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A DERIVATION OF GRIFFITH FUNCTIONALS FROM DISCRETE
FINITE-DIFFERENCE MODELS

V. CRISMALE, G. SCILLA AND F. SOLOMBRINO

ABSTRACT. We analyze a finite-difference approximation of a functional of Ambrosio-Tortorelli
type in brittle fracture, in the discrete-to-continuum limit. In a suitable regime between the
competing scales, namely if the discretization step § is smaller than the ellipticity parameter
€, we show the I'-convergence of the model to the Griffith functional, containing only a term
enforcing Dirichlet boundary conditions and no LP fidelity term. Restricting to two dimensions,
we also address the case in which a (linearized) constraint of non-interpenetration of matter is
added in the limit functional, in the spirit of a recent work by Chambolle, Conti and Francfort.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we provide a variational approximation by discrete finite-difference energies of
functionals of the form

)\/ |Su(x)|2dx+u/ |div u(z)|? dz + HHK), (1.1)
O\K O\K

where (2 is a bounded subset of R?, K C € is closed, u € C'(Q\K;R%), £u denotes the symmetric
part of the gradient of u, div u is the divergence of u and H?~! is the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. Functionals as in are widely used in the variational modeling of fracture mechanics
for linearly elastic materials, in the framework of Griffith’s theory of brittle fracture (see, e.g. [29]).
Here 2 stands for the reference configuration and w represents the displacement field of the body.
The total energy is composed by a bulk energy in Q\K, where the material is supposed to
be linearly elastic, and a surface term accounting for the energy necessary to produce the fracture,
proportional to the area of the crack surface K. A rigorous weak formulation of the problem ,
which is usually complemented by the assignment of boundary Dirichlet datum, has been provided
only in very recent years [27, 21]. In the appropriate functional setting, u is a (vector-valued)
generalized special function of bounded deformation, for which the symmetrized gradient Eu and
the divergence divu are defined almost everywhere in an approximate sense (see [27]), and the set
K is replaced by the (d — 1)-rectifiable set J,,, the jump set of w.

However, the numerical treatment of functionals presents relevant difficulties mainly con-
nected to the presence of the surface term H?~1(.J,). Such difficulties already appear in the case of
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antiplane shear (see, e.g., [I2]) where the energy (|1.1) reduces to the Mumford-Shah-type functional
/|Vu|2dx+7-ld’1(<]u), (1.2)
Q

for a scalar-valued displacement u € SBV(2), the space of special functions of bounded variation.
In view of the aforementioned numerical issues, a particular attention has been devoted over the
last three decades to provide suitable discrete approximations, by means of both finite-difference
and finite-elements, of the functional .

A first approach, based on earlier models in Image Segmentation, has been proposed by Cham-
bolle [I6] in dimension d = 1,2; there, the discrete model depends on finite differences through
a truncated quadratic potential. In the case d = 2, the surface term of the variational limit is
described by an anisotropic function ¢(v,,) of the normal v, to J, depending on the geometry of
the underlying lattice. As a matter of fact, this anisotropy can be avoided by considering alternate
finite-elements of different local approximations of the Mumford-Shah functional, as showed, still
in dimension two, by Chambolle and Dal Maso [22]. We refer to [8] (cf. also [I1]) and to [28] for
some other approximations using finite-elements and continuous finite-difference approximations
of , respectively.

A different strategy consists in replacing the Mumford-Shah functional by an elliptic approxi-
mation (with parameter e > 0) in the spirit of Ambrosio-Tortorelli [4, [5], and then by discretizing
these elliptic functionals by means of either finite-difference or finite-elements with mesh-size ¢,
independent of €. For a suitable fine mesh, with size § = d(¢) small enough, these numerical
approximations I'-converge, as € — 0, to the Mumford-Shah functional.

This suggests that a remarkable problem to be addressed is the so called “quantitative analysis”:
i.e., the study of the limit behavior of these approximations as § and e simultaneously tend to O.
Following on the footsteps of the approximation of the Modica-Mortola functional proposed by
Braides and Yip [I4], this analysis has been recently developed by Bach, Braides and Zeppieri in
[6] for . They characterize the limit behavior of the energies

(@) —u(B)|” dw(@)—1)% 1 a|v(@) —v(B) [
> 6hw(a))? “‘ + Y ek Y et
g B S

showing the variational convergence to the functional in the regime § << e. Other scalings
of the parameters are also studied: in the regime § ~ &, the surface energy is described by a
function ¢(v,,) solution to a discrete optimal-profile problem, while if § >> &, the limit energy
is the Dirichlet functional. Recently, approximations of (thus without anisotropy in the
limit) have been obtained even when § ~ e, by employing discretizations on random lattices. In
particular, [7] analyzes the random version of the discrete energies in [6], basing on [31] (cf. also
[5]).

Coming back to the problem of providing discrete approximations of the Griffith functional, we
mention the finite-elements approximation in [30] and focus on the discrete-to-continuum analysis
performed by Alicando, Focardi and Gelli [I]. They considered, in the spirit of [16] and in the
planar setting d = 2, discrete energies of the form

> e Y 8% f (a((D5u(e). &) + dldivu(@)l?) ) (1.3)

gezd aeR§

defined on a portion Rg of QN §Z¢, where p is a positive kernel, 6 is a positive constant,
f(t) := min{¢, 1}, Dgu(x) denotes the difference quotient 3(u(z + 6£) — u(x)) and divgu is a
suitable discretization of the divergence which takes into account three-point-interactions in the
directions ¢ and &+ (the vector orthogonal to &). In order to obtain compactness of sequences of
competitors with equibounded energy, they require that p(§) > 0 for £ € {+ey, teq, +(e1 +e2)},
which amounts to consider nearest-neighbors (NN) and next-to-nearest neighbors (NNN) interac-
tions in the energies. Furthermore, an L*° bound has to be imposed, which is quite unnatural
in Fracture Mechanics. Differently from [6], the characterization of the limit energy cannot be
achieved with the reduction to a 1-dimensional case by means of slicing techniques (see, e.g.,
[13 17, 28]), due to the presence of the divergence term. Hence, a different strategy has to be
used, involving the construction of suitable interpolants (see [I, Proposition 4.1]). As it happened
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n [16], the surface term in the limit energy is still reminiscent of the underlying lattice, and only
a continuous version of allows to obtain H%~!(.J,) as surface energy. Furthermore, a possible
extension of the model to dimension d = 3, still involving NN and NNN interactions is proposed,
but no compactness result is provided.

Our results: This leads us to the motivation of our paper, which complements the results of

both [6] and [I]. On the one hand, we provide a discrete Ambrosio-Tortorelli approximation to the
Griffith functional both in dimension d = 2 and d = 3, of the form

S Y ) IDseu@) g YD 8 (0(a)? Divsu(a)]?

£eSq (XERE(Q) aER?iV(Q)
d 2 (1.4)
1 af 1 9 v(a+ deg) — v(a)
+ 3 E 0 (E(v(a) -1)*+e¢ E ( ; )
aeQnszd k=1
a+de, €QNIZY

where Sg is a set of lattice directions (depending on the dimension d), Dseu and Divsu are
suitable discretizations of the symmetrized gradient and of the divergence of the vector-valued u,
and the latter term is a discrete Modica-Mortola functional. Notice that Divs u takes into account
(d+ 1)-point-interactions on a complete set of orthogonal directions (see ) Then we prove, as
main result (Theorem , that I'-converges as € — 0 to the Griffith’s functional under the
assumption that J << e.

On the other hand, we conclude the analysis started in [I] for the finite-difference approximation
of in dimension d = 3, although with a different approach, by both rigorously proving a
compactness result under more general assumptions, and recovering an isotropic surface energy
in the limit. We also stress the fact that the extension of the two-dimensional model to the case
d = 3 is not just a minor modification but requires the introduction of additional interactions in
the elastic term of the energies by specifying the set of directions Ss (see ); namely, we need
to take into account also next-to-next-nearest neighbors (NNNN) interactions, corresponding to
lattice vectors € € {(e1 £ eg £ e3)}.

The aforementioned compactness result, which is the content of Proposition determines the
functional space domain of the limit: we benefit from the recent results [2I] 25] and prove that
sequences (ue,ve) with equibounded energies converge (up to subsequences) to a limit pair
(u,v) € GSBD?% () x {1}. We refer the reader to Sectionfor a precise definition of this function
space, where also the value co is allowed. We underline that our compactness result, valid under
the weaker assumption that g be bounded, cannot be obtained in our view through any slicing
procedure (as it happened, on the contrary, in [6]) and also refines the compactness lemma [I7],
Lemma 1] to deal with the vector-valued case. Indeed, while in the scalar-valued case controlling
the total variation along d independent slices of u. is enough to provide BV-compactness, no
analogue procedure is at the moment known in GSBD (whose definition [27], Definition 4.1] in
principle requires a uniform control of the symmetrized slices on a dense set of directions in the
unit sphere, cf. also [27, Remark 4.15]). Such issue prevents us to get a uniform bound in GSBD
from a control on the slices corresponding to the directions of the lattice vectors, that could be
easily obtained from the discrete functional as in [6, [I7]. We notice that the situation is different
with respect to the BD case, where it is enough to control the slices on a finite set of directions,
see [2, Proposition 3.2].

In fact, we are able to prove that a continuous Ambrosio-Tortorelli functional, defined on the
standard piecewise affine interpolations %, of the u. and on suitable piecewise constant interpola-
tions Opyin,e of the v, (different than the standard ones), bounds from below the discrete energies
(1.4). To this aim, taking the additional (NNNN) interactions is crucial in dimension d = 3 . In
addition, we do not need to add any L? fidelity term to the discrete energies, since compactness
in GSBD?2, does not require such limitations and is also able to handle the fact that u may take
value oo.

The proof of the I'-liminf inequality is subdivided into two steps. The lower semicontinuity
of the elastic part of the limit energies (see Lemma and Proposition can be obtained by
combining slicing arguments on suitable interpolations of u. and v. with a splitting into sublattices
of 6Z¢, which are frequently used techniques to work with discrete energies with both short and
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long-range interactions (see, e.g., [I, [I3]). It must be noticed, at this point, that both the first two
summands in give a contribution to the second term in . As, within the proof technique
described above, both are assumed to be nonnegative, the constants u and A appearing there are
related by 2u = A+ 20 with > 0, as it also happened, for instance, in the statement of [T
Theorem 7.1]. Hence, our main result is stated in terms of the two indendent parameters A and 6
and is valid for materials whose Poisson ratio (due to the inequality 2u > A) does not exceed the
value %

The lower bound for the surface term, instead, requires a more refined blow-up procedure
(Proposition and this is the very first technical point where we need to assume that g — 0,
in order to recover the optimal constant. Indeed a slicing argument under the weaker assumption
that §/e be bounded would provide a lower bound with a wrong constant. We remark that, also
in this proof, similar arguments as in Proposition have to be used, in order to get compactness
of a rescaled version of the u.. Moreover, additional care is needed in order to deal with the fact
that our limit displacements may assume the value infinity (see e.g. Step 2 in Proposition .

The construction of a recovery sequence (Proposition|6.1]) relies on the density result for G.SBD?
functions [19, Theorem 1.1], recalled here with Theorem The upper bound for the elastic term is
obtained by first reducing the discrete energies to continuous ones by means of a classical translation
argument (see, e.g. [I, Proposition 4.4]) and then by exploiting the upper estimates coming from
the approximations of [ |((Eu)¢,&)? dz and [(divu)? dz outside an infinitesimal neighborhood of
the jump set of the target function u. The limsup inequality for the surface term is developed as
in [6l Proposition 4.2], by also employing the one-dimensional solution to the Ambrosio-Tortorelli
optimal profile problem.

We conclude our analysis by investigating the compatibility of our two-dimensional model with
the constraint of non-interpenetration. The answer is positive under the assumptions of [I§] but,
in order to obtain the desired upper bound, we need to require the stronger scaling E% — 0 between
the parameters.

As a final remark, we mention that our results also give a partial insight on the case § ~ e.
Indeed, the constructions in Sections [5] and [6] can also be used to show that, whenever the ratio
/e stays bounded, the I'-limit of the energy can be controlled from above and from below by
functionals of the kind , with different constants appearing in the surface term. However, a
precise characterization of the limit energy in this case has to face additional issues. The analysis
performed in [6] for the scalar-valued case, indeed, relies indeed on two major ingredients. First of
all, the limit energy is characterized as an abstract integral surface energy by means of the global
method for relaxation introduced in [I0]. This could be also done in our setting, by exploiting a
recent integral representation result for energies on spaces of functions of bounded deformation [26]
(see also [23] in the planar setting). However, a crucial step in this procedure consists in proving
that a separation of bulk and surface contributions takes place in the limit. In [6] this is done by
means of an explicit construction which, however, is confined to 2 dimensions and strongly exploits
the SBV-setting. A more general point of view, also suitable for higher dimensions, is for instance
used in [7, Proposition 4.11] with the help of a weighted coarea formula. This is unfortunately
also a tool which is not available when dealing with (G)SBD functions. The investigation of these
issues has therefore to be deferred to further contributions.

