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On Lipschitz regularity for bounded minimizers of functionals with (p, ¢)-growth
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Abstract

We obtain Lipschitz estimates for bounded minimizers of functionals with nonstandard (p,q)-growth satisfying

the dimension-independent restriction ¢ < p + 2 with p > 2. This relation improves existing restrictions when

2
p < N — 1, moreover our result is sharp in the range N > w + 1. The standard Lipschitz regularity takes the
form VVlifo — Wli’f, whereas we obtain Wli’coo — L5, regularity estimate and then make use of existing sharp Ly,

bounds to obtain the required conclusion.
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1. Introduction

Let Q ¢ RY with N > 2 be a bounded open set and we consider the problem of local regularity of minimizers of

Slul == [ f(Vu) dz, (1.1)

Q
where f: RY — R is a C? integrand satisfying (p, q) growth of the form

Assumption 1.1. Let 2 < p < g < oo and suppose there exist constants m, M € (0,00) such that for any z € RY
and £ € RY, the following holds

mlz[” < f(z) < M(1+ |z[)7, (1.2a)
mlz[? < (Df(2),2)  and  [Df(2)] < M(1+ 2|77, (1.2b)
ml2[P 2] < (D?f(2)€,€) < M(1+ |2]7%) &[> (1.2¢)

Definition 1.2. We say that U € Wlif(ﬂ) is a local minimizer of (1.1) provided the following two conditions are
satisfied:

(i) f(VU) € Lioe(Q) and

(i) f(Vu) dx < f(Vu+ Vo) dx holds for all ¢ € WHP(Q) with spt(p) € Q.

spt ¢ spt
Our main theorem reads as follows:
Theorem 1.3. Let 2 <p<g< oo withgq<p+2 andlet U € Wlif(Q) N LS (2) be a bounded, local minimizer of
§ as in Definition 1.2, then VU € LS ().

loc

1.1. Comparision to Previous Results
Regularity theory of variational problems with nonstandard (p,q) growth was pioneered by P.Marcellini in a
series of seminal papers [27, 28, 29, 31, 30]. Since we are interested in Lipschitz regularity, let us recall that

P.Marcellini proves Lipschitz bounds for U € V[/lif (©) under the restriction

! + 2
p N’
In a recent paper, P.Bella and M.Schéffner [3] improved the restriction to
2
%<1+min{1,m}, for N>2 and p>2, (1.3)

by employing a specialized test function that enables them to use Sobolev embedding on the sphere. There is a
large body of work dealing with problems of (p, ¢)-growth as well as other nonstandard growth problems, for which
we refer to [17, 18, 19, 20, 8, 7, 10, 11, 1, 15, 2, 16, 12, 13, 14]. A more detailed survey on the state of the art for
problems with nonstandard growth may be found in [32, 33].

It is well known that Lipschitz continuity and even boundedness for (1.1) fail when p and ¢ are far apart as

evidenced by the following example of Hong [25], which is a variation on the famous counterexample of Giaquinta

[21]:

/ Yl + fus, |* dr,
Q

which satisfies (1.2a)—(1.2¢) for p = 2 and ¢ = 4 and admits an unbounded minimizer if N > 6 (more examples of
(N —Dp
———— then

unbounded minimizers of (1.1) may be found in [26]). It was shown in [28, Section 6] that if ¢ > N1 ,
—1l=p



one cannot expect boundedness and only recently, this restriction was found to be sharp in [24], where it is proved

that the minimizer is bounded provided

1 1 1
—— =< = (1.4)
p g~ N-1
It is easy to see that there is a gap between the restrictions in (1.4) and (1.3) and in this context, the authors in
[3, 33] asked if one could obtain a Sobolev-type restriction (as in (1.4)) in order for the minimizer to be Lipschitz

regular. In this regard, we improve the restriction in (1.3) in some special ranges of p,q and N and also partially

2
provide an answer to the question from [3, 33] by obtaining a Sobolev type restriction when N > w + 1.

