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A DISTRIBUTIONAL APPROACH TO FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV
SPACES AND FRACTIONAL VARIATION: ASYMPTOTICS 1

GIOVANNI E. COMI AND GIORGIO STEFANI

ABSTRACT. We continue the study of the space BV*(R™) of functions with bounded
fractional variation in R™ of order o € (0, 1) introduced in our previous work [27]. After
some technical improvements of certain results of [27] which may be of some separated
insterest, we deal with the asymptotic behavior of the fractional operators involved as
a — 1. We prove that the a-gradient of a W!P-function converges in LP to the gradient
for all p € [1,4+00) as @« — 17. Moreover, we prove that the fractional a-variation
converges to the standard De Giorgi’s variation both pointwise and in the I'-limit sense
as a — 1. Finally, we prove that the fractional S-variation converges to the fractional
a-variation both pointwise and in the I'-limit sense as 5 — o~ for any given « € (0, 1).
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. A distributional approach to fractional variation. In our previous work [27],
we introduced the space BV *(R™) of functions with bounded fractional variation in R"
of order « € (0,1). Precisely, a function f € L'(R™) belongs to the space BV*(R") if its
fractional a-variation

|DYfI(R™) := sup{/Rn fdivipdr: p € CF(R";R"), ||<p||Loo(Rn;Rn) < 1} (1.1)

is finite. Here

AL () (y —2) - (ply) = (@) n
divp(z) = tn.a /Rn T dy, r e R", (1.2)
is the fractional a-divergence of ¢ € C°(R"™; R"), where
nP n+a+1
fino = 2073 (=52) (1.3)

11—
r(se)
for any given a € (0,1). The operator div* was introduced in [72] as the natural dual

operator of the much more studied fractional a-gradient

V) m e [, OO SO "

|y _ x|n+a+1

defined for all f € C2°(R™). For an account on the existing literature on the operator V¢,
see [68, Section 1]. Here we only refer to [66H70,[72H74] for the articles tightly connected
to the present work and to [63], Section 15.2] for an agile presentation of the fractional op-
erators defined in (L2) and in (I4]) and of some of their elementary properties. According
to [70, Section 1], it is interesting to notice that [42] seems to be the earliest reference for
the operator defined in (I.4)).

The operators in (IZ) and in (L4) are dual in the sense that

/Rnfdlv @dx:—/Rnng fdx (1.5)
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for all f € C®(R™) and ¢ € CX®(R™;R"), see [72 Section 6] and [27, Lemma 2.5].
Moreover, both operators have good integrability properties when applied to test func-
tions, namely V*f € LP(R") and div®p € LP(R™;R") for all p € [1,+o0] for any given
f € CP(R™) and ¢ € C°(R™;R"), see [27, Corollary 2.3].

The integration-by-part formula (L)) represents the starting point for the distributional
approach to fractional Sobolev spaces and the fractional variation we developed in [27].
In fact, similarly to the classical case, a function f € L'(R") belongs to BV*(R") if and
only if there exists a finite vector-valued Radon measure D*f € . (R"; R") such that

/Rnfdivawd:c:—/RandDo‘f (1.6)

for all p € C°(R™;R"), see [27, Theorem 3.2].

Motivated by (L) and similarly to the classical case, we can define the weak fractional
a-gradient of a function f € LP(R™), with p € [1, +00], as the function V2 f € L] (R™; R")
satisfying

Fdivepde — —/ Ve f - ode
Rn Rn

for all p € C°(R™;R™). For a € (0,1) and p € [1,+00], we can thus define the distribu-
tional fractional Sobolev space

SYP(R™) :={f € LP(R") : AV. fe LP(R";R")} (1.7)
naturally endowed with the norm
[fllser@ey := [l flzo@ny + IV fllr@esrny V€ SPPR?). (1.8)

It is interesting to compare the distributional fractional Sobolev spaces S*“P(R™) with
the well-known fractional Sobolev space W*P(R™), that is, the space

1
p P
e (R rz{feL”(R")'[ s 1= (/ e dxdy) <+oo}
endowed with the norm

| fllwer@ny = | flle@ny + [flwer@ey — Vf € WHP(R").

If p = 400, then W**(R") naturally coincides with the space of bounded a-Holder
continuous functions endowed with the usual norm (see [32] for a detailed account on the
spaces W®P).

For the case p = 1, starting from the very definition of the fractional gradient V¢,
it is plain to see that W*}(R") c S*Y(R") Cc BV*(R") with both (strict) continuous
embeddings, see [27, Theorems 3.18 and 3.25].

For the case p € (1, +00), instead, it is known that S*?(R™) D L*P(R"™) with continuous
embedding, where L*P(R"™) is the Bessel potential space of parameters o € (0,1) and
p € (1, +00), see [27, Section 3.9] and the references therein. In the subsequent paper [26],
it will be proved that also the inclusion S*?(R™) C L*P(R") holds continuously, so that
the spaces S®P(R") and L*P(R") coincide. In particular, we get the following relations:
Seter(R™) ¢ W*P(R") C S*=P(R") with continuous embeddings for all a € (0,1),
p € (1,4+00) and 0 < ¢ < min{a, 1 — a}, see [69, Theorem 2.2]; S*?(R") = W*2(R") for
all a € (0,1), see [69, Theorem 2.2]; W*P(R") C S*P(R™) with continuous embedding for
all a € (0,1) and p € (1,2], see [76, Chapter V, Section 5.3].
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In the geometric regime p = 1, our distributional approach to the fractional variation
naturally provides a new definition of distributional fractional perimeter. Precisely, for
any open set 0 C R", the fractional Caccioppoli a-perimeter in £ of a measurable set
E C R" is the fractional a-variation of xg in €2, i.e.

D2l (@) = sup{ [ diviode s o € C2ORY, pllon < 1),

Thus, F is a set with finite fractional Caccioppoli a-perimeter in Q if |D*xg|(Q) < 4o0.
Similarly to the aforementioned embedding W*!(R") C BV*(R"), we have the in-
equality

|D*XE[(Q) < pinaPa(E; Q) (1.9)
for any open set 2 C R", see [27, Proposition 4.8], where
IXE(r) — Ix&(r) — x&(y)]
P.(E:Q ::/ W gy 2// dedy  (1.10
) alo |z —y ‘"J’a " R\Q \:c — y|nte vdy  (1.10)

is the standard fractional a-perimeter of a measurable set E C R"™ relative to the open set
Q C R™ (see [28] for an account on the fractional perimeter P,). Note that, by definition,
the fractional a-perimeter of E in R™ is simply P,(FE) := P,(E;R") = [XE]Wa 1(rny. We
remark that inequality (L) is strict in most of the cases, as shown in Section 2.6] below.
This completely answers a question left open in our previous work [27].

1.2. Asymptotics and I'-convergence in the standard fractional setting. The
fractional Sobolev space W*P(R™) can be understood as an ‘intermediate space’ between
the space LP(R™) and the standard Sobolev space W?(R"™). In fact, W*?(R") can be
recovered as a suitable (Teal) interpolation space between the spaces LP(R™) and W!P(R™).
We refer to [13[78] for a general introduction on interpolation spaces and to [54] for a
more specific treatment of the interpolation space between LP(R™) and W'P(R™).

One then naturally expects that, for a sufficiently regular function f, the fractional
Sobolev seminorm |[f]ya»@ny, multiplied by a suitable renormalising constant, should
tend to || f||Lr(rny as @ — 01 and to ||V f|zr@n) as o — 17. Indeed, for p € [1,400), it is
known that

alggl+ a [fliya. P(R7) = Anp Hf”ip(w) (1.11)
for all f € Uaeoy W*P(R"), while
lim (1 - a) [.f]%/avp(]Rn) = By ||Vf||II),P(R";]Rn) (1.12)

a—1~

for all f € W'P(R"). Here A, ,, B,, > 0 are two constants depending only on n,p. The
limit (LII) was proved in [51],52], while the limit (LI2) was established in [14]. As proved
in [30], when p = 1 the limit (LI2) holds in the more general case of BV functions, that
is,

lim (1 — o) [flwer@wny) = Bna |DfI(R™) (1.13)

a—1-

for all f € BV(R™). For a different approach to the limits in (LII)) and in (LI3]) based
on interpolation techniques, see [54].
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The limits (LI2)) and (LI3)) are special consequences of the celebrated Bourgain-Brezis—
Mironescu (BBM, for short) formula

lim /n/ankﬂx—del‘dy:

k—+oco |{L‘

Cnp ”vf”II)/P(R") for p € (1, +00),

Cna|Df|(R™) for p =1,

(1.14)
where C,,, > 0 is a constant depending only on n and p, and (gx)ken C Li.([0, +00)) is
a sequence of non-negative radial mollifiers such that

400
/ or(|z])dr =1forall ke N and lim ox(r) " tdr = 0 for all § > 0.
]Rn

k—+o00 J§

The BBM formula (LI4]) has stimulated a profound development in the asymptotic anal-
ysis in the fractional framework. On the one hand, the limit (L14) played a central
role in several applications, such as Brezis’ analysis [I8] on how to recognize constant
functions, innovative characterizations of Sobolev and BV functions and I'-convergence
results [6H8)[11,[16]47,48,55H57,[62], approximation of Sobolev norms and image process-
ing [20L22H24], and last but not least fractional Hardy and Poincaré inequalities [15[38]61].
On the other hand, the BBM formula (LT4]) has suggested an alternative path to fractional
asymptotic analysis by means of interpolation techniques [54,65]. Recently, the BBM for-
mula in (LI4) has been revisited in terms of a.e. pointwise convergence [21] and in connec-
tion with weak LP quasi-norms [25], where the now-called Brezis—Van Schaftingen—Yung
space

|f(z) = f(y)]

BSYG{J)(R”) = {f € LllocGRn) : ‘ ‘.CL’ . y|%+a

- +oo},
LP (R xR™)

defined for o € (0,1] and p € [1,+00), has opened a very promising perspective in the
field [33].

The limits (LI — (I.I4) have been connected to variational problems [10], generalized
to various function spaces, for example Besov spaces [43,[79], Orlicz spaces [2,36,37] and
magnetic and anisotropic Sobolev spaces [45,58-60,75], and extended to various ambient
spaces, like compact connected Riemannian manifolds [44], the flat torus [5], Carnot
groups [12,149] and complete doubling metric-measure spaces supporting a local Poincaré
inequality [31].

Concerning the fractional perimeter P, given in (LLI0), one has some additional infor-
mation besides equations (L.IT]) and (LI3)).

On the one hand, thanks to [64, Theorem 1.2], the fractional a-perimeter P, enjoys
the following fractional analogue of Gustin’s Boxing Inequality (see [41] and [35], Corol-
lary 4.5.4]): there exists a dimensional constant ¢, > 0 such that, for any bounded open
set ¥ C R"™, one can find a covering

Ec | By, (zx)
keN

of open balls such that
S < cpa(l — a)Pa(E). (1.15)

keN
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Inequality (ILIH) bridges the two limiting behaviors given by (LI1) and (LI3]) and pro-
vides a useful tool for recovering Gagliardo—Nirenberg—Sobolev and Poincaré-Sobolev
inequalities that remain stable as the exponent a € (0, 1) approaches the endpoints.

On the other hand, by [3, Theorem 2|, the fractional a-perimeter P, T'-converges in
Li.(R") to the standard De Giorgi’s perimeter P as o — 17, that is, if @ C R" is a
bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, then

[(Lige) - lim (1 — a) Po(E5 ) = 2w,1 P(E; Q) (1.16)

for all measurable sets E C R", where w,, is the volume of the unit ball in R™ (it should
be noted that in [3] the authors use a slightly different definition of the fractional a-
perimeter, since they consider the functional J,(E,2) := 1P,(E,)). For a complete
account on I'-convergence, we refer the reader to the monographs [17,29] (throughout all
the paper, with the symbol I'(X) - lim we denote the I'-convergence in the ambient metric
space X ). The convergence in (L0, besides giving a I'-convergence analogue of the limit
in (LI3), is tightly connected with the study of the regularity properties of non-local

minimal surfaces, that is, (local) minimisers of the fractional a-perimeter P,.

1.3. Asymptotics and ['-convergence for the fractional a-variation as a — 1.
The main aim of the present work is to study the asymptotic behavior of the fractional
a-variation (LI as @ — 17, both in the pointwise and in the I'-convergence sense.

We provide counterparts of the limits (LI2) and (LI3]) for the fractional a-variation.
Indeed, we prove that, if f € WHP(R") for some p € [1,+00), then f € S*P(R") for all
a € (0,1) and, moreover,

Jim V5 f = Vo fllzo@n ) = 0. (1.17)

In the geometric regime p = 1, we show that if f € BV(R") then f € BV*(R") for all
a € (0,1) and, in addition,

D*f = Df in A4 (R";R") and |D*f| — |Df| in .#(R") as o« — 1~ (1.18)
and
Tim |D*f|(R") = [ DfI(RY). (1.19)

We are also able to treat the case p = +oo. In fact, we prove that if f € W1>(R") then
f e S¥*(R") for all @ € (0,1) and, moreover,

Vof —=Vuf in LR"R") asa — 1 (1.20)

and

We refer the reader to Theorem [£.9] Theorem [Z.1Tand Theorem below for the precise
statements. We warn the reader that the symbol ‘—’ appearing in ([LI8) and (L20)
denotes the weak*-convergence, see Section 211 below for the notation.

Some of the above results were partially announced in [71]. In a similar perspective,
we also refer to the work [53], where the authors proved convergence results for non-local
gradient operators on BV functions defined on bounded open sets with smooth boundary.
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The approach developed in [53] is however completely different from the asymptotic analy-
sis we presently perform for the fractional operator defined in (IL4)), since the boundedness
of the domain of definition of the integral operators considered in [53] plays a crucial role.

Notice that the renormalising factor (1 — oz)% is not needed in the limits (CI7) — (T2T]),
contrarily to what happened for the limits (ILI2) and (LI3]). In fact, this difference should
not come as a surprise, since the constant p, . in (L3), encoded in the definition of the

operator V¢, satisfies

l—«o

Wn

Lo ~ asa — 17, (1.22)
and thus plays a similar role of the factor (1 — oz)% in the limit as o — 17. Thus,
differently from our previous work [27], the constant i, , appearing in the definition of
the operators V* and div® is of crucial importance in the asymptotic analysis developed
in the present paper.

Another relevant aspect of our approach is that convergence as @ — 1~ holds true not
only for the total energies, but also at the level of differential operators, in the strong
sense when p € (1,400) and in the weak™ sense for p = 1 and p = +o00. In simpler terms,
the non-local fractional a-gradient V* converges to the local gradient V as a — 17 in the
most natural way every time the limit is well defined.

We also provide a counterpart of (LI6) for the fractional a-variation as o — 17.
Precisely, we prove that, if 2 C R™ is a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, then

D(LL) - T [D*xx|(©) = P(5;9) (1.23)

for all measurable set £ C R", see Theorem AI6l In view of (L), one may ask
whether the I'-limsup inequality in (L23]) could be deduced from the I'-limsup in-
equality in (LI6). In fact, by employing (L9) together with (LI6) and (L22), one can

estimate

2wn71

F(Llloc) -limsup | D%y g|(2) < F(Llloc) -lim sup pn o Pa(E, Q) =

a—1~ a—1— Wn

P(E,Q).

However, we have 2“:::1 > 1 for any n > 2 and thus the I'-limsup inequality in (L23))
follows from the I'-lim sup inequality in (LI6) only in the case n = 1. In a similar way,
one sees that the I'-liminf inequality in (L23]) implies the I"-lim inf inequality in (LI6])
only in the case n = 1.

Besides the counterpart of (LI6]), our approach allows to prove that I'-convergence
holds true also at the level of functions. Indeed, if f € BV(R") and © C R™ is an open
set such that either €2 is bounded with Lipschitz boundary or 2 = R"”, then

D(L)- Tim [D*f|(92) = [DS](2). (1.24)

One can regard the limit (L24]) as an analogue of the I'-convergence results known in the
usual fractional setting, see [57,62]. We refer the reader to Theorem .13, Theorem .14l
and Theorem [T for the (even more general) results in this direction. Again, as before
and thanks to the asymptotic behavior (L22), the renormalising factor (1 — «) is not
needed in the limits (L23]) and (L.24]).

