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Abstract

In this paper a new div-curl result is established in an open set Q of RN, N > 2, for
the product of two sequences of vector-valued functions which are bounded respectively in
LP(Q)N and LY(Q)N, with 1/p+1/g =1+ 1/(N — 1), and whose respectively divergence
and curl are compact in suitable spaces. We also assume that the product converges
weakly in W~11(Q). The key ingredient of the proof is a compactness result for bounded
sequences in W14(€2), based on the imbedding of W14(Sy_1) into LPI(SN_l) (Sn—1 the
unit sphere of RY) through a suitable selection of annuli on which the gradients are not
too high, in the spirit of [26, 32]. The div-curl result is applied to the homogenization
of equi-coercive systems whose coefficients are equi-bounded in LP(f2) for some p > %
if N > 2, orin LY(Q) if N = 2. Tt also allows us to prove a weak continuity result for
the Jacobian for bounded sequences in W1N=1(Q) satisfying an alternative assumption
to the L*°-strong estimate of [§]. Two examples show the sharpness of the results.
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1 Introduction

In the early 1970s Murat and Tartar noticed that for any sequence o, weakly converging/; to o
in L (RN), N >2and p € (1,00), and any sequence u,, converging weakly to u in W,>" (RY)
such that div o, converges strongly in VVI;C1 P(RY), a simple integration by parts leads to the

convergence

0n - Vu, = o-Vu in Z'(RY). (1.1)

They extended this remark to the more general case where Vu, is replaced by any sequence 7,
such that curl 7, is compact in W, (RN (see [37]). The successful compensated compactness
theory was born with a fruitful application to homogenization theory [36].

Actually, the elementary div-curl (LI contains hidden informations. Indeed, Coifman
et al. proved that if diveo is in I/Vlgcl’s(RN) with s > p, then ¢ - Vu belongs to the Hardy
space J4L (RY). More recently, Conti et al. [2I] obtained a new div-curl result relaxing the
compensation conditions on div o, and curln, to the space ngj (RN, but assuming that the
sequence o, - 1, is equi-integrable.

On the other hand, in the spirit of [36, 37] and using an appropriate Hodge decomposition
of vector-valued fields, it was proved in [I5] that, given a bounded open set  of RN, N > 2. if

D, q € [1,00) satisty
1 1 1
pqulv _+_§1+_7 1.2
s I (1.2)

and if o, n, satisfy the convergences
L)y, ifp>1 LyQ)N,  ifg>1
Op — 0 Ny — 1
MO, ifp=1,
and the compensation conditions
WL Q)N if g > 1
LN(Q>N7 lfq: 1,

WP ( Q)N ifp>1

curln, — curln { (1.4)

diveo, — divo
LN(Q>N7 ifp=1,

then there exist two sequences z; in  and ¢; in RY such that

On i =0 n+ Y div(edy) in Z'(9). (1.5)

i=1

In this paper we generalize the div-curl result of [37, [43] [15] assuming instead of (L2)) the
inequality
1 1 1
-4+ -<14—-: 1.6
p " q - TN (16)
The statement type is given by the following result which is refined in Theorem 2] (strict
inequality in (I6])) below:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (LQ) holds with the strict inequality. Consider two sequences
on in LP(Q)N and n, in LY (Q)N satisfying convergences (L3), (L) with o € LP(Q)N and
n e LY (QN, and such that

On - converges weakly in W=(Q)Y. (1.7)

Then, the weak limit of o, -0, is o - 1.



When equality holds in (I.6), Theorem [Tl is also extended to Theorem (case p > 1) and
to Theorem 2.17] (case p = 1), under some equi-integrability assumption on |n,|. Moreover, a

counterexample to the div-curl result is given when this equi-integrability condition does not
hold (see Proposition 215 below).

The proof of Theorem [Tl differs notably from the ones of [37, 43, [15]. In fact, the improve-
ment from the bound 1/N to the bound 1/(N — 1) is connected to the imbedding, related to
the unit sphere Sy_; of RN, of W4(Sy_;) into L” (Sy_;), which is compact when inequality
(LQ) is strict. Our approach is inspired by both

- De Giorgi’s method [26] for matching boundary values in I'-convergence, which consists
in finding suitable annuli where the energy does not concentrate,

- Manfredi’s method [32] for proving the continuity of a weakly monotone (i.e. satisfying
a maximum principle) function in W™ with m > N — 1, which consists in selecting
spheres on which the gradient of the function is not too highEl

Then, the key ingredient of the proof of Theorem [LI]is given by the following result refined in
Lemma [2.6] below:

Lemma 1.2. Let N > 2,0 < Ry < R, and q > 1. Consider a sequence u, which converges
weakly to w in W™ ({Ry < |z| < R}). Then, there exists a closed set U, C (Ro, R), whose
measure is arbitrarily close to R — Ry, such that

(

s . 1.
sup / |un(ry) — u(ry)| dS(y)> =0, 1<s<qy,=(;—wx7) » fag<N-1
reUn SN_1
sup / }un(ry) — u(ry)}sds(y) —0, 1<s<o0 ifg=N—1
reUn Sn_1
sup | sup ‘un(ry) - u(ry)‘) — 0, if g > N — 1.
\ 7€Un \yESN_1

Lemma[[.2lmeans that one can select a n-dependent set U,, of annuli on which a strong estimate
of u,, —w holds. This set is built from not too high values of |Vu,| (see the definition (220
of U,). Lemma [[.2] also extends to Lemma in connection with Theorem [Z (critical case
s =(qxn_1), and to Lemma[2.I4] (case ¢ = N —1, with a uniform convergence result) in connection
with Theorem [2Z.11] under a suitable equi-integrability assumption on |Vu,|.

Beyond H-convergence for sequences of conductivity equations [36], which is historically
linked to the classical div-curl lemma of [37], Tartar [43] extended its application field to
various pde’s including the hyperbolic equations. In the spirit of H-convergence, the div-curl
approach was applied to linear elasticity in [25]. The seminal works [42], [36] on homogenization
of elliptic problems are based on the boundedness (from below and above) of the sequences of
coefficients involving in the equations. More recently, the boundedness assumption has been
relaxed thanks to an appropriate extension of the div-curl lemma in conductivity [0, 1], 5],
and in elasticity [I0]. In these works the dimension is N = 2, and the sequences of coefficients
are assumed to be uniformly bounded in L!. The L'-boundedness condition has been removed

@Manfredi’s method was used in [I3] to derive, thanks to the maximum principle, a uniform convergence
result for sequences of solutions to elliptic equations with non equi-bounded coefficients. But of course this
approach cannot be extended to elliptic systems.



in the setting of the homogenization of linear and nonlinear scalar problems [12| [7, 13| using
the maximum principle in an essential way. Up to our knowledge, except the recent approach of
[14] which is however based on a quite restrictive equi-integrability condition, the only available
tool for deriving compactness results in the homogenization of sequences of systems with L!-
bounded coefficients remains the div-curl lemma. So, the linear elasticity result [10] shows
that in dimension two the violation of the L!'-bound may induce second gradient terms in the
homogenized equation. This anomalous behavior was previously observed in [38] in dimension
three with a two-scale approach. In fact, the situation in three-dimensional linear elasticity is
much more intricate since the closure set of equations is very large as shown in [I8], while it is
limited by the Beurling-Deny representation formula [4] in the conductivity case [I7]. In view
of the compactness result of [I9] versus the nonlocal effects obtained in [27, 29| B 16| 17] and
naturally connected with the Beurling-Deny formula by [34], the good assumption to avoid any
loss of compactness in the homogenization process seems to be, at least in the scalar case and
in any dimension, the equi-boundedness and the equi-integrability in L' of the sequences of
coefficients.

In this context and as a by-product of the div-curl result of Theorem [[L1] and its exten-
sions, we have the following homogenization result which is refined in Theorem Bl (with a
[-convergence approach), and in Theorem (with a H-convergence approach) below:

Theorem 1.3. Let Q be a bounded open set of RN, N > 2, and let M be a positive integer.
Consider a non-negative symmetric tensor-valued function A, in L""(Q)(MXN)2 such that there
exists a constant o > 0 satisfying

a/ | Dv|* da S/Aan : Dvdr, Yve Hi(Q)Y, (1.8)
Q Q

and such that

LY(Q), if N =2
|A,| is bounded in N —1 (1.9)
LP(Q), with p > 5 if N > 2.

Then, there exist a subsequence of n, still denoted by n, and a non-negative symmetric tensor-
valued A € A (Q)MN? f N =2, or A € LP(Q)MN? if N > 2, satisfying (L8), such that
the following I'-convergence for the L*(Q)™ strong topology holds

(v € Hy()M »—)/Aan : Dvdx) EN (v € Cy(M / ADv : Dvdx) : if N =2
Q Q

2p

(v c Hy()M |—>/AnDU : Dvd:c) EN (v e W, " ()M H/ADU : Dvd:c), if N > 2.
Q Q

Note that in dimension three the result of Theorem [[3holds if the sequence |A,,| is bounded
in some L” space with p > 1. This condition is stronger than the equi-integrability of the
coefficients, but is not so far from it. Alternatively, assuming that A, is close in L'-norm to an
equi-coercive and equi-bounded sequence B", we have obtained in [14] a similar compactness
result by a quite different approach. Also note that the two-dimensional case of Theorem
includes the homogenization results of [I1], 12 [10].

The classical div-curl lemma and more generally the compensated compactness has been
successively used for weak continuity problems [36, B7, [45], and in particular for the weak
continuity of the Jacobian in connection with the calculus of variations [33, B9, 1l 2 22].
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The divergence formulation of the Jacobian, denoted as Det, was originally established by
Morrey [33], and leads to the classical weak continuity result (see e.g., [ 23 30 28] ): for any

regular open bounded set Q of RV, N > 2, and for any s > N T

u, —u in WH(Q)Y = Det(Du,) — Det (Du) in Z'(Q). (1.10)

Up to our knowledge, the most recent improvement of (ILI0) is due to Brezis and Nguyen [§]
who have obtained the weak continuity result

U, = u in WL Q)N
U, — u in L®(Q)V, if N =2 = Det (Du,) — Det (Du) in 2'(Q2), (1.11)
u, —u in BMOQ)N, if N >3
where the refinement in BMO is partly based on the div-curl approach of [20]. Actually, Brezis
and Nguyen prove a delicate estimate (see [§], Theorem 1) which implies convergence (LII).
Using the div-curl result of Theorem [2ZI1] we prove the alternative weak continuity con-

vergence of the Jacobian in WYV~ under different assumptions (see Theorem B8 below for a
refined statement):

Theorem 1.4. Let Q be a bounded open set of RN, with N > 2. Consider a sequence of
vector-valued functions u, = (ul uN) in WEWN ()M satisfying

no rn

in WEN-L QN if N > 2
U, = u=(u',...,u") () J (1.12)
in BV(Q)N %, if N=2,

Det (Du,,) — pin W™HHQ). (1.13)

Also assume that Vul is equi-integrable in the Lorentz space L ~11(Q)N,
Then, the limit distribution p is given by the variational formulation

k
(u, ) = —/Q (Z cof (Du)q; 0;¢ u1> dz, (1.14)

for a suitable dense set of radial fonctions 1 in Wol’oo(Q).