(i) For bounded minimizers, we require ¢ < p + 2, see Theorem 1.3.

(ii) Combining the restriction ¢ < p + 2 with the optimal restriction for boundedness from (1.4), we see that

2
Lipschitz regularity for minimizers holds provided q < min {1 + L, 1+ - }
P N—-1-p P
2 2 . . e
(iii) In the case p < N — 1, we see that — > No1 which suggests that Theorem 1.3 improves the restriction
p _
given in (1.3). But it must be noted that our result additionally requires that the solutions are bounded which

also requires the restriction (1.4) to be satisfied. We now compare the two results in a few special cases as

follows:
Table 1: Admissible values of ¢, shaded regions denote sharp restrictions.
| || N =2 | N=3 | N =14 | N=5 | N =6 | N=T | |
10 0.1
qg<4 g<4 g<4 qg<4 qgg q <3 | Theorem 1.3 + (1.4) - C*
p=2
10 14 8
g<4 g<4 ¢<— g<3 q<~ ¢<3 (1.3) - ¢!
10 oo
g€ (1,00 | g€ (1,00) q<6 qg<4 ¢< = | ¢<3 (1.4)- L
g<5 | g<5 | q¢g<5 | ¢q<5 | g<5 | g<5 | Theorem 1.3 + (1.4)-C"'|
p=3 9 21
q<6 q<6 qg<5 q<§ q<? g<4 (1.3) - ¢!
15 oo
g€ (l,00] | g€ (1,00 | g€ (1,00) qg<12 q§7 q<6 (14) - L
g<6 | g¢<6 | g¢<6 | ¢<6 | g<6 | g<6 | Theorem 13+ (14)-C"" |
p=4 20 28 16
ge (1,00 | ge (1,00 | ge (1,00 | ge(l,00) | g<20 | g<12 | (1.4) - L™ |

(iv) Since we require bounded solutions, we see that for minimizers, Lipschitz regularity would then require

2 2
1 ZM-l—l,then—> P

2
= < 1+ min - G ) particular, if N > ———— and thus Lipschitz
p N-l-p

p N-1-p'p
regularity holds for any minimizer as they are automatically bounded. In particular, due to the sharpness of

the condition (1.4), we automatically obtain sharpness of the Lipschitz regularity in this range.

(v) Our theorem improves the previous restriction for bounded minimizers of (1.1) which was found to be ¢ < p+1

in [6, 9].



We now briefly describe the method of proof, first, we begin with a regularization procedure following [5] where
a quadratic term is added to f. The regularized solution is shown to be in C*7 N W22, and we exploit this W?2?
regularity to obtain a gradient higher integrability result. After obtaining a Caccioppoli-type inequality for the
gradient of U, we prove that VU € L; . for all s € (1,00). In fact, | VU||s is estimated in terms of ||U|| L=~ provided
q < p+ 2 holds. Finally, we use a Moser iteration adapted for solutions of equations with unbalanced growth to

obtain the required result.

Remark 1.4. After this paper was written, we became aware that this result has been proved previously by Bildhauer
and Fuchs [4] in 2002. The methods are, for the most part, similar. Instead of De Giorgi iteration, we use a Moser
iteration in the last step. Also, we use a quadratic term for the regularization and we use the notion of bounded

slope condition to gain Lipschitz reqularity for the reqularized minimizer.

2. Notations and Preliminaries

2.1. Notations

We begin by collecting the standard notation that will be used throughout the paper.
e We shall denote N to be the space dimension. A point in RY will be denoted by z.
e Let  be a domain in RY of boundary 9.

e The notation a < b is shorthand for a < Cb where C' is a constant independent of the regularization parameters

o and e.

e We will use the symbol (-, ) to denote the Euclidean inner product.

2.2. Preliminaries for Regularization
We list some of the preliminaries that are required in the subsequent sections. The regularization procedure
relies on the addition of a quadratic term to the functional. Stampacchia [37] has proved some general theorems

on the local Lipschitz regularity of minimizers to convex minimization problems posed on convex domains with

boundary values satisfying the bounded slope condition.

