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Abstract

In part II we construct the lower bound, in the spirit of I'-lim for some general classes of singular

perturbation problems, with or without the prescribed differential constraint, taking the form

E.(v) := / 1F(E"V"v7 ...,EVv,v)dx for v:Q cRY — R* such that A-Vv =0,
Q

€
where the function FF > 0 and A : R**NY — R™ is a prescribed linear operator (for example, A := 0,
A - Vv := curlv and A - Vv = divv). Furthermore, we studied the cases where we can easy prove the

coinciding of this lower bound and the upper bound obtained in [25]. In particular we find the formula for
the I'-limit for the general class of anisotropic problems without a differential constraint (i.e., in the case

A:=0).

1 Introduction

Definition 1.1. Consider a family {I}.~¢ of functionals I.(¢) : U — [0, +00], where U is a given metric space.

The I'-limits of I, are defined by:

(F'= lim I.)(¢) := inf{ lim L(¢e): {bete>0 CU, ¢pe > dinU ase — O+},

e—0t 0+

(T — lim I.)(¢) := inf{ @Jr I (¢:) : {pe}eso0 CU, ¢ > ¢pinUase — 0+}7

e—0t

(T — 1ir61+ I)(¢) == (T — lim I.)(¢) = (I' — lim I.)(¢) in the case they are equal.

e—0t e—0*
It is useful to know the I'-limit of I, because it describes the asymptotic behavior as € | 0 of minimizers of

I, as it is clear from the following simple statement:
Proposition 1.1 (De-Giorgi). Assume that ¢. is a minimizer of I. for every € > 0. Then:

o IfIy(¢) = (' = lim_ o+ I.)(¢) and ¢p- — ¢o as e — 07 then ¢o is a minimizer of Iy.
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o If Io(¢) = (T = lim_,o+ I)(9) (i-e. it is a full T-limit of I.($)) and for some subsequence g, — 07 as

n — 00, we have ¢, — ¢o, then ¢g is a minimizer of Iy.
Usually, for finding the T'-limit of I.(¢), we need to find two bounds.

(*) Firstly, we find a lower bound, i.e. a functional I(¢) such that for every family { . }.>0, satisfying ¢p. — ¢

as € — 07, we have lim__, 4 I.(¢-) > I(9).

(**) Secondly, we find an upper bound, i.e. a functional I(¢), such that for every ¢ € U there exists a family

{1 }es0, satisfying ¥. — ¢ as € — 0 and lim._o+ I () < I1(9).
(***) If we find that I(¢) = I(¢) := I(¢), then I(¢) is the I'-limit of I (¢).

In various applications we deal with the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0% of a family of functionals {I.}.~0

of the following forms.

e In the case of the first order problem the functional I, which acts on functions ¢ :  — R™, has the form

2 1
L) = [ Vi) + 2w (vta).a)da. (1)
or more generally
15(1/1):/QéG(g"V#,"’,_,,5V1/),1/),a:)d:17+/ﬂéW(d),x)daz, (1.2)

where G(0,...,0,¢,2) = 0.

e In the case of the second order problem the functional I., which acts on functions v : © — RF, has the

form
2 2 1
I.(v) = | e|VPu(z)|” + EW(V’U(,T),’U(SC),l') dx, (1.3)
Q
or more generally
1 1
I.(v) = —G(EnVnJrlv,...,5V2v,VU,v,$)da:+/ —W(Vv,v,az)d:z:, (1.4)
Q€ Q¢

where G(0,...,0,Vv,v,z) = 0.

The functionals of the form (II]) arise in the theories of phase transitions and minimal surfaces. They were
first studied by Modica and Mortola [16], Modica [15], Sterenberg [29] and others. The I'-limit of the functional
in ([LI), where W don’t depend on z explicitly, was obtained in the general vectorial case by Ambrosio in [I].
The T-limit of the functional of the form ([2)), where n = 1 and there exist o, 8 € R™ such that W (h,z) =0
if and only if h € {«, 8}, under some restriction on the explicit dependence on z of G and W, was obtained by
Fonseca and Popovici in [12]. The T-limit of the functional of the form (L2)), with n = 2, G(-)/e = &3|V2¢|?
and W which doesn’t depend on x explicitly, was found by I. Fonseca and C. Mantegazza in [I1].

The functionals of second order of the form (3] arise, for example, in the gradient theory of solid-solid

phase transitions, where one considers energies of the form

L(v) = /QE|V2U(3:)|2 n éW(Vv(a:))dx, (1.5)



where v : Q@ C RN — RY stands for the deformation, and the free energy density W (F) is nonnegative and

satisfies

W(F)=0 ifandonlyif F €K :=SON)AUSO(N)B.

Here A and B are two fixed, invertible matrices, such that rank(A — B) = 1 and SO(N) is the set of rotations
in RY. The simpler case where W (F) = 0 if and only if F' € {A, B} was studied by Conti, Fonseca and Leoni
in [9]. The case of problem (3], where N = 2 and W(QF) = W(F) for all Q € SO(2) was investigated by
Conti and Schweizer in [8] (see also [7] for a related problem). Another important example of the second order

energy is the so called Aviles-Giga functional, defined on scalar valued functions v by
1
/5|V2v|2—|— (U= 1Vo)? (see BB, (1.6)
Q

In this paper we deal with the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 07 of a family of functionals of the following

general form: Let Q C RY be an open set. For every € > 0 consider the general functional

I.(v) = {IE(Q)}(U) = /Q éG(E"V"v, . ,5Vv,v,3:) + éW(v,x)d:z: with v := (Vu, h, ),

where u € WP QU RE), he WHQ,RPN) st divh =0, ¢ € WEHQ,R™). (1.7)

Here

G- R(UxNp+{ax N +m) xN™  p({xN}H{dxN}+m) <N o p{kxN}+{dxN}+m o gN SR
and W : RUEXN}H{dxN}m o RN 5 R are nonnegative continuous functions and G satisfies G(0, ..., 0,v,z) = 0.
The functionals in (LT)),([T2) and ([L3)),(T4) are important particular cases of the general energy I. in (I7). In
the general form (7)) we also include the dependence on div-free function h, which can be useful in the study

of problems with non-local terms as the Riviere-Serfaty functional and other functionals in Micromagnetics.

In order to simplify the notations for every open & C R consider

BU) = {v € Li, (U RPN x RN x R™) 1 v = (Vu, h, 1)),

we W' U,RF), he Ll U R*N)st. divh=0, ¢ e L}OC(M,R’”)}, (1.8)

loc

and

F(V"v, cee Vv,v,a:) = G(V”v, ..., Vu,v, a:) + W(v,z) (1.9)

Then
loc

L(v) = / %F(E"V"U, y .,EVU,v,x)d:v with v € B(Q) N WL (Q RN 5 RN g™, (1.10)
Q

What can we expect as the I'-limit or at least as an upper bound of these general energies in LP-topology for
some p > 17 It is clear that if G and W are nonnegative and W is a continuous on the argument v function,

then the upper bound for I.(-) will be finite only if

W(v(z),z) =0 forae z€Q, (1.11)



i.e. if we define

Ag = {v € LP (RPN x RN x R™) N B(Q): W (v(z),z) =0 for ae. z € Q} (1.12)
and
A= {v € LP(Q, RN x RN  R™) ¢ (I — E+ L)(v) < —l—oo}, (1.13)
e—0

then clearly A C Ap. In most interesting applications the set Ag consists of discontinuous functions. The
natural space of discontinuous functions is BV space. It turns out that in the general case if G and W are
C'-functions and if we consider
Apy = Ao N BRY)N BV N L™, (1.14)
then
Apy C AC Ap. (1.15)
In many cases we have Agy = A. For example this is indeed the case if the energy I.(v) has the simplest
form I.(v) = [, e|Vv[* + LW (v)dz, and the set of zeros of W: {h : W(h) = 0} is finite. However, this is in
general not the case. For example, as was shown by Ambrosio, De Lellis and Mantegazza in [2], Apy C A in
the particular case of the energy defined by (LG with N = 2. On the other hand, there are many applications
where the set A still inherits some good properties of BV space. For example, it is indeed the case for the
energy ([LO) with N = 2, as was shown by Camillo de Lellis and Felix Otto in [14].
The main contribution of [25] was to improve our method (see [22],[18]) for finding upper bounds in the sense
of (**) for the general functional (7)) in the case where the limiting function belongs to BV-space, i.e. for
v = (Vu, h,v¥) € Agy. In order to formulate the main results of [25] and of this paper we present the following

definitions.