As a byproduct of the techniques developed for the asymptotic study of the fractional
a-variation as @ — 17, we are also able to characterize the behavior of the fractional
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p-variation as f — «a~, for any given a € (0,1). On the one hand, if f € BV*(R"), then
DPf —~ D°f in .#(R™R") and |D?f| — |D“f| in .#(R") as B — o~
and, moreover,
Jim D% f|(R") = [D° | (R,
see Theorem (.4l On the other hand, if f € BV*(R") and 2 C R™ is an open set such
that either € is bounded and |D*f|(0€2) = 0 or 2 = R", then
D) Jim [DFI(©) = |D°7I(©),

see Theorem and Theorem

1.4. Future developments: asymptotics for the fractional a-variation as o — 0%.
Having in mind the limit (LIT]), it would be interesting to understand what happens to
the fractional a-variation (L)) as « — 0%. Note that

T (2
a—0t ’ 2 F((Z)) =* Hn,0, (125)

so there is no renormalization factor as a — 07, differently from (L22)).
At least formally, as @« — 07 the fractional a-gradient in (I4]) is converging to the

operator
0p( N (y—2)(f(y) — f(z))
VOr) = o [
The operator in (L26]) is well defined (in the principal value sense) for all f € C°(R")
and, actually, coincides with the well-known vector-valued Riesz transform Rf, see [39,
Section 5.1.4] and [76, Chapter 3]. Similarly, the fractional a-divergence in (L2) is formally
converging to the operator

dy,  zeR" (1.26)

L0 N (=) - (p(y) — ¢(x)) n
divip(x) == /~Ln,0/n Y — o dy, x € R", (1.27)
which is well defined (in the principal value sense) for all ¢ € C°(R"™; R").

In perfect analogy with what we did before, we can introduce the space BV°(R"™) as
the space of functions f € L'(R™) such that the quantity

|D°fI(R") := Sup{/Rn fdivlpdr s g € CF(R™R™), [ll| oo (n ) < 1}

is finite. Surprisingly (and differently from the fractional a-variation, recall [27, Sec-
tion 3.10]), it turns out that |D°f| < £ for all f € BV?(R"). More precisely, one can
actually prove that BV?(R") = H'(R"), in the sense that f € BV(R") if and only if
f e HY(R"), with D°f = Rf.%™ in .# (R";R"). Here

H'(R") := {f € L'(R") : Rf € L'(R™R")}

is the (real) Hardy space, see [77, Chapter III] for the precise definition. Thus, it would
be interesting to understand for which functions f € L'(R") the fractional a-gradient
Vef tends (in a suitable sense) to the Riesz transform Rf as a — 0. Of course, if
Rf ¢ L'(R™R"), that is, f ¢ H'(R"), then one cannot expect strong convergence in L'
and, instead, may consider the asymptotic behavior of the rescaled fractional gradient
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aVef as a — 0% in analogy with the limit in (ILII)). This line of research, as well as
the identifications BV? = H! and S*? = L*P mentioned above, it is the subject of the
subsequent paper [26].

1.5. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows.

In Section [2] after having briefly recalled the definitions and the main properties of the
operators V* and div®, we extend certain technical results of [27].

In Section [3, we prove several integrability properties of the fractional a-gradient and
two useful representation formulas for the fractional a-variation of functions with bounded
De Giorgi’s variation. We are also able to prove similar results for the fractional S-gradient
of functions with bounded fractional a-variation, see Section [3.4]

In Section @l we study the asymptotic behavior of the fractional a-variation as a — 1~
and prove pointwise-convergence and I'-convergence results, dealing separately with the
integrability exponents p =1, p € (1,400) and p = +00.

In Section Bl we show that the fractional g-variation weakly converges and I'-converges
to the fractional a-variation as § — a~ for any o € (0, 1).

In Appendix [A] for the reader’s convenience, we state and prove two known results on
the truncation and the approximation of BV functions and sets with finite perimeter that
are used in Section [Bland in Section [4]

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General notation. We start with a brief description of the main notation used in
this paper. In order to keep the exposition the most reader-friendly as possible, we retain
the same notation adopted in our previous work [27].

Given an open set (), we say that a set E is compactly contained in §2, and we write
E €, if the E is compact and contained in Q. We denote by #" and S the n-
dimensional Lebesgue measure and the a-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R" respec-
tively, with o > 0. Unless otherwise stated, a measurable set is a .Z"-measurable set.
We also use the notation |E| = Z"(E). All functions we consider in this paper are
Lebesgue measurable, unless otherwise stated. We denote by B,(x) the standard open
Euclidean ball with center x € R™ and radius » > 0. We let B, = B,(0). Recall that
Wy = |B1| = 72T (”T”) and A" Y0B;) = nw,, where T is Euler’'s Gamma function,
see [9].

We let GL(n) D O(n) D SO(n) be the general linear group, the orthogonal group and
the special orthogonal group respectively. We tacitly identify GL(n) C R™ with the space
of invertible n x n-matrices and we endow it with the usual Euclidean distance in R™”.

For k € NgU{+o00} and m € N, we denote by C*({2; R™) and Lip.(Q; R™) the spaces of
C*-regular and, respectively, Lipschitz-regular, m-vector-valued functions defined on R"
with compact support in €.

For any exponent p € [1,+o0], we denote by LP(£2;R™) the space of m-vector-valued
Lebesgue p-integrable functions on €. For p € [1,4+00], we say that (fx)ren C LP(2;R™)
weakly converges to f € LP(Q;R™), and we write fi, — f in LP(Q;R™) as k — 400, if

lim /ka~g0dx:/gf-g0dx (2.1)

k——+o0
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forall p € L2(Q;R™), with ¢ € [1,400] the conjugate exponent of p, that is, %—i—% =1 (with

the usual convention +%.O = 0). Note that in the case p = +00 we make a little abuse of

terminology, since the limit in (21]) actually defines the weak*-convergence in L>(£2; R™).
We let

Wl’p(Q;Rm) = {u € LP<Q,Rm) : [u]wl,p(Q;Rm) = ”VUHLP(Q;an) < +OO}

be the space of m-vector-valued Sobolev functions on €, see for instance [46, Chapter 10]
for its precise definition and main properties. We also let

whP(Q;R™) = {u € Li(GR™) : [ulwirrmy < +oo}.
We let
BV(Q;R™) = {u € L' R™) : [ulpy(@zm) = [Dul(Q) < +o0}

be the space of m-vector-valued functions of bounded variation on €2, see for instance [4]
Chapter 3] or [34, Chapter 5] for its precise definition and main properties. We also let

bu(Q;R™) = {u € Li (G R™) : [ulpvarm) < +oo}.

For a € (0,1) and p € [1,+00), we let

o=y

WeP(Q;R™) = {u € LP(LR™) : [u]waw(o;rm) = (/Q ; lutz) = wly)l g, d?J)E < +OO}

be the space of m-vector-valued fractional Sobolev functions on €, see [32] for its precise
definition and main properties. We also let

wP(QR™) = {u € L, (G R™) : [ulwan(mm) < +00}.

For a € (0,1) and p = 400, we simply let

Wee(Q;R™) = {u € L®(Q;R™):  sup Ju(w) = uly)|

< +00
cyeaty T — Y|* }’

so that W®>®(Q;R™) = CP*(Q;R™), the space of m-vector-valued bounded a-Hélder
continuous functions on §2.

We let . (€2; R™) be the space of m-vector-valued Radon measures with finite total
variation, precisely

(@) 1= sup{ [ ¢ dus o € CABR™), lpllieipuin <1
for u € A (2, R™). We say that (ug)ken C A (Q;R™) weakly converges to u € A (§; R™),
and we write up — p in A (;R™) as k — o0, if
lim [ p-du, = / v -du (2.2)
Q Q

k—+o00

for all ¢ € C?(2;R™). Note that we make a little abuse of terminology, since the limit
in (2.2)) actually defines the weak*-convergence in .4 (2; R™).

In order to avoid heavy notation, if the elements of a function space F(€;R™) are
real-valued (i.e. m = 1), then we will drop the target space and simply write F'(2).
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2.2. Basic properties of V* and div®. We recall the non-local operators V* and div®
introduced by Silhavy in [72] (see also our previous work [27]).
Let a € (0,1) and set
. T n+a+1
P 1= 20T 2 ( 2 )

/ zf(x + 2) &

{lz|>e} |z|nFott

be the fractional a-gradient of f € Lip.(R") at x € R™. We also let

We let
Vf(x) i= finqlim

e—0

o o . z-p(T+2)
AEple) = tina 4 J ey s

dz

be the fractional a-divergence of ¢ € Lip,(R";R"™) at z € R"™. The non-local operators V¢
and div® are well defined in the sense that the involved integrals converge and the limits
exist, see [72], Section 7] and [27, Section 2]. Moreover, since

/{ 2 =0, Ve>0,

2 >e} |z[rtett T

it is immediate to check that V% = 0 for all ¢ € R and

VF(e) = oo i | WD)y ay

e=0 J{jy—z|>e} [y — @[rrott
— o lim (y —2)(f(y) — f(=)) dy
eSS eyl>ey |y — afrrett

o[ BTy e

‘y _ x‘n+a+1

for all f € Lip.(R™). Analogously, we also have
: . (y—2)-»(y)
div¥o(z) = pin.o lim e
()0< ) Hon, e=0 J{z—y|>e} |y _ x|n+o¢+1
i lim (y—x) - (ey) —1s0(93)) J
=70 J{ja—y|>e} e

B (y — ) (oy) — p(z)) n
_ﬂn,a/n ‘y_x‘nJrChLl dya Ve e R )

)

9

for all ¢ € Lip (R").
Given «a € (0,n), we let

Lou(zx) = e / u(y) dy, r eR", (2.3)

n—a Jr |z —y|"e

be the Riesz potential of order a € (0,n) of a function u € C°(R™; R™). We recall that,
if a, B € (0,n) satisfy o + 8 < n, then we have the following semigroup property

Lo(Igu) = Intpu (2.4)
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for all u € C°(R™; R™). In addition, if 1 < p < ¢ < +oo satisfy
1 1 «

¢ p n
then there exists a constant C,, ,, > 0 such that the operator in (Z3]) satisfies

||Iau||Lq(R";]Rm) S Cn,a,pHuHLP(R";Rm) (25)

for all u € C°(R™; R™). As a consequence, the operator in (Z3]) extends to a linear
continuous operator from LP(R™; R™) to LY(R™;R™), for which we retain the same nota-
tion. For a proof of (24) and (Z5]), we refer the reader to [76, Chapter V, Section 1] and
to [40, Section 1.2.1].

We can now recall the following result, see [27, Proposition 2.2 and Corollary 2.3].

Proposition 2.1. Let o € (0,1). If f € Lip (R"), then

Vef=05L_oVf=VI_,f (2.6)
and V*f € LY(R™ R™) N L>=(R™; R™), with
IVl @nirny < ol flwes@n) (2.7)
and
IV fllpoe@rirry < Crav IV fllzoe @nirm (2.8)
for any bounded open set U C R™ such that supp(f) C U, where
n+a—1
Nfn,« . 1-a nwn, N 1-a
noU = 7 n d — n . 2.9
Crav 1—a)(n+a-—1) (w tam(U) +(n+a—1) Ul ) (29)

Analogously, if ¢ € Lip . (R™; R™) then
div¥e = I1_,divp = divli_,p (2.10)
and div®e € LY(R™) N L= (R"), with
[div¥elli@mny < pinalplwer@n, rn) (2.11)
and
[divp|| e @n) < Cha,ul|divel| Lo @n) (2.12)
for any bounded open set U C R™ such that supp(y) C U, where Cy, o is as in ([2.9).

2.3. Extension of V® and div® to Lip,-regular tests. In the following result, we
extend the fractional a-divergence to Lip,-regular vector fields.

Lemma 2.2 (Extension of div® to Lip,). Let o € (0,1). The operator
div®: Lip,(R™";R") — L*(R")
given by

div¥e(z) = fina /Rn v - Ty) _(i‘(ﬁa:l@(%)) dy, x €R", (2.13)

for all ¢ € Lip, (R™; R™), is well defined, with

e 217anwn,un,a . a 1—a
[dive ]| poerny < WLIP(@ [0/l o @ ey (2.14)
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and satisfies

(y =) (ply) — p(z)) J

div¥o(x) = finq lim

e _al>e —_ plnta+l
S0t Mly—al>ep Jy — 7 (2.15)
. Tim (y —x) - p(y)
T en0t Hly-al>ey |y — z[rret!
for all x € R™. Moreover, if in addition I,_,|divp| € LL (R™), then
div¥e(z) = I _,divep(z) (2.16)

for a.e. x € R™.

Proof. We split the proof in two steps.
Step 1: proof of Z13), 2I4) and (ZIH). Given z € R™ and r > 0, we can estimate

/{y_xgr} (y — ) (py) — p(z)) dy < nio Lip(0) /Or e do

|y — a|rrett
/ (y—2) - (ply) — p(z))
{ly—z[>r}

|y — a|rrett
Hence the function in (2I3)) is well defined for all z € R™ and

Ii 2 U
vl e ey < 1 (M ey 2l ) |
1 — o

and

—(1+a) d

—+o00
dy < 2nwn||sp||Loo(Rn;Rn)/ 0 0.

so that follows by optimising the right-hand side in » > 0. Moreover, since
y g g

‘ (y—z) - (ely) — p(x))

X(o,l)(|y — x|)
|y — z[rtert

X0y —2) _ 1 on
eny(R)

< Lip(yp)
|y — x|t

+ 2|0 || oo (rn; &Y

and

z
———dy =10
/{z>e} 2|ttt
for all e > 0, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we immediately get the
two equalities in (ZI5)) for all z € R™.
Step 2: proof of (ZI6). Assume that I_,|divy| € L (R™). Then
|dive(y)| 1
—————c L (R" 2.17
for a.e. x € R". Hence, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we can write
. . divep(y)
I _odiveo(x) = pfino lim ek 0 UV
e dVR) = b B oy Ty — o
for a.e. z € R™. Now let € > 0 be fixed and let R > 0. Again by (2I7) and Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have
divp(y) . _ / divp(y)

lim _ =Y
{ly—a|>e} |y — x[nHal

R-to00 J{R>|y—a|>e} [y — x|nFo!
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for a.e. x € R". Moreover, integrating by parts, we get

/ divip(y) dy = / divyp(y + ) d
{ {R>y|>€}

R>\yf:v\>€}‘y _ x‘”*f’a*l ‘y‘nqtafl

y e+ o on / y py+a) o
e TR O fo s

y- oy + )
[ s,
(Relyl>e)  [y[rror] Y

for all R > 0 and for a.e. x € R™. Since ¢ € L>®(R™R"), by Lebesgue’s Dominated
Convergence Theorem we have

lim y- ey +193) _ / y- ey +1x) J
Rtoo J{R>ly|>e}  [y|ntot {lyl>e}  [y[*Tot
for all e > 0 and all z € R". We can also estimate
y eyt .
A" (y
‘/{Iy —my Jy| [y et )
for all R > 0 and all x € R®. We thus have that
divip(y y-oly+ao y oly+o ne
/ (%) dy:/ ( )dy/ WE2) s en1(y)
{ {lyl>€} {

ly—a|>e} |y — x|rte] |y|nratt =<} [y] Jy|mtet

< [ oo ;) R

for all e > 0 and a.e. z € R™. Since also

yelytz)
|/{|y A" )| =

yeyt+a)—p@)
/{ 4" (y)

=) [y| JymHe! =)yl et
< nwy, Lip(p) e ™
for all e > 0 and € R", we conclude that
di —
lim _dively) o i W=l ,
=0t Hly—al>e} |y — ["Foml T a0t Sy-alsey [y — xfrrett
for a.e. z € R™, proving (2.10). O

We can also extend the fractional a-gradient to Lip,-regular functions. The proof is
very similar to the one of Lemma and is left to the reader.

Lemma 2.3 (Extension of V® to Lip,). Let a € (0,1). The operator
V®: Lipy(R") — L= (R™; R")

given by

Vef(x) = ﬂn,a/n (v - Ty) _(ifﬁa:lf(x)) dy, x€R",

for all f € Lip,(R™), is well defined, with

l—«
2 NWn n, o

a(l —a)

IVl oo i ey < Lip(f)* L F 1l 2



A DISTRIBUTIONAL APPROACH TO FRACTIONAL VARIATION: ASYMPTOTICS I

and satisfies

@ ploy _ (y—=) (fly) — f(z))
V@) = bin lig, {ly—a|>¢} |y — a[rrott W
i lim (y—2) fly) ,

T et Jiy-alzey |y — z|rrer!
for all z € R™. Moreover, if in addition I,_o|V f| € LL_.(R™), then
Vef(x) = LoV f(z)

for a.e. x € R™.

