a point z; € w;!(¢) such that A < ) = 0. There must also exist

y: € w(t) such that

| o1 (@(5))
O:(s) = A(P'(s)). Now pick s € (0, H (w7 '(t))), suppose v] (®(s)) > 0, then
O,(s) =  arccos (—v} (®(s) % (—v3 (2(s)))

(
= arccos (—vj (®'(s
(

)
) (—08 (@'(s)) D) — v (@'(5)) B(1))
= arccos (—v] (@%(s))) (v, (®'(s)) v ('(s)) — v3 4 (D'(s)) o] (@'(s)))
@ arccos (—v3 (®'(s))) (—v 1 (®'(s)) o] (®(s)) — v3 4 (R'(s)) v] (®(s)))
= —arccos (—vj (D'(s))) o] (®'(s)) (v, (D'(s)) + 054 (D'(s)))- (149)
Now for any w € (—1,1), arccos(w) = —(sin(arccos(w))) ™! so
O:l) = sin(arcfjsfv?)(ipt(s)))) (11 (1(9) + 2, (') (150)
—13 (21(s))) | _ and we supposed v] (®(s S0
Recall’( Iz(fbt(s)))’_l d pposed v] (®*(s)) > 0,
(@) = 105 @)
= /1= (cos (arccos (—vf (1(s)))))*
= sin (arccos (—v3 (9'(s)))) - (151)
Thus from (I50)

Oy(s) = (v] 1 (®@(s)) + v34 (D'(s))) for any s € (0, H' (w;*(t))) with v (®°(s)) > 0. (152)
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Suppose we have s € (0, H'(w;1(t))) with v (®(s)) < 0, then in the same way as (I51) we
have

o] (P'(s)) = —\/1 — (cos (arccos (—v] (®t(s)))))?> = —sin (arccos (—vg (@%(s)))).  (153)
And since v] (9*(s)) < 0, by definition of A (see (I4H)) arguing as in (I50) we have

. 5 _ _’UI ((I)t(S)) o7 t s oT + s
Ou(s) sin (arccos (—v3 (P*(s)))) ( L1 ((I) ( )) + U0 ((I) ( )))

@) vl 1 (P4(s)) + v, ('(s)) for s € (0, H' (w; () with o] (®(s)) < 0.

Without loss of generality we can assume |{s € [0, H'(w;'(t))] : o] (®'(s)) =0}| = 0. Thus

T

by continuity of ©;(-), v (®(-)) and v ,(®!(-)) we have

O4(s) =], (P(s)) + vl (®'(s)) for s € [0, H (w; (1)) . (154)
Now since u is concave, w, is concave and so the set w; 1([t,00)) is a convex set, hence
v1 g (‘bt(s)) + 039 (‘bt(s)) = @t(s) >0 for any s € [O, H! (w;l(t))) . (155)
Hence
H'(w7'(1)
/ [v]1(2) + 03 5(2)|dH 2 = / O4(s)ds < 2. (156)
wit@) ’ 0

Step 4. Let x € TI;\ N2 (9€2) and define
t1=inf{s € R:w;"(s)NB.(z) # 0} and t; =sup{s € R:w; " (s) N B(z) #0}. (157)

Recall y; € w-1(t) was chosen so that (I48) holds true, let m; := (®*)~!(y;). We have for
any t € (tl, tz)
sup {[O4(s1) — O¢(s2)] : 51,82 € (@)™ (wr'(t) N Be(z)) N[0, ]} < B (158)
and
sup {|0¢(s1) — Oy(s2)| : 51,82 € (@)™ (wr'(t) N Be(z)) N [m, H (wy'(2))) } < cBs. (159)
Proof of Step 4. Let s1,s2 € [0, m] such that ®'(s1), ®*(s2) € Be(), since ®* is parameteri-
zation of wt(t) by arclength ®(s) is the unit tangent to w;1(t) at ®!(s). Thus
Vuw, (9'(s:)) ) X .
R(— = P’(s;) for i =1,2.
[Vw, (9(s:))]

1 1
However by Lemma [7] (recalling the fact that |®%(s;)| > 222 and |®!(s2)| > 3€8 in order to

2
apply the lemma)

|Vw, (9'(s1)) — Vw, (9'(s2))| = ’/ (Vu (9" (s1) — 2) — Vu (D' (s2) — 2)) pr(2)dz
124 Dl(s1) —z  P'(s2) — 2 2
< c/BT(O) D (s1) = 2] [®(s5) — 2] pr(2)dz + cfB7s.

