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PARTIAL REGULARITY FOR LOCAL MINIMIZERS OF VARIATIONAL
INTEGRALS WITH LOWER ORDER TERMS
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ABSTRACT. We consider functionals of the form
Flu) = /F(x,u, Vu) dz,
Q

where Q C R" is open and bounded. The integrand F': Q x RY x R¥*™ — R is assumed
to satisfy the classical assumptions of a power p-growth and the corresponding strong quasicon-
vexity. In addition, F is Holder continuous with exponent 23 € (0, 1) in its first two variables
uniformly with respect to the third variable, and bounded below by a quasiconvex function de-
pending only on z € RY*™. We establish that strong local minimizers of F are of class C**? in
an open subset Q9 C Q with £™(Q \ Qo) = 0. This partial regularity also holds for a certain
class of weak local minimizers at which the second variation is strongly positive and satisfying
a BMO-smallness condition. This extends the partial regularity result for local minimizers by
Kristensen and Taheri (2003) to the case where the integrand depends also on u. Furthermore, we
provide a direct strategy for this result, in contrast to the blow-up argument used for the case of
homogeneous integrands.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We investigate the regularity properties of W'9-local minimizers of variational integrals of
the form

(1.1) Flu) = /F(x,u, Vu)dx.
Q

Here, @ C R™ is an open and bounded set and v € WIP(Q,RY) for a fixed p > 2. We
recall at this point that, for a given ¢ € [1,00], a map u € WHP(Q,RY) is said to be a
W4 local minimizer if there exists a > 0 such that, for every ¢ € Wé’q(Q,RN ) satisfy-
ing [|Veol|Larrxny < 4, itholds that F(u) < F(u + ¢). When g € [1,00), we say that u is a
strong local minimizer, whereas if ¢ = oo, we call u a weak local minimizer.

Regarding the integrand F': Q x RY x RV 5 R, we assume that it satisfies the following
standard conditions:

(HO) F = F(z,u, z) is a continuous function, of class C? in the variable z € RV*™, and such
that F,, is continuous in 2 x RN x RNxn,

(H1) F satisfies a natural growth condition: for a fixed p > 2 and for a constant L > 0 it holds
that, for every (z,u, z) € Q x RY x RV*n,

F(z,u,2)| < L(1+ |4?).
1
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(H2) F is strongly quasiconvex: there is a constant £ > 0 such that, for every (xq, ug, 20) €
Q x RY x RN*" and every ¢ € Wy (Q, RY),

e[V < [ (oo, +99) — Flao.uo,20) da,
Q Q
where the auxiliary function V : RV*" — R is defined by
V(2) = (2 +]2lP)z.
(H3) There exists a function G: RV*" — R such that, for every (z,u,z) € Q x RV x RVX7,
G(z) < F(z,u, 2).

Furthermore, G is assumed to be strongly quasiconvex, in the sense that G is con-

tinuous and, for a constant g > 0, it holds that for every zp € RN*" and every
17

0 € WyP(Q,RY),

eG/Q\w\pdx S/Q(G(zo—l—VLp)—G(zo)) dz.

(H4) There is an increasing function p(s) > 2L such that, for a constant ¢ > 0 and for every
(z,u,2), (y,v,2) € QxRN x RVN*n,

|F(x,u,2) = F(y,v,2)] < cO(|ol, |z = y* + u = v*)(1+ [2f7),
with 9(s, ) = min{2L, p(s)t"}, B € (0, 3).

On the other hand, when dealing with weak local minimizers, we will replace assumption [(HO)|
by the following regularity condition on F":

(HO,) F = F(x,u,z) is a continuous function, of class C? in the variables (u,z) € RY x
RNV*" and such that F,,,, and F,, are continuous in Q x RY x RN*7,

For the case of weak local minimizers we will also require the following growth condition on F,:
(H1,,) For a constant K > 0 it holds that, for every (z,u, z) € Q x RV x RV>",

|Fu(z,u, 2)| < K(1+|2[P).

Remark 1.1. Assumption[(H3]|is a coercivity condition on F that is uniform in (z,u) € QxRY,
see [14]]. In this regard, we emphasize that the value of the constants { and l¢ does not play an
important role in our context and, furthermore, we can normalize the integrand F by min{/, (¢}
while the set of local minimizers remains unchanged. Whereby, for the rest of the paper we shall
assume, without loss of generality, that { = (g = 1.

We note that plays a fundamental role in obtaining a preliminary higher integrability
on the local minimizers under investigation. On the other hand, assumption is a Holder
continuity condition on the (x, u) variables and uniform in z.

We also record that assumptions and enable us to establish suitable estimates for
the case under study, in which F' depends on the lower order terms € Q and v € RY, in
addition to its dependence on z € RV*", A corresponding assumption of the form of is
also necessary when F' depends only on z and z, see [7]], while condition [([H3)]is only required
when the dependence on wu is present. However, we recall that all the hypotheses are
standard when proving partial regularity of global minimizers if the integrand depends also on
(x,u), see, for example, [ [5,[30L 31} 36} 40].

The study of local minimizers in the calculus of variations has been broadly motivated by
models arising in materials science. In the same spirit, a fundamental example of John in [39]
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establishes non-uniqueness of equilibrium points in nonlinear hyperelasticity. The annular shape
of the domain in this example and the symmetric properties of the possible solutions to the
equilibrium equations provided strong evidence that the topology of €2 plays a central role in the
number of local minimizers admitted by the functional.

The question of existence of local minimizers was addressed by Post and Sivaloganathan for
low dimensions in [45]], see also [50]. Kristensen and Taheri further extended the previous exam-
ples to obtain W!-local minimizers for homogeneous integrands satisfying a natural p-growth
condition. Furthermore, it was shown by Taheri in [51]] that, if the domain is star-shaped, then
strong local minimizers are actually global minimizers if they are subject to linear boundary con-
ditions. The problem of existence was finally settled in great generality by Taheri in [52]], where
a lower bound for the number of local minimizers of functionals of the form (LI) is given in
terms of certain topological properties of the domain.

The foundations of regularity theory for solutions to elliptic systems rely on the astounding
works of De Giorgi and Almgren [3 [4]], that were followed by those of Giusti and Miranda
[32], Morrey [43]], and others. Later on, Giaquinta and Giusti [28] established partial regularity
for minimizers of functionals as in (L)) under the assumption of quadratic growth and strong
convexity in the z variable. Many other works followed in the case of convexity in the z-variable,
see [31]).

On the other hand, in the quasiconvex setting it wasn’t until the work of Evans [20] that partial
regularity of class C1® was established for minimizers, under the assumption that the integrand
satisfies a controlled quadratic growth. Several important generalizations of his work have been
established, including 18 [33] (37,140, [47]]. Of particular
relevance to us is the direct approach to establish partial regularity of minimizers of functionals
of the form (LI, with F satisfying a p-growth as in and a strong quasiconvexity condition
of the form The foundations of this method go back to the early works of [25]]-[30].

In the quasiconvex setting, a full regularity result under a smallness condition on the boundary
datum has been obtained in [9]. Furthermore, the impact of regularity on uniqueness has been
studied by the author and Jan Kristensen in [10], where a uniqueness result for global minimizers
of quasiconvex functionals has been obtained, once again under a natural smallness restriction
on the Dirichlet boundary condition.

Regarding the case of local minimizers, Kristensen and Taheri established in that, under
the classical assumptions of natural growth and strong quasiconvexity of a homogeneous inte-
grand F' = F(z), Wh%local minimizers are of class C1*® in a subset of the domain € of full
n-dimensional measure. They observed that an important challenge when dealing with W'4-
local minimizers, if ¢ > p, is that of obtaining higher integrability properties. An important
reason leading to this obstacle is that, while establishing partial regularity via an indirect blow-
up argument, the Caccioppoli inequality that can be obtained carries on the right hand side a term
of the form

(1.2) 9/ |Vu; — Va;? dz,
B(zq,r)

where 6 € (0,1), (u;) is the blown-up sequence and (a;) is a sequence of suitable affine maps.
In the case of global minimizers, this term can be made to disappear after an iteration process as
in [20]. However, in the case of local minimizers, such an iteration would require letting j — oo,
which cannot be done at this stage since the sequence (u;) is only known to converge weakly
in WP, On the other hand, Evans and Gariepy had already observed in that a Cacciop-
poli inequality of the first kind (in the sense of Ch. 9]) is not really necessary to establish
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convergence in W52 of the blown-up sequence. However, their argument does not resolve the
issue for strong local minimizers. In [41]], the obstacle of not being able to iterate the Cacciop-
poli inequality carrying the term in (L.2)) is overcome for W'%-local minimizers by means of a
measure-theoretical argument, thanks to which strong convergence can be established bypassing
the need of the usual estimates that give higher integrability. Other interesting regularity results
concerning local minimizers can be found in [15} 6] [11] 146].

In [[7] it was shown that the blow-up strategy can be suitably adapted to obtain partial regularity
of minimizers when the integrand is of the form F(z,z), with (z,2) € Q x R¥*" and the
treatment can even be taken to establish partial regularity up to the boundary of ¢2. However,
the case in which the integrand F' depends also on u € R poses extra technical challenges.
Such difficulties arise mainly from the fact that a uniform coercivity assumption of the form [(H3)|
cannot suitably be blown up and, just as in the case of global minimizers for functionals with
lower order terms, see [30], the strong quasiconvexity condition also fails to be enough to
establish a pre-Caccioppoli inequality in this case.

On the other hand, and in remarkable contrast with the aforementioned regularity results,
Miiller and Sverak built examples of Lipschitz solutions to the weak Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions associated to a quasiconvex variational problem, but that are nowhere of class C'. Kris-
tensen and Taheri [41] provided a modification of these examples so that the second variation
at the Lipschitz solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equations was actually uniformly positive, and
hence the solutions were, in fact, weak local minimizers. Furthermore, the importance of the
regularity properties of strong local minimizers has also been made evident in the sufficiency
result established by Grabovsky and Mengesha in [34]], see also [&]].