Definition 2.1 (Uniformly Convex set). A bounded, open set B C RY is said to be uniformly convex if there exists

v > 0 such that for every boundary point xo € OB there exists a hyperplane H,, passing through that point satisfying
dist(y, Hy,) > vy — wo|®>  for every y € OB.
Definition 2.2 (Bounded Slope Condition). Let K be a positive real number and B an open bounded convex subset

of RN. We say that a function ¢ : 9B — R satisfies the bounded slope condition of rank K if for any xo € OB there

exists vectors I and I}, satisfying ||l || < K and ||}, || < K such that

(I @ — o) < @) — Pp(wo) < (I, @ —x0)  holds for every x € OB.

The following proposition gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a function to satisfy the bounded slope

condition, see [23, Corollary 4.3] and [34] for the details of the proof.



Proposition 2.3. Let B € RY be a bounded, open and uniformly convex domain with the boundary being B € C1!
reqular. Then, a necessary and sufficient condition for any function ¢(x), x € OB to satisfy bounded slope condition

is that ¢(x) € CV1(0B).

Theorem 2.4 ([37], Theorem 9.2). Let H € C*(RY) and assume it satisfies (D*H (p)(,¢) > v|¢|? for all ¢ € RY.

If Q ¢ RY is uniformly convex and CYt, then the integral given by I(u) = / H(Vu)dz attains its minimum in
Q

the class of all Lipschitz functions in £ assuming that the boundary values satisfy the bounded slope condition and

are the trace of a W?? function for some p > n.

Let us now recall some basic facts from calculus of variations that will be needed later on. The first concerns

the existence of a minimizer, the proof of which can be found in [35, Theorem 2.7].
Theorem 2.5. Let f : RY — [0,00) be a C? function such that
(i) f satisfies the r-coercivity bound, i.e., f(z) > m|z|" holds for all z € RN and some r € (1, 00).

(i) f is a convex function.
Then, the associated functional F(u) = / f(Vu)dz has a minimizer over ng’T(Q) = {u € WH(Q) : uloa = g},
Q
where g € WI=Y/"T(99Q).

The second result discusses when does there exist a unique solution, the proof of which can be found in [35,

Proposition 2.10].

Theorem 2.6. Let F : W'(Q) — R, r € [1,00), be an integral functional with a C? integrand f : RN — R. If f
is strictly convex, i.e.,
f(0z1+ (1 —0)22) <Of(z1) + (1 —0)f(22),
holds for all 21,29 € RN with z; # 25 and any 6 € (0,1), then the minimizer u, € W;’T(Q) = {uec Wwh(Q) :
ulog = g} of F, where g € WYY (0Q), if it exists, is unique.
The next theorem gives a criterion for the integrand to be strictly convex, the proof of which can be found in

[36, Theorem 1.5].

Theorem 2.7. Let 2 be an open convex subset of RN and let f : @ — R be C?. Suppose that for all x € Q the

Hessian matriz D? f(z) is strictly positive-definite, then f is strictly conver.
We end this subsection by recalling a maximum principle, whose proof may be found in [37, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 2.8 (Maximum Principle). Let a;;(z),i,5 =1,2,..., N be measurable and bounded functions in B such

that
aij&&; > plél?, a.e. x € B, for all € € RY.
Ifu € H(B) satisfies
/ ij (2)tug, (2)vs, (2) dz = 0, for all v € Hy(B),
then we have ’

< .€. B.
u(z) < ;relgéu(x) a.e. x €



We shall make use of the following well-known iteration lemma whose proof may be found in [22, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 2.9. Let Z(t) be a bounded non-negative function in the interval p, R. Assume that for p <t < s < R we

have
Z(t) <[A(s —t)"“ + B(s —t) P + C]| +9Z(s)
with A,B,C >0, a,8>0 and 0 <9 < 1. Then,

Z(p) < ela, 0)[A(R — )= + B(R - p)* + C1.