Outline of the paper: The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we fix the basic nota-
tion and collect some definitions and results on the function spaces we will deal with. In Section
we introduce our discrete model and state the main results of the paper. Section [4] contains the
compactness result of Proposition Section [5] is devoted to the liminf inequality, proved with
Proposition while Section |§| deals with the upper inequality (Proposition [6.1)). Eventually, in
Section [7] we analyze the compatibility of the two-dimensional model with a non-interpenetration
constraint.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. The symbol (-,-) denotes the scalar product in R¢, while | - | stands for the Eu-
clidean norm in any dimension. For any z,y € R, [z,y] is the segment with endpoints x and y.
The symbol Q will always denote an open, bounded subset of R?. The Lebesgue measure in R¢
and the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure are written as £¢ and H?*, respectively. We will often
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use the notation |A| for the Lebesgue measure of a Borel set A. The symbols < and 2 denote the
boundedness modulo a constant.

For any locally compact subset B C R (i.e. any point in B has a neighborhood contained
in a compact subset of B), the space of bounded R"-valued Radon measures on B [respectively,
the space of R™-valued Radon measures on B] is denoted by My(B;R™) [resp., by M(B;R™)].
If m = 1, we write My(B) for My(B;R), M(B) for M(B;R), and M, (B) for the subspace of
positive measures of My(B). For every p € M(B;R™), its total variation is denoted by |u|(B).
We write {e1,...,eq} for the canonical basis of RZ.

2.2. GBD, GSBD, and GSBD?, functions. We recall here some basic definitions and results on
generalized functions with bounded deformation, as introduced in [27]. Throughout the paper we
will use standard notations for the spaces SBV and SBD, referring the reader to [3] and [2, @] [32],
respectively, for a detailed treatment on the topics.

Let £ € RN\{0} and II* = {y e R?: (¢, y) = 0}. If y € TI¢ and Q C R we set Qe :={t € R:
y+t& €N} and Q¢ = {y € I8 : Q¢ # 0}. Given u: Q — R, d > 2, we define ué¥ : Q¢ , — R by

ut(t) = (u(y +1€),€), (2.1)
while if h : @ — R, the symbol h%¥ will denote the restriction of h to the set ¢ ; namely,
REY(t) == h(y + t€). (2.2)

Definition 2.1. An L% measurable function v : @ — R? belongs to GBD() if there exists
a positive bounded Radon measure A, such that, for all 7 € C'(RY) with —% <7< % and
0 < 7' <1, and all £ € S9!, the distributional derivative De¢(7({u,£))) is a bounded Radon

measure on 2 whose total variation satisfies

| De(((u, )| (B) < Au(B)
for every Borel subset B of (2.

If u € GBD(Q) and ¢ € R?\{0} then, in view of [27, Theorem 9.1, Theorem 8.1], the following
properties hold:

(a) aS¥(t) = (Euly + tE)E,€) for ae. t € QF;

(b) Juew = (J5)§ for H" '-a.e. y € I, where
JS={zeJ,: (uT(z) —u (2),£) #0}; (2.3)

Definition 2.2. A function u € GBD(Q) belongs to the subset GSBD(Q) of special functions of
bounded deformation if in addition for every ¢ € S%~! and H% -a.e. y € II¢, the function uéY
belongs to SBVIOC(Qg).

By [27, Remark 4.5] one has the inclusions BD(Q2) € GBD(f2) and SBD(2) C GSBD(Q),
which are in general strict. Some relevant properties of functions with bounded deformation can
be generalized to this weak setting: in particular, in [27, Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 9.1] it is
shown that the jump set .J, of a GBD-function is H¢ '-rectifiable and that G'BD-functions have
an approximate symmetric differential Eu(z) at L%-a.e. z € Q, respectively. The space GSBD?(Q)
is defined through:

GSBD*(Q) := {u € GSBD(Q) : Eu € L*( R HI7L(],) < +o0}.

sym

Every function in GSBD?(Q) is approximated by bounded SBV functions with more regular
jump set, as stated by the following result ([I9, Theorem 1.1]). In order to deal with the Dirichlet
boundary value problem (in fact we will impose a Dirichlet boundary datum ug € H'(R?; R?) on
a subset dpQ C 9N), we report a version adapted for boundary data (cf. [I9, Section 5]). For
technical reasons, we suppose that 02 = pQ U INQ U N with 0pQ and On) relatively open,
OpQNONQ =0, HI7L(N) =0, 0pQ # 0, 9(0pQ) = I(InQ2), and that there exist a small § and
xo € R? such that for every d € (0,9)

06,9;0 (8DQ) c 2 s (2.4)
where Oj 4, (2) == 20 + (1 — §)(x — x0).
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In the following, we denote by tr(u) the trace of u on 99 which is well defined for functions in
GSBD?*(Q) if Q is Lipschitz (see [27, Section 5]).

Theorem 2.3. Let Q C R be a bounded open Lipschitz set, and u € GSBD?*(Q;RY). Then there
exists a sequence u, such that

(i) u, € SBVZ(Q;RY) N L>(Q;RY);

(ii) each J,, is closed and included in a finite union of closed connected pieces of Ct-hypersurfaces;
(iii) u, € WH2(Q\J,, ;R?), and

Up — u in measure on S, (2.5)
Euy — Eu in L2(Q; R‘j;n%), (2.6)
HI7Y( T, ATy) — 0. (2.7)

Moreover, if OpQ) C 0Q satisfies (2.4) and uy € H*(RY;R?), then one can ensure that each u,
satisfies u, = ug in a neighborhood U, C Q of Opf, provided that (2.7)) is replaced by

lim_ HIT N (Jy,) = HEH (W) + HET ({tr(u) # tr(ug)} N OpQ). (2.8)

A further approximation result, by Cortesani and Toader [24, Theorem 3.9], allows us to ap-
proximate GSBD?(Q) functions with the so-called “piecewise smooth” SBV-functions, denoted
W(Q; R9), characterized by the three properties

u € SBV (R N W™>(Q\ J,;R?) for every m € N,
HAV (T, \ Ju) =0, (2.9)

Ju is the intersection of Q with a finite union of (d—1)-dimensional simplexes .

As observed in [20, Remark 4.3], we may even approximate through functions u such that, besides
, also J,, C Q holds and the (d—1)-dimensional simplexes in the decomposition of .J,, may be
taken pairwise disjoint with J,, N\II; NII; = @) for any two different hyperplanes II;, IT;. Furthermore,
in the assumption under which holds true, we may also ensure that u = ug in a neighborhood
of 9Q. We will employ these properties in Section [6]

We recall the following general GSBD? compactness result from [21]. In the following, when
we deal with sets of finite perimeter, such as AS°, we identify the set with its subset of points
with density 1, with respect to d-dimensional Lebesgue measure (cf. [3, Definition 3.60]), while we
denote explicitly their essential boundary with the symbol 0*.

Theorem 2.4 (GSBD? compactness). Let 2 C R be an open, bounded set, and let (uy), C
GSBD?*(Q) be a sequence satisfying
supen ([|€unllL2) + HT (Ju,)) < +o0.
Then there exists a subsequence, still denoted by u,, such that the set AS® := {x € Q: |u,(z)| —
+oo} has finite perimeter, and there exists u € GSBD?(Q) such that
(i) up, = u  in measure on Q\ AX,
(il) Eup —Eu in L*(Q\ A7 RO,

(iif) liminf H41(J,,) > HITH(J, U (97 A N Q). (2.10)
n—oo

n

GSBD?, functions. Inspired by the previous compactness result, in [25] a space of GSBD?
functions which may also attain a limit value co has been introduced, as we recall. The space
R? := R% U {co} (with its sum given by a + 0o = oo for any a € R?) is in a natural bijection
with §¢ = {¢ € R¥*! : |¢] = 1} through the stereographic projection of S? to R%: for &€ # eqy1,
o(&) = ﬁ(fl’ ooy €3), ¢(eqyr) = oo. Let ¢: R — S denote the inverse. Note that

dga(x,y) := [¢(x) —(y)| for z,y € RY (2.11)
induces a bounded metric on R?. Then

GSBD2 () := {u: Q — RY measurable : A% := {u = oo} satisfies H?71(9* A>°) < 400,

s = uxo\ Az + txax € GSBD(Q) for all t € Rd}. (2.12)
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Symbolically, we will also write u = uxg\a= + coxas . Moreover, for any u € GSBD?,(9Q)

Eu=01in A7 and Jy = Juyg 4o U (0747 NQ). (2.13)
In particular,
Eu=CEu L%ae. onQ and J,=Jy, H¥'-ae for almost all t € R, (2.14)

where u; is the function from . Hereby, we also get a natural definition of a normal v, to
the jump set J,, and the slicing properties described for GSBD? still hold in 2\ A%. Finally, we
point out that all definitions are consistent with the usual ones if u € GSBD?(Q); i.e., if A = ().
Since GSBD?() is a vector space, we observe that the sum of two functions in GSBD?Z (Q) lies
again in this space. A metric on GSBD? (Q) is given by

d(u,v) = /Qd]@d(u(x),v(x)) dz, (2.15)

where dga is the distance in (2.11)). In Sections 4| and |5} when we work in an extended domain €,
we will still write d(u,v) for [5dga(u(z),v(x)) dz. We say that a sequence (uy), C GSBDZ ()
converges weakly to u € GSBD?2 () if

sup,en ([[Eunllz2) + H (Ju,)) < 400 and  d(up,u) — 0 for n — co. (2.16)

2.3. Some lemmas. For a < b, we introduce the space PCj(a,b) of piecewise-constant functions
on partitions of (a,b) C R with size ¢ ; namely,

PCs(a,b) = {v : (a,b) — R : there exists a partition {x;}Y , of [a,b] such that

|xir1 — 23] = 6 and v(x) = v(z;) on [wi7xi+1)}.

For every v € PCjs(a,b), we denote by ¥ the corresponding piecewise-affine interpolation on the
nodes of the same partition, defined as

V(1) — () (@

o(x) :=v(x;) +
(@) = (e + S

—Z;), € [TiTig1)- (2.17)

Lemma 2.5. Let (v.): be a sequence such that v. € PCs(a,b), ve > 0, and let (0c): be the sequence
of the corresponding piecewise-affine interpolations defined as in (2.17). Assume that there exists
C > 0 such that

1/b(v5(t) —1)%dt + s/b(ﬁg(t))Q dt < C. (2.18)

€ a
Then, setting
I:= {s € (a,b) : Isc — s such that liirl)iélfvg(sg) = 0} , (2.19)
we have:
(a) for every fized constant No > 0 depending only on C, it holds that
#1 < N¢;

(b) for every A open such that A CC (a,b)\I, there exists na > 0 such that

liminf inf >na .
ek ee(s) 2 ma

Proof. The assertion (b) immediately follows from (a). As for the proof of (a), let us fix N¢ := [4C]

and, arguing by contradiction, we assume that #I = No + 1 and I = {s',s%,...,sNe+1} For
every such index i, we denote by (s). the sequence defined by (2.19) such that st — s* and
hgn_}l(r)lf ve(sy) =0. (2.20)

Since by ([2.18) v. — 1 a.e. in (a,b), we can find a sequence (t.). such that
(1) st <tl <st;
(i) £ — s*;
(iii) 1iggfva(tg) =1.
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Moreover, we may assume that the subsequences of s® and t! realizing the liminf in 1 and
(iii), respectively, have infinite terms of the sequences of the indices in common. Now, let §. and

ti be the greatest nodes of the partition that are less or equal than s’ and ti, respectively. Since
§ — 0 as e — 0, we have that |s{ — 81| — 0 and |t! — .| — 0, which, combined with the fact that

0(80) = v (8L), Do (f1) = v (1), with (2.20) and (iii) give
lim inf 0.(80) =0,

RPN A
hIgi}l(I)lf Oe(ty) =1.