In this setting, the main objective of this work is to establish a partial C1*®-regularity result
for W14-local minimizers of variational functionals of the form (L), where the integrand also
depends on . It is worth noting that, just as in the case of homogenous integrands first established
in [41]], and then extended to integrands with 2 dependence in [[7]], we require the local minimizer
to be a priori a Wllo’g map. It remains unclear whether this assumption is really necessary.

As usual, our regularity result will rely on a suitable decay of the mean oscillations denoted
by

E(y,r) = ]{3 L V(T (),
y,'f‘

were B(y,r) C € is a ball and the bar on the integral signifies its mean value, as specified in the
list of notations below.
Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let F': QxRN x RN*™ — R be an integrand of class C? in the variable in RN <™
and satisfying [(HOWNHA), Let q € [2,00] and assume that v € W'P(Q,RV) N W%O’Z(Q, RN) is
a Wh4-local minimizer of F. Let

Yo = {x € Q: limsup |(w)z,| + |[(Vu)z,| = 0o or liminf E(x,r) > O}
r—0 r—0
and define Qo := Q \ Xg. Then, Qq is open, L™(Xg) = 0 and, if ¢ € [2,00), then w is locally of
class CYP in Qo. On the other hand, if ¢ = oo, we assume in addition that the second variation
at u is strongly positive, as in (H3), and that assumptions (HOy )| and [[(HI )| also hold. Then,
there exists a 09 > 0 such that, if 6; € (0, ) and if

(1.3) lim S(l)lp [Vu(y) — (V)zrllLe Bz rryxmy < 01
T
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locally uniformly in x € ), then u is also locally of class CY* in Q.

Note that, by the examples cited above, condition (L3)) is indeed necessary for the case of
W1 ]ocal minimizers.

The strategy that we follow is fundamentally inspired by the direct argument of Giaquinta and
Modica [30]] to establish partial regularity of global minimizers. The application of this approach
is new in the context of W19-local minimizers. An important challenge to overcome is that, just
as for the case without u-dependence, we can only obtain a Caccioppoli of the first kind, which
is stated in Theorem [4.4]

As in the homogeneous case, the restrictions imposed by the fact that we are dealing with local
minimizers do not allow us to perform an iteration to force the term 6 f, |[V/(Vu — 20)|* dz to
vanish. However, a generalized version of Gehring’s Lemma, originally established in [24]], was
obtained by Stredulinsky in [49]. This generalized version enables the Caccioppoli inequality
to self-improve into a similar one with higher exponents on all the relevant terms. Whereby, by
combining this with a preliminary higher integrability obtained in a classical way, we can finally
obtain a suitable reverse Holder inequality, which is stated in Theorem [4.3]

The reverse Holder inequality will finally allow us to establish a good decay rate for the mean
oscillations of Vu. This is achieved by comparing the mean oscillations of the minimizer u with
those of the (regular) minimizer of a second order Taylor polynomial of a frozen integrand of the
form F'(zg,ug, 2), as we show in Theorem .71

The main body of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we recall classical estimates
for the integrands satisfying our main assumptions. Furthermore, we state Stredulinsky’s version
of Gehring’s Lemma, being one of the main ingredients of our regularity proof. The final part of
Section Plincludes the statements of the decay rate and the LP-estimates satisfied by A-harmonic
maps, namely, the minimizers of strongly quasiconvex quadratic functionals. The main content
of this work is contained in Sections Bland @l In Section Bl we prove that weak local minimizers
at which the second variation is strongly positive are, in fact, WBMO_local minimizers, in the
sense that u minimizes the energy under perturbations for which the BMO-seminorm of the
derivative is small. Finally, in Section ] we establish the proof of Theorem Concerning the
different steps of the proof, we remark that the linearization process in Subsection 4.4 makes use
of the aforementioned WBMO_minimality result for the case of weak local minimizers, since it
is by these means that we can use the local minimality property when comparing the energy at u
with that of the solution to the linearized problem.

We now introduce the notation that we use in the rest of the paper.

1.1. Notation: Throughout this work, we shall use the following set of notational conventions:
e | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in any space R™. If m = N X n, so that we are in a

space of matrices, it denotes the trace norm, so that |z| := (Tr(zzt))%;

B(xg, ) denotes the open ball centred at g € R™ and with radius r > 0;

B(xg, ) denotes the closure in R™ of B(xg,);

if we have fixed a ball B(y, r), we shall often write B, instead of B(y,r);

if ¢ > 0 and we have fixed a ball B(y, ), we shall denote by B, the ball still centred at

y and with radius (r.

e for a given open set w C R" of finite Lebesgue measure £"(w) € (0, 00), and for a given

map f: w — R™, we denote the average value of f over w by

(e = E,f(w) / fdz = ][ fda.
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In the particular case that w = B(xzg, ), we denote (f)zo» = (f)w:

e for a function f € C(w,R™), with v € (0,1), || f||c1 = £l @ rmy + [V flcoa,
where [V f]o0.o denotes de a-Holder semin-norm of V f;

e for a function f € Wh*(Q, RY), we denote || f||1.s := [ £llLs @y + IV fllLs (@ rnxny;s

e for1 < p < oo, W(l]’p (€, RY) refers to the closure in W' of the space of compactly
supported smooth functions C°(2, RY).
On the other hand, Wy>°(Q, RY) := WH(Q, RV) n Wi (2, RY).
For 1 < p < ooand u € WHP(Q,RY), WLP(Q,RY) denotes the affine space u +
W (Q,RY);

o the letter ¢ will be used to denote a constant and it may change its specific value from
line to line in a chain of equations.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

It is well known that, under the assumptions and the following estimates hold:
there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(L) > 0 such that, V(x,u, 2), (z,u, w) € Q x RY x RNVx",

(2.1 |F(z,u,2) — F(z,u,w)| <c(1+ 2P~ + [wP™)|z — w|
and
2.2) |Fo(,u,2)] < e(1+ [P

See [16] as references for these estimates.
Another classical and useful result concerns the following growth properties for shifted frozen
integrands:

Lemma 2.1. Let m > 0 and let (zq,uo, 20) € RN*™ be fixed, with |ug| + |z0| < m. Assume
that F: Q x RN x RN*" 5 R is of class C? in the z variable and that it satisfies assumptions

[(HI)|and[(HZ)} We define the shifted frozen integrand
F(z) :==F(z0,u0, 20 + 2) — F(x0, u0, 20) — Fs (20, u0, 20)[2]

1
~ [ = 0F.utan,ua, 20+ 62)f2 2] da
0

RNXn

Then, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(L, m, F"") > 0 such that, for every z € , we have that

|E(2)] < (|2 +]2)
[F'(2)] < e (Jz] +[P7).
Furthermore, for every z,w € RN*" it holds that
|F(2) = F(w)] < e (2] + Jw] + [P~ + [wf™) |2 = wl.

Under the assumption that |ug| + |zo| < m, the proof of this lemma follows from the result of
Acerbi & Fusco in [I, Lemma 2.3].

We now state the following version of Gehring’s Lemma. A proof of this result can be found
in [25] Ch. V. Proposition 1.1]. The following version of the result was proved by Stredulinsky in
[49]. See and Proposition 5.1] for earlier developments generalizing Gehring’s Lemma
in this direction.
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Theorem 2.2. Let B C R™ be an open ball and let p > 1. For M > 1, let f,g € LP(B,RM),
¢ € (0,1) and assume that 0 € (0,1) and K > 0 are constants such that, for every B, =

B(xO?T)g]B’
P
folarar<of \grpdxw(][ rg\dx) +f Jfpa
B(r By B B,

Then, there exist e = £(K,6,q,n) > 0 and a constant ¢ = ¢(K,0,q,n) > 0 such that, for every
q € [p,p +e), it holds that g € LY(1B,RM) and

<][1B !g\%)é < <]I[B ‘g,pdx>; . (]{B’f’quf'

2

The following estimate is of standard use in regularity theory and it is an easy consequence
of the convexity of the function V' and Jensen’s inequality. We shall make use of it freely for
different domains w C R"™.

Lemma 2.3. Let p > 2 and let w C R™ be an open set. Then, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(p) > 0
such that, for n, M > 1, every f € LP(w,RM) and every ¢ € RM,

23) FWu - P < cf wis-op as

We conclude this section by stating the following two results for A-harmonic maps. The
regularity properties satisfied by these is the fundamental cornerstone that enables us to establish
partial regularity in the general nonlinear case.

Theorem 2.4. Let Q C R" be open and bounded. Assume that A: RN*" x RNX" 5 R isa
symmetric bilinear form satisfying that

(i) for every §,n € RN, Alg,n] < LI¢|In| and
(ii) A is strongly quasiconvex, i.e., for every p € W(l]’Q(Q, RN),

(2.4) 2/|Vgp|2dx < /A[w, V| d.
Q Q

Let u € WYP(Q,RY and take Br C Q to be an open ball. Then, there exists a unique h €
WL2(Bgr, RN) minimizing the functional

v A[Vu, Vu]dz,
Br
over WL2(Bg,RN) and, for a constant ¢ = c(n, L) it holds that, for every r € (0, R),

]{BT’V(Vh— (Vh),)|*dz < ¢ (%)2]2 V(Vh = (Vh)g) da.