(160)

1
Note z € B;(0) C B _; (0) so as [(s1)] > 3% we have |®'(s1) — z| > |®¥(s1)| — |2] > B5.

20
Recall the elementary inequality inequality

? Y

B | < 2|z —y| for any z,y with |z| > 1,]y| > 1. (161)
z Y
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So in particular we have

bl(s1) — 2 Dt(s5) — 2
|®t(s1) — z| |Dt(s2) — 2|

‘ < Bi‘ @ (s1) — @ (s2)| < 28%. (162)

Thus with ([I60) this gives

[Vaw, ((s1)) — Vw, (94(s2))| < efs. (163)
As a consequence of ([I33) we know
[|[Vw(x)] — 1] < ¢B7 for any z € 11, (164)
. . (I63) w, (Bt(s; .
P(s1) — @(52)‘ < ‘R (%) - R (Vuw, (® (51)))‘
V’LUT ‘I)t S92 t 3
|2 (oo ) - R ()| et
< s, (165)

Now as s1, 59 € [0, 7], since w ! (t) is the boundary of a convex set so we know ®*(s;), dt(sq) €
{v eSl:iv-eg < O}. Now as A is Lipschitz on {v eSl:iv-ey < 0},
1(s1) = Oulsz)| = | A (#(s1)) = A (¥ (s2))] 1D g4 (166)
and so (I5]) is established. Inequality (I59) follows in exactly the same way.
Step 5. We will show
V(Vu, B:(z)) < ceB16 for all z € O\ (Ngg(aﬂ) U B4ﬂ% (O)) (167)

Proof of Step 5. Let x € Q\ (N25(6Q) U B4ﬁi (O)) Let t € (t1,t2). The most non-trivial

case is where
{s€0,m]: ®(s) (2)} #0 and {s € [m, H (w;'(t))] : ®'(s) (z)} #0.

When either of these sets is empty the proof follow in a very similar way.
Let st =inf {s € [0, 7] : ®*(s) € Be(x)}, sb =sup{s € [0, 7] : P!(s) € B(z)}. So [s!,sh] =
{s €10, m] : ®'(s) € B:(z)}. Now

[ P e B[ oo

< cpis. (168)

In the same way of we let
ri =inf {s € [m, H' (w7 '(t))] : ®'(s) € Bo(x)} ,rh =sup {s € [m¢, H' (w;'(t))] : ®'(s) € B=(x)}
then

o7 1 (@ () + 03 o0 (s))| ds < e, (169)
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Thus

/B ) 5] [V o)

to
/ / "Ull z) + vy 5(2 )’dledt
0]

/2/ o] 0] 1 (@1 (s)) + 0] 1(2(s))| dsdt

1
S |t1—152|516

By using ([I33) and recalling the definition (I57) of Step 2 we must have [t; — 2] < ce. Also
from (I33) we know |Vw,(z)| > 1 —¢Bis for all z € B.(x), so putting these things together we
have

/ o1 (2) + 05 0(2) 2 < ez for allw € \ (Noe(@Q) U B, 4 (0))  (170)
B.(z)

So for any z € Q\ (Nza(aQ) UB, 1 (O)) we know Be(z) C Il= so by Step 2

139
V(Vu,B:(z)) < 2|div(Vu)| (B:(x))

@@y
< 2 1lim 1nf/ |UI,1 + v§)2| dz
B.(x)

T—0
3
S cgﬁ 16,

and so we have established (IG7).
Proof of Lemma completed. Note that by (I34) and (I41) we have

Mo \B, 3 (0) € w; ([s7.1 - 281 ])
by using the Co-area formula

1
1-283%
/ yu{1+ug2]|vw|dzg/ / 0] | + 03 5| dH " zds < 4.
Mie-\B %(0) , , 8T wrt(s) ’ ’
38

Thus using (I33)

/ o] 1 + 35| dz < 8. (171)
M- \B_1(0)

By Step 2 this implies V(Vu, Hw"\Bsﬁ% (0)) < 167 and as 7 is arbitrary V(Vu, Q\Bgﬁs (0)) <
16r. O

Lemma 9. Let Q be a convex domain and |QAB;1(0)| < 8.
Let u(x) = d(z,09Q) and n(x) = 1 — 883 + |z|. Define I' := {z : u(z) = n(z)}, we will show
T is the boundary of a convex set with H*(I') < ¢332,

ICN 2(0B, 4(0) (172)

and for any ¢ € (0, B76]
| Noe(D)| < c3o2. (173)
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Proof of Lemma.

Step 1. We will show IT := {x € Q : n(z) < u(z)} is convex.

Proof of Step 1. Take a,b € II and pick A € [0,1]. Since u is concave u(Aa + (1 — A)b) >
Au(a) + (1 — Mu(db) and since 7 is convex n(Aa + (1 — A)b) < An(a) + (1 — M\)n(b). Hence as
a,b eI, u(ha+ (1 — N)b) > n(Aa + (1 — A\)b). Thus [a,b] C II and thus the set II is convex.