Definition 1.2. For every v € SV =1 define Q(v) := {y e RV : —1/2 <y -v; <1/2 Vj}, where {v1,...,vn}

is an orthonormal base in RN such that vq = v. Then set
Di(vt,v7,v) = {u € C" (RN, RPN x RN x R™) N BRY) :
v(y)=0(v-y) and v(y) =v~ if y-vr<-1/2, v(y)=v" if y-v> 1/2},
where B(-) is defined in (L§)), and
Dper (v, 07, v) 1= {v € C" (RN, RFN x RN x R™) N BRY) :

v(y)=v" if yov<—=1/2, v(y)=vt if y-v>1/2, v(y+v;)=0v(y) ijQ,...,N}.
Next define
Bt v, v, ) :mf{ / %F(L”V"Q,...,ng,g,x)dy: L>0,¢(y) EDl(v+,v_,u)}, (1.16)
Qvy)
Eper(er,U,u,:v):inf{ / %F(L"V”C,...,LVC,C,x)dy: L>0, C(y)EDpeT(UJr,U,V)}. (1.17)
Qvy)
Eapst(0*,07,2) = (D= lim L(QW)) ) (n(w*,v™,w)),  (1.18)

e—0*t



where

.o vT ifr-y <0,
n(", v, v)(y) = (1.19)
vt ifvey >0,

and we mean the I' — lim in LP topology for some p > 1.

It is not difficult to deduce that
Eupst(vT, 07, v,2) < EpeT(UJr,v*,l/,x) < Ei(vh,v7, v, ). (1.20)
Next define the functionals K (), Kper(-), K*(-) : B(Q)N BV NL>* — R by

Jons, Er (v+(w)7v*(w), vv(w),w) dHN(z) if v e Ao,

Ki(v) := (1.21)

400 otherwise,

vH(a), v (2),vy(2), 2 N=L(g) ifwv ,
Ko (o) Jorus, Boer (vF@),07 @), vo(@),2) dHY (@) if v e Ag o)

+o0  otherwise,

fngU Eopst (v+ (z),v™(2), vy(z), x) dHN=1(x) if v € Ay,

K*(v) := (1.23)

400 otherwise,

where J,, is the jump set of v, v,, is the jump vector and v~,v™ are jumps of v. Then, by (L20) trivially follows
K* (v) < Kper (v) < K (v) . (1.24)

We call K1(+) by the bound, achieved by one dimensional profiles, K., (-) by the bound, achieved by multidi-
mensional periodic profiles and K*(-) by the bound, achieved by abstract profiles.

Our general conjecture is that K*(-) coincides with the I'-limit for the functionals I.(-) in (LI0), under
LP convergence, in the case where the limiting functions v € BV N L*°. It is known that in the case of the
problem ([LT)), where W € C! don’t depend on x explicitly, this is indeed the case and moreover, in this case
we have equalities in ([24) (see [I]). The same result is also known for problem ([G) when N = 2 (see [2]
and [6],[22]). It is also the case for problem ([LH) where W(F) = 0 if and only if F' € {4, B}, studied by
Conti, Fonseca and Leoni, if W satisfies the additional hypothesis (Hs3) in [9]. However, as was shown there by
an example, if we don’t assume (Hjz)-hypothesis, then it is possible that Epe, (VU+, Vo, u) is strictly smaller
than Ej (Vv*, Vo, 1/) and thus, in general, K1(-) can differ from the I'-limit. In the same work it was shown
that if, instead of (H3) we assume hypothesis (Hs), then Kper(-) turns to be equal to K*(-) and the I'-limit of
(@T3) equals to Kpe,(-) = K*(+). The similar result known also for problem (L2]), where n = 1 and there exist
a, B € R™ such that W (h,z) = 0 if and only if h € {«, 8}, under some restriction on the explicit dependence on
x of G and W. As was obtained by Fonseca and Popovici in [I2] in this case we also obtain that Kpe,(-) = K*(-)
is the I'-limit of (I2). In the case of problem (I5)), where N = 2 and W(QF) = W(F) for all Q@ € SO(2),
Conti and Schweizer in [§] found that the I-limit equals to K*(-) (see also [7] for a related problem). However,

by our knowledge, it is not known, weather in general K*(-) = Kpe,(-).



On [I8] we showed that for the general problems (2 and ([[4]), K;(-) is the upper bound in the sense of
(*%*), if the limiting function belongs to BV-class. However, as we saw, this bound is not sharp in general.
In [25] we improved our method and obtained that for the general problem (LI0), K, () is always an upper
bound in the sense of (**) in the case where the limiting functions v belong to BV -space and G, W € C*. More

precisely, we have the following Theorem:
Theorem 1.1. Let Q C RN be an open set and

P R({kxN}Jr{de}er)XN” “x R({kxN}+{d><N}+m)><N % RUEXN}H{axN}+m o pN _,

be a nonnegative C* function. Furthermore assume that v := (Vu, h,v) € BRY) N BV (RN, RF*N x RIXN

R™) N L® (RN, RN 5 RN 5 R™) satisfies divh = 0, |Dv|(09) = 0 and
F(O,...,O,v(x),x) =0 forae x€.

Then there ezists a sequence ve = (Vue, he, 1) € BRYN) N C® (RN, RFN x RN x R™) such that divh. = 0,

for every p > 1 we have v = v in LP and

El_i)rél+ ; %F(E"V"va(:t), oo eV (), v(x), x)dw = Kper(v).

Here B(RY) was defined by (L) and Kpe,(-) was defined by ([L22).

The main result of this paper provides with that, for the general problem (LI0), when G, W don’t depend

on zx explicitly, K*(-) is a lower bound in the sense of (*). More precisely, we have the following Theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let Q C RN be an open set and

7 RUNIH{ax N m) <N R (BN} H{AX N m) XN plkxN}+{dxN}+m _, @

be a nonnegative continuous function. Furthermore assume that v := (Vu, h,v) € B(Q)NBV (Q, RN x RN x

Rm) ﬁLOO(Q,RkXN x RIXN x Rm) satisfies
F(O,...,O,v(x)) =0 forae xe.

Then for every {ve}eso C B(Q2) N W"’l(Q,RkXN x RN x R™), such that ve — v in LP as € — 0, we have

loc

lim lF(anvnvg(gc), oo eVue(x), v(x)) dz > K*(v).
e—=0+ JQ €

Here K*(-) is defined by (L23) with respect to LP topology.

For slightly generalized formulation and additional details see Theorem 2.3l See also Theorem as an
analogous result for more general functionals than that defined by (LI0).

As we saw there is a natural question: weather in general K*(-) = Kpe,(-) 7 The answer yes will mean that,
in the case when G, W are C' functions which don’t depend on z explicitly, the upper bound in Theorem 1]
will coincide with the lower bound of Theorem and therefore we will find the full I'-limit in the case of BV

limiting functions. The equivalent question is weather

Eabst(ervviaVaI) = Eper(ijaviava)v



where Eper(+) is defined in (IIT7) and Eqps(-) is defined by (II8). In section Bl we formulate and prove some
partial results that refer to this important question. In particular we prove that this is indeed the case for
the general problem (L2)) i.e. when we have no prescribed differential constraint. More precisely, we have the
following Theorem:
Theorem 1.3. Let G € C! (RmXN" ) RMXNTTY o RN R™ R) and W € C*(R™,R) be nonnegative
functions such that G(O, 0,...,0,b) =0 for every b € R™ and there exist C > 0 and p > 1 satisfying

1 n—1

5|A|;D < F(Ava’lv"'va'nflab) < O<|A|p+2|aj|p+|b|p+1> fOT every (Aaalva’Qv"';anflvb)a (125)

j=1
where we denote
F(A,al, . ,an,l,b) = G(A,al, . ,an,l,b) + W(b)

Nezt let ¢ € BV(RY,R™) N L™ be such that ||Dy|(0Q) = 0 and W(¢(z)) = 0 for a.e. z € Q. Then
K*(¢) = Kper (¥) and for every {pe}eso C WP(Q,R™) such that p. — ¢ in LY (2, R™) as ¢ — 0, we have

loc loc

. : 1 nwn n— n—
lim I.(pc) := lim —/ F<€ Ve (x), "'V " oo (x), ..., eV (), ws(w))dw
e—0+ e—0t+ € JQ

> Kyer @)= [ By (0 (@), 07@)vl@) ) e (126

where

Eper (v%,07,v) =
mf{/ %F(L" v, Lty L, LV, <> dr: L€ (0,+00), ¢ e@,m(w,w,u)}, (1.27)

with

Dper (vF, 97, v) = {C eC"RY,R™): ((y)=¢~ if y-v<-1/2
Cly) =" if y-v(z) >21/2 and ((y+k;) =((y) Vj—2,3,...,N}. (1.28)

Here Q, == {y e RN : |y -v;| <1/2 Vj=1,2...N} where {vi,vs,...,un} CRY is an orthonormal base
in RN such that vy := v. Moreover, there exists e sequence {tc}e>0 C C(RN,R™) such that [, -(x)dx =

x)dx, for every g > 1 we have . — 1 in LIY(Q,R™) as e — 0T, and we have
Jo¥(2) yq

i 160 =l 2 [ F( @900, 0 Vo), (o))
Q

e—=0t e—=0t €
— Kpurl0) = [

QNJy

Eper(df"(x),w_(x),V(a:))d’HN_l(x). (1.29)

See Theorem as a slightly generalized result.

Remark 1.1. In what follows we use some special notations and apply some basic theorems about BV functions.

For the convenience of the reader we put these notations and theorems in Appendix.