Example BI0 below shows that the loss of equi-integrability for Vu! may induce a con-
centration effect in the weak convergence of the Jacobian. This example also illustrates the
sharpness of the weak continuity result of [g].

Notations
e M is a positive integer, and N is an integer > 2.
e (e1,...,ey) denotes the canonical basis of RY, and (f1,..., fur) the one of RM.

e : denotes the scalar product in RM*N je. £ :n=tr(¢7n) for any &, € RM*N,

e Bp denotes an open ball of RV centered at the origin zero and of radius R > 0. The ball
centered at the point zo and of radius R is denoted by B(xg, R).

e For 0 < Ry < R, C(Ry, R) denotes the open crown By \ Bg,.
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Sn_1 denotes the unit sphere of RY for any integer N > 2.

For any p € [1, 0], p' := p%l € [1, 0] denotes the conjugate exponent of p.

Forany ¢ € [1,N), ¢y = (% — )_1 denotes the critical Sobolev exponent in dimension N.

|E| denotes Lebesgue’s measure of any measurable set £ C RY. When E is a subset
of a manifold of RY of dimension P < N, |E| is also used to denote the corresponding
Hausdorft measure of order P.

1g denotes the characteristic function of any set E.
Vu denotes the gradient of the scalar distribution u : RN — R.
Du denotes the Jacobian matrix of the vector-valued distribution u : RY — RM i e.

0ui

3 } e RM*N,
Lj 1 1<i<M,1<j<N

Du - |

div denotes the classical divergence operator acting on the vector-valued distributions.

Div denotes the vector-valued differential operator taking the divergence of each row of
a matrix-valued distribution,

DivV =
iv I,

. for VRN — RM*V,

1<i<M

j=1

curl denotes the classical curl operator acting on the vector-valued distributions.

Curl denotes the vector-valued differential operator taking the curl of each row of a
matrix-valued distribution,

oV OV

Cuer::[ . for V:RY — RMXN,

Oy, Ox; } 1<i<M,1<j,k<N

A (X) denotes the set of the bounded Radon measures on a locally compact set X.

For a bounded open set  of RN, W;"°°(€2) denotes the space of the functions in W1>°(Q)
which are equal to 0 on 0f).

W=11(Q) denotes the set composed of the divergences of functions in L'(2)". We can
check that the dual of W=11(Q) is Wy >°(Q) (using essentially the fact that the dual of
LY(2) is L>=(£2), and any vector-valued distribution which vanishes on the divergence free
functions is a gradient). Hence, the weak convergence of p,, to g in W=51(Q) reads as
(s ) — (19}, Vo € W™ (). (1.15)

n—o0

Note that the weak-* convergence in . () implies the weak convergence in W~11(Q).



2 The div-curl result

.1 1 1
2.1 The case: §+§<1+ﬁ

We have the following div-curl result:

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a bounded open set of RN, with N > 2, and let p,q > 1 such that

1+1<1—|— L
P q N -1

Consider two sequences of matriz-valued functions o, and n, such that

Js, € [p,q], on € L (QMN and n, € L¥(Q)M*N,

On i My — i weakly in WHH(Q).

(2.1)

Then, we have the following results according to the cases p,qg>1,qg=1 orp=1:

o Assume that p,q > 1, and that
o, — o in LP(Q)M*N
Mo —n in LI(Q)M,
Dive, — Dive  in W4 (Q)M
Curln, — Curly in W1 (Q)MXNXN,
If the limits o and n satisfy condition (2.2]), then
=0 :n.
Otherwise, for any function u satisfying
uwe WM and n— Due LE ()N

the limat v satisfies the weak formulation

V B(xg, R) € Q, Yo € WH®(0,00), with supp ¢ C [0, R],

(u,¥) = — (Divo, uy) +/ o [mh— D(uwy)] dz,

B(SL‘(),R)
where ¥(zx) := o(|x — x0|).
o Assume that ¢ = 1, and that
o, — 0 in LP(Q)M*N
e =0 an A ()M,
Diveo, — Dive  in LN (Q)M
Curln, — Curlny in W=LP(Q)MXNxN,

If the limits o and n satisfy condition [22), then equality (20) holds.
Otherwise, for any function u satisfying Z), the limit p still satisfies the

lation (228]).

weak formu-



e Assume that p =1, and that

on =0 in M (Q)MN
(2.11)
M = in LY(Q)MN,
Dive, — Dive  in WLa'(Q)M (2.12)
Curln, — Curlny in LYV (Q)M*NxN, '
If the limits o and n satisfy condition (2.2)), then equality ([2.6]) holds.
Otherwise, for any function u satisfying
ue WM and n— Due WY Q)M (2.13)
the limit p satisfies the weak formulation
( ¥V B(zo,R) € Q, Vi € WH™(0,00), with supp C [0, R], such that
0 . 1,9
JUclosed set of [0, R|, with (T,’ y) ~ u(mo +ry)eC .(U’ W (SN_I))
¢’ 1s continuous on U with support in U, (2.14)

(1,0) = — (Divo, up) + / o(dz) : [y — D)),

B(SL‘(LR)

( where () := o(|z — x0]).

First of all, focus on the case p,q > 1:
Remark 2.2. First of all, in view of the weak formulation (Z.8]) note that
o : [m) = D(uy)] = o< (n— Du) o — (6V4) - .
Hence, since o : (n — Du) is in L'(Q) by (27), the last integral term of (2.8) has a sense if and

only if the integral term
/ (cVY) - ude,
B(zo,R)

has a sense. This needs radial test functions 1) and will be discussed in the general setting of
Remark 2.4l below. However, observe that the set of functions 1 of the form

v(@) =Y eille - i)

such that for any m > 1 and i € {1,...,m}, ¢; is a real constant, z; € Q and ; € WH>(0, c0)
with supp (¢;) C [0, R;], where R; > 0 and B(z;, R;) € Q, is dense in W,>°(Q). Therefore, the
weak formulation (2.8]) fully characterizes the distribution .

On the other hand, the existence of a function u satisfying (2.7) follows from the fact that

Curln belongs to W12 (Q)MXN*N (see, e.g., [15], Proposition 2.5). Note that (Z8) does not
depend actually on the choice of the function u satisfying (2.7)). Indeed, let u and @ be two

functions satisfying (27)). Since u —a € Wh1(Q)N N W’li’f/(Q)N, we have
—Dive-(u—a)—o: D(u—a)+div(e"(u—a)) =0 inQ,

which implies that the right-hand side of (28] is equal to zero with u — @ instead of w.



Remark 2.3. It is clear that Theorem 2] implies the classical div-curl result of [37], [43], i.e.
assuming that for p € (1, 00),
o, — 0o in LP(Q)M*N Dive, — Dive  in Wtr(Q)”
{ N —1n  in LP'(Q)M*N { Curlm, — Curly in W—1» (Q)MXNxN,
then the following convergence holds true
Opilp —>o0:n in.Z(Q).

We can also compare our result with the div-curl result of [15] based on the convergences
[24) and (2.3 together with condition

Lyl d (2.15)
ST Sy .

First, by Proposition 2.5 of [I5] there exists a matrix-valued function ¢ such that

Ce POMN Div(=0inQ, o—(elLl ()M, (2.16)

loc

Then, in the case p,q > 1 (but the other cases are similar), inequality (2I5) combined with the
Sobolev imbedding W4(Q) — L% (Q) implies that if the functions u and ¢ satisfy ([27) and
(18], then ¢Tw is in L{ (2)Y. Therefore, using that ¢ is divergence free, the limit formulation
[2.8)) can be written

p=0:(n—Du)+(c—C): Du+div(¢Tu) in 2'(Q), (2.17)

which is the weak formulation for o : 1 according to Proposition 2.5 of [15]. However, Theo-
rem 2.3 of [I5] shows for sequences o, and n, satisfying (22)), (Z4)), (Z3), the existence of two
sequences z; in  and ¢; in RY such that

On it — Y _div(e;d,)  in Z'(Q).

=1

The reason of this apparent contradiction with equality (2.6]) is that in Theorem [2.1] we have
also assumed that o,, : 1, converges weakly in W~11(Q), while in [I5] the convergence of a,, : 1,
is obtained in the (larger) distributions space. It is easy to see that o, : 7, in [15] is actually
the divergence of a sequence which converges only in the weak-* sense of the measures.

Remark 2.4. In view of ([2.7) and (2.8) the regularity assumption ([2.2)) for o,, and 7,, which
holds in most situations, can be replaced in the case p,q > 1 by the more general conditions:

On M € WHHQ), (2.18)

and similarly to ZX), for any u, € W,-9(Q)M satisfying 1, — Du, € LV _(Q)M*N  we have

loc

((V B(x,R) € Q, Vo € WH(0,00), with suppy C [0, R],

(00 1, ¥0) = — (Divo,, u,) —i—/ ot [0t — D(uptp)] da

B(me)

— <Div an,u,ﬂ/}> + / [an 2 (M — Duy) ¥ — (0, V) un] dr,

B(me)

( where ¢(z) = p(|z — z0|). (2.19)



So the distribution o, : n, is defined by the formula (ZI9), and its extension to W~51(Q) is
required through condition ([Z.I8]).
Then, we need to justify the integral term of (2.19)

/ (6, V) - uy, dz.
B(zo,R)

To this end, note that u, € W,"4(Q)™ implies that

loc

Up - (O,R) XSN_l — RM
(r,9) = Un(To + 1Y)

isin L%, (0, Ry W4(Sy_1))™, and thus by Sobolev’s imbedding, in Ly, (0, R; L' (Sy_1))
due to ([ZI)). Hence, at least for p € W'*°(0, o), with supp ¢ C [0, R] and

supp (¢') C Uy = {7’ €(0,R): / [un|? ds(z) < )\} for some A > 0, (2.20)
oB(

Z0,r)

we deduce that the right-hand side of (2ZI9) has a sense. But if (2ZI9) holds at least for ¢
satisfying (220), then using that o, : n, is in W~14(Q) the function

Gn o — N / (on(zo + 1Y) y) - un(o + ry) ds(y)
Sn-1

satisfies, by (ZI9) together with the definition of W~11 the equality

R R R
/ <p/gndr:/ gofndr+/ ¢ h,dr, where f, h, € L'(0,R),
0 0 0

which implies that for any ¢ € W1*°(0, 00), with supp ¢ C [0, R],

R R r R
/ o' 1y, gndr = / (/ o' 1UA) fndr —i—/ ' 1y, hy, dr.
0 0 0 0

This combined with |Uy| — R as A — oo, allows us to conclude that g, is in L'(0, R). Therefore,

the weak formulation ([2.19) is actually satisfied for any ¢ € W1>(0, 00), with supp ¢ C [0, R].
The same argument applies to the limit formulation (Z8). Moreover, following the first

argument of Remark the weak formulation (Z8) fully characterizes the distribution pu.