Step 2. We will establish (I72]).
Proof of Step 2. Let x € I" and let b, € 9§ be such that |z — b,| = u(x). So

1—86% + || = b, — ). (174)
And thus 1 — 8332 + |z| > |bs| — |2/, so using ([22)
22| > [ba| — 14885 > 883 —c\/B. (175)
Also from ([I74)) we have
, (122
2| = by — 2 — (1—88%) < 88% +/B. (176)
Now using Lemma [ since Vu(z) = Ii:b S0
T by ‘b—:z: m+x—bm+x
[ [b] - lbe =z [be|| |z —ba|  [a]
are. @
< cf (177)
w b T b z | 3
— L T l=27 | 2 | < s, (178)
‘ [bz| || lba| ||
Again by Lemma [7 we have
T r — b, T
by — —bg) < — byl |t
by — x|+ (z — bx) Ei |7 — be| =0 Tl
x
<  2\Vu(z)+—
‘ |z
o,
< ¢fTs (179)
and thus
(£ by
2x-£—8ﬁ% < —8B 41— = i—l—Qw-i—i—cﬁ%
|| [bz| ] |z
by 3
= [ross - (g o)yt
by :
L I T LS A
bz ||
a2 :
< |bw—;v|+(x—bw)-|x—|‘+cﬁl%
x
o,
< cB16

hence ‘2 |z| — 8832 | < ¢f16 for any x € T, so (IT2) is established.

Since ([72) implies the diameter of II is bounded by ¢332 and since II is a convex set it
follows immediately that H!(T') < ¢(7%.
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Now the set I' equipped with the Euclidean norm is a boundly compact metric space. So by
applying the 5r Covering Theorem (Theorem 2.1 [Ma 95]) we can find a disjoint collection of
balls Boc(21), Bae (22), . .. Boc(xp) with 1, 22,...2p € T such that I' C | JI—, Bioe(2;). This
implies Noc(T) C U7, Bao:(z;). Since HY(T') < ¢ so M < ce~ 452 and thus |Noo(T)| <
cef3# which establishes (I73). O

Lemma 10. Let Q be a convex set. Let § = |QAB1(0)|. Let
w(z) := min {d(z, 09),1 — 835 + |z|} .
We will show Vw € SBV(Q: S') and
/ |Vw+ —Vw_|3dHl < B, (180)
JvwNQ
Proof. By Lemma B we know Vu € BV(Q\B?,B% (0)) and V(VU,Q\B3ﬂ% (0)) < 8w. This
implies

/ |Vut — Vu~|dH' < 8. (181)
(B, 1 (0)NSv.
3

1
8

|.»

Now by Lemma [7] (I24)) for any x € (Q\BBB% (0)) N Sy, we have [Vu™(z) — Vu™ (z)| < ¢B7s.
So

ol

/ |Vut —vu [PdH' < B / |Vut — Vo~ |dH?
(OB 1(0))NSvu (Q\B 1 (0))NSvu
388 388
(181D
< B, (182)

As in Lemma [0 let IT := {3: cu(z) < 1—8B% + |3:|} and I' := OII. Since II is convex it is

also a set of finite perimeter. Let 5(z) = 1 — 8332 + |z], it is clear w(z) = Ln(z) + To\ru(z).
By Theorem 3.83 [Am-Fu-Pa 00], Vw € BV (2 : S'). We know by Lemma @, H'(I') < ¢3%.
Now for any z € T, since Vw™ (z), Vw™ (z) € S, [VwT(z) — Vw™ (z)| < 2. So

/ Vut — Vo [PdH' = / |Vw+—Vw_|3dH1+/ Vw™ — Vo~ | dH
Jvw vaﬂ(Q\H)

JvwNII

< B3 +8HYT)

< CB%. O

4.1. Proof of Proposition [Il completed. By Lemma [[0 we know that w € BV (€2, S!) we
can apply Theorem 1 of [Co-De 07] or Corollary 1.1 [Po 07] to find a sequence u¢ that satisfies
u(z) = 0 and Vuc(z) -n, =1 for z € 9Q (where 7, is the inward pointing unit normal to 0
at z) such that
2
limsup/ 671‘1—|Vu€|2‘ +€‘V2’U/€’2d2 < / ‘Vw‘L—Vw*‘sdHl
Q

e—0 TN
3
< cf32. O

4.2. Proof of Corollary 2 Let § = inf,cq|Q2AB1(a)]. Without loss of generality we can
assume |QAB1(0)] < 28. So by Proposition [l we can find ¢y € (0,1) such that for € € (0, ),
any minimiser u¢ of I, defined on €2 satisfies

