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Non-local functionals, total variation, and

Gamma-convergence with respect to area-strict convergence ∗

Panu Lahti and Zhuolin Li

February 11, 2025

Abstract

We study a class of non-local functionals that was introduced by Brezis–Seeger–Van
Schaftingen–Yung [5], and can be used to characterize the total variation of functions.
We establish the Γ-limit of these functionals with respect to area-strict convergence.

1 Introduction

Let n ∈ N and let γ ∈ R, and define the measure

νγ(A) :=

¨

A
|x− y|γ−n dy dx, A ⊂ R

n × R
n.

Let Ω ⊂ R
n be open. For a measurable function u : Ω → R, let

Eγ,λ(u,Ω) :=
{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω: |u(x)− u(y)| > λ|x− y|1+γ
}

, λ ∈ (0,∞),

and then define the functional

Fγ,λ (u,Ω) := λνγ(Eγ,λ(u,Ω)).

This was studied in the case γ = n in [6, 14], and then more generally for γ ∈ R by
Brezis–Seeger–Van Schaftingen–Yung in [4, 5].

Denoting x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n, let

Cn :=

ˆ

Sn−1

|x1|dH
n−1(x),

where Hn−1 is the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, and S
n−1 is the unit sphere.

We will always consider γ > 0. In response to a question posed in [4], Picenni [13] showed
that for a special function of bounded variation u ∈ SBV(Rn) ⊂ BV(Rn), we have

lim
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(u,R
n) =

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Rn) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dju|(Rn). (1.1)
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See §2.1 for the notation. The space SBV(Ω) of special functions of bounded variation is
a subset of BV(Ω), composed of functions with zero Cantor parts.

The first author of the current paper showed the following lower bound in [11] for BV
functions whose variation measure may also have a Cantor part: for Ω ⊂ R

n be open and
u is in the homogeneous BV space ˙BV(Ω), we have

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(u,Ω) ≥
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dcu|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dju|(Ω). (1.2)

For BV functions whose variation measure Du has a nonvanishing Cantor part Dcu, it
may happen that the limit limλ→∞ Fγ,λ(u,Ω) fails to exist, see [11, Example 3.23]. This
is one reason why it is of interest to investigate the Γ-limit ; see Section 2 for definitions.
The Γ-limit is currently not known, but if it exists, it is necessarily at most

Cn

γ + 1
|Du|(Rn),

see Remark 4.26. Note that this limit does not agree, in the case of SBV functions, with the
“pointwise” limit obtained in (1.1). For this reason, we consider Γ-convergence with respect
to a different topology from the usual L1

loc-topology; namely the area-strict topology. We
call Γ-convergence with respect to the area-strict topology ΓAS-convergence.

The following is our main theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let γ > 0 and let Ω be either R
n or a bounded domain with Lipschitz

boundary. The ΓAS-limit of the functionals Fγ,λ(·,Ω) as λ → ∞ is

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Note that for u ∈ ˙SBV(Ω), this limit does agree with the “pointwise” limit of (1.1).

Acknowledgments. The authors wish to thank Jan Kristensen for helpful discussions.

2 Definitions

2.1 Basic notations and definitions

We work in the Euclidean space R
n with n ≥ 1. We denote the Euclidean norm by

| · |, and the n-dimensional Lebesgue outer measure by L n. We denote the characteristic
function of a set A ⊂ R

n by 1A : Rn → {0, 1}. The sets of finite positive Radon measures
and probability measures on an open set Ω ⊂ R

n are denoted by M+(Ω) and M1(Ω),
respectively. The set of Rl-valued Radon measures, with l ∈ N, is denoted by M(Ω;Rl).

Weak* convergence µi
∗
⇁ µ in M(Ω;Rl) means

´

Ω φdµi →
´

Ω φdµ for all φ ∈ Cc(Ω). For
any µ ∈ M(Ω;Rl), its barycentre is defined by

µ̄ :=

ˆ

Rl

z dµ(z).
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The theory of BV functions that we rely on can be found in the monograph Ambrosio–
Fusco–Pallara [1]. By Ω we always mean an open subset of Rn. A function u ∈ L1(Ω) is
of bounded variation, denoted u ∈ BV(Ω), if its weak derivative is an R

n-valued Radon
measure with finite total variation. This means that there exists a (necessarily unique) Rn-
valued Radon measure Df such that for all ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω), the integration-by-parts formula

ˆ

Ω
u
∂ϕ

∂xk
dx = −

ˆ

Ω
ϕdDku, k = 1, . . . , n,

holds. The total variation of Du is denoted by |Du|. If we do not know a priori that
f ∈ L1

loc(Ω) is a BV function, then we consider

Var(u,Ω) := sup

{
ˆ

Ω
udivϕdx, ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω;R
n), |ϕ| ≤ 1

}

.

If Var(u,Ω) < ∞, then the R
n-valued Radon measure Du exists and Var(u,Ω) = |Du|(Ω)

by the Riesz representation theorem, and we denote u ∈ ḂV(Ω). Moreover, u ∈ BV(Ω)
provided that also u ∈ L1(Ω). The BV norm is defined by

‖u‖BV(Ω) := ‖u‖L1(Ω) +Var(u,Ω).

Denote by Su ⊂ Ω the set of non-Lebesgue points of u ∈ BVloc(Ω). We write the Radon-
Nikodym decomposition of the variation measure of u into the absolutely continuous and
singular parts with respect to L n as

Du = Dau+Dsu.

We denote the density of Dau by ∇u. Furthermore, we define the Cantor and jump parts
of Du as

Dcu := Dsu (Ω \ Su), Dju := Dsu Su,

where
Dsu Su(A) := Dsu(Su ∩A), for Dsu-measurable A ⊂ Ω.

Thus we get the decomposition

Du = Dau+Dcu+Dju.

If Var(u,Ω) = ∞, we interpret the quantity |Du|(Ω), or a sum such as

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω),

to be infinite.

Definition 2.1. Let u, uλ ∈ L1
loc(Ω) for λ > 0. We say that uλ → u strictly in Ω if uλ → u

in L1
loc(Ω) and

lim
λ→∞

|Duλ|(Ω) = |Du|(Ω).

Denote the function (1 + |·|2)
1

2 by E(·).
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Definition 2.2. Let u, uλ ∈ L1
loc(Ω) for λ > 0. We say that uλ → u area-strictly in Ω if

uλ → u in L1
loc(Ω) and

lim
λ→∞

ˆ

Ω
E(Duλ) =

ˆ

Ω
E(Du),

where for any v ∈ ḂV(Ω) the integral is defined by
ˆ

Ω
E(Dv) :=

ˆ

Ω
E(∇v) dx+ |Dsv|(Ω).

2.2 Γ-convergence

The usual notion of Γ-convergence is defined with respect to L1
loc-convergence, as follows.

As usual, Ω ⊂ R
n is an open set.

Definition 2.3. Functionals Φλ : L
1
loc(Ω) → [0,∞], with λ > 0, are said to Γ-converge to

a functional Φ: L1
loc(Ω) → [0,∞] as λ → ∞ if the following two properties hold:

1. For every u ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and for every family {uλ}λ>0 such that uλ → u in L1

loc(Ω) as
λ → ∞, we have

lim inf
λ→∞

Φλ(uλ,Ω) ≥ Φ(u,Ω).

2. For every u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), there exists a family {uλ}λ>0 such that uλ → u in L1

loc(Ω) as
λ → ∞, and

lim sup
λ→∞

Φλ(uλ,Ω) ≤ Φ(u,Ω).