The case ¢ = 1 is similar to the case p,q > 1. Now, focus on the case p = 1 which is more
delicate concerning the sense of the weak formulation (ZI4):

Remark 2.5. Assume that p = 1, and thus by 1) ¢ > N — 1. With respect to the first
term in the right-hand side of (24, since Div o is in W57 (Q)M | there exists a matrix-valued
Radon measure ( satisfying (see [15], Proposition 2.5)

Ce ()N Dive=0inQ, o—CeLl (M, (2.21)

loc

Thanks to a result due to Bourgain, Brezis [5], the two first assertions of (2.21]) imply that the
measure ¢ is actually in W™ (Q)M*N. Hence, it follows from (ZI3) that

o:(n—Du)=(0—C):(n—Du)+C:(n— Du) € Li (Q) + W, (), (2.22)

10



which yields a sense to the integral term

/ o(dx) : (n— Du) .
B(zo,R)

With respect to the last term in the right-hand side of (2.I4]), observe that the function
v: (0, R) x Sy_1 — RM defined by v(r,y) := u(xo+ry) belongs to Ly, , (0, R; WH(Sy_1))M,
and thus to LYy, (0, R; C°(Sy—1))™ by Sobolev’s imbedding due to ¢ > N — 1. Then, by
Lusin’s theorem, for any € > 0, there exists of a closed set U satisfying the second line of (214
such that |U| > R—e. For such a set U, the function v is in C°(U x Sy_1) (again by Sobolev’s
imbedding) and w is thus continuous on the closed set

K;:{er:x:xo—i-ry, rel, yESN—1},

so that Vi)®u can be extended to a continuous function in Q. Therefore, the last term of (2.14)),
or equivalently,

/ [0 (n— Du)yp — (6VY) - u] da,
B(wo,R)

in which
/ (oY) - ude = / (Vi@ u): do, where $(z) == o (|z — 7o),
B(x0,R) K

has a sense for any function ¢y satisfying the two first lines of (ZI4]). Moreover, since |U| can be
chosen arbitrarily close to R, any ¢ € W'>(0, 00), with supp ¢ C [0, R], can be approximated
for the weak-* topology of W1°°(0, c0) by a sequence of functions

o (r) ::/ ¢ 1y ds, forr € [0,00).
R

But it is not clear that the sole condition ¢ € W1*(0, o), with supp ¢ C [0, R], is sufficient.
Finally, this combined with the first argument of Remark implies that the weak formu-
lation (2ZI4)) fully characterizes the distribution .

2.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1

The key ingredient of the proof of Theorem 2.1]is the following compactness result:

Lemma 2.6. Let N > 2,0 < Ry < R, and ¢ > 1. Consider a sequence u,, in WH4(C(Ry, R))M
such that

{ Up — U IN Wl’q(C'(RO,R))M, ifg>1 (2.23)
up S uin BV(C(Ro, R)), ifq=1. '
Define v,,v € LI(Ry, Ry Wh4(Sy_1))M, orv € LY(Ry, R; BV (Sy_1))™ if g =1, by
(1, y) == un(ry), o(r,y) :=u(ry), ae (r,y) € (Ry, R) X Sy_1, (2.24)
and the space X of functions in Sy_1 by
L (Sy_ )M, with1 < s < qy_, = (% — ﬁ)_l, ifg<N—1
X =9 L(Sy_1)™, with 1< s < oo, ifqg=N —1 (2.25)

CO(SN—I)M7 qu >N -1
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Moreover, for any A > 0 and any closed set U of [Ry, R] such that v € CO(U; Wh4(Sy_1))M if
q>1orveC%U; BV (Sy_1)M if ¢ =1, define the subset U,, of U by

U, = {r eU: / (|Dun(ry)|* + | Du(ry)|?) ds(y) < >\} . (2.26)
Sn-1
Then, we have
1
ARy ™ J{jalery
Up — U x) — 0, if g >1
I lcow,ix) f (2.28)
v — V|| Ls,x) = 0, Vs €[l,00), ifg=1.

Proof. Property (2.27) is an immediate consequence of the definition (2.26) of U,. Thus, we

just need to prove (2.28)).

On the one hand, since W4(Sy_)M if ¢ > 1, or BV (Sy_1)™ if ¢ = 1, is compactly
imbedded into X, we deduce from Lemma 5.1 of [31] that for any § > 0, there exists a constant
Cs > 0 such that

||w||X S 05 ||w||L¢I(SN,1)M + 4 ||D7wHL¢Z(5’N71)M><N’ Vw € Wl’t](SN—l)Ma if q > ]-7

lwllx < Csllwllrsy o + 0 1Drw]| gy yusws Yw e BV(Sx-)™, ifg=1,

where D, denotes the tangential derivative along the manifold Sy_;. Applying these inequalities
to (v, — v)(r,-), and taking into account the definition (2.20) of U,,, we get

1 .
{ v — vllcownixy < Cs 1o — 0llcow,na(sn_yv + OAT ifg>1 (2.29)

1,
L3 (Un; LY (Sy_1))M + (S)\ |Un| s if q = 1.

v = v||Ls@n;x) < Cs [Jvn — v

On the other hand, the sequence v, — v is bounded in L4(Ry, R; W19(Sy_1))M and the
sequence Oy (v, — v) is bounded in LY(Ry, R; LY(Sy_1))™ if ¢ > 1, or in .4 ((Ro, R) X Sy_1)™
if ¢ = 1. Hence, by a compactness result due to Simon [40] (Corollary 8 and Remark 10.1), the
sequence v, — v converges strongly to 0 in

{ C°([Ro, R); LSy 1)) ", itg>1 230,
L™ ([Ro, R); LM(Sy-1))", ¥Ym € [1,00), ifg=1, '
which combined with (Z29) yields

lim sup [0, = vllcvw, ) < SAe, ifg>1

limﬁsup v — V|| s x) < OA Ri, if g=1.
Finally, the arbitrariness of § > 0 leads to (2.27]). O

Let us start by the following preliminary remark which illuminates in particular the strategy
of the proof of Theorem 2.1l

12



Remark 2.7. To fix ideas, assume that p,q > 1 with (ZI]) (the other cases are similar). As
observed in Remark 22 for o, € LP(Q)M*N and n, € LI(Q)M*N such that Curlyp, is in
WL (Q)MXNXN there exists u, € W(Q)M such that 1, — Du, € LV _(Q)M*N,

Then, for any B(zg, R) € © and for any ¢ € W1*(0, o) with

supp C [0, R], supp(¢') C {r €[0,R]: / |Vu,|?ds(y) < >\} for some A > 0,
B

B(xo,r)

the integral

/Qan : [nmﬁ — D(unlp)] = / [an : (Mn — Duy) ¥ — (0, V) - un} dr,

Q

where ¥(z) 1= p(|z — z0|), is well defined. Defining V;, as the vector-space spanned by these
functions v, we can then define the linear mapping F,, : V,, — R by

F = /Qan : [0 — D(unt)]. (2.31)

The proof of Theorem [2.]] essentially consists in constructing sequences ,, in V,, converging to
a function 1 in W1*°(Q) weak-* such that

Foip, — F1.

But this does not prove the convergence of F}, to F' in any topology because the spaces V,, vary
with n. This is the reason to make assumption (23) in Theorem 21l However, this assumption
can be simplified. Indeed, instead of assuming o, : Du,, € W~11(Q), we can assume that

F, defined by ([2.31)) can be extended to an element of W~11(€), (2.32)

which holds true for example if ¢ u,, is in L'(2)", and then to define o, : 7, in a relaxed way
by the equality
On My = F. (2.33)

Note that for o, 1, smooth enough this equality holds, but F;,, does not necessarily agree with
the measurable function o, : 1, which in general is not even in L'(€2). Then, also assuming

Op i — o in WHHQ), (2.34)
Theorem 2. shows that p = o : 1, where o : 1) is defined in a relaxed way similarly to o, : 7,.

The proof of Theorem 2.1] will use the following equi-integrability result for weakly conver-
gent sequences in W~ (Q) and radial test functions:

Lemma 2.8. Let zy € Q2 and R > 0 be such that B(xg, R) C Q. Consider a sequence f, in
LY )N and a function f in L*(Q)N such that divf, converges weakly to divf in W=1Y(Q), and
define hy, in (0, R) by

r — T

hy(r) = / fn-——ds, forr e (0,R). (2.35)
OB(zo,r) |$ - x0|

Then, the sequence h,, is bounded and equi-integrable in L'(0, R).

13



Proof. Tt is equivalent to prove that h, converges weakly in L'(0, R). For this purpose, consider
¢ € L>=(0,R), and define ¢ € W>°(0, R) with ¢(R) = 0, by

R
o(r) = / o(t)dt forr €0, R].

Then, we have

R
Xr — X
/ hn¢dr:—/ I 0 @’(\x—xd)dmz—/ fo - Vo(a — zo))] da
0 B(z0,R) |z — 0| B(zo,R)

R

—00

where h € L'(0, R) is defined replacing f, by f in formula ([235)). Therefore, h, converges
weakly to h in L'(0, R). O

Proof of Theorem [2.7]. First of all, if 0 and 7 satisfy the regularity assumption (2.2)), then
the weak formulations (2.8) and (2ZI4) are reduced to g = o : 1. Indeed, in this case any
function u satisfying (Z717) or ZI3) is in W' (Q)V, so that

div (¢7u) = Div (¢) - u + o : Du.

A simple integration by parts in (Z.8) and (2.I4]) then yields = o : 7.
Let us now treat the general case. From Proposition 2.5 of [I5] we deduce the existence of
functions wu,, u in WH4(Q)Y satisfying

Whi()M if g > 1
U, = u in (2.36)
BV(Q)M, ifg=1,
L (Q)M*Nifp>1
N — Du, — n— Du strongly in N (2.37)
loc (Q)MXN> lfp =L

Let be a closed ball of radius R > 0 contained in €2. Up to a translation we may assume the
ball is centered at the origin. Define v,, v : (0, R) x Sy_; — RM™ by @24). For Ry € (0, R) and
for a closed set U of [Ry, R] such that v € CO(U; W4(Sy_;))M, take a function ¢ € Wh>(0, 0o)
with supp ¢ C [0, R], supp (¢') C U. Then, for a fixed A > 0, consider the set U, defined by
(Z26) and define the function ¢, € WH>(0, c0) by

©n (1) ::/ ' 1y, ds, for r € [0, 00).
R

Also define the functions v, € VVO1 (Q) by

Un(x) == ou(|z]), ¥(x):=¢(z|), forz e,

According to Remark 7] our aim is to pass to the limit in <an My ¢n>- We distinguish
three cases:

e The case p,q > 1. Using assumption (2.2)) or the more general (Z19), combined with the first
convergences of (2.1]) and ([237), we have

(00 My Un)
= — (Div oy, unthn ) + /chn : (M — Duy,) ¢y, dx — /{|m|€Un}(anvwn) Uy dx (2.38)
= — (Divo,uy) + / o:(n—Du)ypdr — / (6, V) - up dx + o(1).

