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UNIFORM ELLIPTICITY AND p-¢g GROWTH

CRISTIANA DE FILIPPIS AND FRANCESCO LEONETTI

ABsTrACT. Fix any two numbers p and ¢, with 1 < p < ¢; we give an example of an integral
functional enjoying uniform ellipticity and p-q growth.
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1. INTRODUCTION
We consider integral functionals
(L.1) [ rDutais,
where u : Q C R” — R¥, Q is bounded and open and f is continuous and nonnegative. About
f we assume p-q growth
(1.2) c1]zP — ea < f(2) < es)z]? + ey,

where ¢y, ¢a, 3, ¢4, p, q are constants with ¢q,c3 € (0,+00), c2,¢q4 € [0,+00) and 1 < p < ¢. In
this framework it is usual to assume that

p—2 A
(1.3) es(p+z)) S<DDﬂ@ﬁTﬁw
and
(1.4) IDDf(2)] < eo(p + |2])772,

where ¢, cg, it are constants with ¢, cg € (0, +00) and p € [0, 1]. Retaining only the informations
about the growth in the large of the second derivative, as prescribed by (1.3)-(1.4), leads to the
following bound on the ratio between the highest and the lower eigenvalue of DD f:

_ highest eigenvalue of DD f(z)
~ lowest eigenvalue of DD f(z2)

(1.5) R(z) : <er(u+[z)77P,
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for some positive constant ¢;. The right hand side of (1.5), evidently blows up as |z] — oo,
given that, in general, ¢ > p. On the other hand, if by any chance the integrand f features
certain structural properties which make R (z) bounded from above by a constant non-depending,
in particular, from z, then we have uniform ellipticity. We are concerned with regularity of
minimizers u : @ C R® — R of (1.1); in this framework of p-q growth, the following bound
sometimes appears

(1.6) q <p+c(n,p),

where c(n, p) is positive and tends to 0 when the dimension n tends to +oo; see [2,6,9-11,13,16,18]
and [17, Section 6]; see also [7, Section 6.2] where a simple argument is given. Now we assume
the following structure condition

(1.7) f(z) = g(lz]),
with g : [0, +00) — [0, +00). Some papers require g(0) = 0, g € C%((0, +00)) N C([0, +00)) with
g'(t) > 0 for t > 0; moreover, [3,5,8,15] ask for

1

(1.8) 0<m<Z ,(t)t

g'(t)
Note that [1] requires (1.8) with 1 < m; on the other hand, [14] asks for M < 1. In [4] they
consider splitting densities f(Du) = a(|(D1u, ..., Dn—1u)|) + b(|Dnpu|) and they require (1.8) for
both a and b. We remark that ¢’ > 0 and (1.8) forces g” > 0, so g must be strictly convex; on
the other hand, (1.8) allows p-q growth whatever p and ¢ are: in this paper we fix p and ¢ with
1 < p < ¢, no matter how far they are, and we show a convex function ¢ verifing (1.8), with p-q
growth. In [3] we find Theorem 1.15 that says

<M< 400 Vvt > 0.

Theorem 1.1. We assume that g(0) = 0 and g € C*((0,+00))NC* ([0, +00)); moreover, g'(t) >
0 fort > 0 and (1.8) holds true. If u € Wllo’cl(Q,RN) is a local minimizer of (1.1) under the
structure condition (1.7) with g as before, then u is locally Lipschitz continuous in €.