We also consider Γ-convergence defined with respect to area-strict convergence, as fol-
lows.

Definition 2.4. Functionals Φλ : L
1
loc(Ω) → [0,∞], with λ > 0, are said to ΓAS-converge

to a functional Φ: L1
loc(Ω) → [0,∞] as λ → ∞ if the following two properties hold:

1. For every u ∈ L1
loc(Ω) and for every family {uλ}λ>0 such that uλ → u area-strictly

as λ → ∞, we have
lim inf
λ→∞

Φλ(uλ,Ω) ≥ Φ(u,Ω).

2. For every u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), there exists a family {uλ}λ>0 such that uλ → u area-strictly

as λ → ∞, and
lim sup
λ→∞

Φλ(uλ,Ω) ≤ Φ(u,Ω).

As mentioned before, the existence of a Γ-limit (defined with respect to L1
loc-convergence)

of the functionals Fγ,λ(·,Ω) (recall that we always assume γ > 0) is currently not known.
Our main theorem, Theorem 1.3, says that the ΓAS-limit of the functionals Fγ,λ(·,Ω) exists
and is given by

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

In Sections 3 and 4, we will prove the lower and upper bounds, respectively, of the ΓAS-
convergence.
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2.3 Generalised Young measures

In this subsection, we introduce the notion of generalised Young measures and some related
results, which will be helpful in the subsequent proof. For a systematic discussion on this
topic, see [15, 9].

The set Ω ⊂ R
n is assumed to be a bounded open set throughout this subsection. Fix

a positive integer m, and denote by B
m and S

m−1 the open unit ball and the unit sphere
in R

m, respectively. Consider the linear transformation S on C(Ω× B
m) given by

(Sf)(x, z) := (1− |z|)f

(

x,
z

1− |z|

)

, x ∈ Ω, z ∈ B
m,

for any f ∈ C(Ω× R
m). Then set

E(Ω;Rm) := {f ∈ C(Ω×R
m) : Sf ∈ C(Ω× B

m
)},

where by Sf ∈ C(Ω× B
m
) we mean that Sf can be continuously extended. The norm on

E(Ω,Rm) is given by the natural choice

‖f‖
E(Ω;Rm) := ‖Sf‖C(Ω×B

m
) = sup

(x,z)∈Ω×B
m
|(Sf)(x, z)|,

under which E(Ω,Rm) is a Banach space and S : E(Ω;Rm) → C(Ω× B
m
) is an isometric

isomorphism ([15], §12.1).
If f ∈ E(Ω;Rm), the recession function defined by

f∞(x, z) := lim sup
(x′,z′)→(x,z)

t→∞

f(x′, tz′)

t
(2.5)

exists for any (x, z) ∈ Ω × R
m. The function f∞ is positively homogeneous in the second

argument and coincides with Sf on Ω × ∂Bm. The class E(Rm) consists of autonomous
integrands (i.e., integrands only depending on z ∈ R

m) and is defined analogously.
For any integrand f ∈ E(Ω;Rm), we can define the corresponding integral on any

R
m-valued Radon measure on Ω by

ˆ

A
f(x, µ) :=

ˆ

A
f

(

·,
dµ

dL n

)

dL
n +

ˆ

A
f∞

(

·,
dµ

d|µs|

)

d|µs|

for any Borel set A ⋐ Ω. This definition is consistent with the quantity
´

Ω E(Dg) in
Definition 2.2.

Now we give the definition of generalised Young measures. Recall that in this subsec-
tion, Ω ⊂ R

n is a bounded open set.

Definition 2.6. An R
m-valued generalised Young measure defined on Ω is a triple ν =

((νx)x∈Ω, λν , (ν
∞
x )x∈Ω), where

(i) (νx)x∈Ω ⊂ M1(Rm) is the oscillation measure;

(ii) λν ∈ M+(Ω) is the concentration measure;
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(iii) (ν∞x )x∈Ω ⊂ M1(Sm−1) is the concentration-direction measure;

and it satisfies:

(iv) the map x 7→ νx is weakly∗ measurable with respect to L n Ω, i.e., the function
x 7→ 〈νx, f(x, ·)〉 :=

´

Rm f(x, ·) dνx is L n-measurable for any bounded Borel function
f : Ω× R

m → R;

(v) the map x 7→ ν∞x is weakly∗ measurable with respect to λν , i.e., the function x 7→
〈ν∞x , f(x, ·)〉 is λν-measurable for any bounded Borel function f : Ω× S

m−1 → R;

(vi) x 7→ 〈νx, |·|〉 ∈ L1(Ω), i.e., the 1-moment
´

Ω

´

Rm |z|dνx dx is finite.

The collection of all Rm-valued generalised Young measures on Ω is denoted byYM (Ω;Rm).

The functions in E(Ω;Rm) can be considered as “test integrands” for Young measures
(for simplicity, we sometimes omit the word “generalised”). For f ∈ E(Ω;Rm) and ν ∈
YM (Ω;Rm), the duality pairing is defined by

〈〈ν, f〉〉 :=

ˆ

Ω
〈νx, f(x, ·)〉 dx+

ˆ

Ω
〈ν∞x , f∞(x, ·)〉 dλν(x).

Correspondingly, we have YM (Ω;Rm) ⊂ (E(Ω;Rm))∗.

Definition 2.7. (i) Given any finite Radon measure γ ∈ M(Ω;Rm) with the Lebesgue-
Radon-Nikodým decomposition

γ = γaL n Ω+ γs,

we associate to it an elementary Young measure εγ ∈ YM (Ω;Rm), which is given by

εγ = ((δγa(x))x∈Ω, |γ
s|, (δP (x))x∈Ω), (2.8)

where δz is the Dirac measure supported at z ∈ R
m and P := dγs

d|γs| .

(ii) Given a sequence {γj}j∈N ⊂ M(Ω;Rm) with supj|γj |(Ω) < ∞, we say that {γj}

generates ν ∈ YM (Ω;Rm) (written as γj
Y
→ ν) if εγj

∗
⇀ ν in YM (Ω;Rm), i.e.,

〈〈εγj , f〉〉 → 〈〈ν, f〉〉 as j → ∞

for any f ∈ E(Ω;Rm).

The following result, which is considered to be the fundamental theorem of generalised
Young measures, implies the precompactness of M(Ω;Rm) ⊂ YM (Ω;Rm) under the weak∗

topology. Recall that Ω ⊂ R
n is assumed to be a bounded open set throughout this

subsection.

Theorem 2.9 ([15], Theorem 12.5). Suppose that {γj}j∈N ⊂ M(Ω;Rm) is a sequence of
Radon measures with supj |γj|(Ω) < ∞. Then there exists a subsequence {γjk}k∈N and a

Young measure ν ∈ YM (Ω;Rm) such that γjk
Y
→ ν.
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Given any u ∈ BV(Ω), we can associate to Du ∈ M(Ω;Rn) the elementary Young
measure εDu as above, and define the class of BV Young measures:

BVY(Ω;Rn) := {ν ∈ YM (Ω;Rn) : there exists {uj} ⊂ BV(Ω) with Duj
Y
→ ν}.

Then Theorem 2.9 implies the following:

Corollary 2.10. Suppose that {uj}j∈N ⊂ BV(Ω) is bounded. Then there exists a subse-
quence {ujk}k∈N and ν ∈ BVY(Ω) such that

Dujk
Y
→ ν.