Q {lz[eUn}
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On the one hand, to pass to the limit in the left-hand side of (Z38) we use the decomposition

<0n : nnawn> = <Un : 77na¢> + <0n : nnawn - ¢>

where the first term converges clearly to (u, ) by (2.3). For the second term, by (2.3)) there
exist functions f,, € LY(Q) satisfying divf, = o, : n,. Thus, we have

}<an:nn,¢n—w>}:‘/an-vwn—w)dx SO/U\U | dr,

where h,, is defined by (2.30]). Hence, by (2Z27) we get that

limsup | (o4 o, Un) — (,00) | < C sup / || . (2.39)
n—oo meN B
|Bl<e/A

On the other hand, for the last term in (238§)), consider the functions v,,v of ([Z24) and
define the functions &,,€ : (0, R) x Sy_; — RM>*N by

En(ryy) i=on(ry), &(ryy):=o(ry), ae. (r,y) € (0,R) x Sy_1.

Then, we have

0, V) - uy, dx = "(r) PN L W) - (v, — v)ds(y) dr
/{M'eUn}( ¥) Lo [ - vast) »

[ em | (&) vds(y)dr - / ECh / () vds(y)dr

Since &, is bounded in LP(Ry, R; LP(Sy_1))™*¥ and v, satisfies the first convergence of (Z.28)
with X = LP(Sy_1) and p' < ¢i_, by @), the first term in the right-hand side of (Z40)
tends to zero. Moreover, since &, converges weakly to & in LP(U; LP(Sy_1))M*" and v is in
CO(U; L¥' (Sy—-1))™ by Sobolev’s imbedding combined with p' < ¢ _,, we have

[ [ () vdsty) i e [ () v
= /Q(avw)-udx.

The last term of (Z40) can be estimated thanks to Holder’s inequality by

‘ /U\Un el /5 () vdsty)dr

1
< RYTHUN Unl# 19| ooy 1l iosms s 10l coq o sy

hence by (227

C
AP

< (2.41)

‘ =

[ [ (e sy
U\Un SN-1
Finally, combining (2.38)), (239), (241]) we obtain

(u,v) + <Div o, u¢> — /Qa : [7]1/1 — D(ut)) dx

:'(u,w>+<Diva,uw>—/Qa:(n—Du)wdx+/Q(aw)-uda;

1
<C| sup || drr + —
meN A7’

|Bl<e/A
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Taking into account the equi-integrability of h,, given by Lemma and the arbitrariness
of A > 0, we have just proved that the function u defined by (2.37) satisfies ([Z.8) for any
o € W1*(0, 00) with supp ¢ C [0, R], and supp (¢’) contained in a closed set U of [Ry, R] such
that v belongs to C°(U; Wh4(Sy_1))M.

Finally, by Lusin’s theorem the closed set U of (0, R] can be chosen such that R — |U] is ar-
bitrary small. Hence, any function ¢ € W1°°(0, 0o), with supp ¢ C [0, R], can be approximated
for the weak-* topology of W*°(0, 00) by a sequence of functions

T

o (r) ::/ ¢ 1y ds, forr € [0,00),
R

which satisfy supp (¢p) C [0, R] and supp (¢};) C U. This combined with the density argument

of Remark 24 (based on the fact that ;4 € W=51(Q)) shows that the weak formulation (23]

holds actually for any ¢ € W'*(0,00), with suppy C [0, R]. This concludes the proof of

Theorem 2.1]in the case p,q > 1.

e The case ¢ = 1. It is similar to the previous case using the first convergence of (2.37)), and
the second convergence of (Z36) combined with Sobolev’s imbedding BV (Q)M — LN (Q)M.

e The case p = 1. It is also similar to the first case. The only delicate point comes from the
second term in the right-hand side of (238)). In view of ([2.2I)) and ([2:22) we can write

/ O (M — Duy,) ¥, dax = /(O’n —Cn) - (M — Duy) ¥y, dx + / Cn : (M — Duy) ¥y, dx, (2.42)
Q Q Q
where by virtue of Proposition 2.5 of [15] the measures (,, ¢ satisfy

(o —=C in. AN Divg,=01inQ, o,—(, — oc—C strongly in LY (Q)M*N(2.43)

loc

By the second convergence of (237) and (2.43)) the first term in the right-hand side of (2.42])
clearly converges. Moreover, we can also pass to the limit in the second term of the right-hand
side of ([Z42), since the divergence free sequence ¢,, converges weakly in W1V (Q)M*N thanks
to the Bourgain, Brezis result [5], hence

/Un:(nn—Dun)wnda:%/a:(n—Du)@bd:B.
0 0

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 2.11is complete. O

. L1 1 1
2.3 The limit case.];+a—1+m

When inequality (1) becomes an equality, the imbedding W4(Sy_;) < L¥ (Sy_1) is no more
compact, so Lemma is useless. This lack of compactness can be overcome adding an equi-
integrability assumption for the sequence 7, in Theorem 2.1l This is the aim of Theorem
in the case p > 1.

The case p = 1, and thus ¢ = N —1, corresponds to the critical case for Sobolev’s inequality:
WHEN=1(Sy ) is continuously imbedded in L*(Sy_1) for any s € [1,00), but if N > 2 it is not
imbedded in L>(Sy_1). To get over this difficulty we need to work with a space which is a little
more regular than LV~1(Q). So, in Theorem 11| below LY~1(€) is replaced by the Lorentz
space LNL1(Q). Tt is known that the space of functions u € WHN=1(Sy_;) the gradient of
which belongs to LY ~11(Sy_;) is continuously imbedded in C°(Sy_) (see, e.g., [44], Chap. 31).
Moreover, for N = 2, L'!(S;) agrees with L'(S)), so that we can extend Theorem ] to the
case N =2, p=q=1.
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Theorem 2.9. Let Q be a bounded open set of RN, with N > 2, and let p,q be such that

1 1 1
l<p<N-1, 1<g<N-1, —4+-=14——. 2.44

Consider two sequences of matriz-valued functions o, € LP(Q)M*N n e LI(Q)M*N | satisfying

22), &3), 4), Z3) together with
1n.|P equi-integrable in L'(S2). (2.45)
Then the weak formulation ([2.8]) holds true.
In order to state the case p = 1, ¢ = N —1, recall the definition of the Lorentz space LP'}(E):

Definition 2.10. Let £ be a measurable set of RY. For a measurable function f : £ — R,
the non-increasing rearrangement f*: [0,00) — R of f is defined by

fr @) =inf{A>0: [{z € E:|f(x)] > A}| <t}. (2.46)

Then, we define LP'(E), p > 1, as the space of measurable functions f : £ — R such that

1 fllzra ey = /0 £ () dt = /0 {z e E:|f(z)] > A}\% d\ < o0o. (2.47)

The space LP!(FE) is a Banach space equipped with the norm || - || 1.1 ().

Theorem 2.11. Let §) be a bounded open set of RN, with N > 2, and two sequences of matriz-
valued functions o, and n, satisfying (22), (23],

on 0 in H(QMN A

D=7 in LN—l,l(Q)MxN (2' 8)
Divo, — Dive  in W HWN-D(Q)M (2.49)
Curln, — Curln in LN (Q)M*NxN .

Also assume that the sequence n, satisfies the equi-integrability condition
Ve>0,36>0, |mullevaammxny <e, VneN, VE measurable set of 2, |E| <. (2.50)
Then, for any function u satisfying
we WM Due LNTHH Q)M — Du e WHN Q)M (2.51)
the limit p satisfies the weak formulation

(V¥ B(zo,R) € Q, Yo € W(0,00), with suppy C [0, R], such that
U closed set of [0, R], with u(xg +ry) € CO(U; X5V 1Sy )M, supp (¢') C U,

< 2.52
(u,v) = — <Div o, u¢> + / [O’(dl’) :(n— Du)y — (aV) ~udx], ( )
B(SL‘(),R)
L where Y(z) := p(|x — z0l),
and XVN=Y(Sy_1) is the space defined by
XM (Syoy) = {v e WHYTH(Syy) : Vo € LV (Syo)V ) (2.53)
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Remark 2.12. Let u be a function in WHN=1O)M such that Du € LNB(Q)M*N " and let
v:(0,R) x Sy_1 — RM be the function defined by v(r,y) := u(zy + ry), so that V,v is the
tangential part of Vu on 0B(xg,r). By Holder’s inequality we have for any A > 0,

1

R T R N1
/ P < / 1w, o2 dS(y)> dr < CRV'N2) < / / LS u(aotry)>2) 45(y) TN‘ldT)
0 SN_1 0 JSn_1

< ORN’<N—2>( [{z € B(zo, R) : |Vu(z)| > A} )”_

Hence, integrating the previous inequality with respect to A > 0 and using that Vu € LY=L Q)Y
it follows that v isin Ly, (0, B; X"N~1(Sy_1))", and thus in L'y, (0, R; C°(Sy_1))" since
the Lorentz space LY~V (Sy_) is imbedded into C°(Sy_1) (see [44], Chap. 31). Moreover, by
Lusin’s theorem, for any £ > 0, there exists a closed set U satisfying the second line of ([2.52])
such that |[U] > R — . Hence, for o € . (Q)**N the integral term

| @6) ude. where v(v) i= gl — w),
B(zo,R)

has a sense for any function ¢ satisfying the two first lines of (252)). Therefore, we can conclude
as in Remark that the weak formulation (2.52)) fully characterizes the distribution p.

The proof of the two last theorems is similar to the one of Theorem 2] using Lemma 213
below in the case p > 1, and Lemma 2.14] below in the case p = 1, instead of Lemma So
we restrict ourselves to the proof of these two lemmas.

Lemma 2.13. Let N > 2, let Ry, R > 0 be such that Ry < R, and let g € [1, N—1). Consider a
sequence u, in WH(C(Ry, R)) which converges weakly to a function u in W4(C(Ry, R)), and
such that |Vu,|? is equi-integrable in L'(Q). Consider v,,v € LI(Ry, R;W14(Sn_1)) defined
by ([224).