R
Good references for this classical result are [27]], Theorem 10.7].
It is worth recalling at this point that if a function F*: RV*™ — R is of class C? and satisfies

the strong quasiconvexity condition that for every zo € RY*" and every ¢ € Wé’Q(Q,RN ) it
holds that

/\V(Vgp)]z dz < / (F%(z0 + V) — F°(20)) du,
Q Q

then for every ¢ € Wé’Q(Q, R™) the following strong quasiconvexity condition is satisfied:

(2.5) 2 / IV|? dz < / F° (%)[Ve, V] dz.
Q Q
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Indeed, for ¢ € C(Q,RY) this follows from the fact that ¢ = 0 minimizes the real valued
function

O 1= [ (Fa-+199) = F(aa) = V(V)P) da

and, hence,

(2.6) 0<J"(0) = / (F2.(20) [V, Vgl = 2[Vl?) da.
Q

For ¢ € Wé’Q(Q, RN), the inequality 2.3) follows then by approximation.

The following result concerns the well known LP-estimates for A-harmonic maps.

Theorem 2.5. Let A: RV*" x RV 5 R be a symmetric bilinear form as in Theorem 2.4 and
let u € WH9(Bg,RN). If h € W2 (Bp, RN) minimizes the functional

v A[Vu, Vu]dz,
Br

and if ¢ € [2,00), there exists a constant K, = Kq(L,n,q) > 0 such that, for every constant
vector zg € RVX™,

[Vh — ZO”L‘I(BR,RNX”) < Kol Vu — ZOHL‘?(BR,]RNX")-

On the other hand, if u € WH°(Q,RY), there exists a constant Aoy = Aoo(L,n) > 0 such
that, for every constant vector zy € RN*™,

[Vh - zO]BMO(BR,RNX") < AOOHV’LL - ZOHLOO(BR,RNX")'

The proof for ¢ = 2 follows from the strong quasiconvexity condition. The proof for ¢ €
(2, 00] can be found in Theorem 2.14 and Theorem 10.15].

3. WEAK LOCAL MINIMIZERS

3.1. An improved local minimality property with BMO variations. In this section we will
establish that weak local minimizers at which the second variation is strictly positive are, in fact,
WLBMO jocal minimizers, in the terminology of [7]. This was first observed for homogeneous
integrands in [41, Theorem 6.1] (see also Theorem 4.4]). The impact of small W1LBMO_
variations has been studied in [48]], while interesting results concerning the regularity of ex-
tremals with BMO-small gradient recently appeared in [38]].

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ € LY(Q, RV*"). We say that ¢ is of bounded mean oscillation if and only
if
sup ][ |6 = (@)ar| dy < 0.
B(z,r)CQ
B(z,r)
In this case, we define the semi-norm
[9lBMO(QRN*n) 1= SUp ][ ¢ = (9)ar|dy < o0
B(z,r)CQ
B(z,r)

and we set

BMO(Q,RV*™) := {¢ € L'(Q,RY") : [glpmo(qrnxn) < 00}
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In order to simplify the notation later on, for (z,v,w) € QxR"™x RY*" we define the bilinear

form L(x,u, z) by
L(z,u, 2)[(v,w), (0,0)] :=Fyyu(x,u, 2)v - 0+ Fy(x,u, z)v - w+ Fy.(z,u,2)0 -0

3. + F..(x,u,z)w -
for every v, 0 € RY and every w, w € RV*",

We shall also denote F'(z) := F(z,u(z), Vu(z)) and we adopt the corresponding notation
for all the partial derivatives of F'.

For the last part of this section we will assume that u € W1 (€, RY) is a weak local mini-

mizer of F at which the second variation is uniformly strictly positive, meaning that there exists
a constant ¢y > 0 such that, for all o € W™ (2, RN),

/Q (Fuu(2)[p(2), ()] + 2Fuz (2)[Vp (), p(2)] + Fzz(2)[Vp(2), Vio(2)]) da

HS) = /Q L(z, u(x), Vu(z))[(o, Vo), (. Vo)) dz
>co| [Vl [3-

Lemma 3.2. Let F: Q x RY x RNX" 5 R be such that [[HOw )| [(HT)| [HI )| and [(HZ ) hold for
some p > 2. Let u € WH°(Q,RN) and define the function G: Q x RY x RN*" 5 R by

G(z,y, z) =F(z,u(z) +y, Vu(z) + 2) — F(z) — Fy(x)[y] — F.(z)[7]

1
:/0 (1 =)Lz, u(z) + ty, Vu(z) + t2)[(y, 2), (4, 2)];

where, for each (x,7,z) € Q x RN x RNX"the bilinear form L(x,u, z) is defined as in (3.1).
Then, there exists a constant ¢ = c(|[ul|1,00) > 0 such that, for each x € Q, y, 9 € RY and
2,2 € RVxd

]G(x,y, Z) - G(l’,y7 2)’ < C(Ap—l(y7 Z,:&, 2)’2 - 2’ + Ap(ya Zag7 2)’3/ - :&’) )

where
Ap(y,2,9,2) = lyl + [9] + |2] + |2] + |2 + |2

The proof of this result can be found in [8, Lemma 4.4] (see also [34]]). It follows the truncation
strategy developed by Acerbi & Fusco in [1].

The regularity of the second partial derivatives of F' can be phrased in terms of the existence
of a modulus of continuity for the function L, as we settle in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that F: Q x RN x RVX" — R satisfies the condition [[HOy)|and let m > 1
be fixed. There exists a modulus of continuity wy,: [0,00) — [0, 1] such that wy, is increasing,
concave, wr,(t) > 1 for every t > 1, limy_,owr(t) = 0, and with the property that, for a
constant ¢ = c¢(m) > 0 and for every (x,u,z), (z,v,w) € Q x RN x RN*" satisfying that
lu| + |v] + |z| + |w| < m + 1, it holds that

|L(z,u,z) — L(z,v,w)| < cwr(Ju—v|+ |z — wl|).

The proof follows a standard scheme and we only sketch it here for the convenience of the
reader:
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Proof. By assumption the function L is continuous in its domain and it is bounded in any set of
the form 2 x B(0,m + 1) C Q x RY x RNVX", Let
Ki=1+ sup |L(x,u,z).
Jul+|z|<m+1
We can then ensure that K is well defined. Define now
1

wo(t) := ﬁsup{u/(:ﬂ,u—v,z—wﬂ tlu—v|+|z—w| < tand |u|+|v|+|z|+]|w| < m—|—1}.

wr,: [0,00) — [0, 1] can then be given as the concave envelope of the function
w(t) := max{wo(t), min{t, 1}}.

The function wy, is a modulus of continuity for L in the set 2 x B(0,m + 1) C Q x RY x RV*n
and it satisfies all the desired properties. O

We will require the following definition and the subsequent lemmata, which generalize the
Hardy-Littlewood-Fefferman-Stein maximal inequalities.

Definition 3.4. Let f: R" — RN*" be an integrable map. We define the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function by

f(@) = sup ][ F(v)] dy,
Bu;r9$

where the supremum is taken over all balls B(y, ) g R" containing x. Similarly, the Fefferman-
Stein maximal function is given by

fH(x) = Sup \f [yl dy.
B(y,r)

Lemma 3.5. Let ®: [0,00) — [0, 00) be a continuously increasing function with ®(0) = 0. As-
sume, in addition, that ®(t) = tP A(t) for some p > 1 and some increasing function A: [0, 00) —
[0,00). Then, there exists a constant v = ~(n, p) such that

(32) / &(|fl)dz < / B(f*)dx < / (2| f]) dz

R™ R™ R™
forall f € LY(R™, RN*™),

The proof of the first inequality in this lemma follows from the fact that ® is increasing and
from Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem, which implies that |f(z)| < f*(x) for almost every
x € R™. For a proof of the second inequality we refer the reader to [35, Lemma 5.1]. It is well
known that both notions of maximal functions are related in the following way.

Lemma 3.6. Let : [0,00) — [0, 00) be a continuously increasing function with ®(0) = 0. Let
e >0and f € LY(R", RV*"). Then,

(3.3) / M) dx < —/ ( > dz +2- 5% /@(5"2"+1f*)dx

Rn
If, in addition, we have that
d(2t)
sup
>0 P(t)

< 00,
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we can further conclude that there is a constant v, = 1 (n) such that, for every f € LY(R™, RN>")
satisfying that [ ®(f*)dx < oo, it holds that
Rn

(3.4) / B(f*)dx < 7 / B(f#) da

R" R™

The proof of (3.3) can be found, for example, in [41]. Inequality (3.4) follows easily from
(B3) under the given extra assumptions.
An important remark to make at this point is the following:

Remark 3.7. If o € W 1(Q RN) is a Sobolev map, then for every x € Q we have, by Poincaré
inequality, that for a constant ¢ = c¢(n, N) > 0,

(3.5) o™ () —sup][ lo — m\dy<csup][ Vpldy = (V)" (x).

The main result of this section can now established and we state it as follows.

Theorem 3.8. Let F: Q x RN x RNX" — R be a function satisfying [(HOy )} [(HT)} [[H ) and
for some 2 < p < co. Let u € WH(Q,RN) be an extremal with strictly positive second
variation. In other words, assume that

(3.6) /(Fy(x, u, Vu)[g] + F(z,u, Vu)[Vg])dz = 0
Q

and that (H3) is satisfied. Then, there exists a 5, > 0 such that
/(F(m,u +¢,Vu+ Vo) — F(z,u,Vu)) do > c/ |Vl dz
Q Q

for every p € Wé’OO(Q,RN) satisfying [Vo|pmo < ds.