The representation of limits via Young measures can be extended to a larger class of
integrands

R(Ω;Rm) := {f : Ω× R
m → R : f is Carathéodory and of linear growth,

and f∞ ∈ C(Ω× R
m) exists},

where a function f : Ω×R
m → R is Carathéodory if f(· , z) is measurable for every z ∈ R

m

and f(x, · ) is continuous for L n-a.e. x ∈ Ω.

Proposition 2.11 ([15], Proposition 12.11). Suppose that νj
∗
⇀ ν in YM (Ω;Rm) and

assume that f ∈ R(Ω;Rm). Then 〈〈νj , f〉〉 → 〈〈ν, f〉〉.

3 Lower bound

In this section we prove the lower bound for the ΓAS-convergence of the functionals
Fγ,λ(·,Ω).

3.1 Area-strict and norm convergence

First we will investigate the relationship between area-strict convergence and convergence
in the BV norm, using generalised Young measures as a tool. We will only use the results
of this subsection in the case n = 1, but we prove them for general n.

Recall that E(·) denotes the function (1 + |·|2)
1

2 .

Lemma 3.1. The function h(t) := E(t) − t defined on [0,∞) is strictly decreasing. In
particular, we have

E(t)− t ≥ E(s)− s for any 0 ≤ t ≤ s < ∞,

and equality holds if and only if t = s.

Proof. We have

h′(t) = E′(t)− 1 =
t

E(t)
− 1 < 0 for all 0 ≤ t < ∞.
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Ω ⊂ R
n is a bounded open set with L n(∂Ω) = 0, and a

sequence {uj} ⊂ ḂV(Ω) converges to u ∈ ḂV(Ω) in the area-strict sense. Let ν =
((νx)x∈Ω, λν , (ν

∞
x )x∈Ω) ∈ Y M (Ω;Rn) be an arbitrary Young measure generated by some

subsequence of {Duj}. Then we have the following:

νx = δν̄x for L
n-a.e. x ∈ Ω,

λν ⊥ L
n, λν ∂Ω = 0,

ν∞x = δν̄∞x for λν-a.e. x ∈ Ω. (3.3)

Moreover, there hold

∇u(x) = ν̄x for L
n-a.e. x ∈ Ω, (3.4)

Dsu = ν̄∞· λν .

Note that this is essentially the autonomous version of Reshetnyak’s continuity theorem
(see [10], Theorem 5).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that Duj
Y
→ ν. Note that |Duj |(Ω) is

bounded, and thus Duj
∗
⇁ Du (see e.g. [1, Proposition 3.13]). Then for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω),
the following holds true:

〈Du,ϕ〉 = lim
j→∞

〈Duj , ϕ〉

=

ˆ

Ω
ϕ(x) 〈νx, ·〉 dx+

ˆ

Ω
ϕ(x) 〈ν∞x , ·〉 dλν(x)

=

ˆ

Ω
ϕ(x)(ν̄x dx+ ν̄∞x dλν(x)),

which implies
Du = ν̄·L

n Ω+ ν̄∞· λν Ω.

Equating the absolutely continuous and singular parts with respect to L n on both sides,
we obtain

∇u(x) = ν̄x + ν̄∞x
dλν

dL n
(x) for L

n-a.e. x ∈ Ω,

Dsu = ν̄∞· λs
ν ,

where λs
ν is the singular part of λν with respect to L n. Since ν is generated by {Duj}, we

have

lim
j→∞

ˆ

Ω
E(Duj) =

ˆ

Ω
〈νx, E(·)〉 dx+

ˆ

Ω
〈ν∞x , |·|〉 dλν(x) (3.5)

≥

ˆ

Ω
E(ν̄x) dx+

ˆ

Ω
|ν̄∞x |

dλν

dL n
dx+

ˆ

Ω
|ν̄∞x |dλs

ν(x) + λν(∂Ω)

≥

ˆ

Ω
E(ν̄x + ν̄∞x

dλν

dL n
) dx+

ˆ

Ω
|ν̄∞x |dλs

ν(x) + λν(∂Ω)

=

ˆ

Ω
E(∇u) dx+ |Dsu|(Ω) + λν(∂Ω),
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where the second line follows from Jensen’s inequality and the third from Lemma 3.1. On
the other hand, the sequence {uj} converges to u in the area-strict sense, which indicates

lim
j→∞

ˆ

Ω
E(Duj) =

ˆ

Ω
E(Du) =

ˆ

Ω
E(∇u) dx+ |Dsu|(Ω). (3.6)

Combining (3.5) and (3.6), we know that λν ∂Ω = 0 and all the inequalities in (3.5) are
equalities. By the strong convexity of E(·) and |·| on S

n−1, the first inequality of (3.5) —
which is now an equality — implies

νx = δν̄x for L
n-a.e. x ∈ Ω,

ν∞x = δν̄∞x for λν-a.e. x ∈ Ω.

From Lemma 3.1, we know that the second inequality in (3.5) holds true as an equality if
and only if

ν̄∞x
dλν

dL n
(x) = 0 for L

n-a.e. x ∈ Ω.

Notice that (3.3) indicates ν̄∞x ∈ S
n−1 for λν-a.e. x ∈ Ω, which further implies dλν

dL n (x) = 0
for L n-a.e. x ∈ Ω.

The above argument implies that the sequence {Duj} itself generates a Young measure
ν that satisfies (3.3) and (3.4).

The proof is now complete.

Proposition 3.7. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded open set. Let {uλ}λ>0 ⊂ ḂV(Ω) and let

u ∈ ḂV(Ω) such that uλ → u as λ → ∞ area-strictly in Ω. Then we have

lim sup
λ→∞

|D(uλ − u)|(Ω) ≤ 2|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof. From Lemma 3.2 we know that Duj
Y
→ ν, where ν ∈ Y M (Ω;Rn) is a BV Young

measure and satisfies the following:

νx = δν̄x and ∇u(x) = ν̄x for L
n-a.e. x ∈ Ω,

λν ⊥ L
n, λν ∂Ω = 0,

ν∞x = δν̄∞x for λν-a.e. x ∈ Ω, and Dsu = ν̄∞· λs
ν .

Now consider the integrand g(x, z) := |z − ∇u(x)|. The integrand g is Carathéodory by
definition, but not necessarily in the class R(Ω;Rn) since ∇u can be unbounded and the
recession function g∞ obtained as in (2.5) may not be exactly |·|. Hence, replace ∇u by its
truncation TM (∇u) defined by

TM (∇u)(x) :=







∇u(x), |∇u(x)| ≤ M

M
∇u(x)

|∇u(x)|
, |∇u(x)| > M.

9



Then the corresponding integrand gM (x, z) := |z − TM (∇u)(x)| is Carathéodory and of
linear growth, and g∞M (x, z) = |z|. By Proposition 2.11, we have

lim sup
j→∞

|Duj −Du|(Ω) ≤ lim sup
j→∞

|Duj −∇uL
n|(Ω) + |Dsu|(Ω)

≤ lim sup
j→∞

|Duj − TM (∇u)L n|(Ω) +

ˆ

Ω
|TM (∇u)−∇u|dx+ |Dsu|(Ω)

=

ˆ

Ω

〈

δν̄x−TM (∇u)(x), |·|
〉

dx+

ˆ

Ω

〈

δν̄∞x , |·|
〉

dλν +

ˆ

Ω
|TM (∇u)−∇u|dx+ |Dsu|(Ω)

= 2

ˆ

Ω
|TM (∇u)−∇u|dx+ 2|Dsu|(Ω).

The last line converges to 2|Dsu| as M → ∞, which gives the desired result.