Then, for any U subset of [Ry, R] such that v € L>(U; L™-1(Sy_1))M, for any \,e > 0, there
exists a sequence U, C U satisfying

1 1
U\ Up| £ == <—/ (VU + | Vu|?) da —|—£) , (2.54)
Ry~ \A Jqjalevy
/ (IVun (ry)|* + [Vu(ry)|9) ds(y) < A, a.e. 7 € U, (2.55)
Sn_1
||Un - U||LOO(U7L;Lq}<V71(SN71)) _> 0 (256)

Proof. Since W'?(C(Ry, R)) is compactly imbedded in L'(0B(0,r)) for any r € [Ry, R], the
sequence v, (r,.) converges to v(r,.) in L'(Sy_1)M for any r € [Ry, R]. Also using that

v (71, ) = Vo (T2, )|l L1y 1) < C’/ |Vu,|de, Yry,re with Ry <7 <ry < R.

{7”1<‘1“<T2}

and the equi-integrability of |Vu,| in L'(Ry, R), we easily conclude that v, converges to v in

CO([R(), RL Ll(SN_l))M.
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Now, take ¢ > 0. By the equi-integrability of |Du,|?, for any k € N, there exists 6 > 0
such that for any measurable set B C C(Ry, R) with |B| < dx, we have

2
/BA dx < S VneN, where A, := |Vu, |+ |Vu|?. (2.57)

Let ¢ : (0,00) — R the function defined by
¢(h) == |B(er,h) N Sy_1|, for h >0, (2.58)
and let h;, > 0 be such that

N _ pN
¢ (hi,) %

Then, for a.e. r € (Ry, R) and any n, k € N, denote

< 5k (259)

ze€SN_1 i )NSN 1

T,x(r) := sup / An(ry) ds(y).
B(z,hy)

We will prove that the set

€
E, k= {7’ € (Ro,R) : Ty (1) > ﬁ}’ for k,n € N, (2.60)
satisfies -
|En k| < 2’“Rév o, VkneN (2.61)

To this end, for fixed k,n € N, consider for a.e. r € (0, R),

F(r):= {z € Sn_1: / An(ry) ds(y) = sup / A (1Y) ds(y)} .
B(z,hk)lﬁlsN71 xESN_1 B(Zv,hk)ﬂstl

Then, F' is a multifunction valued on closed sets. Let us also prove that it is measurable, .e.
that for any open set G C Sy_1 we have

{re(Ro,R): F(r)NG # @} is measurable. (2.62)

For this purpose, consider a sequence of points z; € Sy_1, which is dense in Sy_;. Then, taking
into account that

sup / An(ry) ds(y) = sup / An(ry) ds(y),
2€SN-1J B(z,h,)NSN_1 leN J B(z;,h)NSN 1

we deduce that T, ; is measurable. Now, consider an open set G C Sy_; and observe that by
continuity, F(r) NG is not empty if and only if

1
VmeN, 3z € G, T,i(r) — / An(ry)ds(y) < —.
(21,h) m

NSN-1

Therefore, we get that

{re(Ro.R):FirinG£0}=) U { (Ro, R ;Tn,k(r)—/B( h)/ln(ry)ds(y)<%}

meN zeG NSN-1
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is measurable.
Since F' is valued on closed sets and measurable, we can apply the selection measurable
theorem to derive a measurable function g : (R, R) — Sy_1 satisfying

/ Ay (ry)ds(y) = sup / Ay (ry)ds(y), ae. r € (Ry, R).
B(g(r)7hk) B(Z7hk)

NSN—1 z€SN_1 NSN_1

This implies that

B:={rye C(Ry,R):y <€ B(g(r),hy) N Sn_1} (2.63)
is a measurable set of C(Ry, R), which by (Z58), (2.59) and rotation invariance satisfies
R RN _ RN
B < ¢(hk)/ PNy = gy T T s (2.64)
Ro N
By ([2X1) and (Z60) this yields
e? & N-1 € pN-1
5% > / A, dx 2/ Tog(r)r™ " dr > Q_kRO_ | En k|,
B Ro

hence the desired estimate (Z.6T]).
Now, for A > 0, define the set

Un::{reU\UEn,k;/

keN SN-1

Ay (ry) ds(y) < )\} : (2.65)

Then, [2.57) is satisfied by definition, while

{r cU: /s An(ry) ds(y) < )\} ‘ - Z | En |

keN

2|U|—‘{7‘6U:/ An(ry)ds(y)z)\}
Sn-1
1 1
Z‘U‘——_(—/ And$+€),
Ry \A Jyjajeny

\Un| >

€
T HN-1
Ry

which gives (2.54).
Let us now prove that (Z.56) holds. For this purpose, fix £ € N and, using Vitali’s covering
theorem, consider vy, -+ ,y,, € Sy—1 such that

SN—l - UB(ylvhk>7 B(ylvh'k/5> mB(ijhk/5> = ®7 if 4 # .]

i=1
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Then, we have

o, — o X1 < P
Lo (Un; LIN=1(Sn_1)) LIN=1(B(yi,hx)NSn-1))
Lo (Un)
< 3(]* —1 nzk 1 / d ( ) q;‘\ffl
S oL Up — Up as(yY *
—1 o(he) B(yi,hi)NSn_1 L'N=1(B(y;,hx)NSn-1))
1= Loo(Un)
. (2.66)
3‘17\’71_1 "k / N-1
+ (v —v) ds(y)
(b(hk)qN*1 ; B(yi,hi)NSN—1 L(Uy)
+ 3‘1* -1 i ‘ 1 / d ( ) adN_1
N-1 v— —— vas(y .
i=1 ¢(hk) B(yi,hx)NSNn_1 Lqul(B(yhhk)ﬁSN,l)) Lo (Un)

Using the invariance by dilatations of Sobolev-Wirtinger’s inequality it follows from (2.63]) and

(260)) that

q q
<C eSS-zgp <’|vun(ry)||LIZ Bl(z hi)NSN—_1 ) HVU"H%C’O(Uqu(SNA))

z€SN_1

N
dN—1

U, ds(y)

B(yi,hi)NSN -1

L‘I}k\ffl (B(yi,hk)ﬂSN—l)) LOO(U )

Z IV, (ry ||Lq(B (i hi)NSy 1)

Lo (Un)

x € \9In-174
= C esssup (Top(r) ™ Vit fo v, asy 1y < C (27> A
ZESN71

The same reasoning also shows that

«
dN-1

vds(y)

q*
B(yi,hx)NSN_1 L*N=1(B(yihx)NSN-1))

Lo (Un)

Since v, converges to v in L>(Ry, Ry; L'(Sx_1)), the second term in the right-hand side of
(Z60) tends to zero. Therefore, taking the limsup as ¢ — 0 in (Z606) we obtain that

limsup [[v, — vf|"¥! <C (i)qm_qA, VkeN,
n—00 Lo (Uns LN =1 (Sy 1) 2k
which finally yields (Z50]). 0O

Lemma 2.14. Let N > 2, and let Ry, R > 0 be such that Ry < R. Consider a sequence u,, in
WEN=Y(C(Ry, R)) which converges weakly to a function u in WN=1(C(Ry, R)) such that Vu,
is bounded in LN (C(Ry, R))N and satisfies the equi-integrability condition

Ve>0,36>0, |[Vuylpyv-1apm <e, VneN, VB C C(R,R), |B| <. (2.67)

Define v,,v € LN YRy, Ry WHN=Y(Sy_1)) by 224).
Then, for any closed set U of [Rg, R] such that v € C°(U; X*N=Y(Sy_1)), for any \,e > 0,
there exists a sequence U, C U satisfying

(R — Ro)™1

U\U,| <
U\ < =

<— [V || py-11(fajeony + 1 ||VU||LN Li({|eler)N T 5) (2.68)
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| 1Vun (ry)| + [Vu(ry)] HLN LSy < A, a.e relU, (2.69)

an _-UHL“%UhiﬂKSNfln — 0. (2'70)

Proof. The proof is quite similar to the one of Lemma As before we first note that v,
converges to v in C°([Ry, R]; L*(Sn_1)).
Now, take ¢ > 0 and §; > 0, & € N, such that for any measurable set B C C'(Ry, R) with
|B| < 0, we have
2

[ % ¥neN,  where A, := [Vuy| + [Val. (2.71)

Then, consider hy > 0 such that ([2.59) holds, and for r € (R, R), n,k € N, denote T}, x(r) by

T k(1) = ess-sup || An(ry) || Ly-11(B(zh)NSy 1)

zESN_1
Now, the problem is to estimate the measure of the set E,, ;, defined by
E. k= {7’ € (Ro,R) : Ty ji(r) > ﬁ} for k,n € N. (2.72)
For this purpose, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma we can construct a measurable
function ¢ : (Ro, R) — Sn_1 such that for a.e. r € (0, R),

||An(ry)||LN*1v1(B(g(r),hk)ﬂSN,1) = eSSS—SU_p ||An(ry)||LN*1’1(B(z,hk)ﬂSN,1) = ka(’l“).
ZEOSN-1
The set B defined by (2.63) has a measure less than ;. Hence, using successively (2.77]),
Holder’s inequality and (Z72) if follows that

1

52 N—1
2% = HA ||LN LyB) — / </ N= 1/ 1{A >A} ds( )d ) d\
Ro B(g(r),hx)NSN -1

1

B / / </ 1{AH>A}ds<y>> dXdr
R RO N b J Ro B(g(r),hx)NSNn—1

Ry Ry
o ] ?/R IAwl -1 (Bl sy AT = A= P Bl
— 0 J— 0 1
which implies that
N-—2
R — Ry~ -1
|En k| < %;—k, Vk,neN. (2.73)

A similar reasoning also shows that

N-—2
R — Ry) ¥
HT ceU: ||An(ry)HLN*1’1(SN,1) > )\H < % ||An||LN*1v1({\x\€U})a VA>0. (274)

Then, defining for A > 0, the set

U, = {r ceU\ U Enp HAn(Ty)||LN71’1(SN71) < )‘} ’

keN

we deduce from (Z73) and ([2.74) that [2.68) and (2Z69) hold. The proof of (ZZ0) is similar
to the one of (Z56) taking into account that the space X1V=1(Sy_;) defined by 2353) is

continuously imbedded in C°(Sy_1). O
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2.4 A counterexample

In the previous section we have needed some equi-integrability condition to extend the div-curl
result of Theorem 2] to the case

1 N I 14 1

P q N—-1
Actually, the following counterexample shows that the conclusion of Theorem 2.1]is violated in
general if the sequences o, and 7, are only bounded in LP(Q)M*¥ and LI(Q)M*Y with ([2.44]).