—1 522 2 €12 3
e }1—|vu|’ +e|V2u* dz < B (183)
Q
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So we can apply Theorem [I] to conclude that
2

/Q Vu(z) + % dz < 7 (184)
Applying Lemma [7] we have

/ |Vus — V(|2 < 7o, (185)

NE 1 (0)

Now

/ Vus —V([Pdz < / |Vus|* + 2 |Vus| + 1dz
B 1(0) B 1(0)

B8 B8
< / (‘1—|Vu€|2‘+c) dz
B 1(0)
B8
< cpm

together with (I83) this gives [lu — ([lw1.2(q) < cBwiez. O
5. PROOF OF COROLLARY [

In this section we will show that given a convex domain  with C2? boundary with curvature
bounded above by €~ and that satisfies |B1(0)AQ| < 8 we will construct a function u with

I(u)<p %, this is the contents of Proposition 2] below. The proof of Corollary [l will follows
easily from this.

Proposition 2. Let Q be a convex body with C? boundary and with curvature bounded above by
1

e 2 and |QAB;(0)] < 8. Let € € (0, BTé], there exists a function C? function & : Q — R which
satisfies VE(z) - n, = 1 (where 1, is the inward pointing unit normal to 9Q at z), £(z) =0 for
z € 092 and for which

2|2 2 3
/6*1‘1—|V§| ‘ +e| V22 dz < cB. (186)
Q

5.1. Proof of Proposition 2l We begin with a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 11. Let ¢ : IRy — R4 be a continuous function. Let p denote the standard convolution
kernel, i.e. [ p=1 and Sptp C B3 (0) and define pp(z) := h=2p(h=12).
Suppose f: IR™ = IR be an affine function, let g(x) = f * pyz)(z) then

g(z)=f(x) forallz € R". (187)
Proof of Lemma. Let n =V f. As f is affine f(z —y) = f(x) —n-y

o(z) = / F(& — 1) (@) 2 p(d(x) " Ly)dy

- / (@) — 1~ 9)(6(x))~2p((x) y)dy
= f(z). O (188)

Lemma 12. Let € > 0, suppose € is a conver body with C? boundary and with curvature
bounded above by e~ 2. Let u(z) = d(z,09). Let p be the standard convolution kernel and
pe(2) = p (%) e 2. We will construct a function ¢ : 2N N5 (8Q) — R with 1) = 0 on 9Q which
satisfies the following properties

2
/ ‘1 - |w)|2‘ dz < cé, (189)
QNN (89)
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/ (V2| dz < e, (190)
QNNs. (99)
¥(z) = [ux* pe] (2) for any z € Q\ N (09Q) (191)
and
Vi(z) =n, for each z € 05 (192)

Proof. Let w: R4 — IRy be a smooth monotonic function with the following properties

w(z)—{z forze[O,%) (193)

e forz>¢

and sup || < ce7 L.

For any = € Q N Ng(09) define
¢(z) = wlu(x)). (194)
We will convolve the function u with convolution kernel py(,)(2) := p (ﬁ) / (¢(x))>. Since
the convulsion kernel varies with z, when we differentiate u* py,), the derivative will involve a
term with the derivative of pg(,. For this reason we need to calculate various partial derivatives
of Po(a)-
Since the curvature of A is bounded above by ¢z, for any x € QN Ng.(89) we have that

there is one unique b,, € 99 such that |z — b,| = u(z). We define ¢, = ‘i:—zZ', let R = <(1) _01)

and define w, = Rg,.
Note ¢, = m,, i.e. the inward pointing unit normal to 92 at b,. Note also that for all small
enough h, by = byyne, s0 u(z + hsy) = h+ u(z). Thus

) = tim A HIS) =)
(@) )~ w(u()
h—0 h

Note also that since |Vu(z)| =1 and u ¢, (z) = limp,—0

u(erhc}zL)fu(z) —1so
s, (2) = lim AE T Pe) ~ @)

h—0 h =0

Thus
¢ w, (@) = w(u(z))uy,, (x) = 0. (195)
So

(o5}
Flo
—
X
=
K
~
S—
S—
Il
(o5}
&l
N\
A
7N\
=
S 0
S—
~~_
—
=
8
S~—
S~—
(V]
~~_

—Vp < 2 )0 (xi —2 (L> b (7) (196)

and
s (Po()(2)) = 0. (197)

Define
¥(z) = { ({u(x — 2)pg(a)(2)dz  for x € Q ' (198)
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Now
vale) B [ui - e
— ol — > Z s ¢, () _Z ¢, () >
K )<Vp<¢@») G v (5t7) G o= (o9
In the same way it is easy to see ¢, (#) = [u u, (2 — 2)pg(2)(2)dz and so
Vo) = /w%%@—@%m@M%ﬁ/w%@—@é%@WM@MA (200)
And
Y wrw, (T) = /u,wzwz (x — z)p¢(m)(z)dz. (201)
Finally
V@) = [ = 2000 (2) + 20, (5= 22 (po(2) d
2
-I—/u(a: - y)a(z—gz (pd,(m)(z)) dz (202)

each term will be estimated later in Step 4.