Now, for every i and ¢, let ¢ be the first node of the partition such that 2 > 5. and v (L) > 1,
and let 7/ be the first point in (5%,7) such that 9.(7f) = %, whose existence is ensured by the
Mean Value Theorem. We then have

1 o
v(s) <5, Vs (L),
whence )
lve(s) — 1| > 3 Vse€ (88,70 (2.21)
Now, by Young’s inequality and (2.18]),
Nec+1 .7l Nc+1 T
C > limnf Z} /s v (t) — 1) [ (t)| dt > Z} liren_)i(r)lf/éi [ue(t) — 1)|b<(t)| dt
j Net1 i |
= 1 . - S 1
> 2 hgn_gglf ; |0 (t)| dt > 4(Nc—|— 1),
which gives a contradiction. ([

Lemma 2.6. Let Q' cCQ and (f:)e, (ge)e be sequences of real-valued measurable functions such
that

(i) fo = [ ae inQ, 0< f(x) < M;
(ii) g. — g in L*(£Y),
for some measurable f and g. Then,
fege — fg in LQ(Q/) .
In particular,

lim inf (ngE)Q(m)dxz/ (fg)?(x)dz.
e—0 Q Q/

For § > 0, and for any measurable function u : @ C R? — R? and y € R%\{0} we define the
translations

Thu(z) = u (5y +6 gJ) , (2.22)
d

where |z] := )", [(2,€;)] e; and, for every ¢t € R, [t]| denotes the integer part of £. We have that
Tju is constant on each d-cube a + 6(0,1]%, a € 6Z?. Moreover, the following result holds (see,
e.g., [I, Lemma 2.11}).
Lemma 2.7. Let us — u in L'(Q;R?) as 6 — 0. Then for every Q' CC Q it holds

(i)

li Tous — w110y paydy =0 2.23
61—% [0,1]4 H y Us u”L (Q,Re) AY ) ( )

(ii) if Cs C [0,1)% is a family of sets such that lign i(I)lf |Cs| > 0, then there exists a sequence
—
ys € Cs such that T;d_m; — u in LY(Q;RY).
Let d € {2,3}. We set
Sq = {ei: i:L...,d}U{ei—i-ej, e;—ej: 1 §Z<]§d}

2.24
U{{eiﬂ:ej:tek}:lgi<j<k§d}, ( )
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and consider a kernel function o : Z% — [0, +00) such that
a(§) = a(l¢]) (2.252)
and o (&) # 0 for every & € Sy; we will often use the shortcut
o, = o(r) when [¢| = 7. (2.25b)

Lemma 2.8. Let d € {2,3} and M be a d x d symmetric matriz. Then, defining Sq and o as
before, it holds that

d 2
Z |€‘|§4‘ (ME,E)> =10 ZMfZ +2¢2,0,4 Z M7 + 3,04 (Z M“-) , (2.25¢)
=1

§€Sa 1<i<j<d

where

U\/§ 80’\/5
Cl,o,d i= (01 + T(d - 2)) y C20,d T ( 3 9 (d—1)(d—- 2)> ,
4
C30d = (Uf + 09“3 (d—1)(d— 2)) .

Proof. We can rewrite the sum on left hand side of (2.25c|) as (recall that {e;,...,eq} denote the
canonical basis of R%)

0’le2+7 Z |<M(€ii6]‘),€ii€j>‘2

1<i<j<d
Tﬁ D Moy ken)cite; xe)f
1<z<j<k<d
_Ulez—f—i Z (M”—FM]]iQMZ])Q
1<i<j<d
Tﬁ ST (M + My + Mg+ 2M; & 2My, + 2M,)?
1<i<j<k<d
3y I Uk RN N B 2
=01y Mi+205 Y Mj+ = ——Y Mi+—*(> M
i=1 1<i<j<d i=1 i=1
160 4o /3 d ’
521 ) ST ME 4+ =B d-1)d-2) (ZMH>
1<i<j<d i=1
which coincides with the right hand side of (2.25¢)). ]

Remark 2.9. Notice that setting ¢, 4 := min{c1 5.4, ¢2,5,4}, from (2.25¢) we may deduce the bound

< 3" e 6. (2.25d)

4
&3, I€l

Moreover, choosing in ([2.25¢))

=1 if d=2
— v . ’ (2.25¢)
4,0\[ U\/§23*2, lfd:?),

M‘H

we obtain the identity

1
> ralME O = M+ 5[ TeM P
£€Sa
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3. DISCRETE MODELS AND APPROXIMATION RESULTS

Let d € {2,3}, Q@ C R? an open, bounded, Lipschitz set, with 9 satisfying and the related
assumptions, and let ug € H'(R?;R?). For any § > 0, we consider the scaled lattice 6Z¢ and set
Qs := QN 6Z% We introduce suitable discretizations for both the symmetrized gradient and the
divergence. For & € R\ {0}, § > 0, and u : Q2 — R? measurable we define

Diute) i= (u(e +89) - ), 55 )

i (3.1)
|Dscu(w)® := [D§u()* + | Dy *ul@)[.
For a scalar function v : 2 — R, we will often adopt the notation
Agv(z) =v(z+ 68 —v(x). (3.2)
Moreover, for any {¢1,...,1%4} orthogonal basis of R?, we set
d
divy iy (z) = Z DYiu(z). (3.3)
i=1
Then we define
Divs u(z)|? = 3 |div e kecaRacay (z)[2 (3.4)

(k1,....ka)€{~1,1}4
In order to impose a non-interpenetration constraint in the limit fracture energy, we treat differently
in the approximation the positive and negative part of the discrete divergence. We set, for u: 2 —

R? measurable,
d

+
(divgt)wl,...,wdu(x) — (ZDgﬁlu(x)) , (3.5a)
i=1
|Div§u(m)|2 — Z |(divéi)klel,kgeg,...,kdedu(x)‘2’ (3.5b)

(k1,...,kq)€{—1,1}4
For u: @ — R v: Q — R measurable, £ € Z%\{0}, )¢ fixed from ({2.25), we consider the
functionals F¢, F., F4V defined as

1 _
Ff(u,v) = 3 Z 5@ 2(v(a))? \D57§u(a)\2 , Fo(u,v):= Z 0|5|F§(u,v), (3.6a)
a€RS(Q) £€Sq
iv 1 — .
FWY(u,v) = 5 Z 62 (v(a))? Divsu(a)]? , (3.6b)
a€RJV(Q)
where
, d
R$(Q) = {a €67 [a— 06,0+ 6€) C Q} R§M(Q) == (| R5'(), (3.7)
i=1
and F;ji"+, Fdv pdivNI given by
divt 1 d—2 2 e 4 2
ESY (u,v) := 2 Z 5972 (v())? | Divy u(a)|”, (3.8a)
a€R%V(Q)
- 1 . . A
FS“’ (u) :== 2 Z §i=2 |Div5_u(a)‘2, FSIV’NI(U,U) = FEdlv+ (u,v) + FS“’ (u). (3.8b)
a€RIV(Q)

Notice that F4V" does not include any contribution in v. Moreover, we introduce the discrete
Modica-Mortola-type functional

d 2
G.(v) = % 3 g é(v(a) —1ae S (”(O‘ + 56§) - ”(O‘)> . (3.9)
€€ Ot-‘r(]?ce:kléﬂs

It will be useful to introduce also a localized version of the functionals defined above. For every
A C Q open bounded set, the symbols F&(u,v, A), F4(u,v, A) and G.(v, A) denote the energies
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as in (3.6a]), (3.6b)) and (3.9)), respectively, where the sums are restricted to o € Rg(A) defined as
in (3.7) with A in place of €.
For A, 6 > 0, let EMY and (EI;Ha)E be defined on L!'(Q;R?) x L'(;R) by

Eg\’e(u,v) = AF.(u,v) + 9F€di"(u, v) + G (v)

and
(EXY)e(u,v) = AFe(u,v) + 0 FN (u,0) + G (v),

Let us define the class of vector-valued piecewise constant functions on 2
As(Q;RY) = {u 1 Q= R wu(z) = u(a) for every z € (a +[0,86)4) NQ for any o € 6Zd} ,

and, analogously, the class of real-valued piecewise constant functions 45(£2;R); in order to deal
with the Dirichlet boundary value problem, we set

AP (O RY) = {A(;(Q;Rd): u = up(a) in a4+ [0,6)?NQ for any a € 6Z¢

such that (o +[0,8)Y) N 9pQ # @}

and AP (€% R) for real-valued functions, with ug replaced by the constant function 1.
We introduce the energy functionals (El?’g)E and, for every M > 0, (E/l\\I’IO’M)E defined for u and
v measurable by

. EXM(u,v), if (u,v) € AP"(Q;RY) x AP (Q;R),
<E39>5<u,v>:={ (u,0), if (u,0) € AP*(%RY) x APT(R)

400, otherwise,

and

(3.10)

MY (0 {<E§5>E<u,v>, i (1,0) € As( R x A5 (% R) and [[ullp~ < M,
A0 Je\W, V)=

400, otherwise.

For fixed A, @ > 0 we consider the Griffith functional G 4 defined on GSBD? () (recall (2.13)))
by

Gro(u) == )\/ |Eu(z)|? dx + <;\ + 9) / |div ()| dz + HH (T, N Q),
Q Q
and its Dirichlet version
G¥(u) := )\/ |Eu(x)|? dz + ()\ + 9> / |divu(z)|* d
’ Q 2 0
+HTH(J N Q) U ({tr(u) # tr(uo)} NOpQ)) .

Notice that a more compact expression of the jump part is obtained by considering a set Q-0
with

QN o = ap, (3.11)
and by extending u to a function v’ € GSBD? (ﬁ) defined as
U in Q,
u = o~ (3.12)
Ug in Q\Q:
then
Ju = (Ju N Q) U ({tr(u) # tr(ug)} NOpQ) . (3.13)
We also set

~Dir Gyp(u), ifueGSBD*(Q) and v=1a.e. inQ,
g)\ 0 (u7 U) = , .
’ 400 otherwise
and, for every M > 0,
Q/I\\I,{,;M(um) = {

Gap(u), if [u] -v>0H" ae on Jy,, ||[ullr~ <M, v=1ae inQ,

00, otherwise.
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Notice that QD“( ) = g?g(ut, 1) for L%a.e. t € R%, by . Moreover, QEIOJM displays a non-
interpenetration constraint, not present in QD“ We define it directly accounting for an L*° bound
for |u| at level M, for technical reasons. Flnally, we do not take into account the role of boundary
conditions for the functional with non-interpenetration constraint, since we employ results from
18] (cf. Lemma , where the boundary value problem was not explicitly addressed.
We are now ready to state the main results of the paper. In the following we assume that uy,
A, 0 are fixed and that 11m5_>0 =0.
Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions above, it holds that:
(i) ase — 0, (EB};)E I'-converges with respect to the topology of the convergence in measure
to GV
(ii) for ((ue,ve))e such that supE(E e (ue,ve) < o0, there exists u € GSBD2 () such that
d(ug,u) = 0, v. = 1, and

QD“(u, v) < lim i(I)lf(E)\Dier)E(ua, Ve) (3.14)
e— ’

We remark that any sequence of minimizers (uc, v ) for (EY})- satisfies, up to a subsequence,

d(us,u) — 0, for u € GSBD?2 (Q) such that any (u;,1) minimizes QD” (recall u; = uxo\a= +
tXas). In particular, u. converges to u a.e. in 2\ A3° and the bulk energies of u. vanish in A%°
(cf. [19}, Theorem 5.8]).

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions above, for every M > 0 it holds that:
(i) Grg™ < D-liminfo_o(EY ™ )es
(i1) every ((ue,ve))e such that sup,(Ey NI, M) (ue,ve) < 400 converges, up to a subsequence, in
LY RY) x LY(Q) to (u,1) foru e SBD?(Q);
(iii) if d = 2 and lim. o 2 = =0, then gi”eM > I'-lim supsﬁo(EiléM)s,
where the T-liminf and I'-lim sup above are with respect to the strong L'(Q; R?) x Ll(Q) topology.

In Sections |4 andlwe actually work in the enlarged configuration QCRY satisfying (3 and
with functions u,, v, in AD“(Q R%), AD“(Q R), where

AR (Q;RY) = {A(;(Q RY): u = up() in a4+ [0,6) N Q for any o € §Z¢

such that (a4 [0,0)4) NQ\ Q # (Z)}

and A?ir(ﬁgﬂ%) is defined similarly, for 1 in place of ug in Q\ Q. In particular, if u. — @ in
GSBD?,(9) for some @, then 4 = ug in Q\ €. Let us also fix once and for all A, § > 0.

4. COMPACTNESS

In this section we prove a compactness result (Proposition4.1)) for the discrete approximations of
the Griffith energy, that holds under the assumption that g be bounded. We show that sequences
(e, ve)e with equibounded energy EE)"G are approximated, in the sense of the convergence in
measure, by sequences with bounded continuous Griffith energy (for which compactness is known
from Theorem [2.4]).

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ be bounded as e — 0. Let (u.,v.). C LY RY) x LY (S R) be such that
€ ADT(Q;RY), v € ADT(QR) with
sup EM (u.,v.) < 4o00. (4.1)
£

Then there exist functions T. € SBD?(;R%) such that
ue — . =0 L%a.e. in Q (4.2)

and
sup { /~ €1 (@) o+ H () } < oo, (4.3)
Q

e>0
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Moreover, if ||uc||p < M, then ||tc|p~ < M.

Proof. We introduce a suitable triangulation 7.4 of (~2, based on the Freudenthal partition ¥, of
the d-cube (see Fig. . It is defined as the set of all d-simplexes T obtained through minimal

(1,1,1)

(0,0,0)

FIGURE 1. The Freudenthal decomposition 3.

chains of ordered vertices connecting the origin to the vertex (1,1,...,1). They are d! congruent
simplexes and each has volume 1/d!. In the case d = 2, we choose

Yo :={T12,T22} = {conv{0, e1,e1 + e2},conv{0, ez, e1 + e2}},
while if d = 3, the decomposition is given by
Yg:={T13,T23,T53,Ts3,T53,T63},
where
Ty 3 = conv{0,e1,e1 +e2,e1 +e2+e3}, Tos=conv{0,er,e1 +e3,e1+ex+e3}

T373 = COHV{O, €2,€1 + e9,e1 + €2 + 63}, T473 = COHV{O, €2,€2 + €3,€e1 + €2 + 63}

T535 = conv{0,e3,e1 +e3,e1 +e2+ ez}, Tp3=conv{0,e3, ez +e3,e1 +e2+e3}.

