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Variational problems of splitting-type with

mixed linear- superlinear growth conditions

Michael Bildhauer & Martin Fuchs

Abstract

Variational problems of splitting-type with mixed linear- superlin-
ear growth conditions are considered. In the twodimensional case the
minimizing problem is given by

J [w] =

∫

Ω

[

f1
(

∂1w
)

+ f2
(

∂2w
)

]

dx → min

w.r.t. a suitable class of comparison functions. Here f1 is supposed to
be a convex energy density with linear growth, f2 is supposed to be of
superlinear growth, for instance to be given by a N -function or just
bounded from below by a N -function. One motivation for this kind
of problem located between the well known splitting-type problems of
superlinear growth and the splitting-type problems with linear growth
(recently considered in [1]) is the link to mathematical problems in
plasticity (compare [2]). Here we prove results on the appropriate way
of relaxation including approximation procedures, duality, existence
and uniqueness of solutions as well as some new higher integrability
results.1

1 Introduction

In the last decades the study of variational problems with nonstandard
growth conditions developed to one of the main topics in the calculus of
variations and related areas. We do not want to go into details and will
not present the historical line of this development. The reader will find this
background information, for instance, in the recent paper [3].

Let us just mention a few aspects, which serve as a motivation for the
manuscript at hand.

1AMS-Classification: 49J45, 49N60
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As one of the first main contributions Giaquinta considered the most common
prototype of energies with (p, q)-growth in the sense of minimizing a splitting
functional

∫

Ω

f(∇u) dx =

∫

Ω

[

f1
(

∂1u
)

+ f2(∂2u
)

]

dx→ min (1.1)

in a suitable class of comparison functions, where f1 and f2 are supposed
to have different growth rates larger than 1. In [4] he presented a famous
counterexample which shows that in general and even in the scalar case we
cannot expect the smoothness of solutions to this variational problem.

Of course (1.1) also serves as a motivation to study variational problems with
non-uniform ellipticity conditions. As one variant we may consider energy
densities of class C2 satisfying with different exponents 1 < p < q (c1, c2 > 0,
ξ, η ∈ R

nN)

c1
(

1 + |ξ|2
)

p−2
2 |η|2 ≤ D2f(ξ)(η, η) ≤ c2

(

1 + |ξ|2
)

q−2
2 |η|2 . (1.2)

Here a lot of important contributions in the scalar and also in the vectorial
setting can be found, we just mention [5] as one central reference in the long
series of papers in this direction.

Related to (1.2), Frehse and Seregin ([6]) considered plastic materials with
logarithmic hardening, i.e. the energy density f(ξ) = |ξ| ln

(

1+ |ξ|
)

of nearly
linear growth. Due to [7] we have full regularity for this particular kind of
model.

We finally pass to the case of linear growth problems for which the energy
density is of (uniform) linear growth w.r.t. the gradient but just satisfies a
non-uniform ellipticity condition in the sense of (1.2). Of course the minimal
surface case is the most prominent representative for this kind of problems
satisfying with suitable constants a1, b1, c1, c2 > 0, a2, b2 ≥ 0, for all ξ,
η ∈ R

nN and with some exponent µ > 1

a1|ξ| − a2 ≤ f
(

ξ
)

≤ b1|ξ|+ b2 ,

c1
(

1 + |ξ|2
)−µ

2 |η|2 ≤ D2f(ξ)(η, η) ≤ c2
(

1 + |ξ|2
)− 1

2 |η|2 .
(1.3)

In the minimal surface case we have µ = 3 and we like to mention the pioneer-
ing work of Giaquinta, Modica and Souček [8], [9] in the list of outstanding
contributions. In [8] and [9] a suitable relaxation is discussed together with
a subsequent proof of apriori estimates. We note that the uniqueness of so-
lutions in general is lost by passing to the relaxed problem.
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In [10], condition (1.3) was introduced defining a class of µ-elliptic energy
densities. The regularity theory for minimizers was studied in a series of
subsequent papers, compare, e.g., [11]. We also like to mention the Lipschitz
estimates of Marcellini and Papi [12], which cover a broad class of the func-
tionals we discussed up to now.