15

2.4. Extended Leibniz’s rules for V* and div®. The following two results extend the
validity of Leibniz’s rules proved in [27, Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7] to Lip,-regular functions
and Lip,-regular vector fields. The proofs are very similar to the ones given in [27] and

to that of Lemma 2.2, and thus are left to the reader.

Lemma 2.4 (Extended Leibniz’s rule for V¥). Let a € (0,1). If f € Lip,(R") and

n € Lip,(R™), then
Venf)=aVef+ Vi 4+ Vi, f),

where

(77 f)( ) ,Una/ (y—l‘) (f(y) _f(x))(n(y)_n(x)) dy

|y — [rtett

for all x € R, with

o 22_anwnﬂn,a”fHL°° R
9801, )y € =g == Lip () Il

and

IVRL, Ol sr@esrey < 20,0l 1| oo @r) 7]t @ey.-

Lemma 2.5 (Extended Leibniz’s rule for div®). Let a € (0,1). If ¢ € Lip,(R™;R") and

n € Lip,(R™), then

div®(ne) = ndivie + ¢ - Vi + divy, (0, ¢),

where

A ) = e, L= DA =)

for all x € R, with

22—Ocnwn,un7aHg0HL00(]R";R") ( ) || ||
a(l —a) T v

[dive, (1, )| L @ny <

and

[divie (7, ©) |21 @n) < 2pn,all@ll Lo @ns mey [ wer ).
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2.5. Extended integration-by-part formulas. We now recall the definition of the
space of functions with bounded fractional a-variation. Given a € (0, 1), we let

BV(R") = {f € L'(R") : D" f|(R") < +oo},
where
D fI(R™) = sup{ | Fdivieds:p e CE@YRY), Jlplimnan < 1}

is the fractional a-variation of f € L*(R™). We refer the reader to [27, Section 3] for the
basic properties of this function space. Here we just recall the following result, see [27,
Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 3.6] for the proof.

Theorem 2.6 (Structure theorem for BV* functions). Let o € (0,1). If f € L'(R"),
then f € BV*(R") if and only if there exists a finite vector-valued Radon measure D*f €
A (R™;R™) such that

/ fdivipdr = —/ o dD°f (2.18)
Rn R
for all ¢ € Lip (R"; R™).

Thanks to Lemma [2Z.3] we can actually prove that a function in BV*(R") can be tested
against any Lip,-regular vector field.

Proposition 2.7 (Lip,-regular test for BV* functions). Let o € (0,1). If f € BV*(R"),
then (2I8) holds for all ¢ € Lip,(R"™; R™).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of [27, Theorem 3.8]. Fix ¢ € Lip,(R";R") and let
(Mr)r>0 C C°(R™) be a family of cut-off functions as in [27, Section 3.3]. On the one
hand, since

L fordiviode = [ fdivioda| < il [ 1f](1=ng)do

for all R > 0, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we have

lim fnrdivieodr = / fdiv¥pde.
n Rn

R—+4o00 JR
On the other hand, by Lemma we can write

/Rn fordiviede = /]R fdive (nre) du — /]R fo-Vinrdr - /R f AV, (g, @) dx
for all R > 0. By [27, Proposition 3.6], we have

/Rn fdiv¥(nry) de = —/Rn nryp - dD* f

for all R > 0. Since
[ mg-apng = [ o dDof| < Jellimmeaen [ (1= ) diD ]

for all R > 0, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem (with respect to the finite
measure |D®f|) we have

lim chp-dDo‘f:/ o dD°f.
n R’VL

R—+400 JR
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Finally, we can estimate

‘/ fo-Verdx

and, similarly,

| \TIR(ZJ) — ﬁR(fb’)|
Ry —@frte

<MnaH90HLoo(Ran/ |f(z) dy dx

Nr\Y) — Nr\T
[ a5 9) o] < 2l [ 1501 [ P gy
By Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we thus get that
] Vounda+ [ fdivi () do ) =
Rirgm(Rnfw Vénrdz + | f divy(ng, @) dz) =0
and the conclusion follows. g

Thanks to Lemma 2.4 we can prove that a function in Lip,(R") can be tested against
any Lip_ -regular vector field. The proof is very similar to the one of Proposition 2.7 and
is thus left to the reader.

Proposition 2.8 (Integration by parts for Lip,-regular functions). Let o € (0,1). If
f € Lip,(R™), then

/ fdiv%pdx:—/ 0 -V fdz
R?’L R?’L
for all p € Lip . (R™; R™).

2.6. Comparison between W*! and BV seminorms. In this section, we completely
answer a question left open in [27, Section 1.4]. Given « € (0, 1) and an open set 2 C R",
we want to study the equality cases in the inequalities

”vafHLl(R";R") < ,Un,a[f]Wo"l(R")v |ID*xEe|(Q2) < ,Un,aPa(E3 Q),

as long as [ € W*(R") and P,(E;Q) < +o0o. The key idea to the solution of this
problem lies in the following simple result.

Lemma 2.9. Let A C R" be a measurable set with £™(A) > 0. If F € L'(A;R™), then

/A F(z)dz| < /A |F(2)| da,

with equality if and only if F = fv a.e. in A for some constant direction v € S™ 1 and
some scalar function f € L*(A) with f >0 a.e. in A.

Proof. The inequality is well known and it is obvious that it is an equality if F' = fv
a.e. in A for some constant direction v € S™! and some scalar function f € L'(A) with
f>0a.e. in A. So let us assume that
= F(z)|dz.
J @)

/A F(z)dx

If [, F(z)dx =0, then also [, |F(z)|dz =0. Thus F' =0 a.e. in A and there is nothing
to prove. If [, F'(x) dx # 0 instead, then we can write

/A \F(2)| - F(z) - vda =0,
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with
y = daf@)de oo
| [a F () da|
Therefore, we obtain |F(z)| = F(x) - v for a.e. x € A, so that ;Eg‘ cv=1forae z€ A

such that |F(z)| # 0. This implies that F' = fv a.e. in A with f = |F| € L'(A) and the
conclusion follows. U

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.9, we have the following result.
Corollary 2.10. Let a € (0,1). If f € W*(R"), then
IV fllLi@nirry < tnal flwes @ny, (2.19)
with equality if and only if f =0 a.e. in R".
Proof. Tnequality (2I9) was proved in [27, Theorem 3.18]. Note that, given f € L'(R"),

[flwe1@ny = 0if and only if f = 0 a.e. and thus, in this case, (ZI9) is trivially an equality.
If (219) holds as an equality and f is not equivalent to the zero function, then

o |f(y) — f(=)] _
/Rn <|v f@)| = in.a /R y—amte dy> dx =0
and thus

/ (f(y) = f(x)) - (y — ) J

|y — a|rrett

|y — [t

for all = € U, for some measurable set U C R" such that Z"(R"\ U) = 0. Now let z € U
be fixed. By Lemma (applied with A = R™), (2.20) implies that the (non-identically
zero) vector field

y—= (fly) = f@)(y—=), yeR"
has constant direction for all y € V,, for some measurable set V, C R" such that
LR\ V,) =0. Thus, given y,y" € V,, the two vectors y — = and y" — = are lin-
early dependent, so that the three points x, y and 3" are collinear. If n > 2, then this
immediately gives .£"(V,,) = 0, a contradiction, so that (ZI9) must be strict. If instead
n = 1, then we know that

relU = y— (f(y) — f(x)) (y — x) has constant sign for all y € V. (2.21)

We claim that (Z2I) implies that the function f is (equivalent to) a (non-constant)
monotone function. If so, then f ¢ L*(R), in contrast with the fact that f € W*1(R),
so that (2.I9) must be strict and the proof is concluded. To prove the claim, we argue as
follows. Fix x € U and assume that

(fly) = f2) (y —x) >0 (2.22)
for all y € V, without loss of generality. Now pick 2’ € U NV, such that 2’ > z. Then,

choosing y = 2’ in ([2.22), we get (f(2') — f(z)) (¢ —x) > 0 and thus f(z') > f(z).
Similarly, if " € U NV, is such that 2/ < x, then f(2') < f(z). Hence

esssup f(z) < f(z) < ess>inff(z)
z<x 2>
for all x € U (where esssup and essinf refer to the essential supremum and the essential

infimum respectively) and thus f must be equivalent to a (non-constant) non-decreasing
function. ]
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Given an open set {2 C R" and a measurable set £ C R", we define

olo |y —axrte r\QJo |y — x|rte

It is obvious to see that
P.(E;Q) < P,(E;Q) < 2P,(E;Q),

where P, is the fractional perimeter introduced in (LI0). Arguing as in the proof of [27
Proposition 4.8], it is immediate to see that

||vaXE||L1(Q;R") < Nn,apa(Eé Q), (2.23)
an inequality stronger than that in (IL9). In analogy with Corollary [ZT10, we have the
following result.
Corollary 2.11. Let a € (0,1), Q CR" be an open set and E C R" be a measurable set
such that P,(F;Q) < +o0.

(i) If n > 2, Z£™(E) >0 and ZL"(R" \ E) > 0, then inequality (Z23)) is strict.
(ii) If n =1, then [Z23) is an equality if and only if the following hold:
(a) for a.e. z € QN E, L1 ((—o00,z)\ E) =0 vel L ((z,4+00)\ E) =0;
(b) for a.e. x € Q\ E, L' ((—00,2) N E) =0 vel L' ((z,+00) N E) =0.

Proof. We prove the two statements separately.
Proof of (il). Assume n > 2. Since Z"(E) > 0, for a given z € Q \ E the map
y— (y—=x), foryekFE,

does not have constant orientation. Similarly, since Z"(R"\ E) > 0, for a given z € QNE
also the map

yrr (y—x), foryeR"\E,

does not have constant orientation. Hence, by Lemma 2.9 we must have

dy
/‘y x‘n+a+1 </EW, fOI'ZL‘GQ\E,

and, similarly,

y—x dy
S A </ Y frz€QNE.
/Rn\E ly — x|ntott i ‘ R\E |y — x[*te

We thus get
a _ (xe(y) —xe(@) - (y —2)
”v XEHLl(Q;R") - ,un,oz/Q /n |y—{L‘|n+O‘+1 dy | dx
y—x
fina yldotpma [ [ dy|d
,/Q\E / |y_x|n+a T+ fhn, ang | Jem s [y — o] y | dx

dy dx dydx ~
<,Una/ / o T b, / / —— = fin,aPa(E;Q),
e Je Jy — z|rte one JrmE |y — z|Pte

proving ().
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Proof of (). Assume n = 1. We argue as in the proof of [27, Proposition 4.12]. Let

Foly.a) = XEW) = xp(@)

[y — e for x,y € R, y # x.

Then we can write

I I
S— S5—

/ x)| dydx
( ety o)ldy+ [ Ity >|dy>

and

IVXEllp r) = Ml,a/ﬂ|/RfE(ya$) sgn(y — z) dy | dv

= | [ ety [ ety

Hence (2:23)) is an equality if and only if

dx.

[ tstworas = [ sstnoras| = [ Atstnolans [Tisstrolay 20

for a.e. x € €. Observing that

[ tetwrdy = [ feta dy} }/ frly @ dy}

/ ey, )dy>
< [ sty oldy+ [ Vst dy

for a.e. z € Q, we deduce that (223)) is an equality if and only if

[ty [ sty

= | [ st do| +

400

/x fE(y,x)dy\ (2.25)
v +00

:/,w|fE(y’x)|dy+/z [fely, )|y (2.20)

for a.e. x € Q. Now, on the one hand, squaring both sides of (225]) and simplifying, we
get that (2.23)) is an equality if and only if

T 400
( | fel.) dy) ( | ) dy) =0 (2:27)

for a.e. x € Q. On the other hand, we can rewrite (TZZEI) as

0</ |fe(y,x)|dy —

/ fe(y, dy|

)y~ [ o]y <0

for a.e. x € €2, so that we must have

[ tstvaay| = [ sty ay
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and
—+o0

+o0o
foly.w)dy| = [ |fely.2)] dy

for a.e. x € Q. Hence (227)) can be equivalently rewritten as

([ rstvaan)( [ 1ntlan) =0 228)

for a.e. x € Q. Thus (Z23) is an equality if and only if at least one of the two integrals in
the left-hand side of (Z28§)) is zero, and the reader can check that () readily follows. O

Remark 2.12 (Half-lines in Corollary ZITI{)). In the case n = 1, it is worth to stress
that (Z.23)) is always an equality when the set £ C R is (equivalent to) an half-line, i.e.,

xT

IV Y (a+00) |21 (@ ) = 1,0 Pa((@, +00); €2)

for any o € (0,1), any a € R and any open set Q C R such that P,((a, +00); Q) < +oo.
However, the equality cases in (Z23) are considerably richer. Indeed, on the one side,

VX (=5, —)0(— 1,100 || 1 (0,1 R) = B1,aPal(—5, —4) U (=1, +00); (0,1))

and, on the other side,

VX (=5,-4)0(0,400) | L1 (= 1,1); ) < fi1,0Pa((—=5, —4) U (0, +00); (—1, 1))
for any a € (0,1). We leave the simple computations to the interested reader.
3. ESTIMATES AND REPRESENTATION FORMULAS FOR THE FRACTIONAL a-GRADIENT

3.1. Integrability properties of the fractional a-gradient. We begin with the fol-
lowing technical local estimate on the W®!-seminorm of a function in BV..

Lemma 3.1. Let o € (0,1) and let f € BVioo(R™). Then f € W5 (R™) with

loc
Flwosion < " D )(Bye) (3.)

for all R > 0.
Proof. Fix R > 0 and let f € BVjy( R") be such that f € C*(Bsg). We can estimate

1fly) = f=)]
a dy dx
W A1(Br) — /BR /BR |y _ x|n+a

_/ / fly) — f(= )Idd
Br JBrN{ly— m|<2R} |y — z|nte

/ \f(x + h) — f(z)| dz dh.

{In|<2R} |h|"+“ Br

<

Since

/B |f(x+h)—f(x)\dx§/3 /01|Vf(a:+th)~h|dtd:c
< \h\/Ol/B IV f(z + th)| de dt
<l f,  IVSE)d
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for all h € R™, we have

1
a, < _— \Y dzdh
lw B = /{h|<23} |h|ntet /BR+h V=)l dz

S/ |Df|(Bsr) dh

{lnj<2ry [h|"tert
nw, (2R)1

= PR D fi(Ban)

proving 1) for all f € BW,.(R") N C*(Bsgr). Now fix R > 0 and let f € BVj,(R").
By [34, Theorem 5.3], there exists ( fx)ren C BV (Bsgr)NC>®(Bsg) such that | D f|(Bsgr) —
|Df|(Bsg) and fr — f a.e. in Bsr as k — +00. The conclusion thus follows by a simple
application of Fatou’s Lemma. O

In the following result, we collect several local integrability estimates involving the
fractional a-gradient of a function satisfying various regularity assumptions.

Proposition 3.2. The following statements hold.
(i) If f € BV(R"), then f € BV*(R") for all o € (0,1) with D*f = V*f.£" and

Vef=1L_,Df a.e. inR". (3.2)

In addition, for any bounded open set U C R™, we have
IV fllowiry < Crau [DFI(R) (3.3)
for all a € (0,1), where C,, o v is as in [29). Finally, given an open set A C R™,

we have

IV il a; ey <

nwn fina [ |IDfI(A;) 1_o n+2a-—1 .

7 ——— | flp@e 4
n+a—1< 1—a + | fllzrny 7 (3.4)
for allr > 0 and a € (0,1), where A, := {x € R" : dist(x, A) < r}. In particular,
we have

N Wy fin.a(n + 2 — 1)

(i) If f € L®(R™") NWH(R™), then the weak fractional a-gradient D*f € Moe(R™; R™)
exists and satisfies D*f = NV f. L™ with Vo‘f € LIIOC(R"' R™) and

|f(z) = fy)l
IV fllLrBrrny < un,a/ / dzx dy
(Br ) n |x_y‘n+a (36)
< Hna ([f]wa’l(BR) + Po(Br) ”fHL“(R"))

for all R >0 and o € (0,1).
(iii) If f € L>®(R")NBVioc(R™), then the weak fractional a-gradient D*f € Mo.(R™; R™)
exists and satisfies D f = VO‘fZ" with V* f € L .(R";R™) and
nwn,(2R)'™ 20 (nw,, )2 R
@ 1 -Rn < n.o S — oo (R . 37
I9° e < s ("2 e e ) - 1)

for all R >0 and o € (0,1).