Proof. Let p € Wp™ (9, RY). We define the sets:

A={z € Q: ()| + [Vep()| < 1};
B:={z € Q:|p(x)| + |Ve(x)| > 1}.
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Then, we have that

/Q(F(%U + ¢, Vu + Vo) — F(z,u, Vu)) dz
= /Q(F(m, u+ ¢, Vu+ V) — F(z,u, Vu) — Fy(x,u, Vu)[p] — F.(z,u, Vu)[Vy]) dx
— [/Q(F(:c, u+ ¢, Vu+ V) — F(z,u, Vu) — Fy(z,u, Vu)p] — F.(z,u, Vu)[V]) 1p dz
—% /Q Lz, u, Vu)[(, Vo) (@, V)15 dx}
1
+ UQ/O (1 = t)L(x,u+to, Vu + tVe)[(p, Vo) (o, V)] La dt do

1
- [ [a= 016w vuie v vt ar|
QJ0

* % /QL(@"’ u, Vu)[(e, Vo) (e, V)| da

=:14 1T 4 IIL

Note first that, by assumption (H3),

I > CO/|Vgp|2dx.
Q
Now let wy,: [0,00) — [0, 00) be a modulus of continuity for L on the set
{(2,y,2) € QxRN x RV Jy| +|2] < || Vulloo + 1}

and such that it satisfies the properties given by Lemma 33l Using in particular that wy, is
increasing, we can then estimate the term II as follows:

> /Q wr (19 + V) (ol + [Vel?)La da

> - C/QwL (el + V) (el + [Vel? + [0 + V)14 da.

The need to consider the second inequality will become evident once we estimate the remaining
term. Indeed, using Lemma [3.2] and the fact that |¢(x)| + |[Ve(x)| > 1 for 2 € B, we obtain,
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for a constant ¢ > 0 that depends on ||u/|1 . that

I2—c [ (+1pl+ 1Vl + Vol I VilLs da
—c [+ lel+ Vel +VpP)lplLs da
> = [ Il + V6l + V4" )[Vltp do
—c [ (6l + 196l + 1VeP)lelLp da
> —c [ (16l + V6 + o + V)1 ndz

== C/QWL(|SD| +IVeD(lol® +Vel® + o + Vo) 1p da.

For the last inequality before the equal sign we have used that, if a,b > 0, then ab < %(a2 + b?)
and, in addition, thatif 1 < g < s < o0, then for every a > 1, it holds that a? < a®. On the other
hand, the last identity follows from the fact that wy (t) = 1 fort > 1.

Compiling all the estimates above, and using that for s > 1and a,b > 0, (a*+b°) < ¢4(a+b)*,
we can further obtain that, for a new constant ¢ > 0,

[ (Fleu+ 0, V0 Vp) - Plou,Va) da
Q
60 za [[VePdo—c [wulel+ Ve [(el+1V6)? + (ol + [T¢)] do

We now define the function ®4(t) := wy,(t)t*, with s € {2, 2p}. Note that, since @ is increasing,
then for every a,b > 0 we have that

(3.8) Dy(a+b) < By(2a) + Dy(20).

This implies that

(3.9) D (|| + [Vol) < 25(209]) + 2s(2[Vep)).

On the other hand, by applying to the function 20 Lemmata[3.5] and Remark 3.7] and then

Lemma [3.6] one more time, and assuming that ¢ takes the value of 0 outside of €2, we whereby
obtain that, for constants ¢ = ¢(n, N) > 0 and v = y(n,p) > 0,

(3.10) / D4 (2|¢|) da S'y/ Dy (c(Vip)™) da.
n RTL

From (3.8)), (3.10) and after applying Lemmata and once again, but this time to the
function 2V, we obtain that

G.11) [ uliel+ 19ehde <y [ @ue(ve))do.
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From inequalities (3.7) and (3.11) we obtain that

/Q(F(x,u + ¢, Vu+ Vo) — F(x,u, Vu)) dz
61D ze [[VePds—c [ wrle¥e) (Vo) + (Vo] da

> [ (VP de—c [ wnle(Vel®) (o)) + (V)] da.

For the second inequality above we have used (3.2)) and (3.4) once again.
Note that, if &, € (0,1) is such that (V¢)# < §,, the fact that 2p > 2 will imply that that
(Vp)*)? < ((V)#)2. Then, B.I12) becomes

/(F(:U,u—|— o, Vu+ Vo) — F(z,u,Vu)) dz
Q

> [ (Vo/Pde—c [ anTo (Ve de,

Finally, since wy, is continuous at ¢ = 0 and wy,(0) = 0, we can ensure that there exists d,. € (0, 1)
such that, if 0 < ¢ < §,, then

cwr,(ct) < cp.

Whereby, for every ¢ € W(I)’OO(Q,RN ) satisfying that (V)# < §,, we will have that, for a
constant ¢ = ¢(n, N,p) > 0,

/Q(F(x,u +¢,Vu+ V) — F(z,u,Vu)) dz > c/ (V)#)? da.

n

Using again Lemmata[3.3]and 3.6, we can further conclude that, for such ¢ € Wé’oo(Q, RM),

/(F(:U,u—l—go, Vu+ V) — F(z,u,Vu)) de > c/|Vg0|2 dz.
Q Q

This concludes the proof of the theorem. U

4. THE REGULARITY RESULT

The proof of Theorem [L.2] will follow in a classical way from the following decay estimate for
the mean oscillations of the local minimizer u:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that F' and u are as in Theorem For every m > 1 there exist v €
(0,8), @ € (2v,1), Rs € (0,1), 79 € (0, 1), and &1 € (0,1), all depending onn,N, L, F" and
m, such that for every ¢ € (0,€1), if 0 € (0, R5), [(w)z,0] + |(V)z,0] < mand E(z9, 0) < ¢,
then

.1 E(z9,700) < coR? + 18'E(20, 0).

There are several steps to follow in order to achieve this decay estimate. Furthermore, we
recall that the minimality assumption is essential for a regularity result of this nature, since maps
that are merely solutions to the weak Euler-Lagrange equations associated to the problem, need
not satisfy the stated partial regularity property [41], 44].

In order to make use of the local minimality condition, we will need to build suitable test
functions that are sufficiently small in Wl’q(Q, R™). With this in mind, we make the following
observation.
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Lemma 4.2. Take q € [1,00] and assume that u € Wll(;z(Q,RN). Let Br = B(x, R), with
R < 1, and suppose that B, = B(yo,r) C Bgr. Furthermore, let { € (0,1) and assume that p is
a cut-off function such that

lp, <p<1lp, and |Vp| <
"

1
1-¢)
In addition, for a given m > 0, let 29 := (Vu)p, € RV*" and assume that |29| < m. Finally,
let a: R™ — RY be an affine function of the form a(z) := zy - (x — yo) + (u)y, . and define

<

¢ :=p(u—a).

If ¢ € [1,00), then for any given 6 > 0 there exist a constant ¢ > 0, and a radius Rs =
Rs(c,(,m,q) € (0,1) such that, if 0 < R < Rs and B, C Bp, then

4.2) HVQPHL‘](Q,RNX") < 0.

On the other hand, if ¢ = oo and 0 > 0 is given, there exists 6y = 0¢(0, ¢, (,m,q) > 0 such that,
if 01 € (0,00) and (L3 holds, then we can find a radius Rs = Rs(c,(,m,q) € (0,1) with the
property that, if 0 < R < Rs and B, C Bp, then

4.3) [VellLee @ raxny < 6.

Proof. If 1 < g < oo, then Poincaré inequality implies that there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n, N, g, m)
such that

1
(44) ”Vg&”Lq(BhRan) <c <1 + q) HVu - zOHLq(BT,]RNX”)'
If B, C Bp, it clearly follows that

1
(4.5) ||Vg0||Lq(BT7RN><n) <c (1 + q) HVu — Z(]HLI](BRJRNXTL).

Note that, under the assumptions that u € VVI1 22(Q,RY) and |29| < m, for a given § > 0 we will
be able to make ||V aqrrxny < & by taking B(yo,r) C B(xo, R), with R > 0 sufficiently
small. This concludes the proof of {.2)) for the case g € [1, ).

If ¢ = oo, our aim is to prove that, if B, C Bp, then for a constant ¢ = ¢(N) > 0,

1
(46) HVSDHL‘X’(BT,]RNX”) S C (1 + q) HVu - ZOHLOO(BR,RNX")‘
In order to do this, we will first show that

1
(47) HVLPHLOO(BT,RNX”) <c <1 + q) HVu - ZOHLOO(BT,RNX")'

Inequality (4.6) will then follow after taking now the L°° norm from the right hand side on the
larger ball Bp.

In order to show (@.7)), we follow the ideas for the calculations made in [41]]. We deal with
each coordinate function of u — a and, for a fixed 1 < k < N, we take x;, € B(yo,r) and

yr € B(yo,r) such that:
o (u—a)®(ay) = (u—a)yy = 0;

o |(u— a)(k) (ye)| = SUPB(yo,r) |(u — a)(k)’-
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Then, by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus applied over the segment [z, yx] to each coor-
dinate function, we obtain that

Uk
V(u—a)®

Tk

S 2Nr HV(U - a)HLoo(BWRan)

sup |u—al] <N max
B(yo,r) 1sksN

=2Nr HVu - Z0‘|L°°(BT,RNX")'

This readily implies (£.7).

On the other hand, if 6 > 0 is given and we take B(yo, ) C B(zo, R) and 2z := (Vu)p,,
inequality (@.6@) implies that, if 0 < §; < m and (L3) holds, there exists Rs =
Rs(e,¢,m,q) > 0 such that, if 0 < R < Rs, then

1
[VollLe@ryxny = Vel s, myxny < ¢ <1 + ?C> [Vu — 20||r (B mrN*n) <6,

and (@.3) holds. O

We remark that, in what follows, ¢ € (0, 1) will be fixed to be a suitable constant depending
on other fixed parameters, none of which will depend on 4.

4.1. Higher integrability. The next step is to establish a preliminary higher integrability result.
For the rest of this section we assume that F’ satisfies conditions [(HO){(H4)| for some p > 2.