For every simplex T' € 34, we denote by Dr the set of the edges directions for T', which contains
d(d + 1)/2 linearly independent vectors of Sq. For any vector ¢ € RY we denote by EE’T the

coordinates of &€ ® £ in the basis {#; ® #; : £ € Dr} of R4 where 1; := &/1&]-

Finally, we define the triangulation of {2 induced by the partition ¥, as
T4 :={a+0T: T €%y, a€dZinQ}.

We then denote by @, = (4},...,1¢) and 9. the piecewise-affine interpolations of u. and v. on T2,
respectively. We also consider the piecewise constant functions

Dpmin.c () := min{v.(B), B € a+5([0,11"NZY}, ifzxeca+][0,6)7. (4.4)

The result will be an immediate consequence of the following crucial claim and of [1, Proposi-
tion A.1, Remark A.2], which hold true for any distance inducing the convergence in measure on
bounded sets (in particular, for the metric d(u,v) defined in (2.15))).

Claim: There exists a set K. C ?27 with
HIYO'K) < C, |K.|—0 (4.5)

such that, setting @, := 4. (1 — x k. ), we have that u. satisfy (4.3). We subdivide the proof of this
fact into two steps.
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Step 1: The preliminary remark is that from the equi-boundedness of the energies (4.1) we can
get

/ﬁ(ﬁmm,s(x))2|€ﬁ€(x)\2 de < C (4.6)
[ locto) - 9@l ar < . (47)

Let > 0 be fixed, and consider Q7 := {z € Q : dist(z,R?\ Q) > n}. Since @, is the affine
interpolation of u. on each simplex of partition ¥;, we have that

(Edeyw,v) = Lelsi) Zue(s) ) (4.8)

|si — s

for every pair s;, s; of vertices of [0, 1]¢, with v =

T lsi—ssl”

In order to prove | , a simple computation based on and . shows that
[ (i) €02 o
Qn

<Y S [ (@) ) do

£€Saq ovd a€8Z4NQ +3[0,1)

=YY Y [ @)@ O e

(& ~
gesq 0 aeszinQ T€Xa

-y 2y oy / (T (@) |32 657 (€ @)5,7)| do

o,d acs74nG TEZa +0T

o

2

Szﬁ Z Z ar ZZgT”sO‘J”SSJ))D&Us(aJF‘SSJ) .

¢
gesy aeszinQ TeXq

where s;,s; + fj represent the only two vertices of T' whose difference is £j. Thus, by simple
inequalities we infer that

/~ (Bomime (2))?1 €1 (2)]2 A < Fo(ute, )
Qn

whence the assertion easily follows from (4.1]) and by the arbitrariness of . For what concerns (4.7)),
we notice that 9. (z) can be rewritten on each simplex a4 07, with vertices a + d¢;, i =0,1,...,d
(we use here the convention « + §&y := «), as

sz x)ve(a + 551) for every x € a + 0T, (4.9)
d
for some affine functions p;(z), i = 0,1,...,d such that Zpi () =1.
We first prove that =
[ B i@ de 5 Gl 1) (1.10)
"

for 4 small. Indeed, on the one hand, since 9. is the piecewise affine interpolation of v. on each
simplex of the decomposition, we deduce that

Vo (x =52 Z (A&UE ) , for every x € o+ 0T,

so that, by means of elementary 1nequahtles7 for § sufficiently small we have that

d
/ﬁn6|Vﬁs(x)|2dx§C > et Z(Ag"vs(a))ﬂ.

a€5Z4NQ i=1
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On the other hand, rewriting 0. (x) as in ([4.9)) on each symplex a + 6T for every a € §Z¢N (NZ, with
the convexity of z — (z — 1)? we obtain

(bo() =1 N
/aJréTde /a+6T (sz ) e oz+§§,) 1) d

d

< i(Zws(aM&) 2 f

=0 +oT

pi(x) dz)

4 ~
i (e(a+68) —1)?
N @6 Z £

1=0
Hence, summing up on all simplices a + 6T € T2 we finally get, for § small enough,
_ . —1 2
PO (ve(0) 1) 4, >/ G174, (4.11)
Qn €
a€dZiNQ
Now, as a consequence of (4.10]), (4.1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we deduce that

1 (765(:5)_1)2 - (2)|? dz O () — 0 (x)|dz
C> /Q 1 e[V, (o) d z/JE() 1|V6.(z)| dz,

2 g Qn

whence (4.7) follows by the arbitrariness of 7.
Step 2: We can start with the construction of the set K.. As a consequence of the coarea formula
and (4.7), we then have

C>/|v5( )—IHV@E(m)\de/O (1= $)H1(0" {6, < s} N Q) ds, (4.12)

whence, by the mean-value theorem, there exists § € (0,1), say 5§ = i, such that

/1(1 — s)HH 0" {0, < s} NQ)ds > Zﬂd—l(a*f(;) , (4.13)
0

b

where we have set

=

Kl — {meﬁ: be() <

Thus, with (4.12) and (4.13) we deduce that

HIY oKL < C. (4.14)
Furthermore, again by the equi-boundedness of the energies and (4.11)), we have
1
K| < <€ [(ﬁs(x) - 1)2dx> £<Ce—0. (4.15)
Q

Now, with £ > 0 fixed, we consider the set

Irs:= {a €67%nQ - gn%xﬂve(a) —ve(a £ 08)|} > H},
; ok

and, denoting by @, the cube a + [0,8)?, we correspondingly define

U Q..

a€ll s
Notice that, if @ € Zf;, then by the triangle inequality there exists 5 € a + §([~1 , 114N Z4) such
that .
max{|ve(B) — v=(8 + de;)|, |v=(B) — v-(B — de;)|} > 'k ji=1,....d. (4.16)

Since different o', € 7 ; may share the same 3 complying with (4.16) if and only if o’ — " €
§([-2,2]¢ N Z%), then

#{ﬁ : hOldS} Z ([(};) (417)
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From (4.1), the definition of Z7 5, and (4.17) we then infer that

d 2
C > Ge(ve) 2 Z 6 Z ve(@) — v;(a =+ de;)
" ! (4.18)
EH2(<5d—2
#(Ig,é) )

>
= P#([2,27nZ9)
whence o
#( ?6) < m

Consequently, taking into account the boundedness of the ratio g, we have

“1 ok g 1 IR ¢é
HTHOKE) < Y HITH0Qo) = 2400 H(TE ) < 52 < +oo,

a€ll ;
o (4.19)
K< Y jul =0 < (52) 50,
a€ll ;
Hence, setting
K., =K UK,
with (4.14]), (4.15) and (4.19)) we find that
HI(O*K. ) < C and |K. .| — 0.
It will be sufficient to show that, for every fixed k > 0,
~ 1
Q\ K., C {Jc €0 Vpinelx) > i 2&} . (4.20)
Indeed, choosing, e.g., Kk = ﬁ and setting K. := I (4.20) and (4.6) allow us to deduce a
uniform bound for ||Ei.||p2 outside the set K.; namely,
/~ Eite()? dar < 64 /~ (Bmin.e(2))?|Ete (z) d < C. (4.21)
Q\K. Q

In order to prove (4.20)), let z € SNI\KE,,.i and a € 6Z2 N Q be such that z € Q. Since v (x) > %,
it must be

max{v2(a). {0 £ 8 ees, > 1

Now, o & ZF 5, so that ve(a) > i — k and, by triangle inequality, Upin (x) > % — 2k as desired.

Finally, setting . := %.(1— xk.), we notice that J;_ = 9* K, so that, taking into account (4.21]
and H4~1(9*K.) < +oo we obtain (£.3)). By the way, it is immediate to see that ||| re < [Jue|/pe-
This concludes the proof of Claim and then of the theorem. |

5. SEMICONTINUITY PROPERTIES FOR THE GRIFFITH ENERGY

This section is devoted to prove the semicontinuity inequality in Theorem assuming
the convergence of u. to u guaranteed in Section [] on sequences with bounded approximating
energies. In particular, we deduce the lower limit inequality for the I'-convergence approximation
of the classic Griffith energy, with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Asin Section we work with the extended set Q C RY, d € {2, 3}, and functions in A(;Dir(ﬁ; R%),
A?ir(Q;R). As observed in Section 3] if u. € A(;Dir(ﬁ;]Rd) are such that u. — @ a.e. in €, then
i = ug in Q\ Q. Then (recall the definition of u/ and (3.13)), prove the lower limit inequality
for (EX¥) is equivalent to prove the lower inequality for the energies (ERZ)E defined in the very
same way of (EY¥)., but with all the integrals and corresponding notation considered in Q in
place of 2. To ease the reading, in the following we keep the same notation of Section [3| for the
functionals, just referring to the set Qin place of €2 in integrals, in sets of nodes, and in A(;Dir(ﬁ; RY),
AP () R).

We estimate separately from below the terms F. and Fsdi" (Lemma Lemma and Propo-
sition , and then address in Proposition the lower bound for the Modica-Mortola part G,
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by a blow-up argument. We remark that the results concerning F. and F3V hold under the only
assumption that 6 = d(¢) vanishes as ¢ — 0. In contrast, we use the assumption lim._,q g =0 to
estimate the Modica-Mortola terms from below in Step 3 of Proposition

Lemma 5.1. Let u. € A?ir(ﬁ;Rd), Ve € AéDir(KNZ;R) be such that
SUP(E/I\),g)a(Ua, ve) < 400, (5.1)
g

d(ue,u) = 0, with u € GSBD2 (Q), and v. — 1 in L2(Q). Then, for every £ € Sy,

e—0

lim inf P (ue, v.) > ﬁ /ﬁ (Eulw)e, O de . (5.2)

Proof. For simplicity, we develop the proof in dimension d = 3, although the following slicing
argument would hold in any dimension d > 2. Let £ € S5 be fixed, and {1, &2, &3} be an orthogonal
basis of R? such that & € Z3 for every i = 1,2,3 and &; = . Setting Q¢ := 2?21[0, 1)&;, we note
that Mg = |Q¢| = det(&1,&2,&3) and M € Z. If we denote by 2 the points of TI such that

{zm:l=1,..., M} == 73N Qg,

we can split Z2 into the union of disjoint copies of Z& := @le Z&; as

Me My
¢ =Jz%" ==+ 2%
=1 =1

(see the proof of [I3 Theorem 4.1] and Figure [2] in the sample case of £ = e; + e3 + €3).

FIGURE 2. The lattice corresponding to £ = e; + ez + e3, with the plane II¢, from two
different points of view. Notice that the main sidelengths are v/3, v/2, v/6, so that
M¢ = 6.

We claim that

it Y 00 (@) (el +00) — e O = 5 [ (Euw 02 dr 63
aeZL () )

for ( = £¢£ and for every [ = 1,..., M, where Zf;(ﬁ) = Rg(ﬁ) N6Z%!. The conclusion will
follow up to multiplying by ﬁ both the sides of and summing up over the sublattices.

In order to prove , we introduce two other piecewise constant interpolations u. and v, of
ue and ve, respectively. For o € Zf;(fl) and Q¢ as before, we set

Ue () = ue (@), Ue(z) :==ve(r), x€a+0Q:. (5.4)

The triangular inequality implies that 9. — 1 in L'(Q). We also have that d(@.,u) — 0. This
follows from the fact that u. — @. — 0 in measure. To see this, set §¢ = arctan((ie,()), g¢ =
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arctan({ue, C)), ¢ € {e1,ea,es}. We have by definition of the interpolants that

[l @l = [ i) - gé(a)] o
a+0Q¢

Oé-‘r(SQg
Ne
gzj 168 (& — 61) — g8 ()] dr,
i=1 Y at+6Qe

where N¢ is finite depending on £ and 1); are the vectors connecting a with the V¢ remaining

integer vertices in Q¢. We now observe two facts: 1) from Proposition we have that there exist
U. with T, —ue — 0 in measure and u. — u weakly in GSBDgO(ﬁ); 2) arguing for any fixed ¢ = ¢;
as in [21, proof of Theorem 1.1, Compactness] we have that arctan((u., ¢)) is compact in L(Q) (in
fact, in Q\ A%, arctan((z., ¢)) — arctan({u, ¢)) for any ¢ € S2, and, in A%, |arctan((T., ()| — 5

for H2-a.e. ¢ € S?, but the limit exists for any (). Then g¢ is compact in L!(2) so that, summing
up on all a’s in Z5(£2) and using the Fréchet-Kolomogorov criterion, we get ¢ — g¢ — 0 in L1(€).
Hence, the claim is proved. N B

We define 7 as the set of z € { whose distance from 0 is at least 7. Setting Qf := Uaezg (a+
0Q¢), we clearly have that Qn C ﬁfs for § small enough. Furthermore (we argue for ¢ = ¢ in (5.3)),

the case ( = —¢ is analogous)
Y (@) ((ue(a +66) — ue(a). £)°
acZL(Q)

1 ~ ~ ~
- m/ﬁg(ve(x))2(<”5(“5§) — (), €))? do (5.5)

NI _ & 2
e o [ e (SO ).
Me Jre@y) J @), 0

Observe that a5 € PC(;((QS)&y), where PCs here denotes the space of piecewise constant func-
tions on intervals of size §. We now define 4. ¢, as the piecewise linear interpolation of 4$¥ on

(ﬁg)gyy. We remark that 4. ¢, has nothing to do with the slices @¢¥ of the affine function . used
in Proposition hence the different notation. Now, (5.5)) can be rewritten as

> 6(ve(@)? (e + 68) — uc(a), )

acZ()

1 ~ X
- M, / _ /~ (TEY (1)) (i £, (1))* dt dH? ()
€ JmE(QL) J(QY)ey

1 . 2
> [ @) e () dear)
£ Jmw&(Qn) Qg,y
and we are left to prove that, for H?-a.e. y € II¢,

/ |usY ()| dt < lim inf/ (TEY (£))?|fbe ., (1) |* dt . (5.6)
(N (A5))e. =0 Ja,

Indeed, if the above holds, will follow as a consequence of Fatou’s lemma by integrating the
above estimate over II¢ and observing that, since u € GSBDZ (Q), then a5 (t) = (Euly + t€)€, €)
for a.e. t € (Q\ A7 )¢, and Eu =0 in AP, (Notice that we have also to use the arbitrariness of
n>0.)