Let N > 2 and p,q > 1 be such that (Z44]) holds. Let Q := B} x (0,1), where B/ the unit
ball of R¥~1 centered at the origin. The points of  are denoted by (z/, xx). We also denote by
a2’ a point of € whose last coordinate is zero. Consider the functions o, and 7,, n > 1, defined
in cylindrical coordinates by

on(z) = n'r an(|2']) en
N / where a,(r) := (1 —r)" (2.75)

x
Na(x) :=n" 7 (a'n(|a:'|) TN M + a,(|2']) eN) ,

-

Then, we have

Proposition 2.15. The sequences o, and 1, defined by [200) satisfy

dive, =0, curln, =0 inQ, (2.76)
op — 0 in LP(Q)N, ifp>1
) (2.77)
on = [Sna| (N = 2)! (Ogr—oy ® 1) in A ()N, ifp=1,
e — 0 in LIY(Q)N, ifg>1
. (2.78)
N — 0 in ()N, ifqg=1.
while
O M — | SN2 TNt (Ogzr—oy ® 1) in A ()Y (with |So| :=1). (2.79)

Proof. 1t is clear that o, is divergence free and 7, is curl free in 2. Moreover, a lengthy but
easy computation shows that convergences (Z77), (Z78), ([279) are a simple consequence of

(1— 2" =0, Va' e RV with0<|2| <1, (2.80)

! k!
nkH/O R (1= )" dr — —=1 VEEN, Va >0 (2.81)
O

3 Applications

3.1 Homogenization of systems with non equi-bounded coefficients
3.1.1 A T'-convergence approach

Let Q be a bounded open set of RY, N > 2. Consider a symmetric non-negative tensor-valued
function A,, in L (Q)M*N)* which satisfies the two following conditions:
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e There exists a constant o > 0 such that

a/ |Dv|? dx < /Aan : Dvdz, Yove Hj(Q)M. (3.1)
Q Q

e There exists a non-negative Radon measure A on €2 satisfying

A, > A in . Z(Q), if N =2 52)
Aulr S A in (), with p> 2L if N > 2, '
Consider the quadratic functional F), defined in L*(Q)™ by
/Aan : Dvdx, ifve H(Q)M
F,(v) = 0 (3.3)
0, if v e L2(Q)M\ H(OQ)M.

By a classical compactness result of I'-convergence (see, e.g., [24,[6]) there exist a subsequence of
n, still denoted by n, and a quadratic functional F': L2(2)™ — [0, oo] such that F,, T-converges
to F for the strong topology of L*(2)™, namely for any v € L?(Q)™,

Vo, = v in L2(Q)M, F(v) <liminf F,(v,),

n—oo

3.4
39, - v in L2(Q)M, F(v) = lim F,(9,). (3:4)
n—oo
Since F'is quadratic, it has a bilinear form associated ¥ : D(F') x D(F) — R. We recall that
D(F) is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product defined by .
Any sequence 0, satisfying the second statement of ([B.4]) is called a recovery sequence for
F,, of limit v. Moreover, let v, be a sequence in L*(2) satisfying

U, — v strongly in L?(Q)M

sup F,(v,) < 00. (3.5)
n>0
If v, is a recovery sequence for F, of limit v, then
w, — w in L*(Q)M
gﬁgfdm,m%mz@mm, Y, € L*(Q)M, SQEMW<w- (3.6)
Reciprocally, if v,, satisfies
w, — 0 strongly in L*(Q)M
ﬁ&fﬁdm,m%mza Yw, € L*(Q)M, sup F (w,) < 0o, (3.7)
n>0
then v, is a recovery sequence.
Define the number p by
1, it N =2
P 1?}@(%:f@),ﬁN>z (38)

Then, we have the following compactness result:
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Theorem 3.1. Assume that conditions [B1), B2)) hold. Then there exists a subsequence of n,
still denoted by n, such that

F, & F, (3.9)
and there exist a symmetric non-negative bilinear operator v : D(F) — .#(€)), a linear operator
MM, if N =2, A g LY(Q)

3.10
LPOQMN | if N> 2 or N =2, A€ L\(Q), (3.10)

o which maps D(F') into {

and a tensor-valued function

AN N =2, A ¢ LNQ)
Ael LYQMN? - if N =2 Ae LY(Q) (3.11)
Lo(Q)MXN? - if N > 2,

satisfying the following conditions:

e The operators v and o are strongly local in the sense

u,v € D(F) v(u,u) = v(v,v)
= in w. (3.12)
Du = Dv a.e. inw C ), open o(u) =o(v)
o The operator v satisfies the ellipticity condition
a/ | Dv|? dx S/du(u,u), Yu € D(F). (3.13)
Q Q
e The tensor-valued measure A satisfy the following bounds
A <A in Q, if N =2
L (3.14)
Al < (A")r  ae inQ, if N> 2,

where A is the absolute continuous part of A with respect to Lebesgue’s measure.
e The operators v, o and the tensor A are related by
— For any u,v € D(F) and any open set w C €,

ve CYlw)M,  ifN=2 A&LYQ)

o ) = v(u,v) =0o(u): Dv in w.
ve WP ()M, if N>2o0r N=2, Ae L'(Q)

(3.15)
— If N =2, A& LYQ), we have for any open set w C £,
o(u) =ADu inw, Yuéc D(F)NCHw)M. (3.16)
— IfN=2,Ae L' Q) or N> 2, we have
o(u) =ADu a.e. inQ, Yue W QM. (3.17)
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Moreover, denoting by v* the absolute continuous part of v with respect to Lebesque’s
measure, we have

ADu: Dv e LYQ), vi(u,v)=ADu: Dv ae. in(Q, Vu,v € D(F),  (3.18)
o The functional F is given by

F(u) = /le/(u,u), Vu € D(F). (3.19)

e For any recovery sequence u, for F, of limit u € D(F'), we have

A, Du, : Du, = v(u,u) in #(9Q), (3.20)

A, Du,, — o(u)

weakly * in A (Q)MN  f N =2
{ y (©) f (3.21)

weakly in LY (Q)M*N  if N > 2.

Remark 3.2. Assuming N > 2 or N = 2, A € L'(Q). We deduce from B3.I5), B.I17) and
(319), the following integral representation of F'

F(u) = / ADu: Dudz, Yue WeP (M. (3.22)
0

If N =2, A& LY (Q), the above representation is also true for v € D(F) N C*(Q2), but in this
case the integral must be understood as an integral with respect to the measure A and not with
respect to Lebesgue’s measure.

Remark 3.3. Let f, be a sequence which converges strongly to some f in H~1(Q)™ and let
u,, be the solution of

u, € HE (M. (3.23)

By B1) F.(u,) is bounded, and thus, up to a subsequence, there exists u € D(F') such that u,
converges weakly to u in Hj (). Since F, T'-converges to F, this implies that w, is a recovery
sequence for F;,, and that u is the solution of

{ u € D(F)
U(u,v) = (f,v), Yve D(F),

{ — Div (A, Du,) = f, in Q

(3.24)

where U the bilinear form associated with F'. By a uniqueness argument it is not necessary to
extract any subsequence. Moreover, convergence (B.21]) implies that w is a solution of

— Diveo(u) = f in Q, (3.25)
which taking into account ([B.16]), (B.1), can be read as
— Div(ADu) = f in Q, (3.26)

in the following cases: N > 2, N =2and A € L'(Q), N =2 and v € C'(Q).
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Remark 3.4. When N = 2, the boundedness of A, in L'(Q)M*N)? ensures the convergence
B2I) of the flux. Similar compactness results in dimension two were obtained in the con-
ductivity case [I1, 12] and in the elasticity case [10]. When N > 2, convergence ([3.21]) holds
when A, is bounded in LP(Q)M*Y with p > (N — 1)/2. This condition is stronger than the
equi-integrability of A, in L*(2)™*¥ which leads to a compactness result in the scalar case of
[19] (M = 1). The proof of the scalar case is based on the maximum principle which does not
hold for systems (M > 1).

Proof of Theorem B.1l. First all, note that by Holder’s inequality and (3.8) we have

; N Yue HY(Q)M,

(/ |An|pd9:)p (/ |Du|p’dx)” LN > 2,
Q Q

which combined with condition ([B:2]) implies that the domain of the I'-limit satisfies

/AnDu : Dudx <
0

WM, if N =2

b} = { W (M, i N > 2. (327)

As above mentioned the existence of a subsequence of n and a functional F' satisfying (39)
is well known. The proof is divided in three steps.

First step: Determination of the operators o and j.
BFrom (B.1)) we deduce the inequality

a/ |Dv|*dz < F(v), Yv € D(F), (3.28)

which combined with C} ()™ C D(F) shows that D(F) is continuously and densely imbedded
in H} ()M, and thus that H1(Q) is continuously and densely imbedded in D(F)’.

Denoting by W : D(F) x D(F) — R the bilinear form associated with F' and taking a
countable dense subset & of L*(2), define the set E by

E= {ueD(F):er@@, \I/(u,v):/ﬂf-vd:c, VUED(F)} (3.29)

which is a dense and countable subset of D(F).
For f € &, consider the solution w,, of

—Div (A, Du,) = f in Q
o (3.30)
un, € Hy(2)™.
By (B)) the sequence w,, satisfies the estimate
/AnDun : Du,, dx +/ | Du,|* dx < C. (3.31)
Q Q
Hence, up to a subsequence, there exist u € Hy(Q)M and p, € 4 (Q)M such that
u, = u in Hy(Q)M, (3.32)
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A, Du,, : Duy, = p,, in 4 (S2). (3.33)

Taking into account that (3.30) implies ([B.7), we deduce that w, is a recovery sequence for F),
of limit u and that

U(u,v) = / f-vdx, Yve D(F), (3.34)
Q
Hence, u is the element of E associated with the function f € & and
f(§2) = F(u). (3.35)

By Holder’s inequality we have for any ¢ € CJ(), ¢ >0,

/|AnDun|p¢dx§/(AnDuniDun)g|An|g dx
0 Q

¢
2 1=
< (/QA,LDun:Dungbdx) (/Q 1A, |77 gbd:)s)
: -3
— </ A, Du,, : Dunqbdx) (/ |An\p¢dx) .
Q Q

Hence, we deduce the existence of o, such that

(S]]

ApDu, = o, in A (Q)MN if N =2 (3.36)
A,Du, — o, in LP(Q)M*N |A,Du,|? equi-integrable, if N > 2, .
and by [B2) for any ® € CJ(Q)M*N,
3 3
</ \@\duu) ( \@\dA) , i N = 2
/au cddr < “ . “ L . (3.37)
Q 2 p 2 P’
(/\@\duu) (/\cb\dA) (/\Cb\d:c) i N> 2.
Q Q Q
By (827) and (330) o, also satisfies
Ci)M, ifN=2
/au :Dvdr = ¥(u,v), VvéE L (3.38)
o W (@M, if N > 2.