We are going to show an example for the previous Theorem 1.1: fix p and g with 1 < p < ¢, then
we give g satisfying all the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 with the chosen p and ¢: the restriction
(1.6) does not apply! Moreover, such a g gives an f for which we have uniform ellipticity; indeed,
let g be any function in C?((0, +00)) with ¢’(¢) > 0 for t > 0, satisfying assumption (1.8); then,
for the corresponding f given by (1.7), we have

of ~ \ N
5r () =9 (D7
and 5
>’f [ " g’(IZI)} zi'zgg'(l2))
z) = z|) — + 504351.4’
el A = o P
so that

b0 (oo )= 2L0] (5 Y

if we consider first the case [...] > 0 and then the other case [...] < 0, using (1.8), we get

highest eigenvalue of DD f(z) < M
max P
lowest eigenvalue of DD f(z) — "m )’

so, we are in the uniform ellipticity regime. So, after fixing p and ¢ at will in (1, +00), we are
going to write an example of functional with p-¢ growth and unifom ellipticity. For 1 < p < g,
set a = % and b = %. Then, we have a,b > 0,1 <p=a—b < a+ b= q and we can use the
function g defined in the next section 2.

(1.10)
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2. EXAMPLE

We fix a,b € (0, 4+00) with

(2.1) l1<a-—b.
We consider ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, +00) such that
(22) g(t) = e hsme),
where ¢ : R — R is given by
3w if t € (—o0, 1],

(23 (t) =
’ Sr4+elnln(e+ (t—1)*) ift € (1,400),

with € > 0. Note that

0 if t € (—o0,1],
. Pl = 4(t—1)3
1n(e+(€t—1)4) e (=17 ift € (1,400)
and
0 ift e (—oo, 1],
2.5 "(t) = —1 at—1)* 1?
( ) ¥ ( ) 9 { CEEDRIE |:e+(t—1)4} +
12(t—1)%e—4(t—1)° .
1n(e+(1t—1)4) ( [e+)(t_1)§]2 ) } ift e (1, +OO)

so that ¢ € C?(R). Note that ¢/(t) > 0 when ¢t > 1; moreover, tliin ¢(t) = +oo. Then
— 400

©(t) increases and takes all the values of the interval [%ﬂ', +00). This means that, in (2.2), the
exponent a + bsin(¢(t)) oscillates between a — b and a + b infinitely many times as ¢t goes from
0 to +oo; then ¢(t) has a — b growth from below and a + b growth from above. As far as ¢ is
concerned, we require that

. a—1-0
(26) 0<€<m1n{1, Télb}

We are going to prove the next

Theorem 2.1. Let us consider a,b € (0,+00) verifing (2.1); we take g(t) given by (2.2) where
@ 1is defined in (2.3) and € satisfies (2.6). Then g : [0,+00) = [0,+00), g(0) =0, g(t) > 0 for

t>0, ge CY[0,4+00)) NC?((0,+0)), thI(I)l+ @ =0, t£+m @ =+o00, ¢'(0) =0 and
N )

t t
2.7 0<{—-b8+a—0b &<g't < b85+a+b£
t t
for every t > 0; moreover,
(2.8) 0 < {=b8+a—b}t" "7t <g'(t) < {b8c+a+ b}[t* 07 42071
for every t > 0. As far as g" is concerned, we get
g'( g'(t)

t
(2.9) 0<{-224be+a—1— b}T) <Jg'(t) <{224be +a — 1+ b}T

for every t > 0, thus g is strictly convex in [0, 400).

The present example is a modification of the one given in [12,19]; in the present example the
small new parameter £ appears and it makes possible to get convexity and p-q growth with any
pand q .
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3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We need some preliminary estimates.

Lemma 3.1. For allt € (1,00) there holds that:

(t—1)°
3.1 0< ———— < 1.
(3-1) e+(t—1)4<
Proof. f 1 <t <2, then 0 <t—1<1 so that
—1)3 1 1
0< (t ) < <-<1

e+(t—1)%* e+ (t—-1)* " e
If 2 <t, then 1 <t —1 so that

(t—1)° (t—1)°
0 <L
Ser (-1 Ser (-1
The two cases give (3.1). O
Lemma 3.2. For allt € (1,00) there holds that:
(t—1)3t
3.2 0< —F—"— <2
(3:2) et (-1 "
Proof. We write t = (t — 1) + 1 and we get
(t—1)3 (t—13@t-1) (t—1)3 (t—1)*
0 = 1<1+1
<e+(t—1)4 e+ (t—1)% +e+(t71)4<e+(t71)4+ <i+h
where we used (3.1). O
Lemma 3.3. For allt € (1,00) there holds that:
(t—1)%2
3.3 0< ———— < 4.
(3:3) et (-1 "
Proof. f 1 <t <2, then 0 <t—1 <1 so that
(t—1)2%¢2 - 4 <4<4_2
et(t—1)% Ted+(t—1* e "2