Step 1. We will show

|V2u(z)| < ce™ 3 for any x € Nf (0R). (203)

Proof of Step 1. Let b, € 00 be such that dist(z, Q) = |z — b,|. We start by showing
[Vu(z) — Vu(y)| < ce 3 |z —y| for any z € N% (09),y € Be (). (204)
Now recall | b = Ty ‘m b I . We have two cases to consider. Firstly the case that

= Mo,
(bz + Rymp,) N (b +Rym,) = Q) In this case since €2 is convex this implies 7, = 7,. Thus
—b,

zmwmwvmm—Mz| — |, — o
Now suppose we have the case that 7= (by + Rymy,) N (by + Rymp,) # 0. Then let
by — by —
6 = arccos ( 4 < ) . (205)
by =yl [bs — =]

Since the curvature of 92 is bounded by €~ 2 we know that 7= ¢ N /e(09). Consider the triangle
whose corners are x,y, 7, which we denote by T'(x,y, 7). The angle at corner 7 is §. Now since

-yl <& lo—al >, ly—n| > Soas |lz— 7| - |y— || < |z —y| < & Thus
2

36 = =
Thus by the law of cosines

z—nl=ly—7lf* = 2le = nlly - 7l o = 7> = |y - =I*

2le —7lly—nlcosd = |o—n|*+|y -7l —|x—yf*
2

> o —nf +ly -’ - o
2

> 2o—nlly—nl- 52

Which implies cosf > 1 — ce and so |0] < ¢v/e.

Let § := [by, 7] N OBjy_r (), since 0] < cy/€ we have |z —j| < 13 |v —y|. Consider the
triangle T'(x, 3, 7). Note the angle of this triangle at 7 is 6 and denoting the angle at by ¥
we have 1 ~ 5.
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Then by the law of sins,

lz =9l _[g—nl_ |5 >¥.

sin @ sinyy — 2
So 4'3”—\23' > sin @ which gives 6] < C‘m—\;;' < C‘z—ﬁy‘ So as Vu(z) = I;C:Zzl and Vu(y) = \5:23\’
(recalling the definition of ¢ from [205)) |Vu(x) — Vu(y)| < carccos (Vu() - Vu(y)) < 424,

So (204]) is established. Thus letting y — = we have that ’V2u(x)‘ < ce 7 and this completes
the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. For any € N16.(0Q) N Q we have
sup {|Vu(z) — G| : 2 € Bigu@) (z) NQ} < ce_%u(:v). (206)
Proof of Step 2. Since 0f) has curvature less than ez for any x1,xrs € 010, [171, x1 + E%le} N

[$27$2 + E%nmz] = (). So for any 1,23 € BBQu(z)(‘T) N o9, |77;E1 - 7712' < e zH! (B32u(z)(x) n
09). Note as QN Byay () (@) is convex and 90 N Bsoy () (2) C O(Q N Baaya (x)) so H(9Q N
B3y (z)(2)) < cu(x). Hence |1y, — Nz, | < ce 2u(z) < ¢y/e so it is clear that

ZeanBSQu(z) (I)

For any z € Bigy(z)(z) N Q we have Vu(z) = é:bj = np, where b, is such that |z —b,| =
d(z,08). So for any 21,22 € Bigu(z)(x) N Q by @017) we have that b.,,b., € 0Q N Bsay(q) (),

so |[Vu(z1) — Vu(z)| = |77bz1 =M., | < ce zu(x).

Step 3. For any = € Ng.(952) N Q we have

IV ()] — 1] < eve. (208)
And
lim Vi(y) = 7. (209)
Proof of Step 3. From (I99) we have
%, (@) — 1]
B
<|[nata=2-10 (555 o) ez
c

. (210)

+/ _u@(;(;;;@% . (Vp (aﬁér)) Fohk (W)) *

Now for any z € Sptpyy) we have that Vu(z — 2) = u, (z — 2)s + v, (z — 2)w, now
since Sptpg(s) C Bog(a)(0) C Bay(z)(0) so for any z € Sptpy(,) by ([206) from Step 2 we have
|Vu(z — 2) — 6| < ce 2u(z) and thus

lue (x—2)—1] < ce_%u(:zr) for any z € Sptpg(a) (211)
so (noting u(z) < cp(z) for any x € Ng.(92) N Q)
B < cu(x)efé < cqﬁ(:ﬂ)e*%. (212)
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Also defining w = wa () VU