In the following we argue for Qin place of ﬁn’ in order to simplify the notation, since we know
that d(te,u) — 0. Nevertheless, all the inequalities may be localized on ﬁn' Since 4. — wu in
measure in Q \ A%, by Fubini’s Theorem (see [19, (5.5)]) we have that @& — ¥ in measure
in (Q\ A7), for H?-a.e. y € II5. The same holds then for the piecewise affine functions . ¢ ..
Summarizing, we have for H?-a.c. y € II¢:

fle ey — uSY in measure in (Q\ A%) 58Y = 1in L'(Qe,), (5.7)

I
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where the second one follows by Fubini’s Theorem. For fixed y € II¢ such that (5.7) holds and the
liminf in (5.6) is finite, denoting by o ¢ ,, the piecewise affine interpolations of 95, from (5.1]) and
the triangular inequality we deduce that
1 .
- / (F8Y(t) — 1)% dt + 5/ Ve y(t)?dt < Cly).
ﬁﬁ,y ﬁ&y

€

In view of Lemma there exists a finite set I$Y C §~257y such that for every A%Y open, with
ASY cC Qe \ I6Y, there exists k > 0 such that

liminf inf #%Y(s) > k.
e—=0 scAsvy

In particular, we may assume that there exists ' > 0 such that, for € small enough,
SY(s) > K, se ASY,
so that
K’ sup / |ite.e ., (t)|? dt < sup /~ (589 (£))?|fie .,y (1) At < 400 (5.8)
€ A&y Q£ v

€
Up to considering separately its connected components, we may assume that AS&Y be connected
and contained in one of the finitely many connected components of Q¢ ,, \ 15 (it is not restrictive

to assume €2 connected). Arguing as in [2I] part below (3.21)], we have that by the regularity of
Ue¢,y, (5-7), and (5.8)) one of the following two alternative possibilities hold:

(1) either |dc ¢, ()| converge to +oo for some x € ASY and then |d. ¢ ,| — 400 on A%Y and
ASY C (AP ),y
(2) or (@ic¢,y)e is bounded in H*(AY) and then

utY € H'(A%Y) and G ¢, — u®Y in H'(ASY).

In particular, Qg » \ I&¥ is made up of a finite union of intervals, where either . ¢, y converge in

H} _ or d.¢, — +00. Therefore we may partition Qg y as Qf g Y Q2 U I&Y, where Ol Qg , are

&y’
finite unions of open intervals with boundary contained in 19, such that Ue ¢,y — +00 in Q £, and

Gic,ey — uSY in HY(ASY) for every ASY CC (le
With (5.7) and Lemma [2.6{ we obtain that for every A$Y CC ?Zl,y

/ SV ()]2 dt < liminf /~ (G612 e e o (D) di. (5.9)
A&y e—0 Qé,y
Notice that (5.9) holds for any arbitrary open set A%Y C ﬁ%y, so that (since ﬁgy C (AP)e,y)
/~ [asY (t)|? dt < ﬁ [asY (1)]2 dt < hmmf/ (TEY (£))2 e (1) dt .
(\AF)e 4 a1, Se.

As observed before, the above estimate may be localized in ﬁm obtaining (5.6]) and thus concluding
the proof. |

For every & € RI\{0}, u € LY(Q;R%), v € L1(Q), we define
._ £ &\J?
HE (0, v) 1= /ﬁ(v(m))Q ’<5u(az)m,m>‘ dz . (5.10)

Setting Zs(€) := RYV(Q) N 6Z, where Rd“’(Q) was defined in (3.7) (for the domain €2, here we
consider as always the analogous one for Q), and Z := 274, and

Qom = {z €RY: |(z,e;)| <m,i=1,...,d}, (5.11)
Q2m,i,i = {l‘ € ng : :t(m,ei> > 0} (5.12)

(see Fig. , we introduce the class of real-valued piecewise constant functions on the cells a+§Qo,
defined as

Aoms(QR) := {v: Q = R: v(z) = v(a) for every z € (o + 0Qa,,) NQ for any a € Z(;(ﬁ)} .
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€i

QQm,i,—‘r

2m,i,—

FI1GURE 3. The half-cubes Q2m, i 4.

Lemma 5.2. Let u € GSBDZ2 (Q) and (w.)., (v:)- be sequences such that v. € Ass(:R),
d(we,u) — 0,

sup {E:He ws,vg)} < 400, (5.13)

e>0 i—1
wéY € H(Q e“y) forae yelIl®, i=1,...,d, (5.14)
> 5d< —1)2 +¢ (“8(0‘+25?)—v5(0<)>2> <Ci=1,...,d. (5.15)
(XEZg(Q)
Then
lim inf /5 (v (2))2(div w. (2))? do > /sz (divu())? de. (5.16)

Proof. Notice that, under the assumption (5.13)), from the identity

d

D (Aei ;) = tr(A) (5.17)

i=1
we infer that sup.~g [5(ve(2))?(divw.(2))? dz < +o0o. We then show that
vedivw, — dive  in L2(Q\ A%), (5.18)

from which (5.16) immediately follows, recalhng that Eu = 0 in AS°. Note that by Egorov’s
Theorem, Wlth ﬁxed 1 > 0 there exists Q C Q\ A% such that |(Q\ A) \Q |<nandve >1—n

on Qn for € small enough.
Now, under assumptions ([5.13))-(5.15)), an analogous slicing argument as for the proof of Lemma
applied to wg¥ shows that

/~ (((Eu(zx))es, e;) — g(z))?dz < liminf/~ (v ((Ewe(z))es, e5) — g(x))? dx (5.19)
Q\AZ Q\A%®

e—0

for every g € L2(€\ A%) and every i = 1,...,d. The proof of (5.19) can be developed in the case
g = 0, the general case following by approxnnatlon of g € LQ(Q \ A2 with piecewise constant
functions on a Lipschitz partition of Q.

From ([5.19) we then get
((Ewe)e, ei>x§n — ((Eu)e,, ei>Xﬁn in L2(Q\ A2, forevery i =1,...,d, (5.20)
whence, by the identity (5.17) we obtain

div WeXg, = divuxg — in L2(Q\ AZ%).
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Finally, since |(€2\ A%°) \ (~2,7| < n, letting n — 0 and by the absolute continuity of the integral we
obtain B

divw, — dive in L*(Q\ A>). (5.21)
The assertion (5.18) now follows from (5.21)) and Lemma[2.6|since v. < 1 and v. — 1 a.e. in Q. O

As a consequence of Lemma [5.2] we deduce now the optimal lower bound for the functionals
FdV(u,v) as defined in Section
Proposition 5.3. Let u. € As(Q:RY), v. € As(R) be such that
Sup(E)]aier)E(uE) UE) < +OO I (522)
€

d(ue,u) = 0, with u € GSBD2 (Q), and v. — 1 in L2(Q). Then
lim inf £ (u,, v.) > / |divu(z)|? dz . (5.23)
e—0 Q

Proof. We prove (5.23)) for d = 3, the case d = 2 being analogous. Notice that Z* admits the
following decomposition:

8
73 — U Zl =7 U U{Z —|—§ : f c {{ei}izl’zg, {ei + 6j}1§i<j§3,€1 + eo + 63}} .

=1

Correspondingly, recalling that Z% Q) = Rd“’( )N §Z" and setting

Fvl(y, v) Z §(v())? |Divsu(a)|®
a€Zj(Q)

we can rewrite the energies as F&V(u,v) = Z?Zl FdVil(u,v), so that
8
lim inf Fdl (Ue,ve) > lim inf Fdlv l(ue, Ve) . (5.24)

e—0 e—0
=1

With fixed n > 0 and SNEU defined as in the proof of Lemma we argue for [ = 1 and claim that

. 1
lim inf FIV! (ug,v.) > 3 /~ (divu)?dz. (5.25)
QW

e—0

For this, we start by deﬁnNing two other piecewise constant interpolations . and o, of u. and
ve, respectively. For o € Z5(Q) and Q2 as in (5.11)), we set
te(z) == ue(a), Ve(x) :=ve(a), x€a+dQ2. (5.26)

It is immediate to check that o. — 1 in L*(£2), and, more in general, that (5.15) are satisfied.
Indeed, for every o € 6Z2 and i = 1,2, 3, by triangle inequality we have

|v€(a+266i)—vs(a)\2 < 2(|vg(a+2éei)—v€(a+(5ei)2+|ve(a+5ei)—v5(a)|2> .

We also have that d(@.,u) — 0. This follows arguing as in Lemma
We introduce further interpolations of u., whose components 2%, i = 1,2, 3 are piecewise affine,
defined as
wi(a) + 1DSu () (s — o),  ifx € (a+08Qa1)NQ,
zi(z) == (5.27)
ul(e) + %Dgeiua(a)(xi —ai), fze(a+dQ2;-)NQ,
where @2 ; + are as in (5.12).

Notice that, by the definition (5.27)), the first component of z. is continuous across interfaces
which are orthogonal to e;. Indeed, clearly no discontinuity of z!(x) can appear at points z on
the interface between o 4 §Q2,1,+ and a + 6Q2,1,—; the only points to be checked are those z on
the boundary between o + 0Q2 and (a + 2de1) + 0Q2. A direct computation shows that, since
Zed(a+0Q214+)N0((a+2de1) + 06Q2,1,— ), one has

hﬁmf 2 (x) = ul(a+ bey),
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which proves the claim. N
It follows that z¢+¥ € H' (S, ,) for H?-almost every y € II®*. A similar argument shows that

28 € HY(Qe, ) for H2-almost every y € 1% for every ¢ = 2,3. We now prove that z. — u in

measure on €. It will be enough to show that

Ue (2e — 1) — 0in LY(Q) .
To see this, again we may argue componentwise and observe that, since [§Qz| = 863,
/ |1~)E(ZZ_ — ﬁé)| de < 128%v.(a) (|D§iu5(a)| + \Dgeius(a)|) .
a+0Q2

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using equiboundedness of the energies, we get

3 / 152 — )| da
a+6Q2

aeZs(Q)

<1253< > |v5(a)|2|Da,eius(a)l2))

aeZs(Q)

1

2

2

(#(Za(@)))é < Co? (#(%(ﬁ))) <08

which entails the convergence of z. — u in measure on Q.
For all ¢ € S? it holds (£2(x)v, 1) = Oy (2(x), 1), where yw stands for the directional derivative
of w with respect to ¢. Applying this to the unitary vectors e;, by (5.27) we have that
1 e .
sDSue(a) fzea+0Qo, +
(Eze(@ere) =4 0 . (5.28)
5D5 “uc(a) ifrea+dQa, .

Then, by using the identity (5.17]), we have that

.
~_ |
~L

FIGURE 4. The cubes QF1e1-k2e2,kses

1
(div z.(z))? = 5—2|div§1el’erQ’ksesua(a)F if 2 € §QRevkeezhaes () (5.29)
for every (ki, ks, k3) € {—1,1}3, where we have set

5Qk}161,k)2€27k3€3 (OZ) = m (a + 5@27i,sign(ki)) . (530)
i=1,2,3

Since |§QF1erkzea.kzes| — 53 it holds

/ (8=(2))?(div 2. (2))? da = §(ve(a))? > |divy erteenkacsy ()2
aHoQe (k1 ko g) € {1,132 (5.31)

= 0(ve())?|Divsuc(a)]?.
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Now, from the equi-boundedness of the energies (5.22)), we infer that

sup {H (2, 0e) + H?(2¢, V) + H® (2¢,0:) } < 400, (5.32)
e>0

where H¢ is defined as in (5.10). Thus, the conclusion (5.16]) of Lemma holds with 2. and 0.
.31]

in place of w. and v., respectively. Therefore, with (5.31)), it follows that

1
hmlnf Fdvl(y, v.) > liminf (8/

e—0 e—0 ﬁn

- . 1 .
(e ()% (div 2o ())? da:) > §/§ (divu)?dz,

n

which proves the claim (5.25]).