Very recently, the authors [1] considered variational problems of splitting-
type as given in (1.1) but now with two energy parts being of linear growth.
Here it turns out that the right-hand side of the ellipitcity condition in (1.3) is
no longer valid and we just have for all ξ, η ∈ R

nN with a positive constant c

D2f(ξ)(η, η) ≤ c|η|2 .

Nevertheless, some natural assumptions still imply regularity and uniqueness
properties of solutions to the relaxed problem.

In the manuscript at hand we follow this line of studying variational prob-
lems of splitting-type by now considering variational problems with mixed
linear- superlinear growth conditions.

A first step in this direction was already made in Chapter 6 of [13]. The
results given there follow from suitable apriori estimates which are available
if the non-uniform ellipticty is not too bad. This leads to the analysis of the
set of cluster points of minimizing sequences and to some kind of local inter-
pretation for the stress tensor, although the existence and the uniqueness of
dual solutions were not established (compare Remark 6.15 of [13]).

We like to finish this introductory remarks by mentioning a prominent appli-
cation of a mixed linear- superlinear growth problem, which in [2] is discussed
as the Hencky plasticity model. This problem takes the form (compare (4.17),
Chapter I, of [2])

inf
v∈Ca

{

∫

Ω

(div v)2 dx+

∫

Ω

ψ
(

εD(v)
)

dx− L(v)
}

with a suitable class Ca ⊂ W 1,2(Ω;R3), some volume force L and the de-
viatoric part εD(v) of the symmetric gradient ε(v). Here div v enters with
quadratic growth while the function ψ is of linear growth w.r.t. the tensor
εD(v). Let us note that this plasticity model is based on the dual point of
view, i.e. the so-called sur-potential ψ is introduced through the conjugate
function ψ∗. In general a more explicit expression cannot be given (see Re-
mark 4.1, p. 75 of [2]). One particular example is of the form ψ(ξD) = Φ

(

|ξD|
)
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with (for some positive constants k, ν)

Φ(s) =







νs2 if |s| ≤ k√
2ν
,

√
2k|s| − k2

2ν
if |s| ≥ k√

2ν
.

However, at this stage our main difficulty in comparison to the known results
for the Hencky model is quite hidden. We postpone a refined discussion to
Remark 2.1.

Now let us introduce the general framework of our considerations in a more
precise way. For the sake of notational simplicity we restrict our consid-
erations to the case that a linear growth condition is satisfied in only one
coordinate direction.

Suppose that Ω ⊂ R
n is a bounded Lipschitz domain and let f : Rn → R be

an energy density of class C2(Rn) which is decomposed in the form

f(ξ) = f1(ξ1) + f2(ξ2) , ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R× R
n−1 . (1.4)

Here we assume that f1: R → R and f2: R
n−1 → R are convex functions

of class C2(R) and C2(Rn−1), respectively, satisfying with ai, bi ≥ 0, a1, a3,
b1 > 0 and with a N -function A: R → R:

a1|ξ1| − a2 ≤ f1(ξ1) ≤ a3|ξ1|+ a4 , ξ1 ∈ R ,

b1A(|ξ2|)− b2 ≤ f2(ξ2) , ξ2 ∈ R
n−1 . (1.5)

We wish to note that we work with energy densities of class C2 just for no-
tational simplicity. This hypothesis just enters Section 4. It is easy to check
that for example no differentiability assumptions are needed in Section 3.1,
whereas the results of Section 3.2 hold for densities of class C1.

Having the decomposition (1.4) in mind, we now suppose n = 2 throughout
the rest of this manuscript. This essentially clarifies the notation while the
main ideas and results remain unchanged.

For the definition and the properties of N -functions and Orlicz-Sobolev space
we refer to the monographs [14] or [15]. The basics needed here are summa-
rized in [16] or [17]. We suppose that A: [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfies

(N1) A is continuous, strictly increasing and convex.

(N2) lim
t↓0

A(t)

t
= 0 and lim

t→∞

A(t)

t
= ∞ .