DS |(Bur) +
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Proof. We prove the three statements separately.

Proof of ({@). Thanks to [27, Theorem 3.18], we just need to prove (3.3) and (B4).
We prove ([B3]). By ([B2]), by Tonelli’s Theorem and by [27, Lemma 2.4], we get

[ Ve flde < [ 1ol Dflde < Coaw IDSIR?),
U U

where C), , v is defined as in (2Z9)).
We now prove (3.4]) in two steps.

Proof of (84), Step 1. Assume f € C*°(R"™) and fix » > 0. We have
J Ve slde = [ 0oVl de

- n+a—1 < {h|<r} |h|”+0‘ 1 T A

We estimate the two double integrals appearing in the right-hand side separately. By
Tonelli’s Theorem, we have

IV f(z+ h)| dh
dhd:c:/ /fo+h dy —2
//{|h<r} |h|rtet {|h|<r} A‘ ( ) |h et

dh
< VAl mey /{msT} | h|ne-t

,r.lfa
= nwy, 1T- 4 ||vf||L1(A_T;R")'

Vf(x+h) ‘ )
I T anlde )
T

Concerning the second double integral, integrating by parts we get
Vf(z+h) hf(z+h)
—————=dh = n+a—1/ ——— = dh
/{|h>r} |Afrre=t (  Jawisn [ttt
h f(x +h) -1
A" " (h
(it Th] et 60

for all x € A. Hence, we can estimate
Vf(x+h)
AlS{ir>ry  [h|mret

| f(z+h)|
dr < (n+a—1 // PRl DR
( ) {Ih>r} | h|Pte

|f $+h| -1
dA#"Y(h)d
//{|h —r} |h[rte-1 (h) dz

o (nta—1
S TLwanHLl(Rn) r <T + 1)

n+2oa—1 70
= NWny (T) Hf”LI(R") T

Thus ([3.4)) follows for all f € C2°(R") and r > 0.

Proof of B4), Step 2. Let f € BV(R™) and fix r > 0. Combining [34, Theorem 5.3]
with a standard cut-off approximation argument, we find (fi)reny C C°(R™) such that
fr — fin LY(R") and |D fi|(R™) — |Df|(R™) as k — +o00. By Step 1, we have that

Wy fina (1Dfil(A) 1_o  n+20—1 —a
fin, (‘ SillA) 1o BARCT Ly ) (3:8)

dh

ve ey <
199 Fellr oy < b (20
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for all £ € N. We claim that
(Vefi) L — (VOf) L as k — +o0. (3.9)
Indeed, if ¢ € Lip,(R™;R™), then div®yp € L>*(R") by (ZI2)) and thus
‘/ oV L da —/ o VO f da| = }/ Fo divep de —/ fdiv%da;}
Rr Rr Rr Rr

< [l div el oo sy i = fllzrny

for all £ € N, so that
lim @-V“fkda::/ ¢ - Vfdx.
k‘—>+00 Rn Rn

Now fix p € C?(R";R"). Let U C R™ be a bounded open set such that supp ¢ C U. For
each ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, pick 9. € Lip,(R™; R"™) such that ||¢ — .|| pecn;rn) < € and
supp ¥. C U. Then

[V [ govegdn <|[ oo veside— [ ooveras
R™ Rn R” R®
1t — @l (IV° Fill sy + 1V F L2
< Ve _ v
<|[ veviido~ [ 0. 9ofda
+&Chau (I DSl (R™) + | DF|(RM),

so that

lim / cp-Vo‘fkdx—/ o VOf dz| < 26 Cp o u| DF|(R).
k—+oo| JR" Rn

Thus, (39) follows passing to the limit as ¢ — 0. Thanks to (39), by [50, Proposi-
tion 4.29] we get that

IV fllzr sy < HmmE IV fill g mny.
Since
IDf|(U) < liminf |Dfy|(U)
k—+o00
for any open set U C R™ by [34, Theorem 5.2], we can estimate
limsup |Dfi|(A,) < hm |D fi|(R™) — hm mf |Dfe|(R™\ A,)

k—+o00

< IDf\(R”) — |DfI(R" \ A)
= [Df|(A;).

Thus, [B4) follows taking limits as k — +oc in (3.8)). Finally, (81) is easily deduced by
optimising the right-hand side of (B.4]) in the case A = R™ with respect to r > 0.

Proof of (). Assume f € L™ (R”) N I/Vl‘;"cl (R™). Given R > 0, we can estimate

(@) = fW)l (=) = fW)l
- dud / / dz dy
— /B/B \:c— |n+a PEYF e [ Je b \:c— e
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< tinalwesmn) + 2mal Al [ [ dz dy
R

RM\Bp @ — y[" e
= tinalflweiBg) + tnall fll Lo @) Po(Br)

and (3.6) follows. To prove that D*f = V*f.Z" we argue as in the proof of [27, Propo-

sition 4.8]. Let ¢ € Lip,(R™;R"™). Since f € L>*(R"), we have

o 1) [, S0 Ay e v

Hence, by the definition of div® on Lip_-regular vector fields (see [27), Section 2.2]) and by
Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have

/ fdiv¥pdr = lim / w dy dzx.
R?’L n

e—0+ {ly—a|>e} |y — x[rHatl
Since
[ VORON g0 < e [ o) jy o] drdy
n Jly—a|>e} |y w|rte R™ {ly—z|>c}
< ) fll e [l
oo n 1 n.pPn
s Leo(Rn) [|P]| L1 (R™; R)

for all € > 0, by Fubini’s Theorem we can compute

/nf(x)/{ (y—:c)‘;i(ﬁ) dy dx = _/Rn (z—y) f(z )dxdy

ly—z|>e} ‘y —x {lz—y|>c} |.T - ‘n+a+1

S Y A = L ET P

T e |z — g+t

Since

@)= 1w,

Bz —y|rte

/ (z—y) (f(2) = f))
{lz—y|>¢}

|z =yttt

()] < le(y)]

for all y € R™ and € > 0, and

yor [ U@ =0 o

Rn |z — y|rte
by ([B6]), again by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we conclude that

/Rn f(z) divio(r) de = — ll_{% - e(y) /{xyx} (= _é)_(fy(‘il;‘lf(y)) dzx dy

. (= —y) (f(z) = f(y))
=— lim dx d
e P10 13 {lo—yl>e} |z —y[rret! /
== [ o) V1) dy
for all ¢ € Lip (R";R"). Thus D*f € Mo.(R";R") is well defined and D*f = V° f.£".

Proof of (@d). Assume f € L*®(R™) N BVo.(R"). By Lemma Bl we know that f €
LR N WEHR™) for all a € (0,1), so that D*f € #o.(R™; R™) exists by (fi). Hence,
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inserting (B.1)) in (3.6]), we find

o nw, (2R) ¢
IV F s ey < fin (*

R\ DF\(Ban) + Pu(B1) B ufHLoo(Rn)) |

Since for all z € B; we have

/ dy B dz </ dz nwy,
Re\By [y — a[te Jrm\Bi(ca) [2]7Fe T JrmB Ly, |2t a1 — [a])e

being I" log-convex on (0, +00) (see [9]), we can estimate

dy dx ann dx
PulBy) = 2/ J <=,
By JR\B; |y — SL’|"+O‘ a Jp (1—lz|)

(nwy)? 1 ¢t 2(nw,)? T(n)T(1 — «)

e /o (1 —t) b= a I'(n+1-a)
2(nwy,)? (n+1)*
27 (neom)® I'(l-a)

I'(l—a)

so that
nwn(2R) 2% (nw, 2R
ve ey < pia | P e ||
IV FllerBairny < pin, ( o | PflBvsm + AT =) 1/ 1| 2o )

proving (B.7)). O

Note that Proposition B2, in particular, applies to any f € W1(R"). In the following
result, we prove that a similar result holds also for any f € W1P(R") with p € (1, +00).

Proposition 3.3 (W'?(R") C S*P(R") for p € (1,400)). Leta € (0,1) andp € (1, +0c0).
If f € WHP(R™), then f € S“P(R™) with

IVafllrrarny <

Wn o <”vwf”LP(A_T7R”) 7’170{ + n+2a—1
1

p(R™ @ 1
et Il ) (3.0

11—«

for any v > 0 and any open set A C R™, where A, := {x € R" : dist(z, A) <r}. In
particular, we have

(n+2a — 1) nw, iy q

Vo Flloe@n: rny < Ve fllTrmn. e (R 3.11
IV oy < P2 Z R 1 ey (31

In addition, if p € (1, &) and q = (7 then
Vof=0LL_4Vef ae inR" (3.12)

and V§ f € LI(R™;R™).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Proposition B.2I().

Proof of (310). The proof of (B.I0) for all f € C°(R") is very similar to that of (3.4)
and is thus left to the reader. Now let f € W1P(R") and fix an open set A C R™ and r > 0.
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Combining [34, Theorem 4.2] with a standard cut-off approximation argument, we find
(fr)ken € C°(R™) such that f, — f in WHP(R™) as k — +o0o0. We thus have that

IV firllLr(a;rry <

NWy, U, o (HkaHLP(A_T;R") rl-a + %

1
prey T 3.13
Tenttna (LG Il =) (313

for all £ € N. Hence, choosing A = R", we get that the sequence (V? fi)ren is uniformly
bounded in LP(R™;R™). Up to pass to a subsequence (which we do not relabel for simplic-
ity), there exists g € LP(R";R™) such that V*f, — ¢ in LP(R™;R") as k — +o0. Given
v € CX(R™;R™), we have

/ fkdivo‘@d:c:—/ ¢ - Vfrdr
R R
for all £ € N. Passing to the limit as k — +o00, by Proposition 1] we get that

/ fdivipdr = —/ p-gdx
R R
for any ¢ € C°(R™R"), so that g = V% f and hence f € S*P(R") according to [27,
Definition 3.19]. We thus have that
195 lovcaey < i nd (19 ull e

for any open set A C R", since

/cp-Vf‘dex: lim / 0V fde < || lim inf |V fi | oo (s 2
Rn k—+o0 JRn

LP=T(A;R") k—+o0
for all ¢ € C(A; R™). Therefore, (B.10) follows by taking limits as k — +oo in (3.13).

Proof of (B11). Inequality (B.11]) follows by applying (810) with A = R™ and minimis-
ing the right-hand side with respect to r» > 0.

Proof of ([B12). Now assume p € (1, %) andq let ¢ = =t5y, Let v € C>®(R™ R"™)
be fixed. Recalling inequality (2.5), since ¢ € La=T(R™;R"™) we have that
Gl Ialfl € LNR™),  |ol I ol Vi f] € LURY).
In particular, Fubini’s Theorem implies that
fh op € L' RY,RY), I_op-Vf € LYRY).
Since div®yp € Lp_ﬁl(R") by Proposition 2.I], we also get that
fdivl_qp = fdivtp € L*(R™).

Therefore, observing that I;_,p € Lip,(R™; R") because VI;_ap = V% € L®(R";R™)
again by Proposition 2.1l and performing a standard cut-off approximation argument, we
can integrate by parts and obtain

/ <p-]1_anfdx:/ Iowp - Vofds = —/ Fdiv,_ppdr = —/ Fdivee da.
R™ Rn R” R»
Therefore

/ <p-[1,avwfda::—/ Fdivee da

R™ R™

for all p € C(R™;R™), proving ([BI2). In particular, notice that V@ f € LI(R™; R™) by
inequality (2.5]). The proof is complete. O
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For the case p = 400, we have the following immediate consequence of Lemma [2.4] and
Proposition 2.8

Corollary 3.4 (WL>*(R") C S“*®(R")). Let a € (0,1). If f € Wh(R"), then [ €
S (R™) with

NWn fn, o

a(l—a) IV f oo s oy L | 25 (3.14)

3.2. Two representation formulas for the a-variation. In this section, we prove two
useful representation formulas for the a-variation.

We begin with the following weak representation formula for the fractional a-variation
of functions in BVj.(R™)NL>(R™). Here and in the following, we denote by f* the precise
representative of f € LL (R"™), see (A1) for the definition.

IV fllpoenimmy < 207

Proposition 3.5. Let a € (0,1) and f € BVioe(R?)NL>®°(R™). Then Vf € Li . (R™;R")
and

/Rn@-v fdx:REIEOO/Rncp-Il_a(XBRDf)dx (3.15)
for all ¢ € Lip, (R™; R™).

Proof. By Proposition B2([), we know that V*f € L{ (R™R") for all « € (0,1). By
Theorem [A.T], we also know that fxp, € BV(R") N L*(R") with D(xp,f) = x5, Df +
J[*Dxp, forall R > 0. Now fix ¢ € Lip (R";R") and take R > 0 such that supp ¢ C Bpg/s.
By [27, Theorem 3.18], we have that

/ XBgf divipdr = — / ¢V xBpf)d / ¢ h-aD(xB,f)dx

Moreover, we can split the last integral as

Lo heaDlsef)do = | o hoala, DA du+ [ o hoalf*Dxp,)de. (316)

For all x € Bg/z, we can estimate

[l1-a(f" Dxbg)(x)] =

() Yy n—1
/ A ()‘

By [z — y[rra1]y|

1 f(Ry) -
— /aBl— A" (y)

- o z n+a—1

R y - vl
nwy,

e (1)
2n+a 1nwn

< - oo n

< T ey

and so, since supp ¢ C Bg/2, we get that
. n+a71nwn
[+ Dol D) de | < = ol | flwmn: (317)
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Therefore, by (2Z11]), Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, (3.16) and (317), we
get that

/ fdivipdr = lim / XBpfdivipdr = lim / o -l olxg.Df)dx
R R—+o00 JR" R R

R—+o00

and the conclusion follows. O

In the following result, we show that for all functions in bv(R™) N L*(R"™) one can
actually pass to the limit as R — 400 inside the integral in the right-hand side of (B13]).

Corollary 3.6. If either f € BV(R") or f € bu(R™) N L>*(R"), then
VY =16L_,Df a.e. inR" (3.18)

Proof. If f € BV (R"), then (3.18) coincides with (8.2)) and there is nothing to prove. So
let us assume that f € bu(R™) N L>®(R™). Writing Df = v;|Df| with v; € S*™ |D f|-a.e.
in R™, for all x € R" we have

o vely)  — v(y)
REI—POO XBR(y) |y . {L‘|n+a—1 - |y . ZL‘|n+O‘_1 for |Df|—a.e. Yy 7& xz.

Moreover, for all x € R™, we have

v 1
o, () —2W | e I\®",|DJ]) VR >0,

‘y _ x|n+a71 — |y _ x|n+a71

because I1_o|Df| € LL.(R") by [27, Lemma 2.4]. Therefore, by Lebesgue’s Dominated
Convergence Theorem (applied with respect to the finite measure |D f|), we get that

thf Ioo(XB,Df)(x) = (I1—aDf)(x) fora.e. xecR"

Now let ¢ € Lip,(R™;R"™). Since
- o, DF) < lol ol Df| € LNEY) VR >0,

again by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we get that

Jdm [ e ha(,Df) dr = /]R oI oDf da. (3.19)
The conclusion thus follows by combining (B.15) with (3.19). O

3.3. Relation between BV? and BV®? for 3 < o and p > 1. Let us recall the
following result, see [27, Lemma 3.28].

Lemma 3.7. Let a € (0,1). The following properties hold.
(i) If f € BVY(R"), then u = I,_of € bu(R™) with Du = D*f in .# (R";R").
(ii) If u € BV(R"), then f := (—=A)2*u € BVYR") with

| fllereny < cnollullBv@ny and D*f = Du in #R";R").

As a consequence, the operator (—A)™=" : BV (R") — BV*(R") is continuous.
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We can thus relate functions with bounded a-variation and functions with bounded
variation via Riesz potential and the fractional Laplacian. We would like to prove a
similar result between functions with bounded a-variation and functions with bounded
[-variation, for any couple of exponents 0 < g < o < 1.

However, although the standard variation of a function f € Li _(R"™) is well defined, it
is not clear whether the functional

© / fdivieodr (3.20)
Rn

is well posed for all ¢ € C°(R™;R"), since div®¢ does not have compact support. Nev-
ertheless, thanks to Proposition 2], the functional in (B:20) is well defined as soon as
f € LP(R™) for some p € [1,+00]. Hence, it seems natural to define the space

BV*P(R") :={f € LP(R") : |ID*f|(R") < o0} (3.21)
for any a € (0,1) and p € [1,+o0]. In particular, BV*!(R") = BV*(R"). Similarly, we
let

BV (RY) = {f € L’(R") : |DJ|(R") < oo}
for all p € [1, +00]. In particular, BV (R™) = BV (R").