3. Regularization

3.1. Approzimation Scheme

diam(B)
2

standard mollifier p. supported in a ball of radius ¢ centered at the origin, we define U, := U * p.. For 0 < o < 1,

Let us fix a ball B € Q such that 4B € Q. Let g9 = min{l, } > 0. For any ¢ € (0,¢p), using a

we define the regularized functional
Sow) i= [ fa(Vw)de = [ f(Vu) + 5[Vl ds (3.1)
Q Q

where f, € C*(R") satisfies the following growth and ellipticity conditions: From Assumption 1.1, we see that for

2<p<g<oo, z€RY and € € RY, the following is satisfied:

Sl +mlal? < fo(z) < ML+ J2])? + 2P (3.2a)
I +mls? < (Dfs(2),2)  and  |Dfa(z)| < M(1+ 2" (3.2b)
mlz|P 2] + olé]? < (D2f,(2)6,€) < M(1+ |27 2)[¢ + olef. (3.20)

An application of Theorem 2.5 shows that there exists a minimizer u, . of §, in B, i.e., the following holds:

Soluge) = min / f(Vv) + g|Vv|2 dx. (3.3)
velU.+WyP(B) Ja 2

From (3.2¢) and Theorem 2.7, we see that f, is strictly convex and thus, Theorem 2.6 shows that u, . is unique.

3.2. Regularity of minimizers

Lemma 3.1. The unique minimizer u, . of (3.1) belongs to us. € L. (B)NCYH(B)N Wlif(B) Moreover, for all

loc

0<e<ey and 0 <o <1, the following holds:

[toellLe By <UL~ @2B)-
Proof. Since the functional §, and boundary data U, given in (3.3) satisfies the hypothesis from Theorem 2.4, we
have the existence of a minimizer u, . which is Lipschitz regular. Moreover, the minimizer is unique which follows

from Theorem 2.6 and (3.2c) applied with Theorem 2.7.

Clearly the function u, . satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange equation
V- (Vfs(Vuse)) =0 in B.
To prove the bound, we invoke the Maximum principle from Theorem 2.8 along with (3.2b) to conclude that

< = < .
MAX [Ug,e| < max fug,e| = max|Ue| < max|U]



Thus, we get u, . € L°(B)NW>(B). Note that the L> estimate is uniform and independent of ¢ and &, whereas
the Lipschitz bound could possibly depend on ¢ and e.

Noting that the functional f, satisfies (3.2¢), by a standard argument involving difference quotients, we can
prove that u, . € W%?(B). Note that the W?%?(B) estimate comes from the regularizing term %|z|2 in (3.2a) and

depends on the parameter . In particular, the W??(B) estimate could possibly blow up as o — 0. O

Remark 3.2. In subsequent sections excepting Section 7, we shall suppress the subscript of us . for ease of notation.

4. Caccioppoli Inequality

We shall prove the following Caccioppoli inequality for the gradient of u. Note that the proof is only formal and
everything can be made rigorous using difference quotients and the a priori regularity from Lemma 3.1.
Proposition 4.1. Let oo > 0. Let u be the solution to (3.3). Then it holds that

/ |Vu[P~2T V2| ?n? de < C(M, m){ / (VT + | Vu>t) |Vn|? da:}. (4.1)
B B
Proof. The minimizer u of (3.3) satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange equation:
/ (Dfs(Vu),V¢)dx = 0.
B
By choosing ¢ =9, € H&(B) and integrating by parts, we get
/ (D? f(Vu)Vug,, Vip) dz = 0.
B
Now, for £ > 0, we choose ¥ = ug, (k + |Vu|?)2n?, where n € C§°(B) such that 0 <7 < 1in B, to get

/<D2fg(Vu)Vumj,Vqu>(f$+|Vu|2)%n2dx+/ <D2fg(Vu)Vumj,V((m+|Vu|2)%)>umjn2d:v
B B

1 11

= —2/ (D? fo(Vu)Vug,, V) uz,n(k + [Vul?) 2 da. (4.2)
B

IIT
Now observe that due to the coercivity of D?f,(z), we can apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for positive definite