(N3) There exist constants k, t0 > 0 such that A(2t) ≤ kA(t)
for all t ≥ t0 ,
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where (N3) is called a ∆2-condition near infinity. We note that there exists
an exponent p ≥ 1 such that with some constant c > 0

c|t|p ≤ A(t) for all t≫ 1 . (1.6)

Moreover we suppose some kind of triangle inequality for f2: there exists a
real number c3 > 0 such that for all t, t̂ ∈ R

f2
(

t+ t̂
)

≤ c3

[

f2
(

t
)

+ f2
(

t̂
)

]

. (1.7)

This condition, for instance, follows from the convexity of f2 together with
some ∆2-condition.

For the definition of the Sobolev spaces W k
p and their local variants we refer

to the textbook of Adams ([18]), the notation needed later in the case of
functions of bounded variation can be found, e.g., in the monographs [19]
and [20]. For the sake of completeness we recall the definition of the Orlicz-
Sobolev space generated by a N -function A satisfying (N1)-(N3) (see [14],
[15]).

In the following we suppose that the bounded Lipschitz domain Ω is nor-
mal w.r.t. the x2-axis (compare the approximation arguments presented in
Section 2), i.e. there exist Lipschitz functions κ1, κ2: (a, b) → R such that

Ω =
{

x ∈ R
2 : x1 ∈ (a, b), κ1(x1) < x2 < κ2(x1)

}

. (1.8)

The space

LA(Ω) :=

{

u : Ω → R : u is a measurable function such that

there exists λ > 0 with

∫

Ω

A
(

λ|u|
)

dx < +∞
}

is called Orlicz space equipped with the Luxemburg norm

‖u‖LA(Ω) = inf

{

l > 0 :

∫

Ω

A

(

|u|
l

)

dx ≤ 1

}

.

The Orlicz-Sobolev space is given by

W 1
A(Ω) =

{

u : Ω → R : u is a measurable function, u,
∣

∣∇u
∣

∣ ∈ LA(Ω)

}

with norm
‖u‖W 1

A(Ω) = ‖u‖LA(Ω) + ‖∇u‖LA(Ω) .
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The closure in W 1
A(Ω) of C∞

0 (Ω)-functions w.r.t. this norm is according to
Theorem 2.1 of [16] (recall that we suppose (N3))

◦
W

1
A(Ω) = W 1

A(Ω) ∩
◦
W

1
1(Ω) .0 (1.9)

We additionally use the notation

W 1
1,A(Ω) :=

{

w ∈ W 1,1(Ω) : ∂2w ∈ LA(Ω)
}

,

E[v] :=

∫

Ω

f2(v) dx , v ∈ LA(Ω) .

In formal accordance with (1.9) we define the class

◦
W

1
1,A(Ω) := W 1

1,A(Ω) ∩
◦
W

1
1(Ω) .

observing that this set is just the completion of C∞
0 (Ω) in W 1

1,A(Ω) w.r.t. the
natural norm of W 1

1,A(Ω).

The main classes of functions under consideration are:

CSob := u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω) ,

CBV :=

{

w ∈ BV(Ω) : ‖∂2w‖LA(Ω) <∞, (w − u0)ν2 = 0 H1-a.e. on ∂Ω

}

,

where the boundary values u0 are always supposed to be of class W 1
∞(Ω) (see

also Remark 6.12 in [13]). Note that in the definition of the space CBV we
require that the distributional derivative ∂2w is generated by a function from
the space LA(Ω). Moreover, we consider the BV-trace of w and denote by
ν = (ν1, ν2) the outward unit normal to ∂Ω.

With respect to these classes we consider the minimization problem

J [w] :=

∫

Ω

f(∇w) dx→ min in the class CSob (1.10)

and its relaxed version

K[w] :=

∫

Ω

f1
(

∂a1w
)

dx+

∫

Ω

f∞
1

(

∂s1w

|∂s1w|

)

d|∂s1w|

+

∫

∂Ω

f∞
1

(

(u0 − w)ν1
)

dH1 + E
[

∂2w
]

=: K1[w] + E
[

∂2w
]

→ min in the class CBV . (1.11)
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Here ∇aw denotes the absolutely continuous part of ∇w w.r.t. the Lebesgue
measure, ∇sw represents the singular part.