The following lemmas shows that area-strict convergence is retained on good subsets.

Lemma 3.8. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be open. Suppose u ∈ ḂV(Ω) and {uλ}λ>0 ∈ ḂV(Ω), and that

uλ → u area-strictly in Ω. If W ⊂ Ω is open with |Du|(∂W ∩Ω) = 0 = L n(∂W ∩Ω), then
uλ → u area-strictly in W as well. Thus

lim
λ→∞

ˆ

W
E(Duλ) =

ˆ

W
E(Du), (3.9)

and if W is moreover bounded, also

lim
λ→∞

Duλ(W ) = Du(W ),

lim
λ→∞

|Duλ|(W ) = |Du|(W ). (3.10)

Proof. We have

lim
λ→∞

ˆ

Ω
E(Duλ) =

ˆ

Ω
E(Du),

and by the lower semicontinuity of the area functional with respect to L1
loc-convergence,

see [15, Theorem 11.7], we have

lim inf
λ→∞

ˆ

W
E(Duλ) ≥

ˆ

W
E(Du) and lim inf

λ→∞

ˆ

Ω\W
E(Duλ) ≥

ˆ

Ω\W
E(Du).

Since
´

∂W∩ΩE(Du) = 0, these are necessarily equalities. In particular, (3.9) follows. Now
the proof is completed by noting that

lim
λ→∞

ˆ

W
g(Duλ) =

ˆ

W
〈νx, g(·)〉 dx+

ˆ

W
〈ν∞x , g∞(·)〉 dλν =

ˆ

W
g(Du)

by Lemma 3.2, where ν = ((νx)x∈W , λν , (ν
∞
x )x∈W ) is the Young measure generated by {uλ}

on W , and g(z) is taken to be z, |z|, respectively.
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3.2 Lower bound in one dimension

We will first prove the lower bound for the Γ-convergence in one dimension. Recall that
we always consider 0 < γ < ∞. When considering families {uλ}λ>0, we will rely on certain
estimates known for a fixed function u. In particular, the following result will be needed;
it was originally proved in [13].

Proposition 3.11. [11, Proposition 3.18] Let Ω ⊂ R be open and let u ∈ ḂV(Ω). Then

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (u,Ω) ≥
2

γ
|Dau|(Ω).

By [4, Theorem 1.4] we know that for an open interval Ω ⊂ R and u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), we have

Fγ,λ (u,Ω) ≤ C ′Var(u,Ω) (3.12)

for all λ > 0 and for some constant C ′ depending only on n and γ. In fact, this is proved
in [4] only in the case Ω = R

n, but when n = 1 it clearly holds for any open interval Ω as
well, since we find an extension v of u with |Dv|(R) = |Du|(Ω), and then

Fγ,λ(u,Ω) ≤ Fγ,λ(v,R) ≤ C ′Var(v,R) = C ′Var(u,Ω).

Now we prove the following generalization of Proposition 3.11.

Proposition 3.13. Let Ω ⊂ R be open, let u ∈ ḂV(Ω), and let uλ → u area-strictly in Ω
as λ → ∞. Then

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω) ≥
2

γ
|Dau|(Ω).

Proof. Fix ε > 0. First consider a bounded open interval W ⊂ Ω with |Du|(∂W ∩Ω) = 0.
By Lemma 3.8, then also uλ → u area-strictly in W as λ → ∞. Note that

{

(x, y) ∈ W ×W :
|u(x) − u(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> (1 + ε)λ

}

⊂

{

(x, y) ∈ W ×W :
|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

}

∪

{

(x, y) ∈ W ×W :
|(u− uλ)(x)− (u− uλ)(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> ελ

}

.

Thus we have
1

1 + ε
Fγ,(1+ε)λ (u,W ) ≤ Fγ,λ (uλ,W ) + ε−1Fγ,ελ (u− uλ,W ) .

Note that Fγ,λ(v,W ) < ∞ whenever v ∈ ˙BV(Ω) by (3.12), and so we can subtract

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,W )

≥
1

1 + ε
lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (u,W )− ε−1 lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,ελ (u− uλ,W )

≥
1

1 + ε
lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (u,W )−C ′ε−1 lim sup
λ→∞

|D(u− uλ)|(W ) by (3.12)

≥
1

1 + ε
lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (u,W )− 2C ′ε−1|Dsu|(W ) by Proposition 3.7

≥
1

1 + ε

2

γ
|Dau|(W )− 2C ′ε−1|Dsu|(W ) by Proposition 3.11.

(3.14)

11



Then consider an arbitrary bounded open set W ⊂ Ω with |Du|(∂W ∩ Ω) = 0. We can
write it as a union of pairwise disjoint open intervals W =

⋃∞
j=1Wj with |Du|(∂Wj∩Ω) = 0

for each j ∈ N. Fix N ∈ N. Now

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,W ) ≥ lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ



uλ,
N
⋃

j=1

Wj





≥

N
∑

j=1

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Wj)

≥

N
∑

j=1

[

1

1 + ε

2

γ
|Dau|(Wj)− 2C ′ε−1|Dsu|(Wj)

]

≥
1

1 + ε

2

γ
|Dau|





N
∑

j=1

Wj



− 2C ′ε−1|Dsu|(W ).

Letting N → ∞, we get

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,W ) ≥
1

1 + ε

2

γ
|Dau|(W )− 2C ′ε−1|Dsu|(W ).

We can choose the bounded open set W ⊂ Ω such that |Du|(∂W ∩Ω) = 0, |Dsu|(W ) < ε2,
and |Dau|(Ω \W ) < ε. It follows that

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≥ lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,W ) ≥
1

1 + ε

2

γ
(|Dau|(Ω)− ε)− 2C ′ε.

Letting ε → 0, we get the result.

We also need the following key estimate, which is essentially the main result of [11].

Proposition 3.15. [11, Corollary 3.9] Let −∞ < b1 ≤ b2 < ∞ and −∞ < L1 < L2 < ∞,
and let u be increasing with u(x) = b1 for x < L1 and u(x) = b2 for x > L2. Let γ > 0.
Then for every δ > 0, we have

lim inf
λ→∞

λνγ(
{

(x, y) ∈ (L1 − δ, L2 + δ)2 : |u(x)− u(y)| > λ|x− y|1+γ
}

) ≥
2(b2 − b1)

γ + 1
.

Proposition 3.16. Let Ω ⊂ R be open and let u ∈ ḂV(Ω), and let uλ → u as λ → ∞
area-strictly in Ω. Then

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω) ≥
2

γ + 1
|Du|(Ω).

In the proof, we will denote by (Du)+ and (Du)− the positive and negative parts of
Du, so that Du = (Du)+ − (Du)−.

12



Proof. First assume that Ω is connected, that is, Ω = (a, b) for some −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞.
We can assume that u is the pointwise representative

u(x) = lim sup
r→0

ˆ

B(x,r)
udL1 for all x ∈ Ω. (3.17)

By BV theory on the real line, see [1, Section 3.2], we know that limx→a+ u(x) exists, and
that for all Lebesgue points y ∈ Ω of u,

u(y) = lim
x→a+

u(x) +Du((a, y]).

Fix 0 < ε < 1. For |Du|-a.e. x ∈ Ω, we have that

|Du([x− r, x+ r])|

|Du|([x− r, x+ r])
> 1− ε2

with r > 0 small enough. Moreover, for all except at most countably many r > 0, we have
|Du|({x− r}) = 0 = |Du|({x+ r}). Thus by Vitali’s covering theorem, we find a sequence
of pairwise disjoint compact intervals [cj , dj ] ⊂ Ω, j ∈ N, such that

|Du([cj , dj ])|

|Du|([cj , dj ])
> 1− ε2, (3.18)

|Du|
(

Ω \
⋃∞

j=1[cj , dj ]
)

= 0, and |Du|({cj}) = |Du|({dj}) = 0.