][ (Vu(z) — ) dz
By(a)()

So by Poincare’s inequality there exists affine function l,, with VI, = w

lw— | = < e rg(a). (213)

][ lu(2) — Ly (2)| d= < co (;C)][ [Vu(z) — w|dz
By (a) () By () ()

< co (x Vu(z) —¢|ldz +clw— ¢,
< ¢<><]{2¢(z)(1)| (=) - ol d +c| <|>
(206), 213) ;

< o) (214)

Now using (2I3]), again for the appropriate choice of affine function I, with Vi, = ¢, we
have by Poincare’s inequality

2m
][ I, <z>—lw<z>|dzsc¢<x>][ w—calds = e} (6 ()’
By (a) () By ()

with ([2I4) gives
]l e, (2) — u(z)|dz < ceH (6 (). (215)
By (z)(x)

Let g be defined by g(y) = I, * ps(y)(y), note by Lemma [T we have Vg(y) = ¢, for any y € Q
and hence g, () =1 and as

1) = [o(55) @) e
- R @ (% (5) =0 +20 (55 ) o
a0 ) i )

Thus
A AR IEER) P
So
c o= [T _<;)<;>;(x_2)| 0. (9 (57 ) =00 20 (555) )|
< o [ INCRCITE
dZSEb ce 2 ¢(). (217)

Since x € Ng(992) N Q we know ¢(z) < ce applying 217) and 212) to (2I0) gives

Ve, (2) — 1] < e3¢ (z) < cv/e (218)
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Now using that u ,_ (x) = 0 we have that

\ [ .o = Do)z

< [l = 2) = w0 ooy ()

%, (@)

IN

203) ,
< e hola) [ oz
< cergla). (219)

Thus |Vi)(z) — ;| < cy/e and ([208) follows easily. Also for (2I]), 2I9) we know |V (z) — np, | <
ce 2 ¢(z) and Z09) follows. This completes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4. We will show
|V2(z)| < ce™? for any x € Ny (09) N Q. (220)
Proof Step 4. We will estimate the terms in ([202)) one by one. First note

[0 =92 (o) 8=

= [ <Z o (5% )%_2,,(“@)&(())))(1

- Juteo (S5 () S - S () o (55
+2 il”’m<¢<zx>)2m(f$fg>)5)2_2”<¢><Zw>)a“((ﬁf&(;l’))dz

Note )
a§1< C(I ) ¢§§z(3)
(¢ (2))° (¢ (2))
and
L bee (@ (x)
s, .
(Fe) = @) 22
So

[ e =) (o)
oo () oo
+<_Gi;m<§;>(?+ " (ar(>x>5) )V”<¢Zx>>'2
: (6(55?;;2‘)2 2?¢§<;>§?>”<¢fw>)>dz' (222)

From Step 2 ([2I5) we know the existence of an affine function I, with VI, = ¢, with
mer (@) lu—I,|dz < ce2p(x). Let g(x) := I, * Po(z) () so by Lemma [Tl we know g, (z) =
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0. By following through the same calculation that gave [222)) we have

- frea () <o) S
)4

_¢1§z§x($) 6((25,(2(33) v
+< W) | (e@)y ) \e@

6(0., ()2 200 () - )
+< @@ 6@) )p(mx)))d B

Note for z € Ng.(9Q) N Q, |pc. (z)| < cand |¢, . (z)] < ce™? < e(d(z))™t. So applying
@23) to @22)

}/ :C—Z P¢(m) ))
§/|u(w—2)—l<m($—2)|

6(¢

z

-z

(v (5t) =22) T
(sl sl o, (2

x))? e
" (6(:2:&())? e >§ )> (5

ua—2) I (o 2)
sl = (192l + 19 + o)

dz

e 6 (@)
<c u(z) =l (2 z)) tdz
/sz)| (2) — 1o, (2)] (6 ()
@gm ce 3. (224)

Define h(x) := [ py(s)(2)dz, so note that h =1 and so aah ()= [ % (Po(x)(2)) dz = 0. So

Finally we estimate the first term from (202])

203

‘ / Uy, (T = 2)py(a)(2)dz < e 7. (226)

/P¢(m)(z)d2

Putting [224), 225) and ([220) together and applying this to ([202]) we have

[V c.c. (z)] < ce™ % for any € Ngc(02) N €. (227)

< ||V2u||L°°(B4p¢(m)(m))
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Now by ([200) for any = € Ng.(9Q) N,

Y@ < [[Vule - D) sz + [

0
U, (2 = 2) 5= (P () 2

06, 203 . ) o)
< ce ? —I—ce§/ = (Pp(2)(2))] dz
06y
(196) s
< ce 2. (228)

And by (@0I)

o (@) < }/w%%w—w%m@mZ

< et (229)