A further justification for the definition of these new spaces comes from the following
fractional version of the Gagliardo—Nirenberg—Sobolev embedding: if n > 2 and o €
(0,1), then BV*(R") is continuously embedded in LP(R") for all p € {1, r"a}, see [27,
Theorem 3.9]. Hence, thanks to (3:2I]), we can equivalently write

BV*(R") C BV*?(R")

with continuous embedding for all n > 2, o € (0,1) and p € [ ; ﬂ}

Incidentally, we remark that the continuous embedding BV*(R") C Lw= (R") for n > 2
and « € (0, 1) can be improved using the main result of the recent work [73] (see also [74]).
Indeed, if n > 2, a € (0,1) and f € C°(R"), then, by taking F' = V*f in [73, Theo-
rem 1.1}, we have that

11l gy < mall eVl s gy < ol V1

thanks to the boundedness of the Riesz transform R: Lw="(R") — Li-a''(R"; R"), where
Cnas Cp.o > 0 are two constants depending only on n and a, and L%’l(R") is the Lorentz
space of exponents -1 (we refer to [39,[40] for an account on Lorentz spaces and
on the properties of Riesz transform). Thus, recalling [27, Theorem 3.8], we readily
deduce the continuous embedding BV*(R") ¢ L= (R") for n > 2 and « € (0,1)
by [39, Exercise 1.1.1(b)] and Fatou’s Lemma. This suggests that the spaces defined
in (B:2I) may be further enlarged by considering functions belonging to some Lorentz
space, but we do not need this level of generality here.

In the case n = 1, the space BV*(R) does not embed in Lﬁ(R) with continuity,
see [27, Remark 3.10]. However, somehow completing the picture provided by [73], we
can prove that the space BV %(R) continuously embeds in the Lorentz space Lﬁ’c’o(R).
Although this result is truly interesting only for n = 1, we prove it below in all dimensions
for the sake of completeness.
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Theorem 3.8 (Weak Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality). Let o € (0,1). There
exists a constant ¢, o > 0 such that

111 o gy < nal D% FI(RY) (3.22)

for all f € BVY(R™). As a consequence, BV*(R") is continuously embedded in LI(R™)
for any q € [1, "~).

Proof. Let f € C*(R™). By [72, Theorem 3.5] (see also [27, Section 3.6]), we have
(y—2) VY ,

f(ZL‘) = —le_Ova‘f(l‘) = _/"LW/,—O:/n |y o x|n+17a y7 x 6 Rn7
so that
ve _— o "
P <t [T gy = Sonce ) g vo i), w e R
Rn |y - l‘| Hn1—a

Since I,: LY(R") — L#-a>°(R™") is a continuous operator by Hardy-LittlewoodSobolev
inequality (see [76, Theorem 1, Chapter V] or [39, Theorem 1.2.3]), we can estimate

nﬂn,—a [ o [e] n
ol VEFI im0 gy S CnalllVEFlllrn) = cna [DFI(RT),

||f||L#OO(]Rn) —

n,l—«

where ¢, > 0 is a constant depending only on n and «. Thus, inequality (3.22]) follows
for all f € C*(R™). Now let f € BV*(R™). By [27, Theorem 3.8], there exists (fx)ren C
C>®(R™) such that f, — f a.e. in R™ and |D? fi|(R") — |D*f|(R") as k — +o0. By [39,
Exercise 1.1.1(b)] and Fatou’s Lemma, we thus get

N~ < i i N~ < n.o i « n = n.o @ "
11 e gy < 0 il e ) < i D il (RY) = 0 D% | (RY)

and so ([B.22) readily follows. Finally, thanks to [39, Proposition 1.1.14], we obtain the
continuous embedding of BV*(R") in L4(R™) for all ¢ € [1, 2-). O

' n—a

Remark 3.9 (The embedding BV*(R) C Lﬁ’oo(R) is sharp). Let a € (0,1). The
continuous embedding BV*(R) C Lﬁ’oo(R) is sharp at the level of Lorentz spaces, in
the sense that BV *(R™) \ Lﬁ’q(R) # & for any ¢ € [1,400). Indeed, if we let

fal@) = o — 1 Vsgn(e — 1) — o Tsgn(e), @ € R\ {0,1},

then f, € BV*R) by [27, Theorem 3.26], and it is not difficult to prove that f, €
Lﬁ’oo(R). However, we can find a constant ¢, > 0 such that

Fal@)] 2 calal® oy 1 1) (0) = gale),  w€RV\{O,1},

so that dy, > d,,, where d;, and dg, are the distribution functions of f, and g,. A simple
calculation shows that

11
11

1
5 if 0 < s <cp4t=@

L& =1"
2 (—) i s> cad ™,



32 G. E. COMI AND G. STEFANI

so that, by [39, Proposition 1.4.9], we obtain

1
A

> el oy = [ g ()] s ds
y = Wl reem) T 1 —a o g

24(1=a)  rtoo
> 1 / ) s 9597 ds = 400
— X Jepd4l—a

and thus f, ¢ Lﬁ’q(R) for any ¢ € [1, +00).

’Q(R

We collect the above continuous embeddings in the following statement.

Corollary 3.10 (The embedding BV* C BV*?). Let a € (0,1) and p € {1 L) We

' n—a

have BV*(R™) C BV*P(R"™) with continuous embedding. In addition, if n > 2, then also
BV*(R") ¢ BV®w= (R") with continuous embedding.

With Corollary [3.10 at hands, we are finally ready to investigate the relation between
a-variation and [-variation for 0 < f < a < 1.

Lemma 3.11. Let 0 < 8 < a < 1. The following hold.
(i) If f € BVA(R™), then u = I, gf € BV*P(R") for any p € (anJrB’ r”a) (including
p=-"=ifn>2) with D*u= D’f in #(R";R").
(i) If u € BVYR™), then f = (—A)*F u € BVA(R") with
||f||Ll(Rn) S Cn,oz,ﬁ ||u||Bva(]Rn) cmd Dﬂf = Do‘u mn %(Rn,Rn)
a=8

As a consequence, the operator (—A)™= : BV*(R") — BVA(R") is continuous.

Proof. We begin with the following observation. Let ¢ € C®(R™ R"™) and let U C R™
be a bounded open set such that supp C U. By Proposition 2.1l and the semigroup
property (2.4]) of the Riesz potential, we can write
divPlp = I,_gdivp = I,_gI,_odivep = I,_gdiv¥ep.
Similarly, we also have
I,_g|div¥o| = Ih_p|i_odive| < Ih_gli_,|dive| = I;_g|dive|,
so that I,_g|div®p| € L>*°(R"™) with
[ Ta-pldiveepl||Lee@n) < [[T1-pldive][| Lo @n) < Cppulldive| oo mn)
by [27, Lemma 2.4]. We now prove the two statements separately.

Proof of [@). Let f € BVA(R") and ¢ € C=(R™; R"). Thanks to Corollary 310, if n > 2,
then f € BVA4(R") for any ¢ € [1, 25l and so Io_gf € LP(R") for any p € (r:w, #}
by (Z3). If instead n = 1, then f € BVP4(R) for any ¢ € [1, 115) and so [,—sf € LP(R)
for any p € ( : ! ) Since f € L'(R") and I, g|div¥p| € L*(R™), by Fubini’s

T—at8’ 1-w
Theorem we have

fdivPedz :/ [ 1o—pdivipdz :/ udivte dz, (3.23)
R Rn R"

proving that u := I,_zf € BV*P(R") for any p € (m, nT”a) (including p = = if
n > 2), with D% = DPf in .4 (R";R").
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Proof of (il). Let u € BV*(R"). By [27, Theorem 3.32], we know that u € Wo=21(R"),
so that f := (—A)#u € L'(R™) with || f]| L1 &n) < Cnyas |[u] Bvemn), see [27, Section 3.10].
Then, arguing as before, for any ¢ € C°(R™; R") we get (3.23)), since we have I,_sf = u

in L'(R™) (see [27, Section 3.10]). The proof is complete. O

3.4. The inclusion BV* C W#! for 8 < a: a representation formula. In [27,
Theorem 3.32], we proved that the inclusion BV* C W#! is continuous for 3 < a. In the
following result we prove a useful representation formula for the fractional S-gradient of
any f € BV*(R"), extending the formula obtained in Corollary B.6l

Proposition 3.12. Let a € (0,1). If f € BVY(R"), then f € WAL(R"™) for all B € (0, )

with

VAf=1,3Df a.c inR" (3.24)

In addition, for any bounded open set U C R™, we have
IV flli @iz < Cniatsyw [DFI(R?) (3.25)
forall B € (0, ), where Cy, o v is as in (29). Finally, given an open set A C R™, we have

Hn,1+8—a Wn,l‘Daszr) a—p3 wn,Oz(n + 25 B Oé) -8
Vﬁ 1A-rr) < r + 1Rrn) T
e ] e 22D s

(3.26)

for all v > 0 and all § € (0, ), where Wy = [|VXB, |01 @0 Rn), Wni = |Dxp,|(R") =
nwy, and, as above, A, = {x € R" : dist(x, A) < r}. In particular, we have

8 1_B
i1 -at0h it (n 4 26 — )~

B(n+p—a)(a—p)

Proof. Fix 3 € (0,a). By [27, Theorem 3.32] we already know that f € W/(R"), with
DFf = VP 2" according to [27, Theorem 3.18]. We thus just need to prove (3.24)), (3.25)
and (3.26]).

We prove ([B:24). Let ¢ € C°(R";R™). Note that I,_zp € Lip,(R™;R") is such that
divl,_pp = I,_pdivep, so that

B
[eY

B
o lfﬁ « n
IV fll 1 en; ey < 1S 1| px Gy 1D FI(R™)

(3.27)

L odivly_go = I, _o I gdive = I, _gdivp = divPp
by the semigroup property (Z4) of the Riesz potential. Moreover, in a similar way, we
have
L o|divl,_go| = L_o|lo_pdive| < o1, gl|dive| = I,_g|dive| € L (R™).
By Lemma 2.2] we thus have that div®l,_gp = div®p. Consequently, by Proposition 27,
we get
/ Fdiviodr :/ FAivoT,_gpds = —/ Lo_sp - dDf.
R7 R7 R7

Since |D° f|(R") < +oo, we have I, g|D*f] € L .(R") and thus, by Fubini’s Theorem,
we get that

/ Lo sp-dDf = / o Lo_sD"f da.

Rn Rn
We conclude that

/ fdivPpds = —/ o Lo sD°f dz

R7 R7
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for any ¢ € C°(R"™; R™), proving (3.24)).
We prove (3.25). By (B.:24]), by Tonelli’s Theorem and by [27, Lemma 2.4], we get

IV flde < [ o slD?flde < Craasino| DS I(RY)

where C,, o v is as in (Z3)).
We now prove ([3.26]) in two steps. We argue as in the proof of (3.4]).

Proof of ([326), Step 1. Assume f € C*(R") and fix » > 0. We have

IV fldz = [ 159" f|do

+
- n+6—a ( {Inl<r} |h|"+ﬁ * T

We estimate the two double integrals appearing in the right-hand side separately. By
Tonelli’s Theorem, we have

|IVef(x+ h)| dh
dhde = [ [ 190+ )| do oo
/ /h|<7~} |h|rtB—e v {|hl<r} A| @+ h)lde |h|nth—a
dh
cifiay [,
D7 1(4-) {Ihl<r} [h[* O
_ Nwn D fI(A) ra—p
a— 3 '
Concerning the second double integral, we apply [, Lemma 3.1.1(c)] to each component
of the measure D*f € . (R™;R") and get

PR =P ol (10 P e (C1C)
{Ihl=r} r

|h|n+6—a Qn—i—B—a—i—l B ,r.n-l—ﬁ—oz

Ve f(x+h) ’ )
22T ahlde )
{(|hzry  |h|ntP=e

for all z € A. Since
D*[(By(@)) = [ X,(s) V" f(a+y) dy
== [ fla+y) Vs, ) dy

=—o" / flx+0y) VX, (y) dy,
Rn

we can compute

) [T AED D)

Qn—l—ﬁ—a-‘rl Tn—i—B—a

—(n+pB—-a) /:OO Qﬁlﬂ /Rn f(@ + 0y) Vxp, (y) dy do

(n+ 68—«

1 «
= [ ) VX () dy

- /. <w —(n+4—a) /;wwdé)) VX, (y) dy
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dxg/
RTL

f(z+1y)

| | o
S/n/nTW X5 (y)| dx dy

+(n+B-a) [ /r+°°/n|f‘2;fy||va ()| dz dody

n,a 20 —
_ Whn, (n‘; B ) ||f||L1(R”)T

for all x € A. Hence, we have

Vef(x+h)

dh
(>} |h|ntB—e

Vef(x+ h) ‘
Y I an | de
/{h|>r} |h|nHh—e

,5'

Thus ([B3.4)) follows for all f € C2°(R"™) and r > 0.

Proof of [B4), Step 2. Let f € BV*(R") and fix » > 0. By [27, Theorem 3.8], we
find (fx)ren C C°(R™) such that fp — f in LY(R") and |D?f|(R™") — |D°f|(R") as
k — 400. By Step 1, we have that

nwy | D fi|(4,) ja-b 4 Wna(n+ 26 — )

Hn14+8—a _
IV full gy < L2 ( ||fk||L1<Rn>rﬁ)

n+pf—o a—p 5
(3.28)
for all k£ € N. We have that
(VPf) 2" = (VP& as k — +oc. (3.29)
This can be proved arguing as in the proof of (39) using (3.25]). At this point the proof
goes like that of Proposition B2l[) and we thus leave the details to the reader. O

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF FRACTIONAL «-VARIATION AS o — 1~

4.1. Convergence of V* and div® as a — 17. We begin with the following simple
result about the asymptotic behavior of the constant ji,, , as o« — 17.

Lemma 4.1. Let n € N. We have

+1
Hoo o -8 62"/ L5 +1) = C, VYae(0,1) (4.1)
l—a I (2)
and
. - I |
all)r?i =W (4.2)

Proof. Since I'(1) = 1 and T'(1 + x) = x () for z > 0 (see [9]), we have I'(x) ~ 27! as
x — 0. Thus as @« — 1~ we find

nP n+a+1 .
e )Nww—a)r(ﬁﬂ):wnlu—a)

and (Z£2) follows. Since I' is log-convex on (0, +00) (see [9]), for all z > 0 and a € (0,1)
we have

D(r+a)=T(1-a)r+alx+1)) <T(x)"*T(x+1)* =2°T(z).
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a+1
9

Forx:%anda:

P52 < (5) T r(5) < [5fr(5) <or (5) <o (51

forallnm > 1. Forx =1+ I’Ta and a = 5, we can estimate

3 1—a\2 1—« 31l—a_/1—a
r(Z)<(1 r(1 <4/2 r .
()< (1+159) r 1+ 59 = 21500 (59

We thus get

we can estimate

fna(l—a) b =217

and (A1) follows. O

In the following technical result, we show that the constant C, ¢ defined in (2.9) is
uniformly bounded as « — 17 in terms of the volume and the diameter of the bounded
open set U C R™.

Lemma 4.2 (Uniform upper bound on Cp, oy as a — 17). Letn € N and a € (3,1). Let
U C R" be bounded open set. If C,, o is as in (29), then

Chov < (T;WEC;) ((n i %) max{l, Lﬂ}ﬁ + max{l, \/diam(U)}) = Kpu, (4.3)

n

where C,, is as in ([EI)).

Proof. By ([J), for all o € (3, 1) we have
N fln.o nC, nC,
: <

n+a—-1)1-a)  n+a—-1"n—3

Since 17 < max{l, \/f} forany t > 0 and « € (%, 1), we have

wy (diam(U))* < w, max{l, \/diam(U)}

and
nta-1 U 1 l1-c U 1
(77%0" ) ! |U|PTQ L Uln+a—-1) < T nax 1,u .
n+a—1 n+a-—1 NWy, (n—%) Wn,
Combining these inequalities, we get the conclusion. U

As consequence of Proposition 2T and Lemma [£2] we prove that V* and div® converge
pointwise to V and div respectively as a — 17.