Since & is countable, these subsequences can be chosen independently of f. Moreover,
taking two elements f,g € &, and denoting by u, u,, o, and by v, u,, o, the above defined
elements associated with f and g respectively, we have

14w = o) < lim inf/ ‘AnDun : Du,, — A,,Dv,, : Dvn‘ dx
n—oo Q

n—oo

= lim inf/ ‘AnD(un +v,) : D(u, — vn)‘ dx
0 (3.39)

N[

< lim < /Q AnD(tn +vn) + D(up + i) d:)s) ( /Q A, Dty — vy) : Dy — vy d;):);

= |lu+ vl o) [|lv —v| D).
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and (in the case N =2, LP(Q)M*N must be replaced by . (£)*)

||Uu - O-UHI[),P(Q)MXN S lim Hlf/ ‘AﬂD(un - Un)‘p d[lf
Q

n—oo

< lim inf (/ AnD(uy, —vy) 2 D(uy, — vy, d:z:) (/ |A, \pd:c)
n—oo Q

<C Hu UHD(F

D
2

(3.40)
This estimate allows us to extend by continuity the operators

M(QMAN | if N =2

vwebEw—pu, e Q) and we Ew— o, €
a ) {LP(Q)MXN, itN > 2

to operators defined in the whole domain D(F'), that we denote by o and p. It is easy to check
that u is quadratic and o is linear. Moreover, by ([8:39) and (8:40) p and o satisfy

[p(u) = p(o)|la@ < llu+vlpeE llu—vlpE), Yuve DEF), (3.41)
o(u v < Cllu , N =2
o (W)l (e [ull p(r) | (3.42)
||O'(U)||Lp(Q)M><N S C ||u||D(F), if N > 2,
/ du(u) = F(u), Yue D(F), (3.43)
Q
CHOM N =2
/ o(u): Dude = W(uw), Yve] Vue D(F).  (3.44)
Q Wy P ()M, if N > 2,

Moreover, observe that for a given recovery sequence u,, of limit u € D(F), taking f € &
and u,,, u the solutions of [B30), (B34), we have for any ¢ € CJ(Q),

A Dun.Dun¢dx—/¢du A Dun.Dﬂngédx—/AnDun:Dungﬁdx

/ b dp(u / b du(
(3.45)

Using that u,, + u,, and u, — u,, are recovery sequences of limits u + u and @ — u respectively,
we also have

A, Du, : Du,, ¢dx — / ¢ du(u
Q Q

/AnDﬂn : Du, ¢pdx — / A, Du, : Du, ¢ dx
Q Q

< 6llcgen /Q A D + un) < Dy — uy)| da

3 3
< ||¢||C’8(Q) (/ AnD('an + un) : D(ﬂn + un) dl’) (/ An(Dﬂn - un) : D(ﬂn - Un) dl’)
Q Q
— [[9llco) 1+ ull pery 14 — ullpr)

Therefore, taking the limsup in ([3.45) and using (3.33)), (B.41), we get that

lim sup
n—oo

< 2||@llcoy @+ ullpry |2 — ull per

/QA,LDun:Dungbdx—/ngd,u(u)
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which by the density of F in D(F') implies that

lim [ A,Du, : Du,pdx = / pdu(u), Voe i),
Therefore, ([3.33) holds for any u € D(F') and any recovery sequence u,, of limit u. Analogously,
(B30) holds for any u € D(F') and any recovery sequence u,, of limit .
From the quadratic mapping u € D(F) — p(u) € #(2), we can now construct the
associated bilinear operator v : D(F') x D(F) — . (f)), defined by
1

viu,v) = -

1 (1(u+v) — p(u—v)), VYu,ve D(F), (3.46)

which satisfies
ApDu,, : Dv, = v(u,v) in .#(Q), (3.47)

for any u,v € D(F') and any recovery sequences u, and v, of limits u and v respectively.

Second step: Use of the div-curl result for the derivation of o and p.

BLet u, be the solution of equation [B30) with f € E C D(F), and let v, be a recovery
sequence of limit v € D(F'). Let us check that the sequences o, := A, Du, and 7, := Duv,
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.1}

First, by convergences (8:32) and ([B:36) o,, and n, satisfy ([2.4) and (23), where p € (1,2)
and ¢ = 2 are such that
1 1 1 1

=l <l

PRI VI v
as well as condition (22) with s,, = 2. Next, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality combined with
the boundedness of F,(u,) and F,(v,), the sequence o, : 0, = A,Du, : Dv, is bounded in
L*(€2), so that convergence (Z.3) holds (see the comment after (LI5])).

Then, the limit formulation (2.8]) of Theorem 2] shows that

/del/(u,v):/Qf-v@bda:—/ﬂ(a(u)vtb)-vdz, (3.48)

where ¥(z) := ¢(|x — x¢|), and ¢ satisfying the conditions [2.8) or (2I4) depending if N > 2
or N =2.
In particular, we can take in ([B:48)) a function v € D(F’) such that for some open set w C €2,
{ CHw)M, ifN=2 AgLYD)
v e

, 3.49
WP ()M, if N >20r N =2, A e LYQ), (3.49)

a ball B(zg, R) C w, and a function ¢ € W'>(0,00) with supp¢ C [0, R]. Also using that

([3.34) and (B.38) imply
— Divo(u) = f in 2'(Q), (3.50)

and that by ([3.37) (which by continuity holds for any u € D(F)) we have o(u) € L*(Q)M*N if
A € LY(Q), we get that

/@Dduu v / o(u ):D(vw)daj—/ﬂ(a(u)Vw)-vd:B:/Qa(u):Dvwdz.

Taking in this equality u = v, € E converging to v in D(F'), it follows that

/Q b du(v) = /Q o(v) : Duep da, (3.51)
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for any radial function v with respect to some xy € w and with support in w. By B31) we

then have
(/0(@):DU|<I>|dx) (/\(I)\d/\) : it N =2
Q Q

1

(/Qa(v):DvI@dx)%(/Q\CI)\dA)%_% (/Q|<I>|dx)7, if N> 2,

for any ® € C(w)M*¥ radial with respect to some xq € w. By the measures derivation theorem
this yields

/Qa(v):q)dxg

o(v) = H,A with |H,| < (H, : Dv)% A-ae. inw, if N =2

N o (3.52)
lo(v)] < (o(v) : Dv)? (A%)»~2 ae inw, ifN>2
Therefore, for any function v satisfying (3.49]), we obtain the estimates
o(v) = H,A with |H,| <|Dv| A-ae. inw, if N=2
{ lo(v)| < |Dv| (AL)s ! ac inw, ifN>2 (353)
Third step: Fxpressions of o and p in terms of the limit tensor A.
BLet Q, k > 1, be an exhaustive sequence of open sets in €2 such that
VE>1, Q% CQyp and | JU=0Q (3.54)
k>1
We associate with the open sets (2 the functions ¢y satisfying
Vk>1, ¢n€Cl{Qp) and ¢p =1 in Q. (3.55)
Then, define the tensor-valued measure A by
A(fi®e;) = ia(%w)mk, for1<i< M, 1<j <N, (3.56)

k=1
Given ¢ € RM*N and applying (B53)) to the functions v — ¢y £z, we have
o(v) = A = Hy_ppeny\ with |Hy_g,e2| < |[Dv—¢|] A-ae. inwnQy, if N=2
o(v) — AE| < |Dv — €] (AF)» ! ae inwnQ, ifN>2.

Therefore, we get that

o(v) =ADv inw, forany ve D(F) satistfying (3.49). (3.57)
By ([B.51) we also have
pu(v) =ADv: Dv inw, forany v € D(F) satisfying (3.49). (3.58)

As a consequence, we obtain that if uj,us € D(F') are such that there exists an open set
w C Q with Duy = Dug in w, then o(u; — ugy) = 0 and p(u; — uz) = 0 on w. Hence, from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we deduce that

o(uy) —o(uz) = o(u; —ug) =0 in w, (3.59)
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| p2(ur) — M(Uz)H///(w) = |[v(u1 + ug,uy — u2)||<///(w)
1 1 (3.60)
< [p(ur +u2) |l 3 ll(ua = w2)[| %) = 0,

which establishes the local property (B.12) of o and v.
From now on, assume that N > 2 or N = 2 and A € L'(Q2), which implies that o(u) belongs
to LP(Q)M*N for any u € D(F). For a function u € E and a ball B(zg,2R) C €, define

1
U= —/ udz,
| Bar| JBso2R)

U:= {r € (R,2R) : /a (Ju—al* + r*|Dul?) ds(z)

B(zo,r)

2
< —/ (Ju—al* + |z — zo[*| Dul?) d:c}.

R By 2R)

The set U satisfies
R/2 2R R
(R, 2R)\U| < / / / (Ju—a|*+r?|Dul?) ds(z) dr < 3
/ (Ju—a]* + |r — 2o[*| Dul?) da ' 7/ 9B(@or)
B(z0,2R)

hence |U| > R/2.
Next, define

1 /2R
o(r) = m/ lyds, forr >0, and ¢(z):=(|lz—x0|), for x € Q,
and v :=u —u ¢, for p € CH(Q) with ¢ =1 in B(wg,2R). By the local property ([B.I12) we have

p(u) = v(u,v) in B(xg,2R). Putting this in formula (8:48)) and noting that ¢ = 1 in B(zo, R),
we obtain

|pu(w) (B(zo, R))| < / Ydu(u) = / f-(u—u)yde +/ (c(w)VY) - (u—u)da.
Q ) Q
First, using Poincaré-Wirtinger’s inequality in B(xg,2R) and Holder’s inequality in 0B(xg, 1),

second Sobolev’s imbedding of H'(0B(xo, r)) into LP (B(g, r)) (recall that % > 34547 ), third
the definition of U, Holder’s inequality in (R, 2R) and again Poincaré-Wirtinger’s inequality in
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B(zo,2R), we get that

|4(u) (B (o, R))|

<CR </ |f|2d1’) </ |Du|2dz)
(z0,2R) B(x0,2R)
it L o) (/]
OB(zo,r) 0B(xo,r
SC’R( |f\2d:c) < \Du\%lx)
B(z0,2R) B(Z‘o 2R)
+CRNVG—) 1/ </ (u)[ ds(x ))p </ (Ju — al? +r*|Dul?) ds(:c’)) dr
U OB(x0,r) OB(xo,r)
<CR </ |f\2d:c) < \Du\%lx)
B(z0,2R) B(z0,2R)
+CRVG Y (/ |0(U)\pd$) ' (/ |DU|2d$) -
B(z0,2R) B(z0,2R)

Dividing this inequality by |B(xo, R)| and passing to the limit as R tends to zero, we deduce
that

L
Y

lu — al?’ ds(a:)) dr

o=~

N

‘uL(u)‘ < Clo(u)||Du| a.e. in €, (3.61)
where p(u) denotes the absolute continuous component of p(u) with respect to Lebesgue’s

measure. On the other hand, also remark that (337) also implies that

1

2 a.e. in (2,

Al

1
o (u)] < [u"(w)]* (AF)

which combined to [B.61]) gives
lo(w)| < C'|Du| (AX)»™" ace. in Q.