We now observe that we have also, for every [ and n small,

; 1
FSIVJ(UE’UE) Z g/

2y

(v (2))?(div 2o (x))? da .

In fact, 7 continue to hold, since the lattices Z* are just suitable translations of Z! = Z,
while the compact subset ﬁn of Q appears on the right-hand side. We deduce that follows
also for general FIV:! in place of FIV:1,

By we eventually obtain that

lim inf FO (., 0,) > / (divu(z))de,
e—0 Q

n

whence (5.23)) follows by the arbitrariness of n > 0. O

With the results proven before in this section, we are in position to prove the liminf inequality
for (EXY)e.

Proposition 5.4. Assume that lim._,0 2 = 0. Let (u.,v.). C LY(Q;RY) x L2(;R) be such that
Ue € A(;(Q,Rd), Ve € .A(;(Q,R),

sup(ED“’) (Ue,ve) < +00, (5.33)
d(ue,u) = 0 for u € GSBD2 (), v. — 1 in L2(Q). Then
liminf(EYY)e(ue, ve) > GYG (u). (5.34)
e—0 ’
Proof. Let us fix a small ¢ € (0,1). For every ¢ > 0, we define the discrete measures

:% de (i(v )—1) —|—EZ< aJr(Sek (a))2> 1,

aeQs

CZ > 87 (w(@)? | Dsgu(@)’ Lo,

§€54 aeR(Q)

where 1, denotes the Dirac delta in . We observe that
(D)o rer02) > (1= S )AF (e, )+ 0FS () 4+ (0.

In view of Lemma (recall Remark and Proposition the general proof will be a conse-
quence of

lim inf p¢(€Q) > H (I, NQ), (5.35)
e—0

by the arbitrariness of ¢ € (0,1). Therefore we prove ([5.35) in the following. We divide the proof
into three steps: in Step 1 we see that (5.35) is guaranteed from (5.37)); in Step 2 we show that,
after a blow up procedure around a fixed z in a set of full H¢~'-measure of J,,, (5.37) would follow

from (5.46)); in Step 3 we prove (5.46)).
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Step 1. Since by (5.33) it holds that

sup 16 (€) < 400,

e>0
we have that there exists a positive bounded Radon measure u¢ such that, up to subsequences,
pe = pé weakly* in M (Q). Since J, is countably rectifiable, so that H4~1L .J, is o-finite, and
p € M; (), then the Radon-Nikodym derivative of u¢ with respect to H4~1L_J, exists (cf. e.g.
[20, Theorem 2.9]). Denoting its density by #S € LY(J,;RT), we have that #S may be explicitly
computed by (see e.g. [3, Theorems 1.28 and 2.83])

o) — @) @)
polto) = Lo HIZHQY(20) N Ju)  poo+ pd=t
where v := v, (70) and Q) (x0) = o +p Q"”, Q" being the unitary cube centered in zo with two faces
in planes orthogonal to v. Let us set (Q;(:ro))i =20+ pQVFT ={z € Q}(wo) + £(x —z0,) > 0}
for the following discussion.
We now claim that

, for H¥ lae. xp € Jy, (5.36)

,ug(:zro) >1 for H¥ l-ae. zg € J,. (5.37)
Once (5.37) has been proved, the conclusion (5.35) follows by a standard argument. Indeed, by

choosing an increasing sequence of cut-off functions (pr) € C2°(€2) such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and
supy, wr = 1, we get

fmipt S > limint [ ndus = [ pdnt = [ pudu,
e—0 e—0 Q Q Juﬂﬁ
whence ([5.35) follows letting k¥ — +o0o by the Monotone Convergence Theorem.
Step 2. Since u € GSBD2 (), we may subdivide .J, into J, N (Q\ A%°) and 9*A%°. Moreover,
U = UX g\ 4 HEX A € GSBD?(Q) and J, = Jg, (up to a H4 l-negligible set) for L-a.e. t € RY.
Therefore, for H4 1-a.e. 2o € J, N (2 \ A%) there exist two values u*(zq) € R? such that

aplim  wu(z) = u*(x0); (5.38)
2E(QY (z0))®

Tr—x0

moreover, for H? l-a.e. zg € 9* A%, assuming that v is the outer normal to Q \ A%, it holds that
there exists u™ (7o) € R? such that

aplim  wu(z) =u™ (zg), aplim tanh(|u(z)]) =1. (5.39)
2€(Q (x0)) we(Q (x0))*
Tr—xo T—To

In fact, the latter identity may be seen by considering the G'SBD? function u; for a t for which
Ju = Ju,, so that zy € J,. Thus the approximate limit of u; as * — x¢ in (QZ(;U(]))+ is t; on the
other hand, we have that @;(z) = ¢ if and only if |u(x)| = 400, so we deduce the latter identity in
(15.39)).

Let us fix zo € J, such that (5.36) and either (5.38) (if o € Q\ A%) or (5.39) (if zo € 9*AX)

hold. Notice that this corresponds to fix z in a subset of J, of full H41-measure. Since u¢ €
M (Q), we have that u¢(QY(x0)) = u¢(Q4(xo)) except for a countable family of p’s. Moreover,

for p small the upper semicontinuous function XQ, has compact support in Q. Thus, in view of [3]
Proposition 1.62(a)] and the Besicovich Derivation Theorem (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 2.22]) we infer
that for every p,, — 0 and every €; — 0 it holds that

< (0 (z
15 (o) > lim 1imsupw

m—+00 j—r+o0 p,(,:ln_l ’
. e (Qf, (w0)) . .
so that we need an estimate from below of ——3"——. For this, we first note that for every j

m

and for every m we can find x% € 0,Z% and p,, ; > 0 such that xé — 20, Pm,j — Pm aS J — +00
and §;Z7 N QY (x)) = 6,29 N QY (o). Now, setting in correspondence to §; = 5(e;)

J

_ 9 &

Tm,j = ) Um.,j - )
Pm,j Pm.,j
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we introduce the functions u; n, € Ar,, (Q”;R%), v m € A, (QV;R) characterized by the follow-
ing “change of variables in the nodes”

Ujm(B) = ue, (I{) + PmjB),  Vim(B) = v, (xf) + pm,iB) NQ". (5.40)

m,j
Let G,,, ; and F , be defined by replacing, in (3.9) for G,,, ,, both 6y, ; with 7,,, j and &, ; with
Om.js and in for Fs,,. ;5 Om,j with 7, ;. We find that

Iz ,( ; (fﬂo)) pmi y Pons
2 > ( J Gon s (V5ms Q") + (o (1m0, 05 m) (5.41)
In particular we have that
-1 T 1 ¢ (QY (x
sup o, (Ujm, Vjm) < sup ,us @, ( ) — sup M < 400. (5.42)

m,j m,j Cp'mJ pm C m,j pm
Notice that we used above that ¢ > 0 is fixed, and it holds indeed that lim,, ; F,,, ; (%j,m,Vjm) = 0.

By (5.41)), (5.42), Proposition and Theorem we obtain that (w;m,vjm);m converges,
up to a subsequence, towards a suitable couple in GSBD2 (Q) x L*(9).

Moreover, setting u,, (y) := u(zo+pmy) for y € Q, it holds that (u,, )., converges in L°(QV;R?)
to

uo() = {“+(”“°0)’ o —wov) 20, e f @)\ A%), (5.43)
u” (zg), if (x —xo,v) <0,

while, if zg € 9* A, we have that w,|gw— converges in L°(Q"~;R?) to ug () :== u™(xo) in Q"

and that tanh(|um,|)|gv.+ converges in L' (Q*T;R?) to the constant function 1. Since, for fixed m,

Ujm, Vj,m cONvVerge in measure to U, Um as j — +oo, by a diagonal argument we may find a

sequence m; — +oo such that the above properties hold for u; := u;,, as j — +oo in place of

U, a8 M — +00 and vj 1= Vj,m, — 1 in L*(QY), 0 := 0, j — 0, T := Ty, j — 0, and

1S (zo) > hmmfG (0;,QY).

We now collect these informations and the fact that (u;,v;); converges L%a.e., up to a subse-
quence (see discussion below (5.42))). Therefore

uj — Ug € GSBD? (Q) L%a.e. in Q¥ (5.44)
and v; — 1 in L?(Q"), where ug is given by if 2o € J, N (Q2\ A%°) and by
uo(x) = {Zo_(goi REVRY, i 22 - iz Z; i 8: if w € 9* A% (5.45)
Thus, (and then the result) would follow from
hm mfG L(0;,Q7) > 1, (5.46)

that we show in the remaining part of the present proof.

Step 3. Up to passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the liminf in (5.46]) is actually a limit.
Now, we consider a suitable triangulation 7}‘1 of @V, as introduced in Proposition Namely, we
set

Th={a+6T: TES4 aenZnQ"}.

We then denote by 4; = (u]l, u?, e ,12]-) and 9; the piecewise-affine interpolations of u; and v; on
'Td respectively. We have that @; — ug in measure on Q¥, and 9; — 1 in L*(Q").

With fixed n > 0, by arguing as for the proof of - we can prove that for j large

Ga_,»(vijV)Z/QV thaﬂvfﬁj(x)\zdx. (5.47)
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Now, we introduce the piecewise constant functions 0,y ; as in (4.4) and, along the lines of the
proof of (4.6)), with (5.33)) (here we use again that ¢ > 0 is fixed in the definition of u¢, as done
for (5.42))) we have that

1jminf/ (i (@))?1€8 (2)[? da < € < +o0,
Jj—+o0 Q;777

whence we can assume, by taking a further (not relabeled) subsequence, that

su_p/ (Dmin,; ()2 € (z) > do < C < +o0. (5.48)

v
j .

Recalling the notation for slicing in Section [2| for any fixed 1 > 0 there exists v = «y(n) such that,
setting I, := (=52, 151, it holds

y+tv+9)CQ” for allyeQ'ffnﬂH”,tEImﬁEl/l, [9] < .

Therefore, recalling also (5.44)), (5.45)), we infer that for H% '-a.e. y € Qy_, NII¥ and ¥ € v,
[9] < v (with the notation for slicing from (2.1)), (2.2]))

"t e NI, At Wl T Llaein I,
We now have that for H9 t-a.e. ¥ € v+, 0 # |09 < v

Juzw = {0}, if (T (z0)—u™ (w0),v) #0,

!]u((]V+'l9)vy = {0}, if <u+(1'0)*u7(170), V) = (5.49)

for H'-a.e. y € Qf_, NTI”. In the case where zg € J, N (Q\ AX), are readily obtained
and the second expression holds true for every ). In the case o € 0*AJ°, we regard the points
where ué’“””’y (here possibly 6 = 0) passes from a finite to an infinite value as jump points, that
is we adopt the same convention as for GSBD? functions, and we work with the usual product
between two numbers in R and R, setting 0 - (+00) = 0. By standard arguments (in the spirit of
e.g. [21, Lemma 2.7]), we can see that for H% -a.e. &, limy_,q+ |[u§¥ ()] = +oo for Hi L-ae. y.

From now on we assume that (u™(zo)—u~(z0),v) # 0, so that we may take ¥ = 0 to ease
the reading. In the opposite case, we may argue in the very same way, just replacing the slices
along the direction v through the slices along a direction v+, for some ¥ € v+, 0 # |[J| < v, and
considering, below (5.53), 7/*7: R? — II” given by 7*?(z) = {z + t(v+9): t € R} N1II”, in place
of 7.

Then, with (5.48) and Fubini’s Theorem, we have

400 > C Z / (@mmd(z))ﬂé‘ﬁj(xﬂzdx

1
-/ ( [ @ o)y dt) ),
Qy_,nmv \J1,
whence we deduce the existence of a set N C II¥ with H?~(NN) = 0 such that
sup / (B4 (0)2(EV(1))% dt < +oo (5.50)
i Jr, ’
for every y € (Q7_, NII")\N. It is not restrictive to assume tlﬁt uy? € H'(I,) for every
y € (QY_,, NII")\N. Now, let I, be any open interval such that 0 € I} C I,,. If it were

limjinf siéllf’ Oy () >0, (5.51)
from (5.50) we would infer that @Y — ug? in H'(I}) and Jyrw 0 I = 0, which clearly would
contradict (5.49). Thus, the liminf in (5.51)) is 0, so that for every y € (Q7_,, NIIV)\N there exists
a sequence (sé’)] C I,, complying with

Oyt i(8%) = 0 as j — +o0 . (5.52)

min,j
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Now, with fixed £ > 0, we claim that there exists a set N C II, with Hd’l(Nf) — 0as j — +oo,
such that for every y € (Q7_, NII")\(N U N¥) there exists jo := jo(y, #) satisfying

SV (Y
0;77(s%) <

] k  for every j > jo .