Lemma 4.3 (Preliminary higher integrability). Let ¢ € [1,00] and let v € W'P(Q,RY) N
VVI1 AZ(Q RN ) be a W jocal minimizer of F. Furthermore, if ¢ = oo, assume that (L3) holds
for 61 € (0,080), with 6y as the one given by LemmaHd.2l Then, for every m > 0 there exists some
Rs = Rs(m,n,N,q,L) > 0 such that, if 2Ry € (0, Rs), Bar, = B(zo,2Ro) C Q is a ball,

and |(Vu)gz 2ry| < m, then there exist g > 0 and ¢ = ¢(m,n, N, L) > 0 such that, for every
1

q € [p,p + <o),
0 ;
][ |Vu|? dx <c ][ |VulPdz | +ec.
B B,

Before proceeding to proving the lemma, we remark that the need to make the assumption
that it is for the radius 2Ry that it holds |(Vu), 2r,| < m will become clear while establishing
(@.28) in the proof of Theorem 4.7l Furthermore, fixing this constant vector at this stage will be
necessary in order to use the local minimality condition for the case ¢ = co. We shall elaborate
further on this at the end of the following proof.

1
2 R0

Proof. Let Br, = B(xo, Ry) C 2 be a ball of radius Ry and let B, = B(y,r) C Bg,.
We define zy := (Vu),, 2R, and assume that it satisfies |z9| < m. Furthermore, we let

a(z) =20 (x — y) + (Wy,r

On the other hand, for a ¢ € (0, 1) yet to be determined, and that will depend exclusively on a
constant # = 6(n, L) > 0, we let p be a cut-off function such that

1, <p<1p, and |Vp| <
"

b
‘ (1-¢)
Define

pi=plu—a),  i=(1-p)(u—a).
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Then, by the strong quasiconvexity of G and assumption which at this step turns out to
be crucial, we obtain that

/ (Vo + Glz)) do < | Gz + Vo) da
B, B,

(4.8) < F(z,u,z0+ Vy)dx
By

= F(x,u,Vu— V)dx
By

= F(z,u,Vu)dz
By

+ / (F(z,u,Vu— V) — F(z,u,Vu)) dz.

To estimate the first term on the right hand side we use the local minimality of w. Indeed, if
HVQD”L‘I(Q,RNWL) < 6, then

F(z,u, Vu)dz
By

< F(z,u—¢,Vu—Vy)dz
By

= F(z,% 4 a,Vi + Va)dx
Br

4.9) :/ F(z,¢% 4+ a, Vi + 2zp) dx + F(z,a,zy)dx
Br\Be,

Ber
(H1)
< L/ Vi) + 2|P do + er™
B, \Ber

u—al?

<c Vu—zp—i—i) dz + er™.
/;r\B(r <’ 0’ 7“1”(1 - C)p

Here, ¢ = ¢(L, p, m). On the other hand, by (2.T)), and taking into account that ¢) = 0 in B¢, and
that |z9| < m, we obtain that

/ (F(x,u,Vu — V) — F(z,u,Vu)) dz

T

(4.10) < c/ (14 |VuP~t + V[P~ [Vy|dz
Br\Bey

u—al?

§c/ <Vup+7> dx + er™.
B\Ber [Ved rP(1— Q)P

From (4.8)-(4.10) and using that G is locally bounded, we deduce that

_ 4P
Vupd:vgc/ <VUP+M> dx + er™.
/BCT Ve B, \Ber [Ved rP(1—¢)P
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We now use Wydman'’s hole-filling strategy to obtain that, for some 0 e (0,1), with 6 depending
exclusively on m, L and p, the following holds:

~ — alP -
Vupdxgﬁ/ (Vup—FM) dx + 6r™.
/BCT| | B. [Vul rP(1 = Q)P

Therefore, if we fix § < (", for § := Ci” € (0,1) we have that

_ p
Vupdxgﬂ][ <Vup+7|u q >dx—i—9.
]{%J | (1w

We now apply Poincaré-Sobolev inequality to the second term on the right hand side and use that
|z0| < m to obtain that

n+p
(4.11) ][ |VulP de < 9][ |VulP de + lb.n) <][ \Vu]n% dac) pt c(m, ).
Bey B, (1=¢P \Us,

We note that this will all hold as long as ||[V¢||pq(qrvxn) < d. In order to achieve this, we use

Lemma[4.2] (with R = 2R;) and the fact that u € Wllf;g(Q, R™) to conclude that, for our fixed
choice of { = ((m,n, L), we can find Rs = Rs(m,n,N,q, L) € (0,1) such that, if ¢ € [1, 0],
then for all 0 < Ry < Ry, if B, C B(xo, Ro), then [[Vp||pq(qrvxn) < 4.

We remark that, for the case ¢ = oo, we are using here that zy = (Vu)y, 2R, and that (L3)
holds in order to use the estimate given by Lemma4.2]

Whereby, considering that inequality (@IT)) holds for every B, C B(xg, Ry), we can fi-
nally apply Gehring’s Lemma in the version of Theorem and obtain that there exist g =
eo(m,n,0,p) > 0and c = c(m,n,0,p) > 0 such that, for gy € [p,p + <o),

1
a0

][ |Vu|? dx <c <][
Brp, Br

20
2

3
|VulP dx) +c.

0

This concludes the proof of the Lemma. O

4.2. A Caccioppoli inequality of the first kind. We are ready to establish a Caccioppoli in-
equality that, combined with the higher integrability from Lemma B3] will pave the way to
finally obtain the decay in the mean oscillations that we pursue. For the results in this section we
also assume that I satisfies the conditions [([HO){(H4)] for some p > 2.

The Caccioppoli inequality will fundamentally rely on the local minimality property satisfied
by u. For this reason, and considering the comments made in Lemma 4.2} inequality @.12)) will
be valid for a fixed ¢ € (0, 1), that will depend on other fixed parameters. This implies that,
just as in [41]], and opposite to what happens in the case of global minimizers, as in [20} 28], we
cannot iterate (4.12) in order to obtain a Caccioppoli inequality of the first kind.

As discussed in the introduction, Kristensen and Taheri overcame this problem in the case of
homogeneous integrands by means of a measure theoretical compactness argument for the blown-
up sequence. However, given the need of a direct argument that is brought by the dependence
on u of F', we will instead make use of Theorem to derive from a reverse Holder
inequality in Theorem (.31

Theorem 4.4. Let q € [1,00] and let u € W'P(Q,RN) N Wll(;z(Q, RN) be a Wi-local mini-
mizer of F. If ¢ = oo, assume further that (IL3) holds for some 61 € (0, &), with 69 > 0 given
by Lemmald.2
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Then, for every m > 0 there exist Rs = Rs(n,N,q,L,m) € (0,1), as well as (,0 € (0,1),
with ¢ = ((m,n, L, F") and 0 = 6(m,n, L, F"), such that, if Ry € (0, Rs), B(xo,2Rp) C ,
20 = (V)zg 2R, and ug € RY satisfy [ug| + |20| < m, then for every B(yo,r) C B(zo, Ro)
and for a: R™ — RY the affine map given by a(x) := zo - (x — yo) + (u)y,,r We have that

][ [V(Vu — 2) > dz
Ber

2

(4.12) gej[ |V(Vu—z0)|2dx+9][ dz
Br

(7o)

* 6][ D(Juol, 2z — yol? + 2Ju — uol?) (1 + |VulP + |20P) da
B,

T

+ef (o), 2lu — af) (1 + |z0l?) da.
B

Proof of TheoremE.4l Let m > 0 be arbitrary and fix (o, ug, z0) € Q x RY x RV*" with
luo| + |20 < m. Take B, := B(yo,r) C B(xo, Ry) = Br,, with Ry to be determined.
Furthermore, let ¢ € (0, 1) and assume that p is a cut-off function satisfying that

I, <p<1lp, and |Vp| <
.

b
(1=¢)

¢
Define a(x) := 2o - (x — yo) + (w)yor»

p=pu—a), and ¢P:=(1-p)(u—a).
In addition, let F'(2) := F(yo, uo, 20 + 2) — F(yo, w0, 20) — F» (o, uo, 20)[2].
Then, by first using and then Lemmal[2.1] we obtain the following:

/ [V (V) da g/ F(Vo)dz = | F(Vu— 2z — Vi) dz

By
:/ F(Vu—zo)d:c+/ (F(Vu— 2 — V) — F(Vu — 2z0)) dw
S/ F(Vu — z)dx
+ C/B (VY] + |[Vu — 20| + |V + |Vu — %P1 VY| da.
For the first term on the right hand side above, we note that
F(Vu — z)dx

By

=/ (F(yo, uo, Vu) — F(yo, uo, 20) — F=(yo, w0, 20)[Vu — 20]) dz

T

= F(z,u,Vu)dz + / (F(yo,uo, Vu) — F(z,u, Vu)) dz
B -

—/ (F'(yo, w0, 20) + Fx(yo, uo, 20)[Vu — 2]) da.

T
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On the other hand, if | V||« < 0, then the local minimality property of u implies that

/ F(z,u,Vu)dz < F(z,u—¢,Vu—Vp)der

T BT‘

= F(yo,Uo,V¢+Zo) dx
By

+/ (F(z,v +a, Vi + 20) — F(yo,u0, VY + 29)) dz

= F(Vy)dz + F(yo,uo, 20) dz + F,(yo, uo, z0)[V] dz
By By B

+/ (F(z,9 + a, Vi + 29) — F(yo,uo, V1) + 20)) dx.

Compiling all the estimates above we obtain that

/ V(Vo)P dz

T

<[ F(V¢)dz+c / (IV] + [Vu — zo| + [VOP + [Vu — 2P~ 1) |Vip| da
B, B,

+/ (F(yo,uo, Vu) — F(z,u, Vu)) dz

B,

+/ F;;(Z/O,UO,ZQ)[VT/J] d.%'—/ Fz(yo,UQ,ZQ)[VLp—i—Vw] dax
B B,

+ / (F(z,% 4 a, V¢ + 20) — F(yo, uo, V¥ + 20)) da.
Br

Using Lemma 2.l for the first term and Young’s inequality for the second term on the right hand
side, together with ¢ € W(l]’p (B,,RY) and the definition of V/, this implies that, for ¢ € (0, 1),

/ V(Vu— 20)de <c / V(V) de
Bgr

B,\Ber
+c/ [V (Vu — 2)* dz
B, \Ber
(4.13) +/ (F(yo,uo, Vu) — F(x,u,Vu)) dz
By
+ / (F(x, U+ a, Vi + z0) — F(yo, uo, VY + zo)) dz.