If 2 < t, then t < 2(t — 1) so that
(t —1)2¢? (t—1)24(t—1)2 4@ -1)*

0< = 4.
et (—D11 = etr(t-1F ex(—17°

The two cases give (3.3). O
Lemma 3.4. For allt € (1,00) there holds that:

Int
3.4 0< ———F———~ <1
(34) S Tnlet (- D))
Proof. If 1 <t < e, then

Int Ine Ine 1

STt (-0 “ et -9 " Ine
If e < t, then t < (t — 1)?: indeed, this last inequality is equivalent to 0 < t? — 3t + 1; the two
solutions of the equation t> — 3t + 1 = 0 are # and 3+2\/g; note that 5 < 5,29 = (2,3)2, so
that 3+2_\/g < # = 2,65 < e; then e < t implies 0 < t> — 3t + 1 and t < (¢t — 1)2. This last
inequality allows us to write

Int In((t —1)?) In((t—1)?) 2
O et —DY “lle+—DY “Wm(@—DH 4

The two cases give (3.4). O
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In this section 3, ¢ is given by (2.3) with any € > 0: in the forthcoming lemmas, no restriction
from above on € is required.

Lemma 3.5. Let € > 0 be any number and ¢ be the function in (2.3). Then,

(3.5) 0<¢(t)tlnt <8  Vte(l,+0).
Proof. We take into account formula (2.4) and estimates (3.4), (3.2):
0<¢(t)tnt = (et (Et =D efft(t__l)f)ﬂlnt =
_1)3
Eln(e +11(1tt_ 1)4) 64_|(_t(t i)l; < e8.
O
Lemma 3.6. Let e > 0 be any number and ¢ be the function in (2.3). Then,
(3.6) 0< ()t <8  Vte(l,+00).
Proof. We take into account formula (2.4) and estimate (3.2):
_1)3
0<¢ltt = In(e + (i — 1)) ei—(t(t —1)1)4t B
1 At —1)3
et (=1 eJ(rt(t )1§4 < &8,
(]
Lemma 3.7. Let € > 0 be any number and ¢ be the function in (2.3). Then,
(3.7) lo” ()t Int < 128¢ Vit € (1, +00).
Proof. We take into account formula (2.5) and estimates (3.2), (3.3), (3.4):
2
O s S | M
242 642
e fzt_ 3D 12e(t [ell ft jf)(f]Q DM (43 4 48 1 16) = 128,
(]

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Definitions (2.2) and (2.3) say that, when ¢ € [0,1], ¢(t) = 37 and g(t) = t*~°; condition (2.1)
guarantees that 1 < a — b so that

(4.1) 9(0) =0,
(4.2) Jim, @ =0,
(4.3) 9'(0) =0;

moreover, g(t) > 0 for t > 0. We recall that, for ¢t > 1, t*=® < ¢(t); again, condition (2.1)
guarantees that 1 < a — b so that

(4.4) lim 9t =400
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Up to now, g € C°([0,+oc)). For ¢ > 0 we have

(45) g(t) — taerSin(Lp(t)) — e[aersin(Lp(t))] lnt’
so that

g'(t) — elatbsin(p(t))]Int { chS ( )Int + [a + bsnl( ( ))]%} -
(4.6) 9tt) {[beos(p(t)]¢’ (Bt Int + [a + bsin(p(t))]} -

If t € (0,1], then ¢(t) = 27 and ¢/(t) = 0, so that

(4.7 g0 = 20 1] = o et

again, condition (2.1) guarantees that 1 < a — b so that

(4.8) Jim g (#) = 0.