2 The abstract lower bound

Definition 2.1. Given an open set G C RY and a vector ¢ = (q1,¢2, - -,qm) € R™, such that gj > 1 for every
1 < j < m, define the Banach space L?(G,R™) as the space of all (equivalency classes of a.e. equal) functions

f(@) = (fi(2), f2(2),..., fm(x)) : G = R™, such that f;(z) € L¥(G,R) for every 1 < j < m, endowed with

q

Lo(G,R™) as a space of all functions

the norm || f|lLa(army = iy [1fillewr)- Next define, as usual, L

f: G — R™, such that for every compactly embedded U CC G we have f € L (U,R™). Finally in the case

loc

where ¢ € [1,+00) is a scalar we as, usual, consider LY(G,R™) := L9(G,R™) and L} (G,R™):= L} (G,R™),
where q := (¢,4,..-,q)-

Definition 2.2. Given a vector z := (x1,x2,...,Z,) € R™ and a vector ¢ = (¢1, 42, - - -, ¢m) € R™, such that
g; > 1, we define [z[? := 77" [2;]%. Note that for a scalar g, |z|? and |z|(@%--9) are, in general, different

quantities, although they have the same order, i.e. |2|7/C < |z|(®99 < C|z|? for some constant C' > 0.

Theorem 2.1. Let M be a subset of R™,  C RN be an open set and D C Q be a HN 1 o-finite Borel set.
Consider F € C(R™N x R™ x RN, R), which satisfies F > 0 and the following property: For every xo € Q and

every T > 0 there exists a > 0 satisfying
F(a,b,z) — F(a,b,x0) > —7F(a,b,x0) Va € R™NVbecR™Vz c RN such that |z — zo| < a. (2.1)

Furthermore, let A € LIRN;R™), g = (q1,¢2,---,qm) € R™, p > 1 and v € D'(Q,R?) be such that q; > 1,

A-Vv e Ll (,R™) and F(0,{A-Vo}(z),z) =0 a.e. in Q. Assume also that there exist three Borel mappings

loc

{A-Vu}T(z): D= R™, {A-Vv}~(z): D— R™ and n(z) : D — SN~ such that for every x € D we have

i fBj(m,n(z)) HA -Vol(y) —{A- VU}+(JC)}q dy o
oot £V (B,) -

Sz ey (A VOIW) — {4 Vo @y (see Definition ZZ). (2.2)

o N (B, (@)

(Q,R™) N W.LP(Q,R™), {A - Vu.}(x) e M

loc

Then for every {v:}teso C D' (9, RY), satisfying A - Vv, € L]

loc

for a.e. x € RN and A-Vov. - A-Vv in L] (,R™) as e — 0, we have

loc

lim l/QF(EV{A~V1)E}(17), {A - Vv }(z), x)d:z: >

e—0+ €

/D Eyp ({A Vot (z), {A-Vo}~ (z),n(x), :C) dHN Y (z), (2.3)

where for every x € RN, a,b € R™ and any unit vector v € RN

Eo(a,b,v,z) := inf{ lim l/l F(EV{A Ve Hy), {A- Ve y), x)dy © 9. €D(L,,RY) st

e—0+ € v
AV, € L1, R™)NWP(I,,R™), AV, € M ae. inl, and {A-V}(y) = E(y,a,b,v) in Lq(I,,,Rm)}.

(2.4)



Here I, :={y e RN : |y -v;| <1/2 Vj=1,2...N} where {v1,va,...,un} CRY is an orthonormal base in

RN such that v, := v and

a ify-v>0,
(y,a,b,v) = (2.5)
b ify-v<0.
Proof. 1t is clear that we may assume that
1
Tp := lim —/ F(EV{A Ve f(z), {A -V} (), :v)d:v < 400, (2.6)
e—0+ € Ja

otherwise it is trivial. Then, up to a subsequence ¢, — 0% as n — 400, we have
1
E—F(EnV{A~an}(a:), {A- Vv, )} (2), x)dxéu, (2.7)

and

To > p(€2), (2.8)

where p is some positive finite Radon measure on €2 and the convergence is in the sense of the weak™ convergence

of finite Radon measures. Moreover, for every compact set K C {2 we have

1
p(K) > lim —/ F(an{A Vo, Hz), {A- Vo, } (=), :C)dac. (2.9)
n—-+oo En K
Next by the Theorem about k-dimensinal densities (Theorem 2.56 in [3]) we have
WD) = [ aa)an™ o), (2.10)
D
where
o(z) .= Tm “(L(jﬁ)_)l , (2.11)

p—0t WN_1P

with wy_1 denoting the £V ~!-measure of (N — 1)-dimensional unit ball. Fix now § > 1. Then by (Z3), for

every x € ) and every p > 0 sufficiently small we have

1(Bsp) (x)) = n(By(z)) > lim —/7 F(an{A-Wn}(y), {A-Vu,}(y), y)dy- (2.12)
n—-+oo En Bp(z)
On the other hand by (28)), (ZI0) and (ZII) we obtain
Ty > 1(Q) > (D) >/ o(z) HN ~(z) :/ { lim M}d’;’-ﬂv_l(x). (2.13)
B B ~Jp p Lp=o+ wn—1(dp)N 1
Thus plugging (Z12)) into ZI3]) we deduce
To > () >
L/ lim _ lim i/ F(a V{A-Vu,} (), {A- V. }(y) y)dy dHN 71 (x)
oN-1 D | p—0F wN—le_l n—+oo €n B,(z) " " ’ " ’ ’

(2.14)

Therefore, since § > 1 was chosen arbitrary we deduce

- 1 . 1 -1
/D{ lim (ﬁ lim —/BP(I)F(EHV{A.VU,L}(y), {A - Vv, }y), y)dy)}d’]—[N (). (2.15)

WN-1p n—+oo €n



Next set

1 1
Onpa(z) = ;vn(x +pz) and @, .(2) = ;v(x + pz). (2.16)

Then changing variables y = z + pz in the interior integration in (2.I5]) we infer

%zmmzé{

m( — i [ F((/n VA Vw0 {A-chn,p,m}(z),x+pz)dz>}d7—[N_l(fc).
B1(0)

WN -1 n—>_+oo (En/p)

(2.17)

However, by (2.1)) for every € D and every 7 > 0 we obtain

_ 1
I lim —— F((en/p)V{A Ve pu}(2), {A Vi pu}(2), x+ pz)dz | >
Pi%l* (WNI n—1>_r-ir-loo (En/p) /B1(0) ((E /p) { o }(Z) { e }(2) ) pz) Z)

m( U fim 2 / (1—T)F((En/p)V{A-V(pn)p)w}(z), {A-Vson,p,m}(z),x>dz>. (2.18)
B1(0)

WN -1 n—>_+oo (En/p)

Thus since 7 > 0 is arbitrary
lim L lim #/ F( (En/p)V{A : V@n,p@}(z)a {A-Ven,at(z), z+ pz)dz >
p—=0+t \ WN -1 ns+o00 (En/P) B1(0)

1

p%%(w,hgaJ;ﬁ;Lw;K@umV&rv%%gwx&rv%ﬁau»@¢ﬁ.<zw>

Plugging (Z19)) into (ZI7)) we deduce

A

%zmmz/
m(l lim / F((an/p)V{A.Vgpnypym}(z), {A - Von,}2), x)dz)}dHN_l(x).
B1(0)

p—0+ \ WN—1 nS4oo (En/p)
(2.20)
Furthermore, for every € D for every small p > 0 we have
A-Vonpz—A-Vo,, asn—+oo in LI(B(0),R™). (2.21)
On the other hand by (22) for every z € D we have
{A-Vo,.}(z) = 5(2, {A-Vv}T(z),{A-Vv} (2), n(x)) asp— 0%t in LY(B1(0),R™). (2.22)

Thus, for every x € D, we can extract appropriate diagonal subsequences of {¢n,p 2} {n,p}, and {€,/p}(n,,} Which

we denote by {ﬁj};;‘xf, and {&} ;;0‘1’ respectively, so that &} — 0% as j — +oo, ¥;(2) — 5(2, {A-Vu}t(z),{A-

Vv}_(x),n(x)) in L9(B1(0),R™) as j — +00, and

— 1 ) 1
& (m = D) /Bl<o> F( (en/P)V{A - Vonpa} (), {4 Venpa}(2), x) dz)

p—0t

1 i L ! ir(z . iHz), x)dz
lim —,/BI(O)F(gjv{A-wJ}( ) {A-VI} (), 2)dz. (223)

>
WN-1 j—o+o00 &
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Plugging this fact into (Z20) we obtain

lim l/QF(EV{A-VUE(:E)}, {A - Vu.}(z), :v)d:v =Ty >

e—0+ €
/ B ({A- Vo) (@), (A~ Vo)~ (@), n(e), 2 ) dHY (), (2.24)
D

where for every a,b € R™ and any unit vector v € RV

e—0t+ WN-1€

Ei(a,b,v,x) := inf{ lim /B o F(EV{A.V¢5(y)}, {A-Vo:}y), x)dy D e € D/(Bl(O),Rd) s.t.