As a matter of fact, problem (1.10) in general is not solvable and one has to
pass to the relaxed version in order to have the existence of at least general-
ized minimizers. The approach via relaxation in the case of linear growth is
well-known and outlined, e.g., in the monographs [19] or [20].

It will turn out in Section 2 and in Section 3 that the functional K together
with the class CBV is the suitable choice in the setting at hand: in Section
3.1 we show that there exists a solution u of problem (1.11). Moreover, with
the help of the geometric approximation procedure of Section 2, we show
in Corollary 3.1 that the infima of (1.10) and (1.11) are equal. In the case
that the superlinear part is given by a N -function, we obtain in addition a
complete dual point of view.

In Section 4 the apriori higher integrability and regularity results of the re-
cent paper [1] on splitting-type variational problems with linear growth are
essentially refined and carried over to the mixed linear- superlinear setting.

Concerning the function f1 we suppose that there exist real numbers µ > 1
and γ ≥ 0 such that

c1
(

1 + |t|
)−µ ≤ f ′′

1 (t) ≤ c1
(

1 + |t|
)γ
, t ∈ R , (1.12)

holds with constants c1, c2 > 0. We note that µ > 1 is in accordance with
the required linear growth of f1.

For f2 we suppose that there exist real numbers µ̂ < 2 and q ≥ 1 such that

c2
(

1 + |t|
)−µ̂ ≤ f ′′

2 (t) ≤ c2
(

1 + |t|
)q−2

, t ∈ R , (1.13)

holds with constants c2, c2 > 0. Since f2 is of superlinear growth, the condi-
tion µ̂ < 2 is a quite mild assumption. In the case of (p,q)-growth of f2 we
have −µ̂ = p− 2 for some p > 1. We also note that for n > 2 the condition
(1.13) is replaced by considering a function f2: R

n−1 → R such that with
constants λ, Λ > 0 and for all ξ2, η ∈ R

n−1

λ
(

1 + |ξ2|
)−µ̂|η|2 ≤ D2f2(ξ2)(η, η) ≤ Λ

(

1 + |ξ2|
)q−2|η|2 . (1.14)

A Caccioppoli-type inequality w.r.t. ∂2∇u and ∂1∇u, respectively, using in
addition negative exponents gives different variants of regularity results de-
pending on the properties of f1,2.
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In Section 5 we finally turn our attention to the question of uniqueness of
solutions. First results were already given in Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.1
by quoting [13].

It remains to discuss the N -function case. If the ellipticity parameter from
(1.12) satisfies µ < 2, then the smoothness properties of σ together with the
uniqueness of σ imply the uniqueness of generalized solutions. In order to
make this argument precise we prove a generalization of [21], Theorem 7, to
the situation at hand.

2 Approximation procedure

In this section we present an approximation procedure which is adapted to
the particular linear- superlinear setting. Although the arguments seem to
be quite technical, the principle idea is a geometric one.

We have to take care of various aspects:

• A retracting and smoothing procedure of the form u0+ηε∗
[

(u−u0)(x+
δe2)

]

is compatible with Lebesgue spaces. However it does not work
w.r.t. the “BV”-direction e1 which is due to the possible concentration
of masses on the boundary.

• In the linear growth situation the methods of local approximation (com-
pare, e.g., [20], Theorem 1.17, p. 14) together with some extension by
u0 outside of Ω (see, e.g., [8], [9]) serve as a powerful tool. However, a
partition of the unity {ϕi} is involved in this kind of argument. This
causes serious difficulties proving the convergence of f2(∂2wm) for the
approximating sequence wm since the derivatives of ϕi do not cancel
when calculating the integral of f2 evaluated at the corresponding ex-
pression.

• Combining and adjusting both methods and using the geometric struc-
ture of the domain we obtain a partition of the unity such that the
derivatives w.r.t. the relevant direction vanish.