Then, g € C*([0,+0)). Using formula (4.6), when ¢ > 0, we have

()t —g(t)

g
g"(t) = e

@ {[=bsin(e()]¢’ (t)¢ ()t Int +

(4.9) [beos((t))][¢” (1)t Int + ¢ (t)(Int + 1)] + [beos(p(t)]¢' (1)} -

Then g € C%((0,+00)). Now we are going to estimate ¢’(t) by means of @. First of all, we

consider the case t € (0,1]: we can use formula (4.7) and we get ¢'(t) = (a — b)@. After that,
we deal with ¢ > 1; we use formula (4.6) and estimate (3.5):

{[b cos(p(t)]¢' (1)t Int + [a + bsin(cp(t))]} +

@{%8% a—bt <

90 (b costo(e))le! ()¢ Int + [a + bsin(p(t)]} <

g'(t)

9(t)

(4.10) ; {08 4+ a + b}.

Note that —b8c +a —b <a—b < a+b< b8 + a+ b; then

g(t)

" {—b8+a—0b} <g'(t) (>

(4.11) —={b8 + a + b} Vit > 0.

Up to now, we only used a,b > 0, 1 < a —b and ¢ > 0. Assumption (2.6) guarantees that
e< 224bb, then 8be < 224be < a — 1 — b, so that 1 < —b8 + a — b; this and positivity of g give
g'(t) > 0 when ¢ > 0. Moreover, (4.11) can be written as follows

1 g(t) 1 ’
4.12 - g <N - i t>0.
(4.12) merar ! D= S g V>0

We note that
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(4.13) ot < gotbsin(et) < gotbyp > g,
g(t)
then we use estimates (4.11), (4.13) and positivity of —b8¢ + a — b:

(4.14) Y b8 +a— b} < ¢g'(t) <t TP H{b8e +a+ b} V> 1.

We keep in mind that ¢'(t) = (a — b)@ = (a—b)t*=b~1 for t € (0, 1]; moreover, —b8 +a — b <
a—b<a+b< b8+ a+b; then

(4.15) b b8e +a— by < g/(t) < [T 4T B8e +a + b} VE> 0.
We divide by ¢t and we get

/
t
(4.16) $9=b=2( p8e 1 qa— b} < Z E ) <[P T2 b8 +a + b} V> 0.

We need to estimate g”(¢)¢; to this aim, we use (4.9):

g ()t = [g’(t) — @} {[bcos(p(t)]¢ (t)tInt + a + bsin(p(t)) } +

@ {[=bsin(p(t))]¢ (t)te ()t Int +

(4.17) [beos(o(t)][¢” ()12 Int + ' ()t(Int + 2)]} :

We keep in mind (4.6) and we can write as follows

g' ()t =gt {[b cos(p(t)]@’ ()tInt +a — 1+ bsin(gp(t))} +
9@ {—bsin(p()]¢ ()t (1)t Int +

(4.18) [bcos(p(t)][" ()2 Int + ¢ (£)t(Int + 2)]} :
For simplicity, define

Py (t) == [beos(p(t))¢' (t)tInt +a — 1+ bsin(p(t))]

Do (t) := —bsin(p(t)) ()t ()t Int + [beos(p(t)][@” ()t Int + ' (t)t(Int + 2)],
in such a way that (4.18) reads as

(4.19) g" ()t =g t)P1(t) + @@Q(t).

By (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) we estimate for ¢ > 1
—8b+a—1—-b< ®(t) <|P1(t)] < 8b+a—1+b;
| Do (t)] < b8e8e + b[128¢ + 8¢ + 16¢] = be[64e + 152].