Putting 227), 228)), 229) together establishes (220).
Proof of Lemma completed. From Step 2, [208), for any = € Ng.(9€2) N we have

) 2
IVo@I* - 1] < e
so (IR9) follows. In the same way from Step 4 (220), (T90) follows.
Since for any & € Q\Ng(0Q) we know u(x) > € and so ¢(x) = w(u(x)) = € and thus

Po)(2) = p (£) e and there for ¢(x) = [u(x — z)pe(z)dz. Thus ([T is established. Finally
by 209), (I92) follows. O

Lemma 13. Let Q be a convex domain and |QAB1(0)| < 8. Let u(x) = d(x,09) and fore >0
define ue :== u* p.. For any a € Q\ Ny (09) we have

||Vue(z)] — 1| < e 'V(Vu, Bac(a)) for any x € Ba(a). (230)

Proof. Firstly recall that since u is concave and hence Vu is BV. Let w = fB4s (@) Vu. By
Poincare’s inequality (see Remark 3.45 [Am-Fu-Pa 00])

/ |Vu —w|dz < ceV (Vu, Bse(a)) . (231)
B45(a)
Now

r16e2[1— || = / 1= ||| dz
Byc(a)

[ 1wl ulld:
B45 (a)

23Dy
< eV (Vu, By(a)).

Thus |1 — |w|| < cw and so there must exists v € S1 such that [v —w| < |1 — |w||
hence putting this together with (231 we have

][ |[Vu —v|dz SCM. (232)
Bac(a) €
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Hence for any w € Ba.(a)

Vue(w) —v| = \ [ ) =) petw - 23

ce ™2

IN

/ (Vu(z) —v) ple (2 — w))dz

< ee? / [Vu(z) —v|dz
ng(w)

d?EZb YV (Vu, Bic(a))

- (233)

This completes the proof of Lemma ]

Lemma 14. Let Q be a convexr domain and |QAB1(0)] < 5. Let u(zx) = d(z,0Q) and define
1

ue = u* pe. Define A := Q\ (NSE(aQ) U B4/3% (O)), we will show that for any e € (0, 572]

2
/5‘1‘1—|Vu5|2‘ +€]V2u€‘2dz§cﬁ%. (234)
A

Proof of Lemma. By the 5r Covering Theorem ([Ma 95], Theorem 2.1) them we can find

a finite collection of balls J := {B%s (x;):i=1,2,... m} that are piecewise disjoint and A C
U?ll Bae(i).

Note that for any i = 1,2,...n since the set of ball in J are pairwise disjoint, for some
constant C there are at most Cy balls from the set { Bsc(x) : k = 1,...m} intersecting Bse(z;).
Thus || Zyil ]1355(11') ||Loo(Q) < Ol and this obviously implies || 2211 ]1325(%.) ||Loo(Q) < Ol.

For z,y € R? let 2 @y := (3L¥' ¥1¥2). Now given a € A if € Bo.(a), let w = fBE(w) Vu

|V2u€(:v) |

/Vu(z) ® Vpe(x — z)dz

'/(Vu(z) —w)®Vp (“’ - Z> e=3dz

-3 / (Vu — w)dz
BQE(I)

ce
@) ce 2V (Vu, By-(a)). (235)

IN

IN

So
V2| d: < c/ V2u.|* dz
~/A‘ : ; stm)‘ .
< e EIVuliomy o))
i=1
235) U
< e (Y (V(Vu, Bic(:))’
i=1
@32 o
< cpise! ZV(VU,BALE(%))
i=1
S cﬂ%ﬁg*lV(VU,A)
(130
< 057161_36. (236)
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Now

25("Ei)

2 m
[f-werfe < o[ - wue
A = /B

(132, 230 3
< > e | [1 = Ve || Lo (s @)
i=1
@30 i 5
<> B HV(Vu Buar)
i=1
< ceBi6 V(Vu, Q\Bwé (0))
(IR31) a3
< cfBise. (237)

Putting [237) together with ([238]) establishes (234). O
Lemma 15. Let n(z) = |z|, € > 0 and define n.(x) := [ n(z)p:(x — 2)dz. Then

2
/ ‘1 — |V775|2‘ dz < clog(e~1)e? (238)
B1(0)

and

/ V2. |* dz < clog(e ™). (239)
B1(0)

Proof of Lemma. Note for x & Bs.(0), z € B:(x)

2| = |2 []
zlo| —alaf| | |z]z] — x|z
|2l || |2 ||
ce
24
=< (240)
So for & & By (0)
x x z
Vne(z) — — = '/p T—z (———)dz
i) - NG T
240
< CE (241)

|z — &’

Since [ 137 ® Vpe(z — z)dz = 0, for any @ ¢ Bu(0)