Now we use assumption and the fact that ¢ € W(l]’p (B, RY) to obtain from above that

/ [V (Vu — 20) > dz

By

§C/ |V(V¢)|2dx+c/ [V (Vu — 2)|* dz
BBy BA\Ber

+c/ S(luol, & — yol? + Ju — uol) (1 + [Val?) da
By

+o [ (ol e =l + =l +u—a) (14 V67 +|20P) do.
B
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Since ¥ < 2L, ¢ = 0in B¢, and | - [P < |V|?, this implies that

/ [V (Vu — 20) > dz
Ber
gc/ [V (Vi)|? dac—i—c/ V(Vu — 2)*da
By\Bg¢, By \B¢,
we [ o(uolle =l + = wl) (1+]up) do
B

+c/ O(Juol, |z — ol + [u — wol® + |u— af?) (1 + |z0?) da.
B

Note that we have made a hole for all the terms where | V)| appears as a factor. We emphasize
that performing this step is crucial to ensure that we will later be able to suitably apply the higher
integrability from Lemma .3l Observe here that, since ¥ is increasing and non-negative, then
for all s > 0 and for all a,b > 0,

(4.14) I(s,a+b) < Y(s,2a) + I(s,2b).

We now use the definition of ¢ in the inequality above, (£.14)) and that ) is increasing, to obtain
that

/ V(Vu — 2)|* dz
Ber

_2g u)
SC/BT\B<T|V(VU 20)| w+c/TV<T(1_C)

e / I(Juol, 2l — ol + 2lu — wol2) (1 + |Vul? + |z0f?) da
B,

" c/ I(Juol, 2lu — af?) (1 + |20/?) da.
Br
We fill in the hole and conclude that, for some § € (0,1),

/ [V (Vu — 20) > dz
Ber

2

<0 [ |V(Vu—2z)*dz+6 dz

By B

(o)

+é/ [l 21 — yol? + 2lu — uol2) (1 + |Vul? + |z0f?) da
By

* é/ I(|uol, 2u — al?) (1 +|z0[P) dx.
B,
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Henceforth, if we assume that § < ¢, this implies that, for § = 6/¢" € (0, 1),

][ [V(Vu — 20)* d
Ber

< 9][ [V (Vu — 2)* dz

(si=o)

+ 9][ I(|uol, 2z — yol? + 2lu — uo|?) (1 + |[VulP + |20[F) dz
B

2

+ 6 dz

By

+ef (o), 2lu — af) (1 + |z0l?) da.
B

We recall that this will hold provided we can use the W'%-local minimality of u to obtain {@.13),
meaning that we need ||V aq grvxn) < 6. By Lemmald.2land the fact that u € Wll(;g(Q, RM),
as well as the assumptions that |zg| < m and (IL3), we can argue as at the end of Lemma
4.3l and, whereby, find Rs = Rs(n,N,q,L,m) € (0,1) such that, for every r € (0, Ry),

IV@llLa(oraxny < & and, hence, @I2) holds. O

4.3. A reverse Holder inequality. We will now use the previous Caccioppoli inequality to ob-
tain a reverse Holder inequality. It is important to note at this stage that, in order to do so, we
need to obtain an expression where the term

9][ V(Vu — z)* dz
By

is improved into an estimate with a higher exponent. It is for this purpose that we wish to apply
Theorem Once again, for this section we assume that F' satisfies the conditions
for some p > 2.

On the other hand, we note that in ({.12)), we also have the lower order term « — a on the right
hand side. This is already a higher integrable term, by Poincaré-Sobolev compactness theorem.
However, in order to take advantage of this, we have made a dependent on r > 0 in the statement
of Theorem 4] 1t is therefore crucial that both appearances of u — a have been made so that
they are only being multiplied by constants and, whereby, we can readily apply Poincaré-Sobolev
inequality. This allows us to obtain an estimate where the integrands do not depend anymore on
r > 0 and, finally, apply Gehring’s Lemma in its generalized version of Theorem We
proceed to implement these ideas in order to obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.5 (A reverse Holder inequality). Let ¢ € [1,00] and let u € WHP(Q,RN) N
Wll(;g(Q,]RN) be a WY-local minimizer of F. Furthermore, if ¢ = oo, assume that (L3)
holds for some 61 > 0 taken as in Lemma Then, for every m > 0 there exist Ry =
Rs(n,N,q,L,m) € (0,1), a constant ¢ = c¢(m,n,L,F") > 0 and ¢ > 2, such that, if

2Ry < Rs, Bagr, = B(w0,2R0) C Qs a ball, and |(u)ar,| + |(Vu)ar,| < m, then we have
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that, for zy = (Vu)ar,,

][ [V (Vu — 2)|"" do
Brg
2

(4.15) §c][ V(Vu — 2)* dz
BQRO

+cdo <|(u)ro72R0|, R% + R%][

Bar,

|Vu — 20)? dx) + cRSﬁ.

Here, Vo(u,t) := 9%(u, ct) for a constant ¢ = c(m,n) > 0 and an exponent k = k(n,p,0,m) €
(0,1), with 0 as in Theorem d.4]

Proof. Letm > 0, and let Rs, ¢, 0 € (0,1) be as in Theorem@.4] Take Ry € (0, 3 R25) and a ball
B2R0 = B($0,2R0) - Q.
Define ug := (u)ar,, 20 := (Vu)ag,, and assume that (ug, zg) € RY x RY*" are such that

lug| + [z0] < m.

Furthermore, let B, = B(yo,r) C Bg,.

Now, use that ¥ is concave for the last term on the right hand side of (4.12), and then Poincaré-
Sobolev inequality for all the appearances of u — a, as well as the increasing nature of v/. We
henceforth obtain that

][ V(Vu — )| dz < 9][ [V (Vu — 20) > dz
B,

T

n+2

(4.16) te <][ IV (Vu — 2)| 752 dx) '
By
+9][ I(Juol, 21z — yol* + 2|u — uo[*) (1 + [Vul? + |20[") dz
B

nt2
+ 60 (1+|2l?) 0 <|u0|,2cr2 <][ |Vu—zo|"2_f2 dx) ' ) .
By

To estimate the last term on the right hand side, note that by the definition on 1J and the fact that,
fort >0, (1+1)? < (1 +t), the assumption that |ug| + |2zo| < m implies that

ni2
0 (1+ |20|P) v <|u0|,207“2 <][ [Vu — zo|n2_J:12 dx> ' )
By

n+2
B

2n
(4.17) <c(m, 0)r?8 <][ |Vu — zo| 742 d:c)

2n n ﬁ
< c¢(m,0)r?® <1 + <][ |Vu — zg|nt2 dx) )
n+2
<c(m,0)RY’ <1 + <][ IV (Vu — 2o)| 752 dx) ) .
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From @16), @17) and B, C Bg,, Ro € (0, 1), we finally obtain the following estimate:

][ [V (Vu — 20) > da
Ber
n+2

<04 |V(Vu—2)*dz +c <][ \V(Vu—zo)]n% dx) '
B .

+ 6?][ I(Juol, 2R3 + 2Ju — uo|?) (1 + |VulP + |20|P) dx + CRSB.
B

We can whereby apply Gehring’s Lemma from Theorem to obtain that there exists €; =
e1(n,p,0,m) > 0 such that, for ¢; € [2,2 + ¢;) and a constant ¢ = ¢(n, 8§, m),

a1

][ [V (Vu — 29)| dx
P

gc][ V(Vu — 2) > da
B,
2

a1
(4.18) +c <][ 9% (Jug|, 2R2 + 2Ju — ugl?) (1+ |Vu|%) dx) +cRY
BRO

§c][ V(Vu — 2)* dz
B,

q1
+c< ﬁ(yuo\,zRgmyu—uoy?)<1+yvu%) dx) +cR2.
Bp,

For the last inequality we have used that, since ¢ < 2L, then for n > 1, 9" < ¢(L, n)v.
We now take €9 > 0 as the one given by Lemma@.3]and fix ¢q; € (2,2 + ¢;) such that Z& ¢
(p,p + €0). Then, we further choose g2 € (%,p + 60).

Using the exponent g3 = % > 1, we now apply Holder’s inequality to the second term of

a3
@I8). This, and 97T < ¢(L, g3)0, lead to

q1

][ [V (Vu — z)|" dz
i

Sc][ [V(Vu — ) dz
Br,

2(q3—1) p
91493 a2
+e <][ 19(|u0|,2Rg—|—2|u—u0|2)dx> <][ (1+|Vul|®) dx) +cRY.
BRO Bpr

From this point onwards we shall simplify the notation by removing the dependence of ¥ on |uy|.
Now, we use that ¥ is concave and apply Lemma[4.3]to the right hand side above. Whereby, we

0
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conclude that

][ [V(Vu — 2) | da
B

Eifi}
2

gc][ V(Vu — 20)* dz
Br,

2(q3—1)
9193

4.19) +c¥ 2R%—|—2][ lu — up|? da ][ (1+|VulP) de +cR§B
Br, Bag,

§c][ V(Vu — 2)|? dz
B,

+c? 2R3—|—2”+1][ lu — uo|? dz ][ (1+|Vul?) dz —|—CR§B.
Bsr,, Bsg,

Finally, we apply Poincaré inequality to the argument of 1J. It is at this point that we use that
ug = (u)2p,. This, together with the fact that |zy| < m, lead to the following estimate, for a
constant ¢ > 0:

2(q3—1)
9143

2
a1

][ [V (Vu — 2)|"" dz
Br

0
2

Sc][ V(Vu — 2)* dz
B,

2(q3—1)

91493
+cd | 2R3 +2”+1R3][ \Vu|? dz ][
Bsg, Bar

Sc][ V(Vu — z)* dz
Br,

+cd cR%—i—cR%][
Bag

“0

0

2
(1+ |Vul?) d:c) +cRY

2(q3—1)

91493
|Vu — z* dz ][
Bar

“0

(1+|Vu — 2l?) dx) +cRP.