A -V, € LY(B(0),R™) nW'P(B1(0),R™), A-Vp. € M a.e. in Bi(0)
and {A -V} (y) = &(y,a,b,v) in LI(By (O),Rm)} . (2.25)
So it is sufficient to prove that for every a,b € R™ and any unit vector v € RY we have
Ey (a, b, v, :C) > Ey (a, b,v, :C) , (2.26)

where Ey(a,b,v,z) is defined by (Z4). Without loss of generality it is sufficient to prove (2.26) in the particular
case where v = ey and I, :== {y e RV : |y-e;| < 1/2 Vj =1,2...N} where {ej,es,...,eny} C RY is the
standard orthonormal base in RY. Choose a natural number n € N. Then changing variables of integration

z = ny in (2.28) we obtain

Ei(a,b,v,z) = inf{ lim ! / F(aV{A-Vs@a(y)}, {A-Ve}y), :v)dy : e € D'(B,(0),R?)  st.

e—0+ walnN715
B, (0)

A -V, € L1(B,(0),R™) nW"P(B,(0),R™), A-Vp. € Ma.e. in B,(0)
and {A - Vo }(y) = &(y,a,b,v) in LY (Bn(O),Rm)} . (2.27)
Next for every integers i1, 42, ...,iny—1 € Z consider the set
L iin,oin 1) == {z ERY: |z-e1] <1/2 and |z-€; —ij_1| <1/2 Vj= 2,3,...,N}. (2.28)

and set Iy := I(0,0,....0)- Then by (Z.27)

1 o . _
Fq (a,b,el,x) > m CCL’I”d<{(Zl,’LQ, e ,’LNfl) S ZN ! : I(il,iz,...,iNfl) S Bn(O)}) X

1
x inf{ lim —/ F(eV{A-Vo.(n)}, {A- V), 2)dy: . € D' (I, RY) s
e—0+ € J1,

A-Vy. € LY (I,R™)NW"P(Iy,R™), A-Vy. € Mae. inly and {A-Ve.}(y) = £(y,a,b,v) in L (IO,R’")}

1

= mCard<{(i1,i2,...,iN_1) eZNil . I(il,i2 ..... IN—1) EBn(O)}) EQ(@,b,El,.’I]). (229)

On the other hand clearly
1
lim —— C’ard({(il,ig, e iN) €TV i € Bn(())}> —1. (2.30)

n—-+oo wN_l’]’LN_l

Therefore, since n € N was chosen arbitrary we deduce (2:26). Plugging it into (2Z24]) completes the proof. [
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By the same method we can prove the following more general Theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be a subset of R™, Q C RN be an open set and D C Q be a HN~! o-finite Borel set.
Consider F € C(R’”XN" x RMXNTTY o0 RMXN  R™ x RN,R), which satisfies F' > 0 and the following

property: For every xg € Q and every T > 0 there exists a > 0 satisfying

F(al,ag,...,an,b,x) —F(al,ag,...,an,b,xo) > —TF(al,ag,...,an,b,xo)

Va; € RN Vay e RN va, e R™N Vb e R™ Vo € RN such that |z — mo| <a. (2.31)

Furthermore, let A € LIRN;R™), ¢ = (q1,¢2,---,qm) € R™, p > 1 and v € D'(Q,R?) be such that q; > 1,
A-VvelL] (QR™) and

F(0,0,...,O,{A-Vu}(m),x)=O for a.e. z€Q.

Assume also that there exist three Borel mappings {A - Vu}t(z) : D — R™, {A-Vv} (z) : D — R™ and

n(z) : D — SN=L such that for every x € D we have

I It @ m) {A - Vul(y) — {A- Vol (2)|" dy .
pg& Ly (Bp(x)) -

. fB;(r,n(z)) ‘{A -Vul(y) —{A- Vv}f(ir)’q dy N |
Plgg* LN (B,(x)) =0 (see Definition[2.2). (2.32)

Then for every {v.}.~o C D' (Q,RY), satisfying A - Vv. € LL _(Q,R™) N W P(Q,R™), {A- Vv }(z) € M for

loc loc

a.e. v €Qand A-Vu. = A-Vvin L] (Q,R™) as e — 01, we have

loc

lim l/ F(E"V"{A Ve b(z), VAV (), ..., eV{A - V(2)}, {A- Vo (a), x) dx
Q

e—0+ €

> / E§">({A-vv}+(a:),{A-vv}—(x),n(x),x)dﬂfv—l(x), (2.33)
D

where for every a,b € R™ and any unit vector v € RN

Eén) (a, b,v, x) =

e—0+ €

inf{ lim l/ F(E"V"{AV%}(ZJ% e"IVHA Vo Hy), .., eV{A Ve b (y), {A- Ve }(y), x>dy:
. € D'(I,,RY) s.t. A-V. € LI, R™")NW™P(I,,R™), A V. € M a.e. inl,

and {A -V} y) = &(y,a,b,v) in Lq(Iu,Rm)} . (2.34)

Here I, == {y e RN : |y-v;| <1/2 Vj=1,2...N} where {vi,va,...,un} CRY is an orthonormal base in

RY such that v1 = v and

a ify-v>0,
£y, a,b,v) == (2.35)
b ify-v<O0.

We have the following particular case of Theorem
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Theorem 2.3. Let M be a subset of R™, Q C RN be an open set and D C Q be a HN~! o-finite Borel set.

Furthermore, let q1,q2,q93 > 1, p > 1 and let F' be a continuous function defined on
{kaz\r"+1 « RAXN™ o R’”XN"} X ... X {kaNxN « RAXNXN o R’”XN} % {kaN « RN « ]Rm} x RV,

taking values in R and satisfying I > 0 and the following property: For every xog € ) and every T > 0 there

exists a > 0 satisfying

ExN™TH mdx N1 mmxN™
F(al,ag,...,an,b,x)—F(al,ag,...,an,b,xo) E—TF(al,az,...,an,b,xo) Va; € R xR xR

o NYap € RFVIN o RIXNXN o XNy p ¢ REXN o RN R™ Vo e RN such that |z — zo| < a. (2.36)

Let v(x) € WL (Q,R¥), m(z) € L

loc

(QR>*NY and ¢ € L¥ (Q,R™) be such that divym(x) =0 in Q and

loc
F(0,0,...,O,{Vu,ﬁz,g@},x) =0 ae Q.

Assume also that there exist Borel mappings {Vv}*(z) : D — RN [Vy}=(z) : D — RN mt(z): D —
RN m=(z) : D — RN ot(z): D = R™, o~ (z) : D = R™ and n(x) : D — SN~ such that for every

x € D we have

im ; v —{Vo}T(x
N B, w) /B . (}v (v) — {Vo}* (@)

. 1 _
P]il(r)l+ m /Bp (z,m(x)) <’vv(y) - {VU} (;C)

q1

+ ‘Th(y) —mt ()| + ‘w(y) -t (x)

q1

+|my) - m (@)

" ‘cp(y) — ¢ (x)
(2.37)

Then for every {v:}eso C Wh™ (Q,R*) N V[/l(;?l)’p(ﬂ,Rk), {me}eso C L (QRP*N) 0 WEP(Q,RN) and

{Ye}eso C LE (Q,R™) N W,2P(Q,R™) satisfying divyme(z) =0 in Q, ¥.(x) € M for a.e. x € Q, v = v in

loc loc

WL (Q,RF) as e — 0, me — m in LZ, (RPN as e — 07 and . — ¢ in LB (Q,R™), we have

loc loc

lim 1F({E"V"Hva, e"V"me, E"V"@/JE}, ,{EVQ’UE, eVm, €V¢5}, {V’Ua, M, @[Ja}, ;E) dx

e—0t €
Q
> / EM ({W}+<x>,m+<x>,<p+<x>,{Vv}-<x>,m-<x>,w—<x>,n<x>,x)dﬂN-l<x>, (2.38)
D

where for any unit vector v € RV
B (70}t (V0w ) o=

inf{ i [ 2P ({9 000,00, ) o { T, 6000 200 Y

e—0tJr1, €
o. € Wha (I, RF) n W Hp(r, RF), 0. € L (L, RPNy n WP (I, RN,
{ye: I, = M} € L®(1,,R™) n W™P(1,,R™)

s.t. divy 0c(y) =0, Voo (y) = o(y, {Vu}T,{Vv}~,v) in L9 (I, R"N),

ei(y) - 9(y7m+7m*, V) in LQ2 (IV,RdXN)5 FYE(y) — V(ya @Jra 9077 V) in Lq3 (Illva)} ' (239)
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Here I, :={y e RN : |y -v;| <1/2 Vj=1,2...N} where {v1,va,...,un} CRY is an orthonormal base in

RN such that v, := v and

{Volt ify-v >0, mt ify-v>0,
J(y, {VU}JF,{VU}*,I/) = G(y,ﬁfr,ﬁf,u) =

{Vv}™ ify-v<o0, m- ify-v<O0,

L
_ et ify-v>0,

and  y(y, 9", 07, V) = (2.40)
v~ ify-v<0.