Hermitian matrix O given by (Oz,y) < (Oz,z)"/?(Oy,y)"/? along with Young’s inequality to get
1 o
<31+ 2/ (D, (Vu) Vi, V2 (s + [Vul?) £ da. (4.3)
B

Substituting (4.3) in (4.2) and summing over j € {1,2,..., N}, we get

al N
%Z/ (D?f,(Vu)Vug,, Vug, ) (k + IVuIZ)%nzd:c—i—Z/ (D2 £, (V) Vg, , V (5 + [Vul2) %)) g, 12 da
j=1"B = s
N
< 22/ (D fo(Vu)Vn, Vi) ul (k +|Vul?)? d.
j=1"B

N
Observing that Z Uz, Vg, = (K + |Vul?)?V ((Ii + |Vu|2)%), we can rewrite the previous estimate as
j=1

N
1 [
2 Z / (D2 fo (Vu) Vg, Vg, ) (5 + [Vul?) 2 da

j=1"8

+a [ (D(T09 (e + 1)) ¥ (G4 1DuP)2)) G [Vl da



N
<2 Z/ (D?f,(Vu)Vn, Vn) uij(,{ +[Vul?)? da.
=178
Now, we shall apply (3.2¢) to get

[e3 2 [e]
%/ |vu|P*2|v2u|2(n+|vu|2)an2dx+am/ V2 |V (5 4+ [Vul)3) [ 6+ [Vul?) E? do
B B

< 2(M + 1)/ (IVul? + |Vul?) (k + [Vul*) 2 [Vn|? da.
B
We can derive the required inequality by dropping the second term on the left hand side and passing to the limit

% — 0 by an application of Dominated Convergence Theorem on the right hand side and Fatou’s lemma on the left

hand side. O

5. Higher Integrability of gradient
In this section, we will prove that Vu € Lj, (B) for all s € (1,00) provided ¢ < p + 2.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that ¢ < p+ 2 and let u be the unique solution of (3.3) (recall Remark 3.2). For every
B > 2, there exists a constant C = C(N,p,q, 3, M, m) > 0 such that for every 0 < o < 1,0 < e < g9 and every pair

of concentric balls B,, € Br, € B, we have
2(B+p)

2(B8+p)
UllLe@Bry)\ * UL~ (2Bg,)\ 2" U (28R, ) pts
p+8 <« RN Hil?o - NP Re) Lo EPRo) . 5.1
/BWU' -0 ( Ry — 1o * Ry — 1o * Ry — 1o (5.1)

o
Proof. We begin with the integral
/ |VaulPHon? do = / Vu - (|[Vu[PHP~2 Vun?) dz,
where 17 € C2°(B) to be eventuadl;3 chosen appropriatily. After integrating by parts, we get
/ |VaulPPn? do = —/ uV - (|VuPP=2Vun?) dx
B B

< Nl -+ 8= 1) [ [Vul?*# 2192l d 42l <cm) [ Va7tV da
B B

A1 A2
Applying Young’s inequality, we get

1
A < T/ |Vu|p+'8n2d:6+4—/ |VaulPHP=4 V2 u)?)? dz,
T

Ao

IN

1
Tf \VulP™n?de + — [ |VuPTP72vn? da.
B AT /B

1
AfullL=m)(p+ B 1)

/B |Vu|p+%2dxSC(p,mnullioo(B){ /B VPB4V d + /B |Vu|f’+“|Vn|2dx}-

For the first integral on the RHS, we will apply Proposition 4.1 to get

/BIVUIPJFBW2 dz < C(p, B, M, m)|[ul |2 (5 {/B (V772 +[Vul? + |VulP772) |V77|2dw}-

Choosing 7 =

, we get

Let us now fix a pair of concentric balls B, C Br C B and choose the cut-off function n € C§°(Bg) such that
C
n=1on B, and |Vn| < ——, to get
R—r