4
For this, for every a € 7;,Z% N Q" we set
M = max {|v;(a) —v;(8)] : B €T,ZTNQY,|a— B =75l¢|, € € Sa}
and .
Ko d V. «
= {aenz'nQ : My = 7}
From the equiboundedness of the energies (5.33) and an analogous argument as for the proof of

(4.18]), we deduce that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

c>% Y o Uj(a);vj(ﬂ)

OZEI; ﬂeTjZdﬁQV
la—pB|=T;

2
pe Z Uij_2(Mj°‘)2 pe #(If)nQUj T;i_z
O¢EIJ'-i

for every j, whence

#(Z7) < —4=, foreveryj. (5.53)
UjTj
Let ¥ : R? — II” be the orthogonal projection onto the hyperplane II* and set
Nf = U ™ (a+ 750, 1)) .
aEIJ'."

then, with (5.53)) we infer that

HITHNF) < Vdrd T #(TF) < \/Ec(n)g; —0, asj— 4o0. (5.54)
Now let j € N be large, y € (QY_,, N1I")\(N U N), and consider the corresponding sequence (s%)
as defined in (5.52). By the definition of ¥y,in,; We deduce the existence of ag := ap(y) € (1;Z% N
Q")\Z} such that y + sé-’u € ap + 75[0,1)? and By, ; (o) = min{v; (o), {v;(ao £ 7€) }ees,} — 0
as j — 4o00.
Therefore, for every x > 0 and every y € (Q7_, NII")\(N U N) there exists jo := jo(k,y) € N
such that Omn,j(o) < % for every j > jo. Moreover, since ag € (17,24 N Q")\Z} we also have
vj(ao) < %n, vj(og £75€) < %Ka for every j > jo and every £ € S;. This implies, by convexity, that

5
0y +siv) < Yk for every j > jo . (5.55)

Since in the previous argument x > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, from now on we may assume that
0< k< %. As we already know, up to a possible subsequence, ﬁ;y — 1 a.e., so that we can find

Y 4y . Y oY Y
r;,t; € Iy such that r; <s; <{j and

oV (rf) > 11—k, 07Y(t))>1—k, forjlarge enough. (5.56)

Now, for every fixed y € (Q7_, NII")\(N U N), by using the Cauchy Inequality and taking into
account ([5.55))-(5.56)) we obtain

0V () — 1)2 .
| @)~ 1) (01 L b oy )2 o

n

> / 71— @) () o + / (1 - 04 ()39 (@) da

Y v
j Sj

11—k 5 9 9
>2 (I1-2)dz=1—c-k+—Kk"=11-¢,>0
5k 2 16

for every j > jo.
From ([5.54) we deduce that, up to subsequences,

X(@y_, v )\(vunr) = 1 H* ae. in QY_, NIIY (5.57)
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so that

. . 1 (ﬁy’y(m) - 1)2 AU
lim inf <2/1 — 4 0;(0"())* dw | x(Qr_,mepvung) 21— cx

Jj—+oo 0y
for Hi¥ t-ae. y € (QY_, N1I*). Finally, from (4.10)), the Fatou’s Lemma with (5.57) we obtain

o _ 1 2
lim Go,(v;,Q") > liminf/ (05(@) =1 + 0, |Vo;(2)]* do

j—+o0 j—+o0 O']
1—n
1@ -1
> 1 : f — ~y 7 . Al{,y 2d 5 ) ) d d_1
_/QT—n e (2 /In s +05(077 ()" dz | X(@v_ nmep\(vuns) dH (1)

> (1—co)HHQY_, NTI) = (1 —c) (1 =),
whence ([5.46) follows letting xk — 0 and then n — 0. O

6. THE UPPER LIMIT FOR THE GRIFFITH ENERGY

In this section we prove the I'-limsup inequality for the convergence stated in Theorem
Differently to what done in the previous sections, here we argue for the reference configuration 2.
The constraint u. € AP¥(Q;RY), v, € APT(Q;R) for the recovery sequence will follow from the
part of the density result Theorem concerning the treatment of Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that lims_,og =0, and let u € GSBD?(Q). Then there exists a
sequence (ug,v:) € APT(Q;RY) x AP (4 R) such that (ue,ve) — (u,1) in measure on Q x Q and

lim sup(ERier)g(us,vg) < Gf\)fér,(u). (6.1)

e—0

Proof. In view of Theorem and remarks below, by a diagonal argument it is not restrictive to
assume that u € W(; R?) and that J, is a closed subset of the hyperplane I1® = {z4 = 0}, that
we denote by K. To fix the notation we argue for d = 3, the case d = 2 being analogous.

We recall from [0 (4.23)-(4.24)] the following fact about the optimal profile problem for the
Ambrosio-Tortorelli functional: for fixed n > 0, there exist 7;, > 0 and f,, € C?([0, +o0)) such that
fa(0) =0, fy(t) =1 for t > T, f)(T,) = £, (T;;) = 0, and

/Tn(fn(t) — 12+ (f)*dt < 1+7.
0

Let x = (2/,24) for each z € RY, and K}, := {x € TI® : dist(x, K) < h} for every h > 0.
Let T > T,, and 7. > 0 be a sequence such that 7. /e — 0 as ¢ — 0. We set

A ={z eR* 2/ € K__ s, |zl <7+ V36},

AL ={z eR*: 2/ € K,_, 55, |za] <= + V33 + T},

B.i= {v € R*: o' € K.pa, |24l < 7./2), BLi= {2 € R*: 2 € K., |val < 7.},
and A, 5 1= A. N6Z3, Al s=ALN 0Z3. Notice that, for € small,

KcB.ccB.ccA.cc AL ccQ,
recalling that K C Q. Let ¢. be a smooth cut-off function between B. and B., and set
ue () = u(@)(1 - ¢=(x)).

Since u € W (Q\J,; R3) we have u. € WhH(Q;R3). Moreover, since AL is a compact set in
and u = ug in a neighborhood of dp?, also u. = ug in a neighborhood of dp{2. Note also that, by
the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, u. — u in L'(Q;R3). If 1. is a cut-off function
between K_, 35 and K,_, /5, we define

ve(z) := e (' )he(za) + 1 — e (2'), (6.2)
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where the function h, : [0, 400) — R is given by

0 if t <.+ /30
he(t) = { f(FEQ=Y30) if oy 4 \/BS <t <.+ V3O +eT
1 if ¢ > 7. +/30 +eT.

By construction, v. € WHo(Q) N C°(Q) N C?(Q\A:) and v — 1 in L1(Q).
We start proving that there exists a sequence (i, 7:) € AP (4 R3) x APT(Q; R) converging in
measure to (u,1) on £ x  such that

. _ 1
lim sup F; (e, 0:) < Z 0‘|§|/ 74|<5u(33)§’§>|2 dz, (6.3)

e—0 ces. Q ‘€|

3
and
limsup F (@, 7. §/ |div u(z)* da . (6.4)
e—0 Q
Setting

U.(2) := min{v.(a),1}, z€a+][0,0)?>, acQy,

since F.(-,0.) < F.(-,1) and F3V(.,p.) < F4V(., 1), it will be sufficient to prove both (6.3) and
(6-4) for the pair of admissible functions (%, 1). Notice that v. € AP"(Q;R) by (6-2) and since

AL is a compact subset of .

Let € € S5 be fixed. Define
05 = {z e R®: [z — 06,2+ 0¢] C Q). (6.5)

Since ve(a) =0 for all @ € A, 5, let © € Qg\AE: by construction, z + 6¢ € Q5\B. and u. = u on
OQ\BL. Thus, by using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Jensen’s inequality we deduce
that
2

dx

<u(x+54§) —u(x)7<§|2>

1/ ¢ 2

5 [ IDfu@Pd= [

2

0% Jog\n. 25\B

/ﬂé\Bg

4
gﬁ L3 / [(Eul + )¢, €)[2 dtda

a$\B, 0

2

1
dz

)
e /0 (Eulz +10)C,C) dt

(6.6)

< ﬁ /Q (Eulx)¢, ) dx

for every ¢ € {££}. Moreover, setting Q§v := Q' N Q52 NQ§°, by arguing as for [1, (4.9)], we have
that
1 : klel,k‘zez,k:;e:; . . 2
g(dlv(S u)xoav\p, — dive in L7(Q2), (6.7)
for every (ki, ks, k3) € {—1,1}>.
For simplicity, we prove (6.7)) in the case (ki, k2, k3) = (1,1,1). We first notice that

2

]

1
H (v P u) xgaiv, gy — divu
5 £ LQ(Q)

5 3 2
:/ . <(1$/ Z((Eu(x—i—sek)—5u(x))ek,ek>ds> dx—l—/ . (divu(z))?*da.
Q§V\BL 0 Q\(Q§V\BL)

k=1
Now, since [Q\(QIV\B.)| — 0 as ¢ — 0, with the absolute continuity of the integral, Jensen’s
inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we deduce that

2

3 5
S/ §/ |Eu(z+ser,)—Eu(x)|* ds|dz4o(1)
0 2@ Jog\B\iZ1 0 Jo

Loe
- 1,€1,€2,€3 . - H
H (divy u)Xng\Bé divu
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as € — 0. Finally, as a consequence of Fubini’s theorem we have

2 5/ 3
< §/ Z/ |Eu(z+ser)—Eu(z)|* dz)ds+o(1)
@) 0Jo \i5 /e

as ¢ — 0, whence follows from the continuity of translations in L2.
With the estimates , by summing over ¢ € S3 and taking into account Remark we infer
that

= (divg" P u)xgaiv\ g, —divu

k

limsup Z ‘5‘/ 2 |D5§u ZU‘E‘/ |£‘4 €u £§>|2d$ (6.8)

€0 ges £ESs

From (6.7, we deduce that

1 1
lim sup f/ 5 [Divsu(z ) dz §/ |div u(z)|*de. (6.9)
e—=0 8 Qd‘V\B' 6 Q

Now, we adapt to our case the argument of the proof of [I, Proposition 4.4], which combined

with ( . will give .

For every y € (0,1]3, we 1ntroduce the sequence T, 6% as defined in ) for d = 3, which
satisfies Toue(2) = uc(6y + a) for every z € a + (0,6]%, « € 6Z3.
Now, since for a € 6Z* and ¢ € Z* we have §| ¢ | = « and 5L°‘§5§J = o+ ¢, we get

/( ) (Fe(Tue, 1) + FIY(TPue, 1)) dy
0,1

1 .
< = Z O] Z / 6|D55u «a +5y)\ dy + 3 Z 0 Divsu(a + (5y)|2 dy
? ées, aeR§(@)\ A~ aeRdv (@Al O
, ) (6.10)
=5 Z ol Y / 52 [ Dsuly)l” dy + ¢ / 52 IDivsu(y)|® dy
6653 a€RS( Q)\A +(0,0)? aGRd“’(Q nal et(0.0)?
1 1 )
<1 L 2dy+ - = |Divsu(y)* d
< |§|/ |Dseuly)|” dy / 4 su(y)” dy,
52 ag\4. 02 8 Jag\a, 62
whence, with (6.8)-(6.9), we infer that
lim sup /( . (Fo(Tue, 1) + FAY (T ue, 1)) dy < Gag(u) < M. (6.11)
I

Moreover, with fixed n > 0, (6.11]) implies that the set

Cs = {z € (0,1)%: F.(T’uc,1) + FH(Tou,, 1)

= / (Fe(Tyue, 1) + FY(T)ue, 1)) dy + n}
(0,1)®
has strictly positive Lebesgue measure for € small enough. Indeed, for ¢ small enough and with
(6.11) we deduce that

f(o 1)3 ( (T6u57 )+F&Eﬁv(T’juE’ 1)) dy M
f(0,1)3 (Fa(Tg(;suaa )+FS1V(T5U‘271)) dy+n~ M+n

3 €
10, )"\Cy| < <1,

so that [Cr| > 1 — M "7 > 0. Now, as a consequence of Lemma ii) we deduce that, for every
€ > 0, there exists z. € C’8 such that Tz‘lus — uin L' and

FE(TZ‘ZUEJ)+F€div(Tiug71)S/( y (Fe(Tue, 1) + FY (Tue, 1)) dy + 1. (6.12)
0,1
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Finally, setting . := ng ue, with (6.11))-(6.12) we obtain
limsup (F. (., v.) + F (., v.))

e—0

(6.13)

e—0

< lim sup/ (Fe(Toue, 1) + FIY(T)ue, 1)) dy + 1
(0,1)?

i 2 1 2
<Y o / FilEu@e.o) dx+9/ﬂ|dvu<x>\ do 41,

£€Ss

whence the assertion follows letting 7 — 0. We observe that u. € A(;Dir(ﬂ; Rd), since u. = ug in a
neighborhood of 0pQ.
We provide now an estimate for G¢(7.). Setting, for a € Qs such that o + dey, € Q,

5 2
GZ(v) = %53 (i(v(a) —1)% + 52 <”(0¢ + (56(;;) - v(a)) > 7

k=1

we have (below we have to restrict the sums over a € Q5 such that « + deg € 0, we omit it to ease

the notation)
Z GZ(ve) < Z G2 (ve)

a€Qs a€s

1 1 > ve(a + deg) — v () 2

- Z 263<€(v8(a)—1)2+52( g )
3 2
oy <i<va<a>—1>2+62(”5(a+56§)_%(a)>)

a€(AL)s\(Ae)s k=1

3 2
+ Z %63 (i(vg(a)_1>2+gz(UE(OK—F(S@(];)—UE(Q)) ) .