Now we estimate ¢”(¢)t from below; when ¢ > 1 we keep in mind positivity of ¢, g and estimates
for 1, ®5: we have

t t
g' ()t =g (t)P1(t) + #%(ﬁ) > g'(t){-8b+a—1-b}+ #(—6)5[645 +152] =: (I);
now we use the right hand side of (4.12) and we get
—be[64e + 152] }

=: (ID);

>4 — -1-
()_g(t){ 8eb+a b+ P ST
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now we use (2.6): ¢ < 1 gives 64¢ + 152 < 216 and ¢ < “2*2—14;[’ gives 1 < —b8¢ + a — b, so that
be{64e + 152}

4.2
(4.20) —bW8e+a—0b

< 216be;
then
(II) > ¢'(t) {—8eb+a —1 — b — 216¢eb} ;
this means that, for ¢ > 1 we have
g (Ot > g'(t) {—224eb+a—1—b}.
Note that we required —224be +a — 1 — b > 0 in our assumption (2.6).

When t € (0,1], we have ¢(t) = 37, /(t) = 0 = ¢”(t); then ¢"(t)t = ¢’(t)(a — 1 — b). Moreover,
g’ is positive and

(4.21) a—1—b>a—1-b—224be > 0,
then,
(4.22) g"(t)t > g'(t) {—224eb+a—1—b} vt > 0.

Since ¢'(t) > 0 when ¢ > 0, this last inequality guarantees that ¢”(¢t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0; then
g’ strictly increases in (0, 400); since ¢’ is continuous in [0, 400), then ¢’ strictly increases in
[0,4+00): this guarantees that g is strictly convex in [0, +00).

Now we estimate ¢”(¢)t from above; when ¢ > 1 we keep in mind positivity of ¢’, g and estimates
for ®;, ®5: we have

g(t)
Tt

9(t)

gt =g (t)P1(t) + T@Q(t) <g'(t){8b+a—1+b}+ bel64e + 152] =: (III);

now we use the right hand side of (4.12) and we get

be[64e + 152]

1) < ¢ -1 —_—
( )_g(t){SEb—i—a +b+785b+afb

} =: (IV);
we use (4.20) and we get
(IV) < ¢'(t) {8eb+a — 1 + b+ 216eb};
this means that, for ¢ > 1 we have
g" ()t < g'(t){224eb+a — 1+ b}.

When t € (0,1], we have ¢(t) = 37, /(t) = 0 = ¢”(t); then ¢"(t)t = ¢'(t)(a — 1 — b). Moreover,
g’ is positive so that

(4.23) g"(t)t <g'(t){224cb+a — 1+ b} vt > 0.
This ends the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

5. ANOTHER EXAMPLE

Now we give an example in the subquadratic case by modifing a little bit the previous example
of section 2: we introduce an additional restriction on a, b and we select a smaller e. More
precisely, We fix a,b € (0, +00) with (2.1) as in section 2; moreover, we require, in addition,

(5.1) a+b<2.

We counsider g : [0,4+00) — [0, +00) given by (2.2) with ¢ as in (2.3) with e > 0 satisfing (2.6) as
in section 2; moreover, we require, in addition,
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2—a-b

224 b
Please, note that (5.1) gives 0 < 2 — a — b, so the requirement (5.2) is in accordance with 0 < &
and it implies

(5.2) e <

224be +a—2+4+b < 0.
This and the right hand side of (2.9) in Theorem 2.1 give

Theorem 5.1. Let us consider a,b € (0,400) verifing (2.1), (5.1); we consider g(t) given by
(2.2) where ¢ is defined in (2.3) and € satisfies (2.6), (5.2). Then
(¢ (¢
g"(t) — gT() < {224b5+a—2+b}gT() <0 Vt>0
and we get M =1 in the right hand side of (1.8). Since

(g’(t))’ _g"Wt—g't) _ (g”(t) _ M) 1 <0,

t 12 t t

we get

t— strictly decreases in (0,400).

g'(t)
t
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