V2n. ()

‘/ Ve (2) ® Vpe(z — 2)dz

= Vie(2) — 1 ) © Vpe(a — 2)dz
‘/ ( |z|>

3

= /Vps(a: — 2)dz

W(%‘ﬁ) © Vool — 2)d>

(242)
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1 1 2
/ |V2775(113)|2d113 @) c// ( )dledT
B1(0)\ B4 (0) 4e J OB}, (0) |z| — e
1
1

c/ —dr

e T

clog(e™) (243)
which establish. Now as [Vne(z)| < ¢ and |V2ne(z)| < ce™! for any @ € By_(0) so

/ ‘V2775|2 dz < ce.
B4e(0)

Thus putting this together with ([243)) establishes (239]).

Hence

IN

IN

62

2
Note [|Vn.(z)] — 1]* < ‘Vna(x) — Tl S ¢qe—oz so arguing in the same way as in (243)

we have (238). O

5.2. Proof of Proposition 2. Let u(xz) = d(z,9Q), let w : Ry — IRy be the smooth mono-
tonic function from the proof of Lemmal[I2 so w satisfies (I93)) and sup [@| < ce~! as in Lemma
for x € N.(92) N £ define

¢(x) = w(u(z)). (244)
Let
v(x) := min {u(x), 1—883% + |x|} . (245)
and define
) = [ vl = Do () (216)

Let I := {x cu(z) > 1—85% + |33|}, and define Ao = Q\(Ng.(9Q) U N.(II)), note that

&(z) = ue(x) for any x € Ao.

Recall from ([I98)) the function ¢ defined in Lemma 2 Note that for any x € Ng.(9) N Q
function ¢ we defined by ([244) is identical to ¢ defined by ([94) in Lemma [I21 Hence as u = v
in Nge(99) N Q we have &(z) = ¢(z) for any = € N5, (9Q) N Q thus

-1 2 2 2 .12 (M%MD
e ‘1—|V§| ‘ +e|V2)de < ce
N (69)N9Q

2
Since 1) = uc in Ag, from (234]) we have on et ‘1 - |V§|2‘ +e |V2§|2 dz < ¢fis and so putting
this two inequalities together we have

2
/ ! ‘1— |vg|2‘ +e|v2g\2dx§cﬂ% (247)
Q\N.(II)

Now as for any z € II\N(II), w(z) = 1 — 883 + |z| and so uc(z) = n(x) + (1 — 8332)
where 7(z) = |z| and ne = n* p.. So V&(x) = Vne(x) and V2¢(z) = V2 (x) thus applying
Lemma [I5] we have

2 238,239
/ e ’1 — |V§|2’ +e }V2§}2 dx < celog(e™ ). (248)
T\ N. (9TT)

Since w is Lipschitz, so & is Lipschitz and so from (73] we have

2
/ el ‘1 - |V§|2‘ dz < cf. (249)
N.(om)
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/Vv(z) Vp <$ — Z) dz

/ e|Vi%[Pde < ce ' |N(OT)]
N (o11)

And note for any x € Q\N.(99Q)

|V2§(aj)‘ =3 <ce?

SO

o,
< efEE. (250)
Putting these inequalities together we have
2
/ 6—1‘1—|V§|2’ +e\v2§|2dx§cﬁ%. (251)
N (o11)

Now inequalities (247), (248) and (25I)) give us that ¢ satisfies (IS6). And since &(z) = ¢ (x)
on N(0Q) N Q from ([I92) satisfies V&(x) - 1, = 1 for any = € 9S2. This completes the proof of
Proposition 2l O

5.3. Proof Corollary [l Let o = infycq |[QAB1(y)|. Let 8 = 4(a + €), note that since we
can assume without loss of generality that o + ¢ < % so f < 1 which gives g < B% and so
1

e < BTZ. Now we can also assume without loss of generality that [QAB;(0)] < 8. So we can
apply Proposition [2l which gives us the existence of £ € A(Q) such that(I86) hold true. Hence
we have that inf, ) le(u) < ¢B32. Let v € A(Q) be the minimiser of I. and since v satisfies

2 2 -1 2|? 2,12 2

‘1—|VU|‘|VU}dz§ € }1—|Vv|‘ + €|V dz < ¢332

Q Q

1
and as € € (0, 22)

1
2|? 19
‘1 — |V ‘ dz < 5. (252)
Q
So we have that (), (8) are satisfied and hence by Theorem
2
/ Vou(z) + = dz < B0
Q |2]

Applying Lemma [7] we have fQ\B L (0) |Vo — V¢|* < ¢fwisz. So arguing is the same way as the
B8
proof of Corollary 2 we have [[v — (|lyw1.2(q) < cBwicz < ce+ a)mez. O
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