The desired conclusion follows after rescaling the constant ¢ > 0, as well as using that ¥ < 2L
and | - [P < |V(-)|%. Indeed, we obtain that

a1

][ [V (Vu — 29)]|% dx
R,

B_Q
2

gc][ [V (Vu — 2)|* dz + ey R%—FR%][
Bag, Bary

|V — 2| dx) + cRgB.

For the last inequality we have defined J¢(t) := J(ct)", with k = % € (0,1). Note that

k = k(n,p,m, L), since £y and £; depend on those parameters. This completes the proof of the
theorem. U
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4.4. Linearization of the problem. Let (xq,u) € Q x RY be fixed. We define the frozen
integrand F°: RV*" — R by

FO(2) := F(z0, ug, 2).

Furthermore, we consider the second order Taylor polynomial of F© centred at zy € RN*",
which is given by

(4.20) P(z) := F%20) + F2(20)[z — 20] + %FZOZ(ZQ)[Z — 20,2 — 2]

We record here that, for every z,w € RN xn

1
(4.21) P(2) := P(w) + P'(w)[z — w] + ing(zo)[z —w, z — w.
We then have the following well known approximation estimate:

Lemma 4.6. Assume that F' satisfies the conditions for some p > 2. Let m > 1 be
fixed and assume that |ug| + |z0| < m. There exists a modulus of continuity w: [0,00) — [0,1]
such that w is increasing, concave, w(t) > 1 for every t > 1, limy_,ow(t) = 0, and with the
property that, for a constant ¢ = c¢(m) > 0 and for every z € RN

(4.22) |F(2) = P(2)| < cw(|z — 20/)|V (2 — 20)|*.

This result is well known in regularity theory and we shall only make a brief comment regard-
ing its proof.

Proof. The construction of the function w was already sketched in the proof of Lemmal[3.3l

In order to obtain .22)), it is enough to use Taylor’s approximation theorem with the integral
form of the remainder for the case in which |z — 29| < m + 1. On the other hand, if |z — 2| >
m + 1 > 1, the proof follows by the truncation technique of Acerbi & Fusco in [[1]. (]

The following result is the key linearization strategy that will enable us to obtain partial reg-
ularity of u. We note that, unlike in the previous results, we assume here that ¢ € [2,00]. We
need this assumption in order to use the [”-estimates stated in Theorem We remark that,
just as in [41]], the case ¢ € [1,2) should be obtained by establishing first that u satisfies a global
minimality property in small subsets of €.

Theorem 4.7 (Application of the linearization strategy). Assume that F' satisfies the conditions
[(HOMNHA) for some p > 2. Let u € WYP(Q,RN) N Wllc;g(Q, R™) be a Wh4-local minimizer of
F, where q € [2, ).

If ¢ € [2,00), then there exists Ry € (0, %) such that, for every ¢ € (0,
m > 1, there exists vy € (m,n, L,p) € (0,1) such that, if o € (0, R1), B(xo, 0)
|(V)go,0] < m, and E(zg, 0) < €, then it holds that for every T € (0, 1),

and every

1
)
C € Jugg,ol +

i

(4.23) E(xg,70) < e "0*" + (77w (g) + 72 E(x0, 0),

where w (t) := w*(ct) for some ¢ € (0,1), ¢ > 0 is a constant, and both ¢ and s are depending
onm,n, L, F" and p.

On the other hand, if ¢ = oo, we assume in addition that [(HOy )| and [(HI, )| hold for F, and
that u satisfies (H3). Then, there exists 61 > 0 such that, if (L3) is satisfied, the decay stated in
@.23) will remain to be true.
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Proof. We let R > 0 and assume that 0 < 4R < Rj. Let B(xo,4R) C €. Furthermore, we
denote

ug = (u)$074R and Z0 = (Vu)xOAR
in the polynomial P defined in (Z.20) and suppose that |ug| + |29] < m for a given m > 1.
Assume also that E(zo,4R) < &, with e € (0, ).
Let h € WLP(Bg,RY) be a minimizer of the functional given by

P(v) = / P(Vv)dz.
Br
Then, by the strong quasiconvexity of F°,

][ V(Vu — Vh)[?dz g][ (FY%(Vu — Vh+ 2) — F%(29)) da
Br Br

(4.24) :][ (FY%(Vu — Vh+ 20) — P(Vu— Vh+ 2)) da
Br
1
+ =+ F2(2)[Vu— Vh,Vu — Vh]daz.
2 /By
We first note that, since u — h € W(l]’p (Br,RY), and h is a P-extremal, (£.21)) implies that

L ][ F° (%)[Vu — Vh, Vu — Vh]da
Br
= ]{9 (P(Vu) — P(Vh)) dz
425 = ]{9 (P(Vu) — FY(Vu)) dz + ][ (FY(Vu) — F(z,u, Vu)) dz

Br

+ ][ (F(z,u,Vu) — F(x,h,Vh)) dz + ][ (F(z,h,Vh) — F°(Vh)) dz
Br B

R

+ ][ (F°(Vh) — P(Vh)) dz.
Br
From (@.24) and (@.23)), it follows that
][ V(Vu — Vh)[*da

Br

g][ (F°(Vu— Vh+ 29) — P(Vu— Vh+ 2)) da
Br
(4.26) - ][ (P(Vu) — F'(Vu)) dz

Bgr

0 — T, U u X X, U u) — X X
+]{BR(F (Vu) — F(z,u, Vu)) d +]{9 (F(z,u, Vu) — F(z,h,Vh)) d

R

+][ (F(x,h,Vh) — F°(Vh)) dz +][ (FY(Vh) — P(Vh)) dz
Br Br

=1+II+1II14+1IV+V 4+ VL

Observe here that if ¢ € [2,00), inequality (2.3) and Theorem imply that there exists a
constant K = K (m,n,q) > 0 such that

[Vu = Vh|Lapgrvxny < [[VullLapg myxey + [VAllLagryoy < K| VullLs g gyxon.-
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Since u € Wllf;g(Q, RM), this implies that, for R; € (0, %) small enough we will have that for
every R € (0, Ry),

[Vu = Vh|Le(pgrrxny <0

and hence, by the local minimality condition,
4.27) IV <o0.

On the other hand, if ¢ = oo Theorem [2.3]implies that

[Vh - ZO]BMO(BR,RNX") S AOOHVU - ZOHLOO(BR,RNX")’

Furthermore, since u is a weak local minimizer, our assumptions enable us to apply Theorem [3.§]
to conclude that u is a WHBMO_Jocal minimizer, meaning that for some 6, € (0, 1) we will have
that, if h —u € Wy (Q,RY) and [Vh — Vu]gyo(qpnxny < ds. then @27) will also hold.
Whereby, by choosing d; > 0 such that 6; < min{%, do}, where 6y > 0 is taken as in
Lemma.2] assumption (L3) will imply that, if R; > 0 is small enough and R € (0, Ry ), then

[Vh - VU]BMO(BR,RNX") <[Vh - ZO]BMO(BR,RNX”) + [Vu - ZO]BMO(BR,RNX”)
<Aool Vu — ZOHLOO(BR,RNXn) + [VU]BMO(BR,Ran)
<Aoo51 + 51 < .

This means that, for our choice of 1, the WBMO_]ocal minimality can be applied and, whereby,
we have ({.27) for every ¢ € [2, c0].

To estimate III and V we will make use of We take qo € (p,p + €0) as in Lemma 3]
and apply Holder’s inequality to obtain the following:

111 Sc][ 9 (|2 — 20)* + |u — uol?) (1 +|VulP) dz
Br

a—P P

gc<][ 9707 (B2 + [u — uol?) dx> h (f 1+ |VuP) ¥ daz>qo
Br Br

a0 —P P

2 a2 “ @ K
<cd R+ lu — ug|” dz (14 |Vul®) dx | .
Byr Br

The last inequality follows after increasing the size of the ball of integration and, then, using that
¥ < 2L is concave.
We now apply Poincaré inequality and the higher integrability from Lemmal4.3] which for ¢ = oo

we can do because d; < Jp. This allows us to obtain that, for some constant ¢ = ¢(m,n) > 0
90 —P

and for ¥ (t) := ¥(ct) @ ,

aQ—Pp

III§C0<R2+R2]Z yvm%) q°][ (1+ |Vul) do
Buyr Bar

(4.28) <cth <R2 + RQJ[ |V — 2| dx>][ (14 |Vu— z|?) de.
Bur Bsr

We note that we have made R = % while applying Lemma [£3] which is consistent with our
assumption that |ug| + |zo| < m.
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We move on to estimate V. By applying assumption and then Holder’s inequality, we have

that

\% gc][ 9 (|z — zo|* + | — u0|2) (14 |Vh[P) dz
Br

+c][ 19(R2—|—2|h—u|2—|—2|u—u0|2)(1+|Vh|p) T
B
" Q—P L
_40 0
§c<][ =7 (R* + 2|h — ul® + 2|u — ug|?) d > < (1+ |VAP) 7 dw)
Br