a€(Ae)s k=1

(6.14)

The argument now follows the proof of [0, Proposition 4.2], so that we will only recall briefly
the main steps.
First, we note that

> G =0 (6.15)

a€Qs\AL

since for any o € Qs\A. we have that v.(a + de;) = v.(a) = 1 for every k = 1,2,3 from
the definition of h.. Then, by exploiting also the regularity of v, it can be proved that (for
Bs := BN 6Z3 for every B C R3 Borel)

L+ 6
Y Gl <C (W:) HA(K., s55) — 0. (6.16)
ae(As)E

Indeed, we have that v.(«) = v.(a + dex) = 0, k = 1,2,3 for every a € (A.)s such that a + ey €
(A.)s for every k = 1,2,3. This implies that

o 6 Ve +6
2 02000 = #4057 0 (120) (K., )
{a€(AL)s: atder€AL 5,Vk=1,2,3}
On the other hand,
o 53 ) 5
Z G€<v€):#(aAs)5?§C g H (Ks+\/§5)'

{a€(A)s: atdere(AL)s\(Ae)s, Vh=1,2,3}

Finally, taking into account the fact that f, is a Lipschitz function, we obtain

5
Z G2(ve) < (1+n+0) HY (K., s55) +C6. (6.17)
a€(AL)s\(Ac)s c
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Now, collecting the estimates (6.14)), (6.15)),(6.16)), (6.17) we deduce that
limsup G.(7:) < (1 +n)H*(J. N Q), (6.18)

e—0 -

whence the desired bound follows by the arbitrariness of n > 0.
In addition, (6.18) implies that

1
lim sup — / (v.(z) — 1)?dx < C,
Q

e—0 €

then v, — 1 in LY(Q). O

Remark 6.2. The argument for the proof of Proposition shows that an analogous (local
version) of the upper bound inequality (6.18]) can be obtained also under the assumption that

l:= lir% — € (0,400). In this case, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that
e—>0 &

limsup G (o) < (1 4+ C)HL(J,).

e—0

In particular, this permits to control from above the I'-limsup of ER% through a Griffith-type
functional.

7. THE NON-INTERPENETRATION CONSTRAINT

This section contains the proof of the I'-convergence approximation in Theorem The lower
inequality relies on the results proven in Section 4. For the upper inequality we employ a density
result for couples (u,v), here recalled in Lemma which has been shown in dimension 2 in [I§]
to prove the upper bound in a continuum approximation for the Griffith energy with a linearized
non-interpenetration constraint. We give first the proof of Theorem keeping in the last part
of the section the auxiliary results.

Proof of Theorem[3.3 As a preparation for (i) and (ii) we notice that, since v < 1, then F4V <
FAVNT (see (3.6D) and (3.8D)), and EX? < (EY)..

Proof of (ii). Consider (ue,v:). with supE(E}\\{IQ)E(u87 ve) < 400. In particular, from the previous
observations, (4.1)) holds true. Then by Proposition we have that u. has the same pointwise
limit of a suitable function @, that satisfies (4.3)) and |||~ < M. Therefore (cf. [9]) (ue).
converges in every LP(Q;R?), p € [1,00), to some u € SBD?(Q) with |jul|p~ < M.
Proof of (i). We argue for d = 3, the case d = 2 being analogous. Fix (u.,v:). such that
supE(E/I\\{Ig)E(u€7v5) < 400 and ue — u, u € SBD?*(Q). By (ii), ||ul|lp~ < M and u. — u in every
LP(;RY). In particular, Eu is a measure, with

Eu=Eul® + ([u] © v, )H L T, . (7.1)
Let us show that u satisfies Div-u = Tr™ (Eu) € L?(). In fact, let us examine the proof of Propo-
sition with now the control on F4V:Nl(y_ v.) at hand, which improves that on F&V(u., v.).
(The only difference is that in Section 4 we worked with Q, now with Q; anyway, one could as well
in this case obtain the lower limit inequality imposing a Dirichlet datum). Arguing as in that proof,

we introduce the functions z. as in (5.27). Then z. — u in every LP(Q;R?), since they converge
in measure to u and ||z¢||p < M. Moreover, taking the negative part of the scalar functions in

(5.28)), we obtain that
1
2

div™ z.(z) = 6—(divg)klel7k2€2’k3e3u5(a) if © € gQhienkzenhacs () (7.2)

for every (ki, ks, k3) € {—1,1}3, where we recall the definition of §QF1e1-Fze2:kse3 () in (5.30).
Then, arguing as for (5.31]), we get that

/ (div™ ze(z))? dz = 6(ve(a))?|Divy ue(a)]?. (7.3)
a+6Q2

Summing over a and recalling the control on FUVN(y_ v.), ([3.8b), and (3.7), we infer that if
€ > 0 is small enough then
||div_zs||L2(§n) <C,
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for C' > 0 depending on M and 6. In view of the L' convergence of z. to u, we have that div z,
converges in the sense of distributions on Q to Divu = Tr(Eu). Then, arguing as in e.g. [3|
Proposition 1.62], we can see that div™ z. converges weakly in L? (©,) to a suitable non negative
function f, with f > Div_u. Then the positive measure Div_u = Tr~ (Eu) is indeed in L?(2).

Now, computing the negative part of the trace of the identity , we obtain the non-interpenetra-
tion condition [u] - v > 0 H% '-a.e. on J,, since Div_u has no singular part. We deduce that
QNI M(u,1) = Gao(u, 1;9) < +00. Then, by Theorem H and EM? < (E/\NIQ)E we conclude (i).

Proof of (iii). Let u2!, v2! the functions provided by Lemma (7.1} in correspondence to families
of g, 8,1 € (0,1). First we show that for every [, 3

by (vﬁ,l)2 112 0 (vﬁ,l)2 a2
>0 |f|/Q§2 55 | Doeul| dx+4/ﬂgiv = [Diviul|” da

£ES,

0
+*/m,v g2 Divy | dx} <
82 (N g(ubh 2 4 (2 divt w2 ) d
[ @2 (NE@EDE + (5 +8)ldiv* w!? ) da

A
A v B
2—|—,B)/Q|d1v ul”’| dx].

hm sup l

lim sup
e—0

Indeed, in view of the assumption lim._.q 6% = 0 and of Remark we have that

e—0

. 1 /9 8. 8. 2
hmsupg/0 |<Eu5’ (x4 s£)&, &) — (Eut (m)§,£>| ds=0

uniformly with respect to £ € R?\ {0}, 3, [, and x with dist(x, ) > §|¢|. Therefore
2

1 ,3 l §
hmsup—z/ (W2H2| D§ul ()2 dx:limsup/ 2/ (Eu(z +t¢)¢, ¢) dt| dz
es0 0 Qg e—0 QE 5|C‘
= tmsw i [ G2 G O
e—0 |<|
for every ¢ € {££}. Similarly, one estimates
limsup/ 2|(d1V Yhrenkaezy .12 4
e—0 de 0
1 1)
= limsup/ f/ (EuPl(z + t(kier))er, e1) + (Eull(x + t(koes))es, e2)dt | dx
e—0 Qdiv o 0

2
= lim sup/ ((Suf’l(:n)eh e1) + <Euf’l(ax)eg,62>) dr = lim sup/ (div-u?h)2d
Qdiv de

e—0 e—0
and then obtains ([7.4]).

From (7.4) we pass to an estimate on A . o1e| FE(udt vlh) + OFIVN (yfL yPl) by arguing
as in the proof of Proposition We thus consider for every y € (0,1]? the functions Tguf 4
Tgvf*l as defined in ([2.22) for d = 2 and u = u2!, v2!. By the definition of the operator Tg,
arguing similarly to (6.10) we deduce

/ ()\F (T5 8,1 T§ Bl)+0Fd1VNI(T5 B, T§ ,Bl)) dy
(0,1)2

<> \s\/

£€S2

0 (W2hH2 2
ﬁl| d:z:—|—4/Qdiv ‘22 |D1v;uf’l| dz (7.5)
S5

0
+1/de 52 ’DIV(; 51‘ dx .
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Following the very same argument as that to get (6.13]), applied to (Tju?l ,ijf’l) in place of
Tgue, for n > 0 fixed we infer that for every I, 3, e there exists 22! € (0,1)% such that, setting
all = Tz‘sﬁﬂluf’l, 8l = Tz‘sgwlvf’l, it holds that

2 = (@l ol =0 (7.6)

g

N

i Tl
lim [|(a,

and

lim sup ()\Fe(ﬂf’l, ﬁg’l) + 9F§iV’NI(ﬂ?’lv ﬁeﬁ’l))
e—0

(7.7)
e—=0

< lim sup/ (AFg(Tfu?’l, Tgvf’l) + HFSiV’NI(Tguf’l, T;vf’l)) dy+n.
(0,1)

As for the Modica-Mortola term, we first introduce a variant of G obtained by replacing « by
a + 0y in the expression of G¢ (3.9), namely for every v: £ — R measurable we set

GY(v) ::% > 52<i(y(a+5y)_1)2+6 3 (v(a+5(y+€1}))—v(a+6y)> )

a€Qs k=1
a+2de, €0

Now we may argue exactly as done in [6] Proposition 4.2, Step 2] and in the last part of the proof
of Proposition with a + dy in place of a (that is, the functions are evaluated in a4 dy instead
of e, inside each cube a + 6[0,1)?) and the role of K, h. played now by I'’, v(<) from (i) in
Lemma (notice that we use the regularity of T to control its discretized neighborhoods). We
then obtain that for every y € [0,1)?

1 Bl 1)2
limsup GY (v2!) < lim sup f/ <(UE) + 5va’l|2) dz. (7.8)
e—0 =0 2 Jq €
Moreover, notice that for every y € [0,1)?
limsup GY (v2") = limsup G (TYv2") (7.9)
e—0 e—0

Let us choose [, 8, n in dependence on ¢, vanishing as ¢ — 0, and denote by u., v. the
corresponding @2!, 92! (before we omit the further dependence on 7). By collecting (7.5), (7.7),

(7.8)), (7.9) and (iv) in Lemma we eventually deduce that

limsup(Ey ™)< (e, v) < Grg™ (u,1)

e—0
and (7.6 with (ii) in Lemma [7.1] give that ., 9. converge to u and 1. This concludes the proof of
(iii). 0

We recall the following result, which is a direct outcome of [18].

Lemma 7.1. Let d = 2 and u € SBD?*(Q) N L>®(Q;RY) with Div-u = Tr (Eu) € L*(Q).
Then, for every families of parameters ¢, 3, 1 € (0,1) there ewist functions v2! € C>(Q;[0,1]),
ult € O (Q;R?) such that
(i) for every B > 0 there exists a set I'?, which is a finite union of C* hypersurfaces and of at
most CB/(gl) isolated points (for C > 0 a universal constant), such that H'(J,AT'P) < 52
and v2' has the form

5 <(dist(x71") - 16\/§sl)+>
vt =
€

where v is a smooth scalar function with v(t) € [0,1], v(0) = 0, limi— 1o y(t) = 1. In
particular, for every j3, 1, it holds v — 1 in L*(Q) as ¢ — 0;

(ii) for everyl, it holds limsupg_,olimsup, g [[uf"! — ul/ 2 = 0;

(i4i) ull = @ * ull, for a suitable a2 in L= RY) with |l < ||ullp=~ and o =
(el)~2p() for ¢ € C(By o) with [odx =1 a given radially symmetric mollifier;
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(iv) it holds that

A
lim sup lim sup lim sup /(fuf’l)2 (A|5(uf7l)2 + (5 + 5) |divt uf7l|2) dz
Q

l—0 0—0 e—0

A 1 Bl _1)2
+<—+ﬁ>/ |div™ uf’l|2d:z:+f/ (7(% S 4 ewop
2 Q 2 O g

2) da| < GM(u).

Proof. Properties (i), (ii), (iii) are clear from the construction for the limsup inequality for [18]
Theorem 1], in [I8, Subsections 3.1 and 3.2]. In particular, for (i) see (with the numeration in
[18]) the definition of v! at the beginning of Subsection 3.1 and (17), for (ii) the very last sentence
of Section 3, and for (iii) the definition of u. below (24), where u has to be replaced by uy, as
explained below (34).

As for (iv), this is a consequence of (18) for the Modica-Mortola part in v (with a minor
modification since the Modica-Mortola term here is slightly different), of (27), that states that
€uf’l is a good approximation of £u where vf’l # 0 (then one can treat separately Eu?*l and
divtul!, as we did), and of (36)-(37) for the treatment of div™u2?!. O

Remark 7.2. From (iii) it follows that
Va2 w0,y < Clel)

for every fixed 8, [, e, C' depending only on ||u||L~ and ¢, and Q. := {x € Q: dist(z, Q) > el}.
In fact, for x, y € Qg

o (x 4 y) — 0l (x) = /]R2 (Oiper(z+y — 2) — Opa(z — 2))u(z) dz.

We deduce the claim by noticing that || Ve[| < (1) 74| V|lw1. and that the above integral
is indeed computed on the set Bej/o(x +y) U By2(7), with area C(el)?.
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