For sufficiently large N ∈ N, we have

|Du|



Ω \

N
⋃

j=1

[cj , dj ]



 < ε2. (3.19)

We find δ > 0 such that the intervals [cj − δ, dj + δ], j = 1, . . . , N , are still pairwise disjoint
and contained in Ω. By Lemma 3.8, we have

lim
λ→∞

Duλ((cj , dj)) → Du([cj , dj ]) and lim
λ→∞

|Duλ|((cj , dj)) = |Du|([cj , dj ])

for all j = 1, . . . , N . Thus for sufficiently large λ there hold, for j = 1, . . . , N ,

|Duλ((cj , dj))|

|Duλ|((cj , dj))
> 1− ε2 by (3.18), (3.20)

||Duλ|((ci, dj))− |Du|([ci, dj ])| < ε2/N, (3.21)

and |Duλ|



Ω \
N
⋃

j=1

(cj , dj)



 < ε2 by (3.19). (3.22)

Consider such sufficiently large λ and define a measure µλ on Ω as follows:

{

µλ := (Duλ)+ on [cj , dj ] if Duλ([cj , dj ]) > 0

µλ := −(Duλ)− on [cj , dj ] if Duλ([cj , dj ]) < 0,
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for j = 1, . . . , N , and µλ := 0 outside these intervals. From (3.20), we have

|Duλ − µλ|((cj , dj)) < ε2|Duλ|((cj , dj)). (3.23)

Define
vλ(y) := lim

x→a+
uλ(x) + µλ((a, y]) for y ∈ Ω.

Then

|D(uλ − vλ)|(Ω) = |Duλ − µλ|(Ω)

=

N
∑

j=1

|Duλ − µλ|((cj , dj)) + |Duλ|

(

Ω \

N
⋃

j=1

(cj , dj)

)

≤

N
∑

j=1

ε2|Duλ|((cj , dj)) + ε2 by (3.23) , (3.22)

≤ ε2(|Du|(Ω) + ε2) + ε2 by (3.21).

(3.24)

Note that

N
∑

j=1

|vλ(cj − δ)− vλ(dj + δ)| =

N
∑

j=1

|Dvλ((cj , dj))|

≥ (1− ε2)
N
∑

j=1

|Duλ|((cj , dj)) by (3.23)

≥ (1− ε2)

N
∑

j=1

(|Du|([cj , dj ])− ε2/N) by (3.21)

≥ (1− ε2)(|Du|(Ω) − 2ε2) by (3.19).

(3.25)

It is also easy to see that

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|vλ(x)− vλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> (1 + ε)λ

}

⊂

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

}

∪

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|(vλ − uλ)(x) − (vλ − uλ)(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> ελ

}

.
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Thus, we have the following estimate

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω)

≥
1

1 + ε
lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (vλ,Ω)− ε−1 lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,ελ (vλ − uλ,Ω)

≥
1

1 + ε
lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (vλ,Ω)− C ′ε−1|D(uλ − vλ)|(Ω) by (3.12)

≥
1

1 + ε

N
∑

j=1

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,(1+ε)λ (vλ, (cj − δ, dj + δ)) −C ′ε−1ε2(|Du|(Ω) + 2) by (3.24)

≥
1

1 + ε

N
∑

j=1

2

γ + 1
|vλ(cj − δ) − vλ(dj + δ)| − C ′ε(|Du|(Ω) + 2) by Proposition 3.15

≥
1

1 + ε

2

γ + 1
(1− ε2)(|Du|(Ω) − 2ε2)− C ′ε(|Du|(Ω) + 2)

by (3.25). Letting ε → 0, we get the result.
In the general case we have Ω =

⋃∞
k=1Ωk, where the Ωk’s are disjoint open intervals,

possibly empty. For M ∈ N, we have

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω) ≥

M
∑

k=1

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ωk)

≥
2

γ + 1

M
∑

k=1

|Du|(Ωk).

Letting M → ∞, we get

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω) ≥
2

γ + 1
|Du|(Ω).

Now we get the lower bound for the Γ-limit in the one-dimensional case.

Proposition 3.26. Let Ω ⊂ R be open, let u ∈ ḂV(Ω), and let uλ → u area-strictly in Ω.
Then

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (uλ,Ω) ≥
2

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

2

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof. Fix ε > 0. We find an open set W ′ ⊂ Ω such that |Dau|(W ′) < ε and |Dsu|(Ω \
W ′) = 0. We also find an open set W ⋐ W ′ such that |Du|(W \W ′) < ε and |Du|(∂W ) = 0.
Now we have uλ → u area-strictly in W and in Ω \W by (3.9). Thus

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (u,Ω) ≥ lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (u,W ) + lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ

(

u,Ω \W
)

≥
2

γ + 1
|Du|(W ) +

2

γ
|Dau|(Ω \W ) by Propositions 3.16, 3.13

≥
2

γ + 1
(|Dsu|(Ω)− ε) +

2

γ
(|Dau|(Ω)− ε).

Letting ε → 0, we get the result.
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3.3 Higher dimensions

Now we can generalize from one dimension to higher dimensions with standard techniques.
As before, we denote the unit sphere in R

n by S
n−1.

Lemma 3.27. Suppose Ω ⊂ Rn is open and bounded, u ∈ ḂV(Ω), and uλ → u area-strictly
in Ω. Then for all σ ∈ S

n−1,

lim
λ→∞

(
ˆ

Ω

√

1 + |∇uλ · σ|2 dx+ |Dsuλ · σ|(Ω)

)

=

ˆ

Ω

√

1 + |∇u · σ|2 dx+ |Dsu · σ|(Ω).

Proof. Fix σ ∈ S
n−1. Define h(v) :=

√

1 + |v · σ|2, so that h ∈ E(Rn) (recall Section 2.3)
and h∞(v) = |v · σ|. Then this result follows from Lemma 3.2.

For a unit vector σ ∈ S
n−1, denote by 〈σ〉⊥ the (n−1)-dimensional hyperplane perpen-

dicular to σ and containing the origin. For an open set Ω ⊂ R
n and z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥, also denote

Ωσ,z := {t ∈ R : z + σt ∈ Ω} and

uσ,z(t) := u(z + σt), t ∈ Ωσ,z.

For u ∈ ˙BV(Ω), we note the following facts that can be found in [1, Section 3]: for σ ∈ S
n−1,

ˆ

Ω
d|Dau · σ| =

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
|Dauσ,z|(Ωσ,z) dz, (3.28)

and then

Cn

ˆ

Ω
d|Dau| =

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
|Dauσ,z|(Ωσ,z) dz dσ. (3.29)

The analogous fact with the absolutely continuous parts replaced by the Cantor or jump
part also holds true.

Proposition 3.30. Suppose Ω ⊂ R
n is open, u ∈ ˙BV(Ω), and uλ → u area-strictly in Ω.

Then (uλ)σ,z → uσ,z area-strictly for a.e. z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥.

Proof. Fix σ ∈ S
n−1. By Fubini’s theorem, we get (uλ)σ,z → uσ,z in L1

loc(Ωσ,z) for a.e.
z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥. The area functional is lower semicontinuous with respect to L1

loc-convergence,
and so for a.e. z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥ we get

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + (u′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Dsuσ,z|(Ωσ,z)

≤ lim inf
λ→∞

(

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + ((uλ)′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Ds(uλ)σ,z|(Ωσ,z)

)

.