Proof. Without any loss of generality we may assume that Q = {x = (z1,72,...,2n) ERN ¢ |7;] < co Vj}. for

(Q,REN) A WP (Q, RI*N) and

loc

some co > 0. Let {v:}eso € WED(Q,RF) n W TP(Q RF), {m.}eso C L2

oc oc loc
{ve : Q2 — M}€>O C L®(Q,R™) N W,2P(Q,R™) be such that div,m.(z) =0 in Q, v. — v in W29 (Q,RF) as

loc

e — 0", m. — min L (Q,R>N) as ¢ — 07 and ¢. — ¢ in L (Q,R™). Clearly there exist L(z'), L.(2') :
{#' e RN |z5| < co Vit — R (N=1) such that div, L(z') = m1(0,2) and div, L.(z') = m.1(0, "), where
we denote by my(z) : @ — R? and m/(x) : Q@ — R>*WV-1 the first column and the rest of the matrix valued
function m(z) : @ — RN so that (mq(z), ™' (z)) := m(z) : @ = RN and we denote by mc1(z) : @ — R?

and m’(x) : @ — R>*WV=1 the first column and the rest of the matrix valued function m.(z) : @ — RN so

that (me1(z), mL(z)) := me(z) : @ = RN, Then define ¥, ¥ : RY — R™ and M., M : RY — R4 (N=1) y
1 T ZT1
U (x) = / Ye(s,x')ds, V(x):= / o(s,a’)ds, M(z):=—L(z") —|—/ m/(s,2')ds and
0 0 0
z1
M.(x) := —L.(z") —|—/ m.(s,z’)ds V= (z1,2") = (21,72,...2n5) €Q, (2.41)
0

Then, since div,m = 0 and div,m. = 0, by (241)) we obtain

g—j}l(x) = (), g—f(a@) =m'(z), —divyM(z)=my(x) forae. z=(z1,2")€ N, and
(Z\i]f (x) = ¥ (2), %]fla (x) =ml(z), —divyM.(z)=mc1(x) for a.e. = (71,2") € Q. (2.42)

Therefore, the result follows by applying Theorem [2.2]to the functions {v, M, ¥} and to the sequence {v., M, . }.
O

3 Further estimates for the lower bound

Lemma 3.1. Let Q € L(R™*N R%) be linear operator and let F € CO(RF x RY x R™ R) be such that F >0

and there exist C >0, ¢ > 1 and p = (p1,p2,- - -, pr) € RF such that p; > 1 for every j and

0 < F(a,b,c) < C(|a|p + bl el + 1) V(a,b,c) € R¥ x RY x R™ (3.1)

loc

(see Definition[2.9). Next let v € SN~1 and let {ms(x)}0<€<l c L? (I,,R¥) and mo(z) € LP(I,,R¥) be such
that F(mo(z),0,0) = 0 for a.e. @ € I, and lim._,o+ me = mq in L} (I,,R¥), where, as before, I, := {y €

loc

RN : |y -vj|<1/2 Vj=1,...N} and {v1,...,un} CRY is an orthonormal base in RN, such that vy := v.
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loc loc

Furthermore, let {<Ps(33)}0<€<1 c LY _(I,,R™) be such that lim._,g+ 0. = 0 in L} (I,,R™), and lim._,o+ (EQ
Ve) =0 in L

loc

(I,,R?). Then there exist {r5}0<€<1 C (0,1) and {1/)5(3:)}0<€<1 C CX(I,,R™) such that
lim. o+ 7e = 1, lime 0+ ¥z = 0 in LY(L,,R™), lim. o+ (Q - V¥oo) = 0 in LY(,,RY), lim. o+ m(,_c) (rex) =
mo(x) in LP(I,,R*) and

. 1 . 1

lim —F<m5(:17), eQ - Vo (x), <p5(x)) dr > lim —F(m(rsa) (rsx) ,€Q - Vb (), 1/)5(3:)) dr. (3.2)

e—0t+ € e—0t €

v v

Proof. Clearly we may assume

1
lim —F(mg(:v) , €Q - Vo (x), cpg(x)) dx < 400, (3.3)
e—0t €
otherwise it is trivial. Moreover, without any loss of generality we may assume that v = e; := (1,0,...,0) and

L =I:={y=(y,....yn) RN : |y;] <1/2 Vj=1,...,N}. Furthermore, since, by mollification, we always
can approximate ¢ by smooth functions, there exist {cﬁg (x)}0<6<1 C C*(I,,R™), such that lim,_,o+ ¢ =0

in L (I,,R™), lim, o+ (¢Q - V@.) =0 in L} (I,,R?) and

loc

§F<m5(:17), eQ -V (x), @E(x)) —§F<m5(x), eQ -V (x), gas(:z:)> —0 in Ly (I,,R) as e = 0. (3.4)

Next consider [(t) € C*°(R,R) with the properties

(t)y=1 for every t € (—o0,9),
I(t) € [0,1] for every t € [§,1— 0], (3.5)
(t)y=0 for every ¢t € (1 — §,400),

where § € (0,1/2). Clearly such a function exists. Then for every 0 < ¢ < 1/2 define
N
Ve () == @ () X H (l((xj —t)/e) -l(—(t—l—xj)/a)) Vz eR. (3.6)
j=1
Then for every t € [0,1/2) clearly ¢, ; € C*°(I',R™) where
= {y: W1, yn) €ERY ¢ Jy;| < 5/2 V)= 1,...,N} Vs> 0. (3.7)
Moreover, for each such ¢ € [0,1/2) we have

Ve (x) = @e(x) if for every j € {1,...,N} we have |z;| <t,
Yer(x) =0 if |z;| > ¢+ (1 —d)e for some je€{l,...,N}.

So, by (38) for small € > 0 we have 1. ; € C°(I""¢,R™). Next we will prove that for every 7 € (0,1/2) we

have

lim /O ’ /U . 1F<m5(:1:), eQ - Vibe4(2), ws,t(x)) drdt=0. (3.9)

e=0 Y {welt+e: |z >t} €
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Indeed, fix 79 € (7,1/2). Then for 0 < & < (19 — 7)/2 we have

T 1
/ / —F(mg(;v) , €Q -V (), ¢87t($)> drdt <
0 JUN {wertte:|z>t} €

Z/ /melf+s ;]| >t} 5F< (z), eQ - Vipe i (), st,t(l“))da:dt <
F<ms(3: +tej), Q- Vb gy (z +tej), e (2 + tej)> dx}dt

gl

N I
§Z§/{ / F(ms(az—ksej),aQ-VdJam(a:—l—sej), ¢87|Ij|(x+sej))dx}ds

—& JT+e

{z:zelltl+e —e<a<e}

€

< zN:é/{ /F<ms(l’), eQ - Ve |z, —s|() 1/15,1]-—5(1’))611’}618- (3.10)

=12 7

Thus changing variables in (BI0) gives

T 1
/ / —F(ms(az) , €Q - Vi (), 1/15t(:1:)> dx dt
0 JUN {zeltte:|z;|>t} €

Si/l{/ ( (), Q- Vg |z, —cs| (), ¢s,|xjss($)>d$}d8- (3.11)

j=1 170
Next, clearly by ([B.6]) there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for every j € {1,..., N} every s € [0,1/2) and

every ¢ € (0,1) we have

| (@ o+
I70

In particular since 0 < 7 < 79 < 1/2 were chosen arbitrary we deduce that for every s € [0,1/2) we have

¢5,S(x)]q) dz < Cy /l <‘5Q : V@E(x)‘q n |¢5(x)\q> dz. (3.12)

lim. o+ ¥e,s = 0 in LY (1,,R™) and lim. o+ (eQ - Vtpe,s) = 0 in L

loc

(I,,R?). Next, by [3.12) we deduce

. q
Eg%h <’5Q : Vwa,mj—as\(x)’ +
170

On the other hand we have lim._,o+ me = mg in LP(I+,,R¥), F(mg(z),0,0) = 0 for a.e. = € I, and @BI).

wg,wj_55|(a;)’q) dz = 0 uniformly by s € (~1,1) ¥j = 1,...,N. (3.13)

Therefore, by (B13)) for every j =1,..., N we deduce

1

lim { /F<ma($)a €Q - Ve o, —es)(2), ¢s,|mjss($)>d$}d8 =0. (3.14)

e—0t
-1 I70

Then plugging (B.I4) into (BI1) we deduce E3).
Next let £,, | 0 be such that

i [ L7 (e, 0). 20Q: Ve (o). e o) o = i [ 1P (o), 2@ Vinlo) gule) o, (315)

n—r+00 En e—0t

v v

Then, since ([3.9) is valid for every 7 € (0,1/2), we can pass to a subsequence, still denoted by ¢, | 0, so that
for a.e. t € (0,1/2) we will have

lim iF(man (x), en@ - Vb, 1(z), g[}amt(x)) dx=0. (3.16)

oo JUN {weltten: |a;]>t} En
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Therefore, by 34), B8) and BI6), for a.e. t € (0,1/2) we have

lim iF<m5n (), enQ - Ve, (x), @e, (3:)) dx > lim iF(mEn (), enQ - Vo, (), ©e, (x)) dx

n—-4o0o It €n

= Tlim iF(mgn (x), en@Q - Ve, 1(), ¢an,t($)>d$

n—+00 Jrt Ep

= lim iF(msn (), enQ - Ve, (), 1/157“,5(3:)) dx. (3.17)