We start with a generalization of Lemma B.1 of [13] including strong Lp-
convergence of ∂2wm. The main new feature is the way of constructing the
sequence {wm} which is crucial for proving Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.1. Let w ∈ BV(Ω) such that ∂2w ∈ Lp(Ω) for some 1 ≤ p < ∞
and such that (w − u0)ν2 = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω.

8



Then there exits a sequence {wm} such that for all m ∈ N we have wm ∈
W 1

1 (Ω) ∩ C∞(Ω), ∂2wm ∈ Lp(Ω), tracewm = tracew and such that we the
convergences

lim
m→∞

∫

Ω

|wm − w| dx = 0 ,

lim
m→∞

∫

Ω

√

1 + |∇wm|2 dx =

∫

Ω

√

1 + |∇w|2 ,

lim
m→∞

∫

Ω

|∂2wm − ∂2w|p dx = 0 .

Proof. Recalling our assumption (1.8) imposed on the domain Ω we may
consider w.l.o.g. the case

Ω = (−1, 1)× (−1, 1) . (2.1)

We fix a function w ∈ BV (Ω) and proceed in five steps.

Step 1. In the following we suppose that u0 = 0. The general case is ob-
tained by considering w − u0 and adding u0 at the end of the proof.

We then reduce the problem by choosing two smooth functions ψ1, ψ2:
[−1, 1] → [0, 1] such that ψ1 + ψ2 ≡ 1, ψ1(t) = 0 on [−1,−1/2], ψ1(t) = 1 on
[1/2, 1] and ψ2(t) = 1 on [−1,−1/2], ψ2(t) = 0 on [1/2, 1].

We consider ψ1(x2)w and ψ2(x2)w separately, hence w.l.o.g. w ≡ 0 in a neigh-
borhood of [x2 = −1].

Step 2. Fix some ε0 > 0 and let (w.r.t. the x2-direction)

wε0(x) = w(x+ ε0e2) , (2.2)

where w is extended by 0 on (−1, 1) × [1,∞). At the end of our proof we
pass to the limit ε0 → 0.

Thus we may suppose w.l.o.g. that

w ≡ 0 on
[

(−1, 1)× (1− ε0, 1)
]

∩
[

(−1, 1)× (−1,−1 + ε0)
]

. (2.3)

Step 3. We now take [20], proof of Theorem 1.17, as a reference (compare
also [13]), Lemma B.1), fix ε > 0, (recalling Step 1 and Step 2) and for l ∈ N

we let

Ωk = Ωl
k :=

{

x ∈ Ω : −1 +
1

l + k
< x1 < 1− 1

l + k

}

, k ∈ N0 ,

9



where l is chosen sufficiently large such that
∫

Ω−Ω0

|∇w| dx < ε . (2.4)

With this notation we define A1 := Ω2 and

Ai = Ωi+1 − Ωi−1 :=

{

x ∈ Ω : −1 +
1

l + i+ 1
< x1 < −1 +

1

l + i− 1

and 1− 1

l + i− 1
< x1 < 1− 1

l + i+ 1

}

=:
{

x ∈ Ω : x1 ∈ I−i ∪ I+i
}

.

A partition {ϕi} of the unity is defined w.r.t. these sets by

ϕi ∈ C∞
0 (Ai) , 0 ≤ ϕi ≤ 1 ,

∞
∑

i=1

ϕi = 1 on Ω .

For proving Lemma 2.2 below it will be crucial to observe that the functions
ϕi may be chosen respecting the structure of the stripes, i.e. for all i ∈ N

ϕi(x1, x2) = ϕ̃i(x1) , ϕ̃i ∈ C∞
0

(

I−i ∪ I+i
)

. (2.5)