Proposition 4.3. If f € C}(R"™), then for all x € R™ we have
Tim 1o (z) = (@) (14)
As a consequence, if f € C3R") and p € C2(R™;R"™), then for all x € R™ we have
alir{l_ Vf(x) =V f(x), alirgl_ div¥p(z) = divp(x). (4.5)
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Proof. Let f € C}H(R") and fix = € R™. Writing (2.6]) in spherical coordinates, we find
Taf(e) = B2 iy [T e g0y dodt™ o),
B

n — o 6—0

Since f € C}(R™), for each fixed v € B; we can integrate by parts in the variable ¢ and
get

0—+00 00
- —éékf%ﬁ@+m»@
=L o) - = [ 0,7+ ) de

«

/+oo etz 4 ov)d —[g—af(:c—ir v)
5 0 0 0= o 0

Clearly, we have

lim ¢ f(x+ dv)ds" (v) = 0.

5—0t  Jom
Thus, by Fubini’s Theorem, we conclude that
HUnl—« o 1
1, = - / 0, dze" do. 4.6
f(z) air—a) b Jom © o(f (z + ov)) (v) do (4.6)

Since f has compact support and recalling (L.2), we can pass to the limit in (£.6) and get
lim I, f(x

dod" ' (v) =
lim, e [T o+ o)) dodor ) = £
proving (£4)). The pointwise limits in (£.3) immediately follows by Proposition 21 O

In the following crucial result, we improve the pointwise convergence obtained in Propo-
sition .3 to strong convergence in LP(R™) for all p € [1,400].

Proposition 4.4. Let p € [1,+00]. If f € C*(R") and ¢ € C*(R™;R"), then
limﬁ HVO‘f - vf”LP(]R";R”) = 0, 111’[17 ”diVaQO — diVQOHLp(Rn) =0.
a—1 a—1

Proof. Let f € C*(R"). Since

/ dy /1 do nwn,
= nwn _— = s
B |y|ntet 0 0¢ 11—«

for all z € R™ we can write
NWnfln,a f(z) = —Hna Vf(x)
(1-—a)in+a—-1) n+a—1J/p |y[rtet
Therefore, by (2.6]), we have

‘”f“>‘<1_§ﬁffl_¢>vf“>

o ( [Vt Vi, /}RR\&M@)

— 477/ T o 1 |y|n+a—1 |y|n+a—1

for all z € R™. We now distinguish two cases.
Case 1: p € [1,+00). Using the elementary inequality |v+w|? < 2P~ (|v]P + |w|P) valid
for all v, w € R™, we have

| |vesi@)-

p

dx

NWy Un, o
(I-a)(n+a—-1)

V()
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/ Vix+y)—Vfz) a g

< 2 na
|y|n+oz—1

“n4+a-—1Jr
207 Yy o
n+oa—1J/r

dx

p

dx.

/ Vikty)
R"\ By 4

|y|nFet

We now estimate the two double integrals appearing in the right-hand side separately.
For the first double integral, as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 we pass in spherical
coordinates to get

/ Vie+y) -V
B1

Lay=[ [0 (Ve + o) - Vi) dodr 0)

[y|mret
1
== (V4a+) = V1) ) (@)
[ 0,V o) dodA )
oB1Jo 1 —
for all x € R"™. Hence, by (4.2]), we find
. Hn,a n—
alg?— (1—a)n+a-—1) /831 (V{2 +v) = V() a7 ()
1
= | (Vi) = V(@) dm )
and
: Pn,a e -
Jim L, L@ 0Vt o)) dodt (v)
1
— [ [Tt o) ded )
1
= | (Vi) = V(@) ()
for all z € R™. Therefore, we get
. fin o Vile+y) =V
alg?f n+a—1J/p ly|nto-t dy =0

for all x € R"™. Recalling (£1]), we also observe that

pna |Vflx+y)—Vf(z) <C IVf(z+y)—Vf(z)l
n+a—1 ly|rto—t - |y|™

for all « € (0,1), x € R™ and y € B;. Moreover, letting R > 0 be such that supp f C Bkg,
we can estimate

/ Vi(z+y) — V[
B ly|™

dy < nw, ||V2f||Loo(Rn;Rn2) XBry1 (l‘)
for all x € R", so that

o ( LA dy>” -
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In conclusion, applying Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we find

/ Vi@+y) — Vi) ay

|y |t

p

dz = 0.

. ,un,a
lim ——————
a=l-n+aoa—1Jre

For the second double integral, note that
/ Vity) :/ V(fx+y) — fl@)) ,
R™\ By R™\ By

|y|n+oz—1 |y|n+a—1

Y

for all z € R™. Now let R > 0. Integrating by parts, we have that

/ V({f(z+y) - f(x)) dy:(n+a_1)/ y(fla+y) -~ f@)
Bgr\B1

e mam e

bt oy (4 9) = £@) ()

= o @t y) = (@) A" (y)
for all z € R™. Since

|f(z+y) — f(2)] 2nwy, ;
d < oo n
/Rn\BR |y|+e v= aR~ 17112 (&™)

and
1 2nwy,

n—1
AT o, [ 0) = F@] A7 () < T fll ey
for all R > 0, we conclude that
/ Vity) o Viz+y)
R”\Bl

|y|n+a71 o R Yoo Br\B1 |y|n+a71

Y (e +y) = f@)

R™\B, [y[rett ’
= [, ) = f@)da )

for all x € R™. Hence, by Minkowski’s Integral Inequality (see [76, Section A.1], for
example), we can estimate

‘/ Vit+y) ,

mB  |y|rtet

§<n+a—1)‘

[ trn-sol,
R"\ By

|y |

LP(R7; R™) Lr(R™)

#] [ 1160 = SOl

Sn+20z—1

LP(R™)
27’Lwn||f||Lp(Rn) .

Thus, by ([2), we get that

p

dz = 0.

. ,un,a
lim ————
a=sl-n+oa—1Jre

/ Vi+y)
R”\ By Y

|y|nFat
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Case 2: p = 4+00. We have

a _ NWy n,o
S V@) - TS m e V@
[in.a Vi+y) —Vf(z) / Vi +y)
< fna d dy| ).
T nta-l (azseuﬂgl /131 |y |t vt xsél]lgl Ro\B;, |y|rtet Y

Again we estimate the two integrals appearing in the right-hand side separately. We note
that

|y, (V@ +0) = V(@) dor ) - / / 000,V (w+ v) dg d " (v)

_/831/ 0o(V f( + ov)) dod A" (v),
so that we can rewrite (A7) as
Vilx+y)—Vf N
/Bl (x|y|z£a_1 = “1-a /BB/ (1— 0" 0,(Vf(x + ov)) dodst" "} (v).

Hence, we can estimate

/ Vi@ +y) = Vi) dy|

sup

ZERP |y|n+a71

< A= sup 0,9 (o + o)l ded™ w)

1 2
S 2 _ o Nnwn, ||V f”Loo(]Rn;RnQ)a

so that

. Hn,a
lim —————
a—1" M + o — 1 zER™

/ Vi@+y) = Vi) dy| o

‘y‘nqtafl

For the second integral, by (£8) we can estimate

/ Vi+y)
R"\ By Y

‘y‘ﬂﬁf’&*l dx

sup
zeR™

<(n+a-—1)sup

zeRn |y |te

[ M-t dy’
R"\ By

b | [ 17 = 1@l )
zcRn | JOB
n—+2a—1
I

Thus, by (£2), we get that

n,x ;
lim —Hma sup / 7‘]0@ v) dy| = 0.
a=1=n+ o — 1 gern|JR0\B, |y|PTo!

We can now conclude the proof. Again recalling (£.2), we thus find that
lim [[V*f = V[ ornirn)
a—1
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NWn n, o \V/
1—a)n+a-—1) /

LP(R™R™)
MW .o
(1-a)(n+a-1)
for all p € [1,+00] and the conclusion follows. The LP-convergence of div®y to divp
as o — 17 for all p € [1,+o0] follows by a similar argument and is left to the reader. O

—1|=0

+ IVl r@nigny lim
a—1

Remark 4.5. Note that the conclusion of Proposition[44still holds if instead one assumes
that f € Z(R") and ¢ € .(R™;R"), where .(R"; R™) is the space of m-vector-valued
Schwartz functions. We leave the proof of this assertion to the reader.

4.2. Weak convergence of a-variation as a — 17. In Theorem [4.7] below, we prove

that the fractional a-variation weakly converges to the standard variation as o — 1~ for
functions either in BV (R™) or in BVj,.(R") N L>(R™). In the proof of Theorem A7), we
are going to use the following technical result.

Lemma 4.6. There exists a dimensional constant ¢, > 0 with the following property. If
f € L>®(R™) N BVjoe(R™), then

IV Fll i Brimny < e (RIDF|(Bsr) + B [|f || oo en) (4.9)
for all R >0 and o € (1, 1).

Proof. Since T'(z) ~ z7! as z — 0 (see [9]), inequality (£3) follows immediately com-
bining (3.7)) with Lemma ATl O

Theorem 4.7. If either f € BV (R™) or f € BVjoo(R™) N L®(R"), then
D*f —~Df asa—1".

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.
Step 1. Assume f € BV(R"). By [27, Theorem 3.18], we have

/go-Vo‘fdx:—/ Fdiveyde
R™ R™

for all ¢ € Lip.(R™;R"). Thus, given ¢ € C*(R";R"), recalling Proposition and the
estimates (2.12) and (43]), by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we get that
im [ ©-Vofde=— lim [ fdiviods — —/ fdiwpd:c:/ ©-dDJ.
a—1— JR" a—1— JR» R™ Rn
To achieve the same limit for any ¢ € C°(R™; R"), one just need to exploit (3.3)) and the
uniform estimate (A3) in Lemma .2 and argue as in Step 2 of the proof of (B.4). We
leave the details to the reader.
Step 2. Assume f € BVio.(R") N L>*(R™). By Proposition B2( ), we know that
Def = Vof.¥¢™ with VOf € Ll _(R™;R"). By Proposition 4], we get that

e P Ve fde — /Rn ©- de‘ <[ £l oo gn) lim [div¥p — dive|| 11 gn; mey = 0

for all ¢ € C?(R™;R™). To achieve the same limit for any ¢ € C?(R™; R"™), one just need
to exploit (£9]) and argue as in Step 1. We leave the details to the reader. U

lim
a—1—
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We are now going to improve the weak convergence of the fractional a-variation ob-
tained in Theorem [L.7] by establishing the weak convergence also of the total fractional
a-variation as o — 17, see Theorem below. To do so, we need the following prelimi-
nary result.

Lemma 4.8. Let yu € A4 (R™;R™). We have (I,u) L™ — 1 as a — 07

Proof. Since Riesz potential is a linear operator and thanks to Hahn-Banach Decompo-
sition Theorem, without loss of generality we can assume that p is a nonnegative finite
Radon measure.

Let now ¢ € C}(R") and let U C R™ be a bounded open set such that suppy C U.
We have that ||I,|¢]||zoe®n) < Knull@l L@ for all a € (0,3) by [27, Lemma 2.4] and
Lemma 2 Thus, by (£4), Fubini’s Theorem and Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence
Theorem, we get that

alg(rJl+ R™ P dapdz = ahanol+ R lapdp = /]R” v
To achieve the same limit for any ¢ € C°(R"), one just need to exploit [27, Lemma 2.4]
and (£3) and argue as in Step 2 of the proof of ([3.4). We leave the details to the

reader. O
Theorem 4.9. If either f € BV(R") or f € bu(R™) N L*(R"), then

|DYf| = |Df| asa—1". (4.10)
Moreover, if f € BV(R™), then also

Tim |D°f|(RY) = [Df|(R"). (411)

Proof. We prove (AI0) and (@IT]) separately.
Proof of (£I0). By Theorem T, we know that D*f — Df as o« — 17. By [50,
Proposition 4.29], we thus have that

IDF|(A) < liminf [D*f|(4) (4.12)

for any open set A C R". Now let K C R™ be a compact set. By the representation
formula ([B:I8) in Corollary 3.6, we can estimate

[DIEK) = IV fllorwirny < M-l DSl = (h-a| D] Z7)(K).
Since |D f|(R™) < 400, by Lemma 8 and [50, Proposition 4.26] we can conclude that
limsup |D®f|(K) < limsup(/1_|Df| Z")(K) < |Df|(K),

a—1- a—1-
and so (AI0) follows, thanks again to [50, Proposition 4.26].
Proof of ([@I1]). Now assume f € BV (R"). By (84) applied with A = R" and r = 1,

we have

nwp thna (|DfI(R")  n+2a—1
Da Rn < ’ 1(Rn .
DR < et (1D e
By (£2), we thus get that
limsup | D |(R") < |Df|(RY). (413)

a—1-

Thus (&I1]) follows by combining (£12) for A = R™ with (£.I3). O
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Remark 4.10. We notice that Theorem 7 and Theorem [9] in the case f = xg €
BV (R™) with E C R"™ bounded, and Theorem E.II, were already announced in [71]
Theorems 16 and 17].

Note that Theorem [£7 and Theorem in particular apply to any f € Whi(R").
In the following result, by exploiting Proposition B3] we prove that a stronger property
holds for any f € WH?(R") with p € [1, +0c0).

Theorem 4.11. Let p € [1,+00). If f € WEP(R"), then
Jim Ve f = Vi fllzr@nzn = 0. (4.14)

Proof. By Proposition we know that f € S*P(R") for any a € (0,1). We now assume
p € (1,400) and divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1. We claim that
Jim [V fllzr@nrey = [V fll2o@n; o). (4.15)
Indeed, on the one hand, by Proposition [£4], we have
/ o-Vofde = —/ fdivpds = — lim / fdivipde = lim [ ¢-Vefdr (4.16)
R™ R™ a—1— JRn a—1— JRn
for all ¢ € C°(R";R™), so that

LoVl do <6l oy g g i inf V5 ooz
for all p € C°(R™;R™). We thus get that
IV fll o (nmny < Hminf [V fll e en ). (4.17)

On the other hand, applying (3.I0) with A = R™ and r = 1, we have
NWn o IV fllLe Rn; R™ n+2a—1
( e 11l zoary

IV S lle@n;rmy <

n+aoa-—1 -« o}
By (£.2), we conclude that
i $up ||V £ oy < |V Logerser (4.18)
a—1-

Thus, ([EI5) follows by combining (AI7) and (£IF).

Step 2. We now claim that

Vof—=Vuf inP(RMR") asa— 17, (4.19)
Indeed, let ¢ € LP_Z(R";R"). For each ¢ > 0, let ¢. € C*(R";R") be such that
1Y — ¢ < e. By (@I6) and (£IH]), we can estimate

Lp—T(R";R")

|eVafdi- [ o-Vofde
Rn Rn

+ [ = vl IVaslde+ [ o= v.|[Vuf| do
R R

lim sup
a—1—

§limsup‘/anpa.Vf‘ufdx—/Rnwa-wadx

a—1—

<e (aligl IV fllLr®n;rny + vaf”LP(R”;R")>
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= 2¢ ||V fllrn;rm)
so that (£I9) follows passing to the limit as e — 0.
Since LP(R™;R™) is uniformly convex (see [19, Section 4.3] for example), the limit

in (4I4)) follows from (4LI5) and (£I9) by [19, Proposition 3.32], and the proof in the
case p € (1,400) is complete.

For the case p = 1, we argue as follows (we thank Mattia Calzi for this simple argu-
ment). Without loss of generality, it is enough to prove the limit in (£I5) with p = 1
for any given sequence (ag)ren such that o — 17 as k — +o0o. By (@II), the se-
quence (||V f|| L1 (gn;rn))ken is bounded for any f € W'(R") and thus, by Banach-
Steinhaus Theorem, the linear operators V*: WhHI(R") — LY(R";R"), k € N, are uni-
formly bounded (in the operator norm). The conclusion hence follows by exploiting the
density of C2°(R"™) in WH(R™) and Proposition E4. O

For the case p = 400, we have the following result. The proof is very similar to the
one of Theorem Tl and is thus left to the reader.

Theorem 4.12. If f € WL(R"), then
Vof —=Vuf in L°R"R") asa— 1" (4.20)
and

7.0 f ey <l Ef |V e ) (421)

4.3. T'-convergence of a-variation as a — 17. In this section, we study the I'-
convergence of the fractional a-variation to the standard variation as a — 1.

We begin with the I'-lim inf inequality.
Theorem 4.13 (I'-liminf inequalities as o — 17). Let Q C R™ be an open set.

(i) If (fa)ac(.1) C Lioe(R™) satisfies supaeo ) | fallzoe@n) < +00 and fo — f in Lj, (R")
as o — 17, then
DFI(©) < liminf D", (). (1.22)
a—1-

(i) If (fa)aco,1) C LY(R™) satisfies fo — f in L*(R™) as a — 17, then ([@22) holds.