[Jul7
/ |VulPtP dz < C(p, B, M, m)(R%T()E;) {/B (V|72 + |Vul? 4 |Vu[PHF—2) dw} : (5.2)
R

o



Now, for 7 > 0 to be chosen, we estimate each of the terms on the right hand side of (5.2) as follows:

C(p,B)

pth—2 )
T 2

|VMBSﬂVM“ﬁ+9¥Q, (5.3b)

TP
at+B—2

T PP Cpq,8)
e < 7|VulP TP+ — i (5.3¢)

T p+B T2—q+p

p+8 ptB
and
+8-2 2+p—q

|Vau|PtP=2 < 7|VulPtP + (5.3a)

|Vu|q+,3—2 _ |Vu|q+,3—2

For the last inequality (5.3¢), we apply Young’s inequality with exponents , which requires
q

the condition ¢ < p + 2. Substituting (5.3a)—(5.3¢c) in (5.2), we get

3C|[ul[F Cllullf 1 1 1
Vuerﬁda:Si( )7'/ Vul|PtP de + L (B){{ — +—+—}RN},
J,, CERE A F-nr 7 T
R — 2
where C' = C(p, q, M, m, ). Now, we choose T = # to get
GO”U”Lm(B)
2(8+p) 2(8+p)
1 o p+B . pt2—q - 5
/ VulP P do < —/ IVulP*B de + CRY (L”L <B’> + <LHL (B)) + <LHL (B))
: 2 /s R—r R—r R—r

Now, we fix 19 < Ry, then by the iteration Lemma 2.9 for rg < r < R < Ry and the maximum principle in

Lemma 3.1, we obtain (5.1). O

6. Moser’s Iteration

Now, we are in a position to use Moser’s iteration for an unbalanced Caccioppoli inequality as in (4.1). The
difference from a standard Moser’s iteration is that the starting point of our iteration must require an exponent of

|Vu| higher than p. In order to do this, we follow the same scheme as laid out in [6].

Theorem 6.1. Assume that ¢ < p+ 2 and let u be the solution to (3.3). Let Ry > 0 be such that Bag, € B and

we fix the following two exponents:
2N

—\ N>2 _o*
2= N—-2 and g :zmax{%ﬂ}.
(2,00), N =2.
Then, there exists C = C(p,q, N, M, m, Ro, ||U||~(2p)) such that
Vu <C. 6.1
V0l () (6.1
2

Proof. We restate the Caccioppoli inequality from Proposition 4.1 as:

/B }v (|W|P*T‘*) }2772 dz < C(M,m)(p + a)? {/B (IVu| T + | Vu2+e) V|2 da:} ,

which may be further revised to

/B ‘V (|Vu|p§a77) ‘2 dx < C(M,m)(p + a)? {/B (|[Vulrt™ +1) |Vn|2dx} .

By Sobolev’s embedding, we have

2% * 2/
(/ |V ) n? dw) < C(M,m)(p+ a)? {/ (IVu|?t* + 1) |Vn|? dw} .
B B




C
Finally, for two concentric balls B, C Br and n € C§°(Bg) satisfying n =1 in B, and |Vn| < ——, we have
R—r

2/2*
(pto2” C(M,m)(p+ «)? o
</B |Vul dx) < R ) {/BR (IVu|T** +1) d:z:}. (6.2)

R 1 2
Now, for n = 1,2,3,..., we define p,, := 70 (1 + 2—n) and choose «, to satisfy (p + an)3 = apy1 + ¢

*

Therefore, we have

2+ \"
2\ " 2%p (7) -1

*

2*p—2
From (6.3), it is easy to see that if o + % > 0, then lim «,, = co. Thus, we can rewrite (6.2) as
— n—roo

/ |vu|an+1+q de < C" /
B B

where C'= C(Ry, g, N, M, m, p, q) is independent of n. Defining Y,, := / |Vu|* T dz, estimate (6.4) becomes
Bﬂn

2% /2
|Vu|?to dx + 1} , (6.4)