Step 4. Now we proceed essentially as described in Lemma B.1 of [13]: let
Ω−1 = ∅ and denote by η a smoothing kernel. On account of (2.3) we select
εi small enough such that the smoothing procedure is well defined and such
that we have

spt ηεi ∗ (ϕiw) ⊂ Ωi+2 − Ωi−2 ,

∫

Ω

∣

∣ηεi ∗ (ϕiw)− ϕiw
∣

∣dx < 2−iε ,

∫

Ω

∣

∣ηεi ∗ (w∇ϕi)− w∇ϕi

∣

∣ dx < 2−iε ,

∫

Ω

∣

∣ηεi ∗ ∂2(ϕiw)− ∂2(ϕiw)
∣

∣

p
dx < 2−iε . (2.6)

Moreover, the analogue to (2.3) holds for wm with some ε̃0 < ε0. Here with
the choice ε = 1/m we have set

wm =

∞
∑

i=1

ηεi ∗ (ϕiw) .

10



By the above remarks we suppose with a slight abuse of notation (relabeling
ε0) that we have in addition to (2.3) for all m ∈ N

wm ≡ 0 on
[

(−1, 1)× (1− ε0, 1)
]

∩
[

(−1, 1)× (−1,−1 + ε0)
]

. (2.7)

Given (2.7) we follow exactly the proof of Lemma B.1, where in particular
the notion of a convex function g of a measure (see [22]) is exploited via the
representation

∫

U

g(∇w) := sup
κ∈C∞

0 (U :Rn), |κ|≤1

{

−
∫

U

w divκ dx−
∫

U

g∗(κ) dx

}

and where g is of linear growth and g∗ denotes the conjugate function (see
the definition given in Section 3.2).

Step 5. With ε≪ ε0 (i.e. choosing m = m(ε0) sufficiently large) we pass to
the limit ε0 → 0, which finally proves the lemma.

Following the lines of Lemma 2.1 we obtain the convergence of the superlinear
part of the energy under consideration.

Lemma 2.2. Given the notation of Lemma 2.1 we suppose that we have
(1.5) and (1.6). Moreover, we now assume (1.7).

Then the sequence {wm} of Lemma 2.1 satisfies
∫

Ω

f2(∂2wm) dx→
∫

Ω

f2(∂w) dx as m→ ∞ .

Proof. We start with the first three steps of the proof of Lemma 2.1, in
particular we have (2.3), (2.7) and (2.5).

If p is the exponent given in (1.6), then the strong Lp-convergence of the
sequence {∂2wm} yields (after passing to a subsequence)

∂2wm → ∂2w a.e. in Ω. (2.8)

The first ingredient of the proof follows from our assumption (1.7) and
Jensen’s inequality, where we recall that in fact only finite sums are con-
sidered: for all x ∈ Ω and for all m ∈ N we have

f2
(

∂2wm

)

= f2

(

∂2

∞
∑

i=1

ηεi ∗ (ϕiw)

)

= f2

( ∞
∑

i=1

ηεi ∗ ∂2(ϕiw)

)

≤ c

∞
∑

i=1

f2

(

ηεi ∗ ∂2(ϕiw)
)

≤ c

∞
∑

i=1

ηεi ∗ f2
(

∂2(ϕiw)
)

. (2.9)
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We also recall (2.5) which means ∂2ϕi = 0. In conclusion, (2.9) shows

f2(∂2wm) ≤ c
∞
∑

i=1

ηεi ∗ f2
(

ϕi∂2w) . (2.10)

Now we benefit from (2.8) and Egoroff’s theorem: for any ε̄ > 0 and for any
i ∈ N there exists a measurable set Ai,ε̄ such that

|Ai − Ai,ε̄| < ε̄i ≪ ε̄ and ∂2wm ⇒ ∂2w on Ai,ε̄ . (2.11)

A suitable choice of ε̄i is made in (2.13).