N—=+00 [riten En

Thus, by BI15), B]) and BI7) for a.e. t € (0,1/2) we have

1 S 1
lim —F<m5(:1:), eQ-Ve(x), <p5(3:)) dr > lim —F<m5n (x), 5nQ~V1/)5mt(3:),1/)5mt(3:)) dx. (3.18)
enotJ € n—-+00 En

I, Iten

Since the last inequality is valid for a.e. t € (0,1/2), by diagonal arguments we deduce that there exists a new

sequences t,, T (1/2) and &, | 0 as n — 400 such that €, + ¢, < 1/2,

p
li — dr =20 3.19
Jim [ e @) = mo(w)| e = 0, (319)
q q
]‘lm ( wgn;tn + EnQ ' vd]an;tn )dw = 07 (3'20)
n—-+4oo Ttnten

and

lim 1F(Tna(fﬂ)a eQ - Ve (x), %(w)) dr > lim / iF(man (#),enQ - Ve, 1, (2), Ve, ., (w)) da.
e—0+ € n—r+o00 En
I, Jtnten

(3.21)

On the other hand defining vy, (%) := 1)z, 1, ((2tn+2¢n)z) we clearly have 1. € C° (I, R™). Moreover, changing
variables of integration z = x/(2t,, + 2¢,,) in (B2I)) we finally deduce,

1
lim —F(ma(:t), eQ - Ve (z), B-cpg(x))dxz
e—0t €
I,
lim 72(% +€n)
n—-+oo En
It

F<man (2(tn + En)z) ’ m@ : qun(z) ’ '@[Jn(z)) dzv (3-22)

and B.2) follows. Finally, since mg € LP(1,,R¥), by BI9) we deduce limy s oo my. e,)(re,2) = mo(z) in
LP(I,,R*), and by ([320) we obtain lim,, o ¥y, = 0in L9(I,, R™) and lim,, s 4 o (an-V@/;n) =0in L9(I,,R%)

This completes the proof. O
By the same method we can prove the following more general result.

Lemma 3.2. Let n > 1 be a natural number and let F € CO(R* x RY x RN s x RN R™ R) be

such that F > 0 and there exist C >0, ¢ > 1 and p = (p1,p2,...,pr) € R¥ such that p; > 1 for every j and

n—1

0< F(aber. en1,d) <C(|al” + b7+ 3 lesl? + a7 + 1)
j=1
V(a,b,c1,... cno1,d) € RF x REx RN o x RN x R™
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(see Definition [Z3). Neat let Q,, € LR™N" R?) be a linear operator, v € SN=' and let {ms(:zr)}0<a<1 C

LP

loc

mo in LY (I,,R¥), where, as before, I, :== {y € RN : |y-v;| <1/2 Vj=1,...,N} and {v1,...,un} C RV

loc

(I,,R*) and mq(z) € LP(I,,R¥) be such that F(mo(:z),(),(), e ,O) =0 for a.e. x € I, and lim,_,g+ m. =

is an orthonormal base in RN, such that vy := v. Furthermore, let {@E(x)}0<s<l C L} (I,,R™) be such that

lim. o+ pe = 0 in L (1,,R™), lim._,o+ (€"Q,,-V"p:) = 0 in L]

loc loc

(I,,R?), and we have lim._,o+ (€7Vip.) =0
in L?OC(L,,R"‘XNj) for every j € {1,...,n — 1}. Then there exist {7‘5}0<5<1 C (0,1) and {1/18(:6)}0<5<1 C
C(1,,R™) such that lim, g+ e = 1, lim._,o+ . = 0 in LI(I,,R™), lim._,o+ (E"Qn-vnwg) =0in LY(I,,R%),

for every j=1,...,(n— 1) we have lim,_,y+ (ajvjdjs) =0 in Lq(L,,RmXNj) lim, 0+ My e) (Tszzr) =mp(x) in

LP(I,,R*) and

lim %F(mg(x), e"Q,, -V (x), "IV " o (2), ..., eV (), cpg(x)> dx >
e—0t
I

v

lim éF(sts (rsx) ,€"Q,, -V (x), "IV Y (2), ..., eV (), 1/)5(:17)> dr. (3.23)
e—0t
I

v

As a consequence of Lemma we have the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let ny,ny € N. Consider the linear operators B € LRPN R™) and Q € LRF*N™ R,
and let F € CO({R™N™ x .. x RN x R™} x {RE x RFN™ 7 5 5 R¥XN x RE} | R) be such that F >0

and there exist C >0 and p1 > 1, po > 1 satisfying

ni+1 na+1
0 < F({al, A ,anl+1}, {bl, .. .,bn2+1}) < O( Z |aj|p1 + Z |bj|p2 + 1>

j=1 j=1

for every ({al, ces g1t {01, bn2+1}).

Furthermore, let v € SN=1, ot o~ € R* and W+, W= € R™ be such that if we set

ot if z-v >0, W+ if z-v >0,
wo(z) := and  Wy(z) = (3.24)
w~ if x-v <O, W= if x-v <0,
then
F({O,O,...,WO(I)},{O,O,...,gao(x)}) =0 forae xRV, (3.25)

loc loc

lim. o+ pe = o in L2 (I,,,R¥), lim._,o+ {B - Vw.} = Wy in L} (L,,R™), lim._,+ (€™ Q - {V"2¢c}) =0 in

loc loc
i
(L,,R¥*N") " Here, as

Neat let {wa(:v)}0<€<l c LY (I,,R%) and{g@a(:v)}0<€<l C Wi2P2(1,,,R¥) be such that { B-Vw.} € W'LP' (I,,,R™),

LP2

loc

(I,,RY) and for every j = 1,2,...,(ny — 1) we have lim._,o+ (¢/ Vip.) =0 in L}2,
before, I, := {y e RN : |y -v;| <1/2 Vj=1,...,N} where {v1,...,vn} C R is an orthonormal base in
RY such that v1 := v. Then, there exist {1/18(:10)}0<5<1 c 8" (ot o7, 1) and {fg(:t)}0<5<1 C L7 (I,,RY),

where

S (gt o7, L) = {C € C"(RN,R¥) 1 ((y) = wo(y) if lyv| > 1/2, and ((y+v;) = ((y) Vi = 2,---,N},
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such that {B-Vf.} € W™tP1(L, R™), lim._q+ ¥ = o in LP2(I,,R¥), lim._,o+ {B-Vf.} = Wy in LP1(I,,R™),
lim, o+ (6"2 Q- {V"21/)E}) =0 in LP*(I,,RY), for every j =1,..., (ny — 1) we have lim._,q+ (aj de)s) =0 1n
LP2(I,, R**N"Y and

1
lim [ -F <{5" Vi {B-Vu.},...,eV{B-Vu.}, {B-ng}}, {Ean-Vm e eIyl 305}> do >

e—=0t+ JI, €
1
lim —F({a"lvm{Bst}, eVBVLLAB- VL {emQ v, e e ,wa}>dx.
e—=0t+ JI, €

(3.27)

Proof. Consider a function A(z) € S (p+, 7, 1,), such that \(z) = lo(v - z) for some function Iy (i.e. A(z)
depends actually only on the first real variable in the base {v1,...,vn}), and set A-(z) := A(z/e). Then

clearly () — wo(z) in LY? (RN R¥). Moreover clearly e/VI\.(z) — 0 as ¢ — 0% in ijc(RN,RkXNj) for

loc
every j € {1,...,n2} and e/VJ/\(z) is bounded in L for every j € {0,1,...,n2}. Next define 0.(z) :=
@-(z) — Ae(z) Then clearly lim._,o+ 0. = 0 in L? (I,,,R¥), lim._,o+ (8"2 Q- {V"Wa}) =0 in L?