(3.31)

On the other hand, from (3.28) and Lemma 3.27 we get

lim
λ→∞

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

(

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + ((uλ)′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Ds(uλ)σ,z|(Ωσ,z)

)

dz

=

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

(

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + (u′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Dsuσ,z|(Ωσ,z)

)

dz.

(3.32)
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Combining (3.31) with (3.32), it follows that necessarily for a.e. z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥ we have

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + (u′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Dsuσ,z|(Ωσ,z)

= lim
λ→∞

(

ˆ

Ωσ,z

√

1 + ((uλ)′σ,z(t))
2 dt+ |Ds(uλ)σ,z |(Ωσ,z)

)

.

Now we prove the lower bound for the Gamma-limit.

Theorem 3.33. Suppose Ω ⊂ R
n is open, u ∈ L1

loc(Ω), and uλ → u area-strictly in Ω.
Then

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≥
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω). (3.34)

Proof. We can assume that lim infλ→∞ Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) < ∞. Then by Gobbino–Picenni [12,
Theorem 1.1], we know that |Du|(Ω) < ∞. Since uλ → u area-strictly in Ω, we have
uλ ∈ ḂV(Ω) for all sufficiently large λ, and we can assume that this is in fact true for all
λ > 0.

Antonucci et al. [2, p. 622] note that for g ∈ L1(Ω×Ω), we have the change of variables
formula
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

g(x′, y′) dx′ dy′ =
1

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

ˆ

R

ˆ

R

g(z + σx, z + σy)|x− y|n−1 dxdy dz dσ.

Thus we have
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
g(x′, y′) dx′ dy′ =

1

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

g(z + σx, z + σy)|x− y|n−1 dxdy dz dσ.

(3.35)

We get

lim inf
λ→∞

λνγ

({

(x′, y′) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x

′)− uλ(y
′)|

|x′ − y′|1+γ
> λ

})

= lim inf
λ→∞

λ

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
1{(x′,y′)∈Ω×Ω: |uλ(x′)−uλ(y′)|/|x′−y′|1+γ>λ}(x

′, y′)|x′ − y′|γ−n dx′ dy′

= lim inf
λ→∞

λ

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y)∈Ωσ,z×Ωσ,z : |uλ(z+σx)−uλ(z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy dz dσ,
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where the last line follows from (3.35). Then with Fatou’s lemma we have

lim inf
λ→∞

λνγ

({

(x′, y′) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x

′)− uλ(y
′)|

|x′ − y′|1+γ
> λ

})

≥
1

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
lim inf
λ→∞

λ

ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y)∈Ωσ,z×Ωσ,z : |uλ(z+σx)−uλ(z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy dz dσ

≥

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

[

1

γ
|Dauσ,z|(Ωσ,z) dz dσ +

1

γ + 1
|Dsuσ,z|(Ωσ,z)

]

dz dσ by Prop. 3.30, 3.26

=
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω) by (3.29).

4 Upper bound

In this section we consider the upper bound for the ΓAS-limit.
Just as in the case of the lower bound, we rely on certain estimates known for a fixed

function u. In particular, by Picenni [13, Theorem 1.2] we know that for u ∈ ˙SBV(Rn),
there holds

lim
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(u,R
n) =

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Rn) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Rn). (4.1)

We have the following generalization of this fact.

Theorem 4.2. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be either R

n or a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.
Suppose that u ∈ ˙SBV(Ω). Then

lim
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(u,Ω) =
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof. Due to (1.2) and (4.1), we only need to prove that

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(u,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω) (4.3)

when Ω ⊂ R
n is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Consider such Ω. It supports

a Poincaré inequality, see e.g. [1, Proposition 3.21, Theorem 3.44]. Then it follows (see
e.g. [3, Eq. (3.3)]) that u ∈ L1(Ω) and thus u ∈ SBV(Ω).

First consider an open interval I ⊂ R and v ∈ ˙SBV(I). We can extend v to w ∈ ˙SBV(R)
with |Dw|(R) = |Dv|(I). Then by (1.1), we have

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(v, I) ≤ lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(w,R) =
2

γ
|Daw|(R) +

2

γ + 1
|Dsw|(R)

=
2

γ
|Dav|(I) +

2

γ + 1
|Dsv|(I).

(4.4)

Returning to the n-dimensional situation, we can extend u to a function (still denoted
by the same letter) u ∈ SBV(Rn) with |Du|(∂Ω) = 0; this is shown e.g. in [1, Proposition
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3.21], though without stating the property that the extension has no Cantor part, but this
follows since the extension is constructed using a simple reflection argument. Fix 0 < ε < 1.
Choose an open Ω′ with Ω ⋐ Ω′ and

|Du|(Ω′ \Ω) < ε.

Given any σ ∈ S
n−1 and z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥, we have that (Ω)σ,z ⊂ (Ω′)σ,z. Note that (Ω′)σ,z is an

open subset of R, and thus is an at most countable collection of pairwise disjoint intervals.
Denote these by Iσ,z,j, j ∈ N. Since (Ω)σ,z is compact, there is a finite subcollection

{Iσ,z,j}
Mσ,z

j=1 which still contains (Ω)σ,z . We find intervals I ′σ,z,j ⋐ Iσ,z,j whose union still

contains (Ω)σ,z. Note that these intervals are at a strictly positive distance from each other.
Fix N ∈ N and let uN := max{min{u,N},−N}. For sufficiently large λ > 0, we have

ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy

≤

Mσ,z
∑

j=1

ˆ

I′σ,z,j

ˆ

I′σ,z,j

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy.

(4.5)

Note that

λ

ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy

≤ λ

ˆ

R

ˆ

R

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy

≤ C ′|Duσ,z |(R)

for all λ > 0 by (3.12). This is integrable over z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥ by (3.29) (with Da replaced by
D), which justifies the use of Fatou’s lemma below. Moreover, note that for a.e. σ ∈ S

n−1

and a.e. z ∈ 〈σ〉⊥, by (3.29) we have

|Dcuσ,z|(R) = 0. (4.6)

By (3.35) we have

lim sup
λ→∞

λνγ

({

(x′, y′) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uN (x′)− uN (y′)|

|x′ − y′|1+γ
> λ

})

= lim sup
λ→∞

λ

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
1{(x′,y′) : |uλ(x′)−uN (y′)|/|x′−y′|1+γ>λ}(x

′, y′)|x′ − y′|γ−n dx′ dy′

= lim sup
λ→∞

λ

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy dz dσ.

With Fatou’s lemma and (4.5), the integral in the last line can be further controlled by the
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following

1

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
lim sup
λ→∞

λ

ˆ

Ωσ,z

ˆ

Ωσ,z

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy dz dσ

≤
1

2

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥
lim sup
λ→∞

Mσ,z
∑

j=1

λ

ˆ

I′σ,z,j

ˆ

I′σ,z,j

1{(x,y) : |uN (z+σx)−uN (z+σy)|/|x−y|1+γ>λ}(x, y) · |x− y|γ−1 dxdy dz dσ

=

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

Mσ,z
∑

j=1

[

1

γ
|Dauσ,z|(I

′
σ,z,j) +

1

γ + 1
|Djuσ,z|(I

′
σ,z,j)

]

dz dσ

by (4.4) and (4.6). Combining the two estimates above, we have

lim sup
λ→∞

λνγ

({

(x′, y′) ∈ Ω×Ω:
|uN (x′)− uN (y′)|

|x′ − y′|1+γ
> λ

})

≤

ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ

〈σ〉⊥

[

1

γ
|Dauσ,z|((Ω

′)σ,z) +
1

γ + 1
|Djuσ,z|((Ω

′)σ,z)

]

dz dσ

=
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω′) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dju|(Ω′) by (3.29)

≤
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dju|(Ω) +

Cn

γ
ε.