Proof. We prove the two statements separately.
Proof of (@). Let ¢ € C°(§;R™) be such that |||z @rn) < 1. Since we can estimate

‘ / fadivipdr — / fdivpdx
Rn Rn

g/Rn|fa—f| |div<p|dx+/w|fa||diva¢_div<p|dx

< ||diVS0||L°°(R";Rn)/ \fo = fldz + ( sup. ||fa||L°°(R")) [div®e — divep]| 1 (n),
€(0,

supp ¢ ag(
by Proposition [£.4] we get that
fdivpdr = lim fo div®@ dx < liminf |[D“f|(£2)
R™ R™ a—1—

a—1—

and the conclusion follows.
Proof of (). Let ¢ € CF(Q2;R"™) be such that ||¢]|ze@rr) < 1. Since we can estimate

‘ / fadivipdr — / fdivp dx
R™ Rn

< [ o= flldivelde+ [ 1] ldivie - dive| do
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< ||divep|| e @n)l[ fa = flli@ny + |divie — dive|| oo @n) || fall 21 @n),
by Proposition 4] we get that

/ fdivods = lim / fadivep de < liminf | D f.](Q)

Rn» a—1= JR"® a—1—

and the conclusion follows. O
We now pass to the I'-lim sup inequality.

Theorem 4.14 (I'-limsup inequalities as a« — 17). Let Q@ C R™ be an open set.
(i) If f € BV(R") and either Q is bounded or 2 = R", then

limsup | D* f|(Q) < |[Df|(Q). (4.23)

a—1~

(77) If f € BVioe(R™) and Q2 is bounded, then
[(Lyge) -limsup [D*f[(2) < [Df|(Q).

a—1-
In addition, if f = xg, then the recovering sequences (fo)ac(o,1) ™ (3) and (@) can be
taken such that fo = xg, for some measurable sets (Eqy)ac(0,1)-

Proof. Assume f € BV (R"). By Theorem 9] we know that |D*f| — |Df| as o — 17.
Thus, by [50, Proposition 4.26], we get that
lim sup | D° f](©2) < limsup | D° f](€D) < |DF|(©) (4.24)
a—1- a—1-
for any bounded open set 2 C R". If @ = R", then ([£.23)) follows immediately from (Z11).
This concludes the proof of (f).

Now assume that f € BV,(R") and Q is bounded. Let (Ry)ren C (0,+00) be a
sequence such that Ry — 400 as k — +oo and set f; = fXBRk for all £ € N. By
Theorem [A.1] we can choose the sequence (Ry)ren such that, in addition, f € BV (R")
with Dfy = xp, Df + f*Dxay, for all k € N. Consequently, fi — f in Li (R") as k —
+o00 and, moreover, since 2 is bounded, |D f|(Q2) = |Df|(2) and | D fx|(02) = |D f|(09)
for all k£ € N sufficiently large. By (£24]), we have that

lim sup [ D () < |Dfl (@) (4.25)

a—1-
for all £ € N sufficiently large. Hence, by [17, Proposition 1.28], by [29, Proposition 8.1(c)]
and by (£.25]), we get that
I (Lige) - lim sup | D £|(€2) < lim inf (D(L,e) - lim sup | D fe ()
— 100

a—1— a—1—

< Jim |DAI@) = DfI@).

This concludes the proof of ().

Finally, if f = xg, then we can repeat the above argument verbatim in the metric spaces
{xr € LY(R") : F C R"} for ({l) and {xr € LL.(R™) : F C R"} for (i) endowed with their
natural distances. U

Remark 4.15. Thanks to (£.23)), a recovery sequence in Theorem .T4({) is the constant
sequence (also in the special case f = xg).
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Combining Theorem EI3I[) and Theorem ETII[), we can prove that the fractional
Caccioppoli a-perimeter I'-converges to De Giorgi’s perimeter as a — 1~ in L} _(R"). We
refer to [3] for the same result on the classical fractional perimeter.

Theorem 4.16 (I'(LL,.)-lim of perimeters as a — 17). Let Q C R™ be a bounded open
set with Lipschitz boundary. For every measurable set E C R™, we have

D(Lhe) - lim |D*xpl(©) = P(E; ).

Proof. By Theorem [LT3|({l), we already know that
F<Llloc> -lim }l’lf |DQXE| (Q> > P(E7 Q)7
a—1-

loe) - limsup inequality. Without loss of generality, we
can assume P(E;Q) < +oo. Now let (Ej)ren be given by Theorem [A4l Since yg, €
BVioe(R™) and P(Ey;02) = 0 for all k € N, by Theorem ET4({) we know that
(L) - limsup | D*x g, | () < P(E}; Q)
a—1-
for all k € N. Since xp, — xr in Li.(R") and P(E; Q) — P(E;Q) as k — +oo,
by [17, Proposition 1.28] we get that

so we just need to prove the T'(L]

[(Li,.)-limsup |[D*yg|(©2) < liminf (F(Llloc) -lim sup |DQXEk|(Q))
a—1- k=400 a—1-
< o . — .
< lm_P(E:Q) = P(E;Q)
and the proof is complete. O

Finally, by combining Theorem [ T3|([{]) and Theorem .14l we can prove that the frac-
tional a-variation I'-converges to De Giorgi’s variation as o — 17 in L'(R").

Theorem 4.17 (I'(L')-lim of variations as o — 17). Let Q C R" be an open set such
that either 0 is bounded with Lipschitz boundary or Q@ = R"™. For every f € BV(R"), we
have

D(LY) - lim [D*/](9) = |DJ|(@).

Proof. The case 2 = R™ follows immediately by [29] Proposition 8.1(¢)] combining The-
orem ALT3|([{) with Theorem LT4|{H). We can thus assume that €2 is a bounded open set
with Lipschitz boundary and argue as in the proof of Theorem .16l By Theorem EI3(),
we already know that
D(L')-lminf [D°£[(2) > |DF](€).
a— 1"

so we just need to prove the I'(L') -lim sup inequality. Without loss of generality, we can
assume |Df|(Q2) < 4o00. Now let (fi)ren € BV(R"™) be given by Theorem [A.6l Since
| D fi|(0€2) = 0 for all k € N, by Theorem .14 we know that
F(Ll)-limsiup 1D [l () < [Dfil(Q) = D il ()
a—1-
for all k& € N. Since fr — f in LY(R") and |Df|(2) — |[D*f|(Q) as k — +oo,
by [17, Proposition 1.28] we get that
I(LY)-limsup | D* f|(€) < lim inf (N(LY) - limsup |D° fi ()
—+o0

a—1— a—1—
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< lim [Dfi|(Q) = |DFI(©)
—+00
and the proof is complete. O

Remark 4.18. Thanks to Theorem 417, we can slightly improve Theorem [4.16. Indeed,
if xg € BV(R™), then we also have

D(LY)- lim [D*xsl(9) = |Dysl(©)
for any open set 2 C R" such that either €2 is bounded with Lipschitz boundary or {2 = R™.
5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF FRACTIONAL [-VARIATION AS 3 — a~

5.1. Convergence of V? and div’ as § — a. We begin with the following simple result
about the L'-convergence of the operators V? and div? as f — o with a € (0,1).

Lemma 5.1. Let a € (0,1). If f € W*'(R") and ¢ € W*(R™;R"), then
lim_ ||V5f - vafHLl(]R";]R") = 0, hm_ ||d1VBQ0 - diVaQOHLl(]Rn) =0. (51)
B—a B—a

Proof. Given 5 € (0, ), we can estimate

LIV 1@) = VL @) do < s = final Flivesen

_ 1 1
ﬂLnﬁ/‘/ |f(y) fgrﬂ‘ . | 4y da.
nJrn |y — ly =z |y — x|

Since the T" function is continuous (see [9]), we clearly have

li - o!(®m) — Y
553— |tn,g = tnal [flwengny =0

Now write
1 1

/ / |f(y) — f(z)| 3
weny =zt fly—zf oy —af°
:/(/|ﬂw—f@H‘ 11
nenfy—alt |y =2y —ale
S —f 1 1
+/;/" ly—z*  |ly—al”  ly—al®
On the one hand, since f € W*!(R"), we have
f(y) = f 1

dy dx

xo.0(ly — z|) dy dx

X[1,400) (| — 2]) dy da.

()] 1
ly — x| hy—ﬂﬁ_w_xPX@Mw—xD
|f(y) — [(2)] 1 1
= |y—ZL‘|n <|y_l»|a - |y—x|5> X(O,l)(|y—l’|)
Sug%i%%ﬁMmKW—ﬂ)eﬁwﬁw)

and thus, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get that

- \ﬂw—f@ﬂ‘ 11
;ﬂ,/n/n ly—x Jly—=2f |y—a

xon(Jy — z|) dy dz = 0.
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On the other hand, since one has

|f(z +h) (z +h) — f(2)]
. | ana /‘L/ dhd
flwagny / /{h|<1} |h|"+ﬁ S {|h\>1} |h|n+5 !

1
< Uwosn + [ s o[£+ W+ 1) e d
ann
= [flwergn) + [RAITATEe)
for all 8 € (0, a), we can estlmate
[f(y) = f)l | 1 1
ly—z |ly—af  Jy—al Xiireeo) o = )

ly—=*  \ly—z” |y—z|
< ) = f=)]
WXU o0)(|y — )

W Nitsooy(Jy — ) € LL(R?")

for all g € (%, a) and thus, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get that
— 1 1
o [ [ MW=L
oo Jrn Jrn oy —alt |y -2l Jy —xf*
and the first limit in (5.0]) follows. The second limit in (5.1]) follows similarly and we leave
the proof to the reader. O

Remark 5.2. Let a € (0,1). If f € W*™L(R") and ¢ € W*TH(R"™) for some ¢ €
(0,1 — «), then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma [5.T] one can also prove that

im, IV f =V flli@nzmy = 0, Jim, [divPe — divey|| L1 @n) = 0.

:‘“”‘“‘””( L >X[1,+oo)(|y—l°l)

X[1,400)(|y — 2]) dy dz = 0

We leave the details of proof of this result to the interested reader.
If one deals with more regular functions, then Lemma [5.1] can be improved as follows.
Lemma 5.3. Let o € (0,1) and p € [1,400]. If f € Lip.(R™) and ¢ € Lip.(R"; R™), then
lim ||VPf — V*f| ro@nzm) = 0, lim [|div’ e — div¥ep]| p(ny = 0. (5.2)
B—a B—a
Proof. Since clearly f € W*!(R") for any o € (0,1), the first limit in (5.2) for the case
p = 1 follows from Lemma 5.1l Hence, we just need to prove the validity of the same
limit for the case p = 400, since then the conclusion simply follows by an interpolation

argument.

Let § € (0,«) and z € R™. We have
—fWl,

V2 f (@) = V2 f ()] < ltns = final / WQ

AL o

|z —y|"

1 1
lz —yl® |z -yl
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|Mn5 Mnoz|/ |f x+z f(x)| dz

ERs
[flx+2)— f(z)]] 1 1
+,un7/ — dz.
? Je ER 28 |
Since
PR (G T R Vi A
" | 2|t {lzl<1} |2|"To~ {le)>1y  |z[nHe
< nu, (Lip(f) N 2Hf|!L°°(R")>
— X [0
and
/ flz+2)—f(z)]| 1 1 g/ Lip(f1)< I 1>dz
n || |2|? | lzl<1y [2]™7t \zl> J2fP

+/ (Al (R)( _ )dz
fzl>13 2| N

Lip(f) 2|[fll oo @)
S(a_6>nwn<(1_a)(1_ﬁ)+ af )7

for all 5 € (%, a) we obtain

IV f = V2 fll oy < Cnomax{Lip(f), [ fllze@ b (itnp = ttnal + (@ = B)).

for some constant ¢, , > 0 depending only on n and «. Thus the conclusion follows since
fng — Pna @s  — a~. The second limit in (5.2)) follows similarly and we leave the proof
to the reader. O

5.2. Weak convergence of -variation as f — «a~. In Theorem [(B.4] below, we prove

the weak convergence of the §-variation as f — a~. The proof is very similar to those of
Theorem [A.7] and Theorem (.9 and is thus left to the reader.

Theorem 5.4. Let o € (0,1). If f € BV*(R"), then
DPf ~ DY and |D°f| — |D°f| asf —a .
Moreover, we have

lim D7 f|(R") = | D"f|(R"). (53)

5.3. '-convergence of (-variation as § — «a~. In this section, we study the I'-con-
vergence of the fractional S-variation as § — o, partially extending the results obtained
in Section

We begin with the I'-lim inf inequality.

Theorem 5.5 (I'-liminf inequality for 5 — a7). Let « € (0,1) and let Q@ C R™ be an
open set. If (f3)pe(0,0) C L*(R") satisfies fz — f in L*(R™) as § — o, then

1D°£1(9) < lim inf | D75 (©). (5.4)
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Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem LI3(). Let ¢ € C°(;R™) be such that
¢l Lo@rny < 1. Let U C R™ be a bounded open set such that supp ¢ C U. By (2.12),
we can estimate

‘/ fgdivﬁgodx—/ fdivpdx S/ |fs — [l |div6<p|dx+/ | f| |divPp — div¥ep| da
R™ Rr R™ Rr

< G olldivellinnllfi — Fllen + [ 17]1div%e - div*il dr
for all B € (0,a). Since divPp — div®yp in L®(R") as f — o~ by ([5.2), we easily obtain

lim | f| |divPe — div¥p| dz = 0.
R

B—a~

Hence, we get
/ fdivipdr = lim / f5 divPo dz < liminf | D f5](Q)
R B—a— Jrn Boa—
and the conclusion follows. O

We now pass to the I'-lim sup inequality.

Theorem 5.6 (T'-limsup inequality for § — a7). Let a € (0,1) and let Q C R™ be an
open set. If f € BV*(R™) and either Q is bounded or Q0 = R™, then

limsup [ D7 £](€2) < [D*f](%). (5.5)

«

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem 214l By Theorem [5.4], we know that |DP f| —
|D*f| as 6 — a~. Thus, by [50, Proposition 4.26] and (&.3]), we get that

limsup | D? f(Q) < limsup [D?f|(Q) < |D*f|(Q) (5.6)
B—a~ B—a~

for any open set 2 C R"™ such that either €) is bounded or 2 = R". O

Corollary 5.7 (I'(L')-lim of variations in R” as 8 — a~). Let a € (0,1). For every
f € BV*R"), we have

D(L)- lim [D7FI(R") = [D°f(R).
In particular, the constant sequence is a recovery sequence.

Proof. The result follows easily by combining (5.4]) and (5.3]) in the case 2 = R™. O

Remark 5.8. We recall that, by [27, Theorem 3.25], f € BV*(R") satisfies | D f| < £"
if and only if f € S®!(R"). Therefore, if f € S*!(R"), then |D*f|(0Q) = 0 for any
bounded open set @ C R" such that £"(0€2) = 0 (for instance, € with Lipschitz
boundary). Thus, we can actually obtain the I'-convergence of the fractional S-variation
as 8 — a~ on bounded open sets with Lipschitz boundary for any f € S®!(R") too. In-
deed, it is enough to combine (5.4) and (5.5) and then exploit the fact that | D* f|(092) = 0
to get
D(L)- Jim [D7F1(9) = D7)

for any f € S“H(R").
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We were not able to find a reference for the analogue of Corollary B.17 for the usual
fractional Sobolev seminorms. For the sake of completeness, we state and prove it below
for all p € [1,4+00) on a general open set.

Theorem 5.9 (I'(LP)-lim of W#P-seminorm as 8 — a~). Let Q C R" be a non-empty
open set, a € (0,1) and p € [1,4+00). For every f € W*P(Q), we have

D(LP) - Jim [flweng) = [flwer).
In particular, the constant sequence is a recovery sequence.

Proof. Let (f3)pec(0,0) C LP(2) be such that fz — fin LP(Q) as § — a~. Let (5;) C (0, )
be such that gy — a as k — 400 and

lim inf{ folw s rm) = M0 [f5]woer(o;mm).