loc loc

(I, R'), and

for every j = 1,...,(n2 — 1) we have lim._,o+ (¢/ V76.) = 0 in ijc(IV,RkXNj). Then by Lemma there
exist {r8}0<5<1 C (0,1) and 6.(z) € C (I,,,Rm), such that lim._,g+ r. = 1, lim._,o+ - = 0 in LP?(I,,R¥),

lim, 0+ ("2 Q- {V"20.}) = 0 in LP2(I,,R"), for every j = 1,...,(n2 — 1) we have lim._,o+ (¢/ V’6.) = 0 in
LP2(I,, RF*N?) "and

e—0tJI1, €

1
lim [ -F <{5" VU {BVu.),...,eV{BVu.), {B-sz}}, {E"ZQ-V"Q oo, eIyl %}> dz =

1
lim —F<{5”1V”1{B-sz},...,sV{B~Vw5},{B~Vw5}},

e—0+Jr1, €

{amQ V2 (A +02), eIV (A +60), . (M + 05)}> dx >

lim lF({s”IV”I{B-st},...,EV{B~Vf5},{B-Vf5}},

e—0tJ1, €

{ng 0 (e £ 8.), eV (e 48, (e £ 82) })m (3.28)
where f.(z) := w,_c(rex)/re and A\.(x) := A\,_c(r.x). Moreover, by the same Lemma, lim,_,o+ {B - Vf.} = W,
in LP1(I,,R™). On the other hand clearly \.(z) € S("2)(<p+, ¢, 1) for & > 0 sufficiently small. Thus, since
0-(z) € C(I1,,R™), we have ¢.(z) € S™2) (o, p7, L) where ¥.(z) = A-(z) + 0.(x) for every z € I,,. So by
B28) we deduce (3:27). On the other hand since 7. — 1~ we easily obtain lim,_,o+ ¥. = @ in LP2(I,,RF),
lim. o+ (€72 Q- {V"™24.}) =0 in LP2(I,,R"), and for every j =1,...,(n2 — 1) we have lim._,o+ (¢/ VI¢.) =0
in LP3(1I,, RkXNj). This completes the proof. O

Next we have the following simple Lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let ng € N and {4%75(33)} Wno’p(f,,,Rm) be such that €™V o, — 0 in LP (Iu,RmXNnD)

>0 C loc loc

and the sequence {cpE (x)} is bounded in L?

>0 toc (I,,,Rm) i.e. for every compactly embedded open set G CC I,
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there exists a constant C := C(G) > 0 such that [, |pc[Pdz < C. Then for every j € {1,...,n0} we have
eIVipe = 0 in LD, (I, R™N).

loc

Proof. Indeed fix an arbitrary domain U CC I, with a smooth boundary. Then clearly

de == ||e™ V™, —0 as e—0". (3.29)

||LP(U)

Moreover, clearly there exists C' > 0 such that [;; [¢c[Pdz < C. On the other hand, by Theorem 7.28 in [I3]
there exists Cy > 0, which depends only on U p and ng, such that for every o(x) € Wm0-P(U,R™) and every

7 > 0 we have

ija(az)||Lp(U) STHU(QZ)HWn,P(U)+OOT_j/(n_j)HU(x)HLP(U) V2<n<mng, 1<j<n. (3.30)

Thus in particular we deduce from (B.30) that there exists C7 > 0, which depends only on U p and ng, such

that for every o(z) € WmoP(U,R™) and every 7 € (0,1) we have

||7'jVja(a:)||Lp(U) < HTMVHOU(‘T)HLP(U) + C1|o( V1<j<mng. (3.31)

I)HLP(U)

Then setting 7 := € - (d-)~'/", where d. is defined by (FZJ), using B31) and the fact that [, [¢c|Pdz < C we
obtain

167V e @) gy < Cl/™ V1< <o, (3:32)
where C' > 0 dose not depend on e. Thus using (3:29) we deduce
Hajvjcpg(x)HLp(U) -0 as e—= 0" V1<j<ng,

Therefore, since the domain with a smooth boundary U CC I, was chosen arbitrary, we finally deduce that

lim. o+ (67 Vip.) =0in LY (I, RmXNj) for every j € {1,...,n0}. This completes the proof. O

loc
Plugging Lemma with the particular case of Proposition B we get the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let ni,ny € N. Consider the linear operator Q € L(RmXan ,RY), which satisfies
o cither Q = Id
e orng =1.

Nezxt assume that F is a continuous function, defined on

n1+1 2 n1+1 2 no—1
{R’”Nl X .. X RFXN kaXN}x{RdXNl X .. xRN deXN}x{RlmeXNZ x...meXNme},

taking values in R and satisfying F' > 0. Moreover assume that there exist C > 0 and p1 > 1, p2 > 1 satisfying

|01|P2 ni+1 ni+1 no+1 )

C < F({al,...,an1+1},{b1,...,bn1+1},{cl,...,cn2+1}> < C( Z |aj|p1 + Z |bj|P1 + Z |Cj|p2 41
j=1 j=1 j=1

for every ({a;l,...,anl+1}7{b1,...7bn1+1}7{cl7...,Cn2+1}>. (3.33)
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Furthermore let v € SN=1 ot o= € R™, VT, V= € RM*N gnd W+ W~ € RN be such that if we set

ot if z-v >0, VTt ifz-v>0, W+ if xv-v >0,
wo(z) == Vo(z) := and  Wy(z) =

o~ if x-v <O, V= if x-v <O, W= if z-v <O,
then

F({0,0,...,Vb(m)},{0,0,...,WQ(,T)},{0,0,...,QDQ(,T)}) =0 forae zeRYN,

Neat consider {va(x)}0<s<1 c whtheyr, RF), {mg(x)}0<s<1 c WiLPH(LL,, R>*N) and {gpg(:zc)}ks<1 C

loc loc

W'2P2(I,,,R™), such that divm. =0, lim._,o+ ©c = o in L? (I,,R¥), lim._,o+ m. = Wy in L* (I,,,R*N)

loc loc loc

and lim,_,g+ V. = Vy in VVll’fl(I,,,Rk). Here, as before, I, = {y e RN : |y-v;| <1/2 Vj=1,...,N}

o

where {v1,...,vn} CRY is an orthonormal base in RN such that vy := v. Then, there exist {@[Ja(x)}0<5<1 C

S("2)(<p+,<p7,l,,), {hE(I)}0<s<1 C WrerL (L, R>*N) gnd {us(x)}0<s<l C Wmtlri(T, RF), where

S (gt o7, L) = {C € CM(RN,R™): ((y) = wo(y) if ly-v| >1/2, and ((y+v;) = ((y) Vi = 2,---,N},

such that such that divh. = 0, lim._+ . = o in LP2(I,,R™), lim._o+ he = Wy in LP(I,,RN),
lim,_, g+ Vue = Vg in WhPL(1,,R¥), and

e—0+J1, €

1
lim —F<{5"1 vty . eV, Vvs}, {emvmms, .o, eVmg, ms},

{Ean e VAL T <p5}>daj >

1
lim —F<{5”1V”1+1u5, L eV2a, Vus}, {a"lv’“hs, o Ve, hs},

e—=0+ JI, €
{5”2Q Y VA R I ,1/)E}>dx.

Proof. 1t is clear that without any loss of generality we may assume

1
lim —F({a”l vutly,, ..., eV, V’Ua}, {amvmmg, e VMg, mg},

e—0t+J1, €
{aan V2, em iyl <p5}>daj < 4o00. (3.34)

Then by (333) and [@34) we deduce that lim._,o+ ("2 Q - {V™2¢p.}) = 0 in L}?

P2 (I,,R"). Next remember we

assumed that
e cither Q = Id
e or ng = 1.

So in any case, by Lemma [B.3] we deduce that for every 1 < j < ny we have lim,._,o+ (Ej Vﬂps) = 0 in

LP? (I, R™*N j). Thus, applying Proposition [3.1] completes the proof. O

loc

Next by the composition of Theorem B.Iland Theorem [2.3] we obtain the following result describing the lower

bound for the first order problems.
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(n—1)

Proposition 3.2. Let Q C RN be an open set. Furthermore, let F € C° (Rme" x RMXN X o ox RN

R™ x RN R), be such that F > 0 and there ezist g(z) € C°(RY,(0,+00)) and p > 1 satisfying

n—1

1

@|A|P < F(A, al,...,Qn_1,b, 3:) < g(x) <|A|P—|—Z |aj|P_|_|b|P_|_1) for every (A,a1,az,...,an-1,b,2).
j=1

(3.35)

Assume also that for every xo € Q0 and every T > 0 there exists a > 0 satisfying

F(al,ag,...,an,b,x) —F(al,ag,...,an,b,xo) > —TF(al,ag,...,an,b,xo)

Va, € xR™N" . Va, e R™N VheR™ Vo e RY such that |z — x| <. (3.36)

Next let ¢ € LP(QQ,R™) be such that F(0,0,...,O,(p(x),x) = 0 for a.e. x € Q. Assume also that there
exist a HN=1 o-finite Borel set D C Q and three Borel mappings ¢+ (z) : D — R™, o~ (x) : D — R™ and
n(x) : D — SN~ such that for every x € D we have
- Jer@me) |o(y) — " (@)]" dy .
lim —£ = and  lim
p—0F LN (B,(x)) p—0+ LN(B,(z))
Then for every {¢cteso C WP (Q,R™) such that p. — ¢ in LY (Q,R™) as ¢ — 07, we will have

loc loc

> (z,n(x ‘P(y) _'gfi(x) ? dy
o5 o | | =0. (3.37)

1
lim 1 / F(a"vws:), IV (@), - eV (), 0. (@), x> dz
Q

e—0+ €
> [ B (ot @) @)n@).a)ai a) . (339

where
E{) (<P+,sf,n,$) =
inf { /In %F(L" V), L"), -, LVC(Y), (), x) dy: Le(0,4+00), ¢ €S (gt so,In)} 7
(3.39)
with
S (" 97 In) = {C eC"RY,R™): ((y) =9 if y-n<-1/2

Cw)=¢" if y-n=1/2 and ((y+v;) =((y) Vj—2,---,N}, (3.40)
Here I, = {y e RN : |y -v;| <1/2 Vj=1,2...N} where {v1,...,vn} CRY is an orthonormal base in RN
such that v, :=n.