This inequality is similar to (B:53) (which was proved for v smooth), and thus reasoning as for
the derivation of ([B.57), we get that

o(u) =ADu a.e. in Q, (3.62)

for any w € F, and then by continuity for any v € D(F'). Returning to (B:6I]) and taking into
account the density of F in D(F'), we also have

|1 (u)] < C'|ADu||Du| ae. in Q, Vue D(F).

Using this inequality with u replaced by u — £z, € € RM™*Y and recalling that the mapping
u — 7, is quadratic and nonnegative, we obtain

M) — AL+ €] < () — pH ()| < i ut &) |2 (u — E)
< C|ADu+6)|? |Du+ €} |[ADu—€)|? [Du—¢f  ae inQ VEeRY.
This finally shows that
pr(u) = ADu: Du ae. in Q, Yué€ D(F). (3.63)
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3.1.2 A H-convergence approach

We have the following H-convergence type result. Is is similar to Theorem [3.1]but with different
assumptions, which allow to treat the case of non-symmetric tensor-valued functions A,,.
Theorem 3.5. Let A, be a non-negative tensor-valued function in D’O(Q)U‘/[XN)2 which satisfies
conditions [B1)) and B2) with A € L>(R2). Also assume that there exists a constant C > 0
such that

(A€ )’ < C(AE:E)(Awn:n) ace inQ, VEne RN, (3.64)

Then, there exist a subsequence of n, still denoted by n, and a tensor-valued function A in
L=(Q)MXN? satisfying @) and

|A| < C||Aljze@) a.e. in €, (3.65)
such that for any f € H-Y(Q)M, the solution u,, in H}(Q)M of the equation
— Div(A,Du,) =f inQ (3.66)

satisfies the convergences

in M (QMN 5 if N =
u, — u weakly in Hy(Q)™,  A,Du, — ADu (3.67)
in LP(Q)YM>N if N > 2,
where u is the solution in H} ()M of the equation
— Div(ADu) = f in Q. (3.68)

Remark 3.6. The extra condition (B.64]) compensates the fact that A, is not necessarily
symmetric. The price to pay with respect to the I'-convergence result of Theorem [B.] is that
the limit A of ([B2) needs to be in L>(Q).

Remark 3.7. Theorem is an extension to non equi-bounded coefficients of the classical
H-convergence of Murat-Tartar [36, 45]. In dimension two Theorem 3.5 includes the scalar case
of [II] and the elasticity case of [10]. In higher dimension it generalizes the H-convergence of
[15] thanks to the improvement of the div-curl result.

The proof of Theorem follows the same scheme as the Murat-Tartar H-convergence
[36] and some of its extensions [I1, 15, I0]. In particular it is quite similar to the proof of
Theorem 5.2 [15] restricted to the linear case, using the new div-curl result of Theorem 21l So
we omit it.

3.2 Weak continuity of the Jacobian
Let Q be a regular bounded open set of RV, N > 2. It is well known that the distributional

determinant defined for u = (u',--- ,u’) : Q — RY by (where cof denotes the cofactors matrix)
N

Det (Du) := > 9; [u’ cof (Du);;], for 1 <i <N, (3.69)
=1

agrees with the determinant det (Du) if u € WV (Q)N (see, e.g., [22], Lemma 2.7 for further
details), but the situation is more delicate if u is less regular. There has been a lot of works
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about the distributional determinant, its link with the determinant and its weak continuity; we
refer to [II, 2l 22) 23] [33] 35] for various contributions in the topic. In particular, Miiller showed

[35] that

2

~“N+1
whenever Det (Du) € L'(€). In connection with this result, one has (see [I, 23], and also

[30, 28] for refinements)

Det (Du) = det (Du), Yu € WH(Q)Y, Vs > (3.70)

2

N+1

U, — v in W (Q)Y = Det(Du,) — Det (Du) in 2'(Q), Vs> (3.71)

Up to our knowledge the most recent result is due to Brezis and Nguyen [§] who proved that
for any s € [N — 1, 00] and for any vector-valued functions w,,u in L=(Q)V,

Uy, — u in WH(Q)N

Up —u in L3 ()N, o = Det (Du,) — Det (Du) in 2'(Q). (3.72)
u, = u in BMO(Q)N, 1fs—N—1Z2

In view of the div-curl results of Section 2l we will prove a weak continuity result for the
Jacobian assuming that Det (Du,) converges weakly in W~1(Q) and that u,, converges slightly
better than weakly in WN=1(Q).

Theorem 3.8. Let Q be a bounded open set of RN, with N > 2. Consider a sequence wu, in
WEN(M satisfying
Det (Du,,) — p in WHH(Q). (3.73)

We have the following alternative:
o Assume that there exists s > N — 1 such that
w, = u in WH(Q)V. (3.74)

If u e WHN(Q)N | then p = Det (Du).
Otherwise, [ is given by the weak formulation

V B(xg, R) € Q, Yo € W'(0,00), with suppy C [0, R],

N
) (3.75)
(u, ) = —/ Zcof (Du)y; 050w | dz,  where ¥(z) == (|l — x0]).
o \G=
e Or else, assume that
in WHN=LO)WN D Gif N > 2
Up, — U (3.76)
in BV ()N, if N =2,

and that Vu! belongs to LN~V Q)N with the equi-integrability condition

Ve>0,35>0, |Vu

al

-1 gy < g, Vo€ N,V E measurable C Q, |[E| < 4. (3.77)
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If u e WHN(Q)N, then p = Det (Du).
Otherwise, p is given by the weak formulation
( ¥V B(z9,R) € Q, Vi € WH(0,00), with supp C [0, R], such that
JUclosed set of [0, R], with u(zo + ry) € C°(U; XN (Sy_1))M, supp (¢') C U,

(1, 9) = —/Q (Z cof (Du)y; 0;¢ u1> dzx, where Y(x) = (| — x0)),

(3.78)
and X"N7YSy_) is the space defined by [Z53).

Remark 3.9. The first case of Theorem [3.§ provides an improvement of the weak continuity
B72) with s > N — 1, given in [§]. Indeed, if a sequence u,, converges weakly in W*Q) and
strongly in Ls-~+1(Q)N, then by the classical weak convergence of the Jacobian (see, e.g., [22],
Corollary 2. 8) cof (Duy,) converges to cof (Du) in L¥1(Q)N*N . Hence, since the exponents

—7 and 75 are conjugate, we obtain the weak convergence
S—N+1

Zu cof (Duy)1; Zu cof (Du)y; in L'(Q),

which thus implies assumption ([B.73]). More generally, a sufficient condition to ensure assump-

tion (B.73) is that
Z ul cof (Duy,);; is equi-integrable in L'().

The second case of Theorem [B.§ proposes an alternative to the delicate weak continuity
B12) with s := N — 1, obtained in [§] (Theorem 1), in which the strong convergence of w,
in L>°(Q)" is replaced by the weak convergence of Det (Du,) in W=11(Q) combined with the
equi-integrability of Vu! in the Lorentz space LV ~11(Q)". There is no link between these two
sets of assumptions.

Proof of Theorem [B.8. First of all and similarly to the proof of Theorem 211 the regularity
assumption u € WHY(Q)Y implies that the weak formulations (3.75) and ([3.78) lead to the
equality g = Det (Du). It thus remains to treat the general case for s > N —1 and s = N — 1.

The case: s > N — 1.

BIn view of the classical weak continuity (3.71]) we may restrict ourselves to the case s < +21
Define p := +*5 and ¢ := s. Let us check that the sequences of vector-valued functions
N = Vu, and 0, defined by

ol = [cof (Dun)}li, for 1 <i< N. (3.79)

satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.1}
First, o, and 7, satisfy condition (2.2]) with exponent N’ € [p, ¢'] since

s N? N? NZ
P=y-1Saeo=Ns N2—N—1:(N+1)§S/:q/'
while p, g > 1 satisfy the inequality
1N b
P q s N -1



Next, o, is divergence free and by the classical weak convergence of the Jacobian (see [22],

Corollary 2.8) o, converges weakly in LP(Q)N (since p = <) to the function o = (o*,...,0%)
given by

o' = [cof (Du)] for 1 <i¢ < N. (3.80)

147

Moreover, 7, is curl free and converges weakly to Vu! in LI(2)Y. Therefore, taking into account
convergence ([B.73), Theorem 2] through (28] yields the desired limit formulation (B.75).

The case: p:=1 and g := N — 1.

BLet us check that the sequences of vector-valued functions o, defined by [B.79) and 7, :=
Vul satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 21T}

As in the previous case o, and 7, satisfy condition (2.2 with s = N’. Next, o, is divergence
free in Q, and by the classical weak convergence of the Jacobian (see, [22], Corollary 2.8) o,
converges weakly-* in . (Q)" to the function ¢ defined by ([B.80). Moreover, 7, is curl free and
converges weakly to Vu! in LV71(Q)N. Therefore, taking into account conditions [.73) and
B17) Theorem [2Z.17] (see also Remark 2.12]) applies and leads to the limit formulation ([B.78),
which concludes the proof. O

The following example shows that Theorem does not hold if we just assume that wu,
converges weakly in WHN=1(Q) for N > 2, or weakly-* in BV (Q2) if N = 2. We refer to [23]
(Theorem 1) to an alternative counterexample with the critical space WhN*/(N+1)(Q) related
to the weak continuity (B.71).

Example 3.10. Let N > 2 and let Q be the cylinder B} x (0, 1), where Bj is the unit ball of
RY~1 The points of 2 are denoted by (z/,zy). We also use 2’ to denote a point of £ whose
last coordinate is zero.

Define in cylindrical coordinates the vector-valued function w, in €2 by

up(z) := (1 —r)"(na’,zy), forz e Q, wherer:=|2|
Then, we have
¥

r

n

Dul, = —n(1—r)"* {n —(1—r) IN_l} :

oy T

Vul = (1 —r)"? l—n +(1—1) eN] :

r

Therefore, as a consequence of (Z8I]) we get that
1
/ | Du, |V do < C N2 / rN=3(1 — r)(”_l)(N_l) dr.
Q 0

1
+ CnN—l/ TN—2(1 _ 7ﬂ)(n—l)(N—l) dr+C <C.
0

This combined with the convergence of w,, to zero a.e. in {2, implies that

u, —0 in BV (Q)N if N =2
U, = 0 in WY=L if N > 2.

On the other hand, it is easy to check that
Det (Du,,) = det (Duy,) = n™ =" (1 =)™ —n™pr (1 —r)"¥ 'y,
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Hence, again using (Z81]) we conclude that

1
Det (Du,,) = |Sy_s| lim {/ (RN = )™ — NN — )N dr] (6gzr—0y ® 1)
0

n—oo

—9)!

N .
= |Sy_2| (T (5{95/:0} ® 1) #0 (with [Sp| :=1).

Finally, note that

1
lim [t || ooy = 1i 1—r)"}| == >0,
i ol = Jin | =07} | =

n—oo [re

which also illustrates the sharpness of the weak continuity result (8.72) in [§].
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