Pn41 Pn

Va1 < O™ (Y, + 1)5 . (6.5)
By iterating (6.5), we get
Y, + 1772
on {O”’l Yooy +117 7% 4+ 1}2
CrHn=DE 9% [y, 4 1)@/

IN

YnJrl
*/2

IN

A

< O2i=0(27/2)7 (n—j)93 7o (2" /2)" Yy + 1](2*/2)"+1 .
As a result, we get

2%)1

. 1 N4 1
Yo < (022‘:0(%)%*1)) onta (22?:0(%)M) Y 4 1] e (6.6)
We make the following three observations:
(5)
2 p—
- *\ T 2k p—
R o
n—1 «\7 . ;*
ijo (27) (n—4) < ((2‘;21 2) (
— *\ T 2%p—2
an +q (%) a0+( “p=2g
ne1 e \IT1 N\ cane1 oo \J _
2 =0 (2?) < (27) 22 j=0 (27) (n—J)
Qan tq -
Hence, following the observations from (6.7) and passing to the limit as n — oo in (6.6), we get

0l < C ( /
BpR,

‘0
where C' = C(Ry, ag, M, m, p,q, N).

(B -0+a a0+ (52)
2 q Qo+ ( T3

)
(27) B 1) (6.7)
)

2*\"
(7) %0 1
2

< C(NaQOapvq) < 0,

< C(QOaNapvq) < 00.

[ S
2*7),2(])
2% —2

apg+
|Vu|®0+ dz + 1) ( , (6.8)

Now, we make use of (5.1) with the choice of 8 = ap + ¢ — p > 2, estimate (6.8) becomes

1

o (2 p—2q)
||VU||L°°(BRD/2) <C(1+1) o+(%5%=3%) 7
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where

2(ep+a) 2(ap+a) -
. — RN WUllL~@s)\ ™ * N |U||L>=2B) \ 2= n UL 2y ) 71
' 0 Ry Ry Ry
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

7. Proof of Theorem 1.3

It remains to obtain the Lipschitz bound for U from the Lipschitz bound (6.1) for the regularized minimizer
(recall Remark 3.2). We follow the scheme of the proof in [3], which is similar to the double approximation procedure

n [17]. Observe that
(6.1)
Vgl (g, < C,

where C' = C(p,q, N, M, m, ||U||p(2p)). One can also obtain
(1.2a

) Definition 1.2
m [ |VugePdx < / f(Vuge)de < / fo(Vugy ) dz < / fo(VU.) dx
B B B B

(?’5)/ f(VUs)d:ZH—E/ |VU€|2dx§/ f(VU)dx+3/ |VU|? da,
B 2 /B (1+¢)B 2JB

where the last inequality follows from the convexity of f and Jensen’s inequality. Now, for fixed € > 0, we can find

we € Ue + Wol’p(B) such that, for a subsequence, as o — 0, we have
Vie,e A Vw, weak-# in L>(Bgr,/2),

Uge — We IN WP(B)-weak.
Passing to the limit, as ¢ — 0, we obtain, on account of weak and weak-* lower semicontinuity of norms,

||Vw5||Loo(BRO/2) S O, and

m/ |Vw|?P dx S/ fF(Vwe)dx < / F(VU) dz.
B B (1+e)B

Once again, using the fact that, for a subsequence, w. — w in U —l—Wol 'P(B)-weak, we obtain by lower semicontinuity,

[[Vw||p< (B, ,») < C, and (7.1)

m/ [Vw|? dz §/ f(Vw)dx < / f(VU) dz. (7.2)
B B B
Finally, by the strict convexity of f (see Remark 7.1), (7.2) and the fact that w € U + Wy"?(B), we have w = U.

Hence, the Lipschitz continuity of U follows from (7.1).

Remark 7.1. In order for uniqueness to hold, we want to make use of Theorem 2.6 which requires strict convexity.
But in our situation, we have the additional condition (1.2¢) and this implies strict convexity of the functional, as

can be seen in the calculation from [2, Proof of Theorem 4.10].
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