Up to extract a further subsequence, we can assume that fz (x) — f(z) as k — +oo for
a.e. ¢ € (). Then we can estimate

_ p _ p
k—+ooJo Jao  |x — y|tePe Q k—too |3; — y|n+PBr

>/ @) = JWI*
TS

by Fatou’s Lemma. We thus get that
I(LP)- hggg}f flwer@y = [flwer@)-

Since

|f(x) = fF)P 1f(x) = fy)lP
P // :L’—y|"+P5 dody = Jim // x— y|n+p5 X{‘l“ i<ty de dy

. |f(x) — Fy)
-+ hm /Q QWX{‘x y‘>1} dl’dy

Bﬁa—

/ F@) = FOF 4 4,

T
by the Monotone Convergence Theorem, we also have that

F(Lp)-lim sup [f]WﬁvP(Q) < [f]Wa,p(Q)

B—a~

and the conclusion immediately follows. O

APPENDIX A. TRUNCATION AND APPROXIMATION OF BV FUNCTIONS

In this appendix, we deal with two results on BV functions and sets with locally finite
perimeter. These results are well known to experts, but we decided to state and prove
them here because either we were not able to find them formulated in the exact form we

needed or the results available in the literature were not proved in full correctness (see
Remark below).
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A.1. Truncation of BV functions. Following [4, Section 3.6] and [34, Section 5.9],
given f € L (R"), we define its precise representative f*: R" — [—o0, +00] as

loc
Py tim —— [ fw)dy. a R (A1)
if the limit exists, otherwise we let f*(z) = 0 by convention.
Theorem A.1 (Truncation of BV functions). If f € BVio.(R"), then
fxs, € BV(R"), with D(fxs,) = Xp,Df + f*Dxs,, (A.2)
for L-a.e. r > 0. If, in addition, f € L®(R"), then (A2) holds for all r > 0.

Proof. Fix p € C°(R™; R"™) and let U C R™ be a bounded open set such that supp(yp) C U.
Let (0:)es0 € C°(R™) be a family of standard mollifiers as in [27], Section 3.3] and set

f- = fxo-forall e > 0. Note that supp (Qa*(XBrQO)) C U and supp (gg*(XBTdivcp)) cU

for all ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and for all » > 0. Given r > 0, by Leibniz’s rule and Fubini’s
Theorem, we have

/Rn fexs, divp dr = /Rn xg,. div(fep) de — /Rn XB, ¢ Vf-dx

= —/Rn fep - dDxp, — /R ¢ * (xB,¢) - dDF.
Since f. — f a.e. in R" as ¢ — 0" and

[f1 0 * (xp, |divel) < |fIxulldivel| L) € L'(R")
for all € > 0, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we have

lim / fexm, divpdr = / fxs, divpdx
R" R™

e—0t

(A.3)

for all 7 > 0. Thus, since o, * (xB,¢) = x5, ¢ pointwise in R™ as ¢ — 07 and

|0c % (XB.9)| < llllz@nrmxv € L'(R™,[Df])

for all € > 0 sufficiently small, again by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we
have

tim [ 0% (xnp)-dDf = [ xjp-dDf

e—=0t
for all » > 0. Now, by [4, Theorem 3.78 and Corollary 3.80], we know that f. — f*
" ae in R as ¢ — 0. As a consequence, given any r > 0, we get that f. — f*
|Dxg,|-a.e. in R™ as e — 0%, Thus, if f € L>°(R"), then

|[feol < NI fllze@n ol € LY(R™, |Dxs, )
for all e > 0 and so, again by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have

lim /R Jep- dDxp, = /]R Je- dDxs,

e—0t

for all » > 0. Therefore, if f € L>(R"), then we can pass to the limit as e — 0 in ([A.3)
and get

/ fxs, divpdr = —/ [T¢ - dDxp, —/ Xp,¢ - dDf
Rn Rn R™

for all ¢ € C°(R™;R™) and for all r > 0. Since || f*|| peo@n) < || f]| oo (rn), this proves (A2)
for all » > 0.
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If f is not necessarily bounded, then we argue as follows. We start by observing that,
since "
[ Artaretar= [ |pde= [ |flde <+,
0 JOB, Br Br

W= {r>0:/a |f*| do™ "t dr < +oo}
By

satisfies 21 ((0,4+00) \ W) = 0. Without loss of generality, assume that ||¢|| e gn;rn) < 1.
Hence, for all » € W, we can estimate

|t dDxp, ~ [ o dDxs | < [ ISl (A4)
R™ R™ OB

Given any R > 0, by Fatou’s Lemma we thus get that

R R
/ liminf [ |f. — f*do"  dr < 1iminf/ / . — f*|doen L dr
0 OBy 0 JoBr

e—0t e—0t

the set

= lim |f- — [*]dz = 0.

e—0% JBp
Hence, the set
7= {r >0 timinf [ |f. — ff|dant = o} (A.5)

e—0t JOB,
satisfies .Z1((0,400) \ Z) = 0 and clearly does not depend on the choice of ¢. Now fix
r e ZNW and let (e;)gen be any sequence realising the liminf in (A5). By (A.4), we
thus get

lim [ foie-dDxs = [ - dDya,

k—+00
uniformly for all ¢ satisfying ||¢||rec®n;rn)y < 1. Passing to the limit along the sequence
(ex)ren as k — +oo in ([AL3]), we get that

| fxs divede == [ o dDxs, — [ b -dDf

for all ¢ € C°(R™;R™) with ||¢|| oo n;rny < 1. Thus ([A2)) follows for all r € W N Z and
the proof is concluded. O

A.2. Approximation by sets with polyhedral boundary. In this section we state
and prove standard approximation results for sets with finite perimeter or, more generally,
BViee(R™) functions, in a sufficiently regular bounded open set.

We need the following two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma A.2. Let V,W C S"7 1, with V finite and W at most countable. For any e > 0,
there exists R € SO(n) with |R —Z| < e, where I s the identity matriz, such that
RV)NW =@.

Proof. Let N € N be such that V = {v; e S"':i=1,...,N}. We divide the proof in
two steps.

Step 1. Assume that W is finite and set A; := {R € SO(n) : R(v;) ¢ W} for all i =
1,..., N. We now claim that A; is an open and dense subset of SO(n) foralli =1,..., N.
Indeed, given any ¢ = 1,..., N, since W is finite, the set A = SO(n) \ A; is closed
in SO(n). Moreover, we claim that int(A$) = &. Indeed, by contradiction, let us assume
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that int(AS) # @. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and R € A§ such that any S € SO(n) with
|S — R| < ¢ satisfies S € AS. Now let
cost —sin?
Qy = siny  cosv € SO(n)
O In—Q
and define Sy := Qy R € SO(n) for all ¥ € [0, 27). Since
Sy = RI=1(Qv =) R| < [Qy — I [R] < ¢

for all ¥ € [0, d] for some 6 > 0 depending only on € and R, we get that Sy € A for all
v € [0,6]. Therefore Sy(v;) € W for all ¥ € [0,6], in contrast with the fact that W is
finite. Thus, A; is an open and dense subset of SO(n) for alli =1,..., N, and so also the
set

N
AV = N4 ={Re€SO(n): R(v;) g WVi=1,...,N}
i=1
is an open and dense subset of SO(n). The result is thus proved for any finite set W.

Step 2. Now assume that W is countable, W = {w, € S ! : k € N}. For all M € N,
set Wy = {wp € W: k< M}. By Step 1, we know that A"* is an open and dense
subset of SO(n) for all M € N. Since SO(n) C R" is compact, by Baire’s Theorem
A= Npren AV is a dense subset of SO(n). This concludes the proof. 0

Since det: GL(n) — R is a continuous map, there exists a dimensional constant §, €
(0,1) such that det R > 3 for all R € GL(n) with |R — Z| < §,.

Lemma A.3. Let ¢ € (0,0,) and let E C R" be a bounded set with P(E) < +oo. If
R € SO(n) satisfies |R —I| < e, then

IR(E) A E| <2erg P(E),
where rg :=sup{r > 0: |E\ B,| > 0}.

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1. Let r > 0 and let f € C°(R™). Setting Ry := (1 —t)Z + tR for all ¢ € [0, 1],
we can estimate

- e 1) s
< |7z—z|r/01 /B IV f(Ry(x))| de dt.

Since |R; — I| = t|R — Z| < te < §, for all t € [0, 1], R, is invertible with det(R; ') < 2
for all ¢ € [0,1]. Hence we can estimate

[ VIR @) de= [ V@) detRT)dy <2 [ VF(0)]dy,

t(Br)
so that
s |f(R(x)) — f(x)]dx < 2er||V f]| L1 nrn).- (A.6)
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Step 2. Since yg € BV(R™), by combining [34, Theorem 5.3] with a standard cut-off
approximation argument, we find (fx)gen C C°(R™) such that fy — xp pointwise a.e.
in R" and |V f¢|(R") — P(E) as k — +o00. Given any r > 0, by (A.G]) in Step 1 we have

[, 1(R(@)) = fl@)] d < 27|V fi 13 g
for all £ € N. Passing to the limit as k — +o00, by Fatou’s Lemma we get that
(R(E) A E)NB,| <2erP(E).
Since E C B, up to .£™-negligible sets, also R(E) C B, up to .£"-negligible sets. Thus
we can choose r = rg and the proof is complete. 0

We are now ready to prove the main approximation result, see also [3, Proposition 15].

Theorem A.4. Let ) C R" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and let E C R™
be a measurable set such that P(E;Q)) < +oo. There exists a sequence (Ey)ren of bounded
open sets with polyhedral boundary such that

P(Ey;0Q) =0 (A7)
for all k € N and
XE, — X& @ L (R") and P(Ey;Q) — P(E;Q) (A.8)

loc

as k — +o0.

Proof. We divide the proof in four steps.
Step 1: cut-off. Since € is bounded, we find Ry > 0 such that Q C Bg,. Let us define
Rr = Ry + k and
1
Cr = {x € Q° : dist(z, 092) < E}

for all k € N. We set E} := EN Bg, NC; for all k € N. Note that E} is a bounded
measurable set such that

XEl = XE in L (R™) as k — +00
and
P(ELQ) = P(E;Q) for all k € N.
Step 2: extension. Let us define
1
Ay = R"™ : dist(z, —}
k {az € ist(x, Q) < e
for all k € N. Since xping € BV(Q) for all k € N, by [4, Definition 3.20 and Proposi-
tion 3.21] there exists a sequence (vg)reny C BV (R™) such that
vp =0ae in AY, vy =xp inQ, [Dy|(092) =0

for all k € N. Let us define F} := {v, >t} for all t € (0,1). Given k € N, by the coarea
formula [4, Theorem 3.40], for a.e. t € (0,1) the set F} has finite perimeter in R” and
satisfies

FlCc A, FNQ=ENQ, P(F;00)=0
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for all k € N. We choose any such ; € (0,1) for each k € N and define E} := E} U F}*
for all £ € N. Note that E? is a bounded set with finite perimeter in R™ such that
Xgz = X In L (R™) as k — +o0
and
P(E:Q)=P(E;Q) and P(E;;0Q) =0 forall k€ N.
Step 3: approximation. Let us define
1 3
Dy, = Q° @ dist Q — —
k {xe ist(z, 0 )E[4k,4k}}
for all £ € N. First arguing as in the first part of the proof of [50, Theorem 13.8] taking [50,

Remark 13.13] into account, and then performing a standard diagonal argument, we find
a sequence of bounded open sets (E3)reny with polyhedral boundary such that

E} C D§ for all k € N
and
Xg: — XE In LL.(R™), P(E;Q) — P(E;Q) and P(E}00) — 0
as k — +4o0o. If there exists a subsequence (E;?J_)jeN such that P(E,‘Z’j;@@) = 0 for all

J € N, then we can set F; := Ej; for all j € N and the proof is concluded. If this is not
the case, then we need to proceed with the next last step.

Step 4: rotation. We now argue as in the last part of the proof of [3, Proposition 15].
Fix k € N and assume P(E};0Q) > 0. Since E; has polyhedral boundary, we have
HAHOE} N 0Q) > 0 if and only if there exist v € S*! and U C .ZFQ such that
A HU) > 0, vg(z) = v for all z € U and U C 9H for some (affine) half-space H
satisfying vy = v. Since P(Q) = 2" 1(09Q) < +o0, the set

Wi={ves ! ({z €09 vo(x) = v}) > 0}

— Ufres B > ot ({a € 09 wg(a) = v}) > B))
heN

is at most countable. Since E} has polyhedral boundary, the set
Vi = {y esSm ot ({x € 0L} : vps(x) = 1/}) > 0}

is finite. By Lemma [A.2] given ¢, > 0, there exists Ry, € SO(n) with Ry — Z| < & such
that Ry(Vi) N W = @. Hence the set E} = Ry(E}) must satisfy P(E};00Q) = 0. By
Lemma[AZ3] we can choose ¢;, > 0 sufficiently small in order to ensure that |Ef A E}| < %

Now choose 7, € (0, 2—116) such that P(E}; Q) < 2P(E}; 09Q), where
Qr = {z € R" : dist(z,0Q) < ng}.

Since 2 is bounded, possibly choosing ¢, > 0 even smaller, we can also ensure that
QA RYHO) C Q. Hence we can estimate

|P(Ey: Q) = P(Eg Q) = |27 (0E; N R™H(Q)) — 2" (0E; N Q)|
<" OB N (QARTQ))
< A"HOE} N Qy).
We can thus set Ej := E} for all k € N and the proof is complete. U
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Remark A.5 (A minor gap in the proof of [3, Proposition 15]). We warn the reader
that the cut-off and the extension steps presented above were not mentioned in the proof
of [3, Proposition 15], although they are unavoidable for the correct implementation of
the rotation argument in the last step. Indeed, in general, one cannot expect the existence
of a rotation R € SO(n) arbitrarily close to the identity map such that P(R(F);0Q) =0
and, at the same time, the difference between P(R(E);2) and P(E;(?) is small. For
example, one can consider n = 2,

Q:{(xl,:cg) cA:x?+a3 <25}
and
E:{(xl,:cg) cA:l<a?+a; <4}U{(3:1,:c2) CA:9<ai+a5 < 16},

where A = {(z1,79) € R? : 2y >0, x5 > 0}. In this case, for any rotation R € SO(2)
arbitrarily close to the identity map, we have P(R(E);§2) > 2+ P(E;Q).

We conclude this section with the following result, establishing an approximation of
BV, functions similar to that given in Theorem [A.4]

Theorem A.6. Let Q0 C R™ be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and let
f € BVioe(R™). There ezists (fx)ren C BV (R™) such that

| Dfil(962) = 0
for all k € N and
Jie = [ in Ligo(R") and  [Dfi|() — [Df|(Q)
as k — +oo. If, in addition, f € L*(R™), then fi, — f in L'(R") as k — +oo.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem [A.4] in two steps.

Step 1: cut-off at infinity. Since Q is bounded, we find Ry > 0 such that Q C Bg,.
Given (Ry) C (Ro,+00), we set gy := fxp, for all k € N. By Theorem [A.Tl we have
gr € BV(R™) for a suitable choice of the sequence (Ry)gen, with |Dgg|(Q2) = |Df|(€2) for
all k € Nand g, — f in L _(R") as k — +oo. If, in addition, f € L*(R"), then g — f
in L'(R™) as k — +o0.

Step 2: extension and cut-off near €). Let us define
1
Ap = {x e R" : dist(x,Q) < E}

for all £ € N. Since grxa € BV(R2) with [Dgx|(©2) = |Df|(Q2) for all & € N, by [4]
Definition 3.20 and Proposition 3.21] there exists a sequence (hi)ren C BV (R™) such
that

supp hy C Aoy,  hyp = gr in Q,  |Dhg[(0Q) =0
for all £ € N and

lim |hg|dx =0
k=00 J A \Q

(the latter property easily follows from the construction performed in the proof of [4]
Proposition 3.21]). Now let (vg)ren C C°(R™) be such that supp vy, C Af and 0 < vy, < 1
for all k € N and v, — xgc pointwise in R" as k& — 4-00. We can thus set fj := hy + vigs
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for all £ € N. By [4, Propositon 3.2(b)], we have vygr € BV (R") for all £ € N, so that
fr € BV(R") for all k € N. Since we can estimate

[fe = f| < 1P — fxel + vk — xael l9x] + |9 — f] xac
= | Al xan\0 F+ [k — xae| |9k] + |96 — [ xae

for all k¥ € N, we have f, — f in L] .(R") as k — +oo (because 9 is Lipschitz, so
Z2"09) = 0), with f — f in L'(R") as k — +oo if f € L'(R™). By construction, we
also have

D fil(€2) = [Dhy|(2) and  |Dfi,|(9€2) = [Dhy|(022) = 0
for all £ € N. The proof is complete. O
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