Thus by plugging Proposition 3.2 into Theorem [[.T] we deduce the I'-limit result for the first order problem.

Theorem 3.2. Let Q C RN be an open set. Furthermore, let F € C! (Rme” x RxNTTY o RN

R™ x RN R), be such that F > 0 and there ezist g(z) € C° (R, (0,+00)) and p > 1 satisfying

n—1

1
m|A|p < F(A, A1y On_1,b, x) < g(x) (|A|p+z |aj|p+|b|p+1) for every (A, a1,a2,...,0,-1,b, x) )
j=1

(3.41)
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Assume also that for every xo € 2 and every T > 0 there exists o > 0 satisfying

F(al,ag,...,an,b,x) —F(al,ag,...,an,b,xo) > —TF(al,ag,...,an,b,xo)

Va; € xR™N" . Va, e R™N vbeR™ Vo eRY such that |z —zo| <. (3.42)

Neat let ¢ € BV(RY,R™) N L™ be such that || Dg||(09) = 0 and F(0,0,...,0,¢(z),z) =0 for a.e. x € Q.
Then for every {pe}eso C WP(Q,R™) such that p. — ¢ in LY (Q,R™) as ¢ — 0T, we will have

loc loc

1
lim —/ F(E"V"goa(ac), anflvnflcpg(x), ooy V@ (T), pe (), :v> dx
Q

e—0+ €
p (1) x),p (), v(xr),T|a H’N 1 X 4
—> / 7 Eper (90 ( )7 ( )7 ( )7 ) ( ) ’ (3 3)

where
ES) (W,so‘,v,:c) =
inf {/ %F(L" V¢(y), L" YV (y), ..., LV(y), C(y), :v) dy: Le(0,+), e S(")(cp+,cp_,ll,)} ,

(3.44)

with
S (et e L) = {c cCT®Y,R™): ((y) = if yov<-1/2,

Cy)=¢" if y-v>1/2 and C(y—l—uj) =((y) Vj =2,...,N}, (3.45)
Here I, :={y e RN : |y-v;| <1/2 Vj=1,...,N}, where {v1,...,vn} CRY is an orthonormal base in R
such that vy := v. Moreover, there exists e sequence {he}e>o C C (RN, R™) such that [, V-(z)dz = [, p(x)dz,
e = ¢ in LP(Q,R™) as ¢ — 01 and we have

lim l/ F(‘Envn"/}a(x)u En_lvn_lws(x)u s vaa(‘r)u %(I), .’L‘) dx
Q

e—0t €

= / E_}(fe? (goJr (), 0~ (2),v(z), x) dHN " (z). (3.46)
onJ,

A Notations and basic results about BV -functions

e For given a real topological linear space X we denote by X* the dual space (the space of continuous linear
functionals from X to R).

e For given h € X and z* € X™* we denote by <h, :C*> the value in R of the functional z* on the vector h.

XxX*
e For given two normed linear spaces X and Y we denote by £(X;Y) the linear space of continuous (bounded)
linear operators from X to Y.

e For given A € £(X;Y) and h € X we denote by A - h the value in Y of the operator A on the vector h.

e For given two reflexive Banach spaces X, Y and S € L(X;Y") we denote by S* € L(Y*; X*) the corresponding

adjoint operator, which satisfies

<I,S* ~y*>XXx* = <S . x,y*>YXY* for every y* € Y*andz € X .
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e Given open set G C RY we denote by D(G,R?) the real topological linear space of compactly supported
R-valued test functions i.e. C°(G,R%) with the usual topology.
e Denote D'(G,R?) := {D(G, Rd)}* (the space of Re-valued distributions in G).
e Given h € D'(G,R?) and § € D(G,R?) we denote the value in R of the distribution h on the test function §
by < 8,h >:= (6, h>D(G7Rd)XD/(0)Rd).
e Given a linear operator A € L(R?;R¥) and a distribution h € D’(G,R?) we denote by A - h the distribution
in D'(G,R¥) defined by

<6,A-h>=<A"-6h> Vo € D(G,RF).

e Given h € D'(G,R%) and 6 € D(G,R) by < 6, h > we denote the vector in R? which satisfy < §,h > -e :=<
Se, h > for every e € R,
e For a p x ¢ matrix A with ¢j-th entry a;; and for a ¢ X d matrix B with ¢j-th entry b;; we denote by AB := A-B

a
their product, i.e. the p X d matrix, with ij-th entry > a;,by;.

o We identify a w = (u1,...,uqs) € R? with the g x 1kI:n1atrix having i1-th entry u;, so that for a p x ¢ matrix

A with ¢j-th entry a;; and for v = (vi,v2,...,v4) € R? we denote by Av := A - v the p-dimensional vector

u = (u1,...,up) € RP, given by u; = Zq: a;pvg for every 1 <i < p.

o As usual AT denotes the transpose Z:flthe matrix A.

o For u = (u1,...,up) € R? and v = (v1,...,vp) € RP we denote by uv :=u-v := Xp: uvy the standard scalar
k=1

Ty = vTu as products of matrices.

product. We also note that uv = u
e For u = (u1,...,up) € R? and v = (v1,...,v,) € R? we denote by u ® v the p x ¢ matrix with ij-th entry
Uj.

e For any p x ¢ matrix A with ij-th entry a;; and v = (v1,v2,...,v4) € R? we denote by A ® v the p x ¢ x d

tensor with ¢jk-th entry a;;vg.

e Given a vector valued function f(z) = (fi(z),..., fr(z)) : @ = R¥ (Q C RY) we denote by D f or by V,f

Ofi
8£Ej :

e Given a matrix valued function F(z) := {F;;(z)} : RY — RN (Q c RY), we denote div F := (I1,...,l;) €

N
R* where [; = > S,
i=1

the k x N matrix with ij-th entry

9,

e Given a matrix valued function F(z) = {f;;(2)}(1 <i<p, 1< j<q): Q — RP* (Q C RY) we denote by
DF or by V. F the p x ¢ X N tensor with ijk-th entry %.
e Given a vector measure u = (p1,...,pr) (where Vj = 1,...,k p; is a finite signed measure) we denote by
||| (E) the total variation of u on the set E.
e For any p-measurable function f, we define the product measure f -y by: f- u(E) = [ g [ du, for every
p-measurable set E.

In what follows we present some known results on BV-spaces. We rely mainly on the book [3] by Ambrosio,

Fusco and Pallara. We begin by introducing some notation. For every v € S™V~1 (the unit sphere in R") and
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R >0 we set
Bi(e,v) = {y €RY : [y—a| <R, (y—2)-v >0}, (A1)
Br(z,v)={yeRY :|ly—2| <R, (y—=) -v<0}. (A.2)

Definition A.1. Let Q be a domain in RY and let f € L*(Q,R™). We say that f € BV (€, R™) if the following

quantity is finite:

|Df] := sup{/ f-diveds: o€ CHQR™N), Jp(z)| < 1V3:}.
Q Q

Definition A.2. Let 2 be a domain in RY. Consider a function f € L}, (2, R™) and a point x € (2.

i) We say that x is an approzimate continuity point of f if there exists z € R™ such that

o [f(Y) — 2| dy
y a0,

li

p—0t
In this case we denote z by f (x). The set of approximate continuity points of f is denoted by Gy.
ii) We say that z is an approzimate jump point of f if there exist a,b € R™ and v € S¥~! such that a # b and

. Jot @ 1f W) —aldy . Joz a1 f0) —bldy
p—0t  LN(B,(x)) 7 esot LN (B,(2)

The triple (a,b,v), uniquely determined, up to a permutation of (a,b) and a change of sign of v, is denoted by
(ft(z), f~(z),vs(x)). We shall call v¢(x) the approzimate jump vector and we shall sometimes write simply
v(z) if the reference to the function f is clear. The set of approximate jump points is denoted by J;. A choice
of v(z) for every x € J; determines an orientation of J;. At an approximate continuity point z, we shall use

the convention f1(z) = f~(z) = f(x).

Theorem A.1 (Theorems 3.69 and 3.78 from [3]). Consider an open set Q C RN and f € BV(Q,R™). Then:
i) HN1-a.e. point in Q\ J; is a point of approzimate continuity of f.

i) The set Jy is o-HN"L-rectifiable Borel set, oriented by v(x). ILe. J; is o-finite with respect to HN =1,
there exist countably many C' hypersurfaces {Sk}32., such that HN~1 (Jf\ 6 Sk) =0, and for HN"1-a.c.
x € Jy NSk, the approzimate jump vector v(x) is normal to Sy at the point :C].Czl

iii) [(fY — ") @vy](z) € LN (Jp, dHN 7).
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