On the other hand, we have

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω×Ω:
|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

}

⊂

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω×Ω:
|uN (x)− uN (y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> (1− ε)λ

}

∪

{

(x, y) ∈ R
n × R

n :
|(u− uN )(x) − (u− uN )(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> ελ

}

.

Thus

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ (u,Ω)

≤ (1− ε)−1 lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,(1−ε)λ (uN ,Ω) + ε−1 lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,ελ (u− uN ,Rn)

≤ (1− ε)−1

(

Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dju|(Ω) +

Cn

γ
ε

)

+ ε−1Cn

γ
|D(u− uN )|(Rn)

by (4.1). Letting N → ∞ and then ε → 0, we get the result.

The following lemma follows from [10].
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Lemma 4.7. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be open and let u ∈ ḂV(Ω). Then there exists a sequence {vi}

∞
i=1

in Ẇ 1,1(Ω) ∩ C∞(Ω) such that

vi → u in L1
loc(Ω), E(Dvi)(Ω) → E(Du)(Ω),

and the functions

ṽi(x) :=

{

vi(x)− u(x), x ∈ Ω,

0, x ∈ R
n \ Ω

lie in the space ḂV(Rn) with |Dṽi|(R
n \Ω) = 0, and ṽi → 0 in L1

loc(R
n).

Proof. This is given in [10, Lemma 1] for bounded open sets; however, the proof therein
applies to any open set in R

n. The fact that ṽi → 0 in L1
loc(R

n) is not given there, but can
be obtained as follows. We already know that ṽi → 0 in L1

loc(Ω). On the other hand, given
x ∈ R

n \ Ω and r > 0, we note that ṽi = 0 in B(x, r) \ Ω, and then we can use a Poincaré
inequality (see e.g. [8, Lemma 2.2]) to obtain

ˆ

B(x,r)
|ṽi|dy ≤ Cr|Dṽi|(B(x, r))

= Cr|Dṽi|(B(x, r) ∩ Ω)

≤ Cr|Du|(Ω) + |Dvi|(Ω)

for a constant C independent of i. Since |Dvi|(Ω) is a bounded sequence, it follows that
ṽi is bounded in BV(B(x, r)), and thus by BV compactness, we find a subsequence of ṽi
(not relabeled) converging in L1(B(x, r)) to a limit, which is necessarily 0. We can do this
for each r = j, j ∈ N, and then by a diagonalization argument, we obtain the convergence
ṽi → 0 in L1

loc(R
n) for a further subsequence (not relabeled).

We have also the following standard approximation lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be open and bounded, and let u ∈ BV(Ω). Then there exists a

sequence of functions wi ∈ BV(Ω) with wi → u in L1(Ω) and

|Djwi|(Ω) = |Dwi|(Ω) → |Du|(Ω) as i → ∞.

Proof. The coarea formula (see, e.g., Theorem 5.9 in [7]) gives

|Du|(Ω) =

ˆ ∞

−∞
|D1Et|(Ω) dt,

where Et := {x ∈ Ω: u(x) > t}. Fix ε > 0. Then it is possible to take M ≫ 1 such that

both EM and {x ∈ Ω: u(x) < −M} have finite perimeters in Ω (4.9)

and

ˆ

{x∈Ω: |u(x)|≥M−1}
|u|dx < ε. (4.10)
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Let k be a positive integer to be determined later, and define

I0 :=
(

−M,−M +
2M

k

)

,

Ij :=
[

−M + j
2M

k
,−M + (j + 1)

2M

k

)

, j = 1, . . . , k − 1.

Select numbers tj ∈ Ij such that Etj has finite perimeter in Ω with

k−1
∑

j=0

2M

k
|D1Etj

|(Ω) ≤

ˆ M

−M
|D1Et |(Ω) dt. (4.11)

Then define

uε := −M1Ω +

k−1
∑

j=0

2M

k
1Etj

.

By the boundedness of Ω and the choice of tj, we know that uε ∈ BV(Ω) with

Duε = Djuε =

k−1
∑

j=0

2M

k
D1Etj

Ω.

The definition of uε indicates that

|uε − u| ≤
2M

k
in {x ∈ Ω: t0 < u(x) ≤ tk−1}, (4.12)

and |uε| ≤ |u|+
2M

k
in Etk−1

∪ (Ω \ Et0). (4.13)

Thus, the L1-distance between uε and u is controlled as follows:

ˆ

Ω
|uε − u|dx ≤

ˆ

Etk−1
∪(Ω\Et0

)

(

2|u|+
2M

k

)

dx+

ˆ

Ω

2M

k
dx

≤

ˆ

{x∈Ω: |u(x)|≥M−1}
2|u|dx+ L

n(Ω)
4M

k
≤ 4ε,

if k is chosen such that 2M/k < min{1, ε/L n(Ω)}. On the other hand, by the coarea
formula we have that

|Duε|(Ω) =
k−1
∑

j=0

2M

k
|D1Etj

|(Ω),

and thus (4.11) and the coarea formula imply that |Duε|(Ω) ≤ |Du|(Ω). Recalling also the
lower semicontinuity of the total variation with respect to L1 convergence, we have that
the sequence {wi} defined by wi := u1/i satisfies the desired properties.

Now we prove the main result of this section.
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Theorem 4.14. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be either R

n or a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.
Suppose u ∈ ḂV(Ω). Then there exists a family {uλ}λ>0 with uλ → u area-strictly as
λ → ∞, and such that

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof. Fix ε > 0 and take a Ln-negligible compact set K ⊂ Ω such that

|Dsu|(Ω \K) < ε/2 and |Dau|(K) = 0. (4.15)

Then choose a bounded open set W ⋐ Ω containing K with

|Du|(W \K) < ε/2, L
n(∂W ) = 0 = |Du|(∂W ).

It follows that

|Du|(W ) = |Dsu|(K) + |Du|(W \K) < |Dsu|(Ω) + ε/2. (4.16)

Take a cutoff function η ∈ C∞(Rn) with 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 on R
n, η = 1 in K, and the support of

η is a subset of W .
Apply Lemma 4.7 to u ∈ ḂV(Ω\K) to obtain functions vi converging to u area-strictly

in Ω \ K. We can extend vi by u to K, and the extended functions (not relabelled) are
in ḂV(Ω) and it is easy to see that vi converge to u area-strictly in Ω. From Lemma 4.7
we also get vi → u in L1

loc(Ω). Now choosing v = vi for a sufficiently large i, we obtain a
function v ∈ Ẇ 1,1(Ω \K)∩C∞(Ω \K). Take an open set Ωε with W ⋐ Ωε ⋐ Ω. Then the
function v lies in ḂV(Ω) and can be chosen such that ‖v − u‖L1(Ωε) < ε,

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇v|2 dx+ |Dsv|(Ω \K) ≤

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇u|2 dx+ |Dsu|(Ω \K) + ε/2

≤

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇u|2 dx+ ε by (4.15),

(4.17)

and, by (3.10) and the fact that L n(∂W ) = 0 = |Du|(∂W ), we get

|Dv|(W ) ≤ |Du|(W ) + ε/2. (4.18)

Using Lemma 4.8, we find a sequence wi ∈ BV(W ) with wi → v in L1(W ) and

|Djwi|(W ) = |Dwi|(W ) → |Dv|(W ). (4.19)

Then define
u′i := ηwi + (1− η)v

By the Leibniz rule for BV functions, we have

|Du′i| ≤ |Dwi| W + |Dv| (Ω \K) + |wi − v||∇η|.