L

§0791<R2+][ \h—u!zdm—i—][ \u—uo\de> <][ (14 |Vh|?) dx) ,
Br Byr

P
§079<R2+][ (2[h — ul® + 2|u — ug?) > <][ (1+|Vh|?) dx)o
Br

where the constant ¢ > 0 that appears in the definition of 1)1, may have changed
As before, we now apply Poincaré inequality to the functions h — u € W(l)’p (Bg,RY) and
u — ug, to estimate the first term on the right hand side. This, together with the LP-estimates for

h from 2.3)), leads to
P
q
V <y <R2+R2][ \Vh—Vu]de—i—RQ][ ]Vu\de> <]l (1 + |Vu|®) dm) ’
Bgr Bsr Br

P
<cth <R2 + RQJZ (IVh = 2 + |[Vu — 20> + [Vul?) dx) <]l (1 + |Vu|®) dm) ’
4R Br

For the last inequality above, the argument of ¥J; has been rescaled again without changing the

notation.
By Theorem Lemmal4.3] and the fact that |zo| < m, we can further obtain that

V <cth <R2—|—2R2][ |Vu—zo|2dx>][ (1+|Vu—2P) dz
Bar

Byr

(4.29) <ciy <32 + 32][ |Vu — 2|2 dx>][ (1+ |Vu — z|P) dz
Bir Bsr
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We now estimate IT + VI. Indeed, applying Lemma 4.6 and Holder’s inequality we obtain that,
for ¢1 € (2,2 4 £1) as in Theorem B3] the following holds:

IT+VI< c][ w(|Vu — 20|V (Vu — 20)|* do + c][ w(Vh — 20)|[V(Vh — 2)* da
Br Br
L 2
4 2 a1 a1
<c w2 ([Vu = 2[%) [V (Vu — z)["
Br Br

q1—2

te(f wnT(Vh-2P)) " v(en— )"
(£, )" (£, )

a1 —

<co(f wu-ap) " (f wewu- )
Br Br

q1—2

2
+ cw <][ IVh — z0|2> " <][ IV (Vh — z0)|q1> "
Br Br

For the last inequality we have used, once again, that w < 1 is concave. Using this one more
time, as well as the LP-estimates from Theorem 2.3 we derive from above that

q1—2

q1 %
I+ VI<cw <c][ |Vu — ZO|2> (][ V(Vu— ZO)|q1> ‘
Br Br

Therefore, by (£.13)), we obtain that for 1), as it was previously defined,

q1—2
II+Vi<cw (c][ |Vu—zo|2> " ][ |V(Vu—zo)|2dx
B4R B4R
q1—2
(4.30) + cw <c][ |Vu—zo|2> B a1 <R2—|—R2][ |Vu — 2|2 dx)
B4R B4R

q1—2

+cw (c][ |Vu—zo|2> " R
Bur

Finally, we will now estimate term I. In what follows, we first use Lemmal4.6 and then we take
q1 € (2,2 + ¢) as in the estimate of IT 4+ IV. We use Holder’s inequality and, once again, exploit
the fact that w < 1 is concave to obtain that

I< c][ w(|Vu — VR|?) |V (Vu — Vh) | dz
Br

GBR V (V- VR)|® d:c> "

a1—2

a1
<cw <][ |Vu — Vh|? dx)
Br
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Now, using Theorem 2.3] the previous inequality leads to

2 2 £ m
I<cwl|ec (|Vu = 20| + |[Vh — z|*) da [V (Vu — z)|% dz
Br Br
a1=2 2
+ cw (c][ (|Vu—zo|2—|— |Vh — 2z[?) dx> " <][ [V(Vh — z)|% dx) "
Br Br
q1—2 2
a1 a1
<cw <c][ |Vu — 20)? dx> <][ [V (Vu — z) | dx) .
Br Br

q1—2
Finally, we let wy(t) := w(ct) i and note that, by the higher integrability from Theorem
this leads to the following estimate:

I<cw; <c][ |Vu—z0|2dx>][ |V(VU—ZO)|2d~"3
Bagr Bir
4.31) + cw (c][ IVu—zo|2dw> 0y <R2+R2][ IVu—zOIde>
Byr Bar

+cwy <c][ \Vu—20]2> R?.
Byr

Since w; < 1 and ¥ < ¢(m,n,p, L), it follows from the estimates (£.27)-(.31)) that, if R €
(0, Ry), up = (u)4r and zp = (Vu)yp satisfy |ug| + 20| < m and E(x9,4R) < & < 1, then for
a constant ¢ = ¢(m) > 0,

I+ I+ I+ IV 4 V + VI < ¢91(2R?) + cR? + wi(e) E(x0, 4R)
(4.32) <c¢R?P% 4 w1 (e)E(x0,4R).

The last inequality is making use of the definition of /; and the fact that x < 1.
For the last step of the proof we note that, by Lemma 23] inequality (2.3, and Theorem 2.4} it
follows that for every r € (0, &),

]Z ]V(Vu—(Vu)r)Idegc][ V(Vu — (Vh),) | dz

T T

2 2
§c]ér |[V(Vu — Vh)|“dz + c][ [V(Vh — (Vh),)|*dz

T

r

(4.33) gc<§> ][ |V (Vu — Vh)|* dz
Br

e (%)2]{% WV (V= (V) )| da.

Combining the estimates (£26)), (4£.32) and (4.33)), and increasing again the size of the ball Br
in (@.33)), we can conclude that

Ez0,7) <c (?)an“ +e <<§>nw1(e) + (%)2> E(z0,4R).

By writing ¢ = 4R, we can reinterpret this as the fact that, for every ¢ € (0, 4%) and m > 1,

if o € (0,4R1), B(xo,0) C Q, [(w)zg,0l + [(VU)zy,0| < m, and E(z, 0) < &, then for every
T € (0, %),
E(xg,70) < et "0 + co(r7"wi(e) + ) E(x0, 0)-
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]

Proof of Proposition4.]] The estimate follows readily from (£.23). Indeed, by taking the con-
stant ¢ > 0 to be larger if necessary, we take v := [k, with k € (0,1) as in Theorem [£.7]
a € (27,1), and 79 € (0,1) such that

crg = =18,

__1
or, in other words, 79 := (2¢)™ 2-«.

Furthermore, for such a 79 = 79(m,n, N, L), we impose a further smallness condition on
€ > 0, so that

1
(4.34) cwi(e)ry " < 57’8‘.
This is possible because w is increasing, continuous at 0 and w1 (0) = 0. Whereby, there exists
e1 € (0, £) such that, for every € € (0,¢1), @34) holds.

We now let ¢y := c7, " and conclude that

E(x0,700) < c00” + 78 E(x0, 0).
This completes the proof of the proposition. O
We conclude by establishing the proof of the regularity result. The proof follows a classical
iteration process and it fully relies on Proposition 4.1l However, since the exponent  depends

on m > 1 in the previous statement, we include below the main steps of the iteration, for the
convenience of the reader.

Proof of Theorem[[.2] We begin by fixing m > 0 and noting that, if ¢; > 0 taken as in Propo-
sition 4.1] for the fixed number m + 1, and if 0 < & < &1 < 1, then for any xy € €y and any
o€ (0, %dist(mo, 89)) satisfying that

(W) ag,0l + (V) gg,ol <m and E(zg,0) <€,
there exists oo € (0, ¢) such that, for every = € B(zg, 0p), it also holds that
|(W)g,ol + |(Vt)zol <m and E(z,p) <e.
This means that, for every = € B(xg, 0) and for 0 < 79 < i as in Proposition [4.1] it holds that
E(x9,m00) < 0™ + 76 E (o, 0)-

A standard iteration process (see, for example, Proposition 9.4]) leads to finding a constant
M = M(n,m, L,p) > 0 such that, for every x € B(x, 0), and for every r € (0, ig),

r\7
(4.35) E(x,r) <M (E) ,
where + is also as in Proposition 4.1l Therefore, by Campanato-Meyers’ classical characteriza-
tion of Holder continuity, it follows that u € C12 (B(zo, 00), RY).

In order to establish that, in fact, u € CY#(Qg, RY), with 3 as in [[H4)} it is sufficient to go
again through the proof of Theorem [4.7] while exploiting the fact that Vu is already known to be
continuous in {2, in the spirit of using Schauder estimates.



PARTIAL REGULARITY FOR LOCAL MINIMIZERS OF VARIATIONAL INTEGRALS WITH LOWER ORDER TERMS3

Indeed, following the notation of Theoremd.7lwe can take R > 0 so that B(z, R) C 2, and
R > 0 small enough so that there exists a constant M7 = M;(m) > 0 such that

(4.36) ] y IRl er3 Gapm ey < M1

"3 (Bzo,R),RN
Whereby, revisiting the estimates for each term on the right hand side of (£.26), we note that
there is no longer need to apply the higher integrability of Vv and Holder inequality to estimate
IIT and V. Instead, we can use (#36) to conclude that, since 19 is concave, then for a constant

¢ =c(m, My,n) >0,

(4.37) I+ V < c¥ (cR?) < cR*.
In a similar fashion we can obtain that
(4.38) I+ 11+ VI < wi(E(z, 4R)E(x0,4R) 4+ ¢R*,

where ¢ > 0 now also depends on the modulus of continuity w.

Compiling and applying these estimates to the corresponding inequality (4.33), we can con-
clude that, for every ¢ € (0,4) and m > 1, if o € (0,4R1), B(zp,0) € Q |(4)ag,0l +
|(Vt) g0 < m, and E(zg, 0) < &, then for every 7 € (0, 1),

E(x0,70) <ct 0% + (77w (€) + 72) E(0, 0).

Whereby, we can argue again exactly as we did to obtain that u € CY2(B(zg, R),RY) to
conclude now that, for some constant C' > 0, and for any r € (0, %g),

E(zg,r) < Crzﬁ,

with the constant C' depending in particular on g, on /3 and, once again, on m > 1. This completes
the proof of Theorem O
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