In particular, it follows that |Dcu′i|(Ω) = 0,

|∇u′i| ≤ |∇v|1Ω\K + |wi − v||∇η|, and |Dju′i| ≤ |Djwi| W. (4.20)
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Then

lim sup
i→∞

|Dj(u′i)|(Ω) ≤ lim sup
i→∞

|Djwi|(W )

≤ |Du|(W ) + ε/2 by (4.19), (4.18)

≤ |Dsu|(Ω) + ε by (4.16),

as well as

lim sup
i→∞

ˆ

Ω

√

1 + |∇u′i|
2 dx = lim sup

i→∞

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇u′i|
2 dx

≤

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇v|2 dx by (4.20)

≤

ˆ

Ω\K

√

1 + |∇u|2 dx+ ε by (4.17),

and similarly

lim sup
i→∞

ˆ

Ω
|∇u′i| dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇u| dx+ ε.

Taking u′ to be u′i for sufficiently large i ∈ N, we have u′ ∈ ˙SBV(Ω) with ‖u′−u‖L1(Ωε) < ε,

|Dsu′|(Ω) ≤ |Dsu|(Ω) + ε, (4.21)

and
ˆ

Ω

√

1 + |∇u′|2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω

√

1 + |∇u|2 dx+ ε and

ˆ

Ω
|∇u′| dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇u| dx+ ε (4.22)

With the choices ε = 1/k, label uk := u′. The open sets {Ω1/k} can be taken as an
exhaustion of Ω, that is, Ω1/k ⋐ Ω1/(k+1) and

⋃∞
k=1Ω1/k = Ω. The sequence {uk} chosen

as above satisfies the following:

uk ∈ ˙SBV(Ω), uk → u in L1
loc(Ω) and lim sup

j→∞
E(Duk)(Ω) ≤ E(Du)(Ω).

The functional
´

ΩE(·) is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak∗ convergence, which
further implies that uk → u area-strictly in Ω. By (4.21) and (4.22), we get

|Djuk|(Ω) = |Dsuk|(Ω) ≤ |Dsu|(Ω) + 1/k and |Dauk|(Ω) ≤ |Dau|(Ω) + 1/k. (4.23)

For every k ∈ N, by Theorem 4.2 we find λk > k such that

Fγ,λ(uk,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ
|Dauk|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsuk|(Ω) +

1

k

for all λ ≥ λk. We can also assume that λk+1 > λk. Define uλ := uk for all λ ∈ [λk, λk+1).
Note that k → ∞ as λ → ∞, and so we get uλ → u area-strictly as λ → ∞. For all
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λ ∈ [λk, λk+1), we have

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) = Fγ,λ(uk,Ω)

≤
Cn

γ
|Dauk|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsuk|(Ω) +

1

k

≤
Cn

γ
(|Dau|(Ω) + 1/k) +

Cn

γ + 1
(|Dsu|(Ω) + 1/k) +

1

k

by (4.23). Thus

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Combine Theorems 3.33 and 4.14.

The recovery sequence can be chosen to consist of smooth functions.

Proposition 4.24. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be either Rn or a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.

Suppose u ∈ ḂV(Ω). Then there exists a family {uλ}λ>0 ⊂ C∞(Ω) with uλ → u area-
strictly as λ → ∞, and such that

lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ
|Dau|(Ω) +

Cn

γ + 1
|Dsu|(Ω).

Proof. Assume first that u is bounded, so that |u| ≤ M for a given 0 < M < ∞. Take the
sequence {uλ}λ>0 from Theorem 4.14. In the case Ω = R

n, note that by the construction,
every function uλ is smooth outside some closed ball B(0, Rλ). Then for every λ > 0, from
Lemma 4.7 we find a sequence {vλ,i}

∞
i=1 such that vλ,i ∈ Ẇ 1,1(B(0, Rλ+1)∩C∞(B(0, Rλ+

1)), and vλ,i → uλ area-strictly in B(0, Rλ +1). We can also assume that vλ,i → uλ a.e. in
B(0, Rλ + 1). Take a cutoff function ηλ ∈ C∞

c (B(0, Rλ + 1)) with 0 ≤ ηλ ≤ 1 and ηλ = 1
in B(0, Rλ). Then define

uλ,i := ηλvλ,i + (1− ηλ)uλ.

By the Leibniz rule for BV functions, it is easy to check that uλ,i ∈ Ẇ 1,1(Ω) ∩ C∞(Ω),
uλ,i → uλ in L1(Ω), uλ,i → uλ area-strictly in Ω, and uλ,i → uλ a.e. in Ω. In the case
where Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain, we get these properties directly from Lemma 4.7,
without the need for a cutoff function. Moreover, since |u| ≤ M , we can assume that also
|uλ,i| ≤ M (this follows from the constructions used in the proofs of Lemma 4.7 and 4.8).
Notice that uλ,i = uλ outside BRλ+1, then it follows that,

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ,i(x)− uλ,i(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ+ 1

}

\

{

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

}

⊂ B(0, Rλ + 1)×B(0, (2M/(λ + 1))1/(1+γ +Rλ + 1)

∪B(0, (2M/(λ + 1))1/(1+γ +Rλ + 1)×B(0, Rλ + 1).
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This justifies an application of Fatou’s lemma to obtain

lim sup
i→∞

νγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ,i(x)− uλ,i(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ+ 1

})

≤ νγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

})

,

For sufficiently large i = i(λ), we have ‖uλ,i(λ) − uλ‖L1(Ω) < 1/λ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω
E(Duλ,i(λ))−

ˆ

Ω
E(Duλ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 1/λ,

and

νγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ,i(λ)(x)− uλ,i(λ)(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ+ 1

})

≤ νγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

})

+ 1/λ.

(4.25)

For each k ∈ N, let vλ := uk,i(k) for λ ∈ [k + 1, k + 2). Then vλ → u area-strictly, and for
all λ ∈ [k + 1, k + 2), we have

λνγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|vλ(x)− vλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> λ

})

≤ λνγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|vλ(x)− vλ(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> k + 1

})

≤
λ

k
kνγ

({

(x, y) ∈ Ω× Ω:
|uk(x)− uk(y)|

|x− y|1+γ
> k

})

by (4.25)

As λ → ∞, we have also k → ∞ and λ/k → 1. Thus {vλ}λ>0 is the required family.
In the general case, we note that for the truncations we have min{M,max{−M,u}} →

u area-strictly in Ω as M → ∞. Then it is straightforward to construct the required
family.

Remark 4.26. Combining Lemma 4.8 with Theorem 4.2, we can also show the following.
Suppose u ∈ ˙BV(Ω). Then there exists a family {uλ}λ>0 with uλ → u in L1

loc(Ω) as λ → ∞,
and such that

lim inf
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≤ lim sup
λ→∞

Fγ,λ(uλ,Ω) ≤
Cn

γ + 1
|Du|(Ω).

This shows that the ordinary Γ-limit of the functionals, if it exists, is at most

Cn

γ + 1
|Du|(Ω),

which in the case of SBV functions for which Dau 6= 0 is strictly smaller than the “point-
wise” limit given in (1.1).
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