With the help of (2.10) one obtains for fixed i ∈ N (note that by the first
condition of (2.6), there exist at most three different numbers k ∈ N such
that the function ηεk ∗ f2(ϕk∂2w) 6≡ 0 on Ai)

∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

f2(∂2wm) dx

≤ c

∞
∑

k=1

∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

ηεk ∗ f2(ϕk∂2w) dx

= c
∞
∑

k=1

∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

[

∫

ηεk(x− y)f2

(

(

ϕk∂2w
)

(y)
)

dy

]

dx

= c
∞
∑

k=1

∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

[

∫

B1

η(z)f2

(

(

ϕk∂2w
)

(x− εkz)
)

dz

]

dx

≤ c
∞
∑

k=1

∫

B1

η(z)

[

∫

T k
i,ε̄

f2

(

(

∂2w
)

(y)
)

dy

]

dz , (2.12)

where it is abbreviated (|U | denoting the Lebesgue measure of U ⊂ Ω)

T k
i,ε̄ :=

{

y = x− εkz : x ∈ Ai −Ai,ε̄

}

, in particular |T k
i,ε̄| = |Ai − Ai,ε̄| .

Now, since for fixed i the sum is just taken over three indices, we may choose
ε̄i sufficiently small and finally obtain from (2.12) (recalling

∫

Ω
f2(∂2w) dx <

∞)
∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

f2(∂2wm) dx ≤ 2−iε̄ . (2.13)

Decreasing ε̄i, if necessary, it may also be assumed that
∫

Ai−Ai,ε̄

f2(∂2w) dx ≤ 2−iε̄ . (2.14)
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By (2.3) and (2.7) we note once more that only finite sums have to be con-
sidered and recalling (2.11), (2.13) and (2.14) we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

f2(∂2wm) dx−
∫

Ω

f2(∂2w) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
N0
∑

i=1

∫

Ai

∣

∣

∣
f2(∂2wm)− f2(∂2w)

∣

∣

∣
dx

≤
N0
∑

i=0

∫

Ai,ε̄

∣

∣

∣
f2(∂2wm)− f2(∂2w)

∣

∣

∣
dx+ 2ε̄

≤
N0
∑

i=0

sup
Ai,ε̄

∣

∣

∣
f2(∂2wm)− f2(∂2w)

∣

∣

∣
|Ai|+ 2ε̄ ≤ 3ε̄

provided that m > m0 with m0 sufficiently large. This finishes the proof of
the lemma.

Remark 2.1. Now we can shortly discuss one main difference to the model
of Hencky plasticty investigated in [2]. There an approximation lemma is
formulated as Theorem 5.3 in Chapter II. The convergence of the deviatoric
part in terms of the density f considered there corresponds to the convergence
of the square root in Lemma 2.1 which follows from the linear growth of f
and the notion of a convex function of a measure.

Our main difficulty is proving the convergence of the f2-energy. In the case
of the Hencky plasticity the analogue is just a consequence of considering the
intermediate topology (defined in formula (3.37), Chapter II, of [2]) which
respects the linear operator div v, see also Theorem 3.4 and formula (5.53),
Chapter II, of [2].

Now we define
Ω̂ := (−2, 2)× (−1, 1)

and for w ∈ BV(Ω) we let

ŵ :=

{

w on Ω ,

u0 on Ω̂− Ω ,

where u0 represents a Lipschitz extension of our fixed boundary datum from
the space W 1

∞(Ω).
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We then have the validity of an approximation result corresponding to Lemma
B.2 of [13]. It can be seen as a kind of generalization of Lemma 2.1 and
Lemma 2.2 where now C∞ is replaced by C∞

0 .

Lemma 2.3. Using the above notation suppose that w ∈ BV(Ω), ‖∂2w‖LA(Ω) <
∞ and that we have (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) and (1.7). Then there exists a se-
quence {wm} in u0 + C∞

0 (Ω) such that passing to the limit m→ ∞ we have

i) ŵm → ŵ in L1
(

Ω̂) ,

ii)

∫

Ω̂

√

1 + |∇ŵm|2 dx →
∫

Ω̂

√

1 + |∇ŵ|2 ,

iii)

∫

Ω

f2(∂2wm) dx→
∫

Ω

f2(∂2w) dx .

3 Existence of solutions

There are two approaches towards the existence of generalized solutions to
problem (1.10). The first one follows the direct method and leads to the
existence of solutions to problem (1.11). This works under quite weak as-
sumptions, for example, the densities f1 and f2 need not to be of class C2.

The second approach yields the stress tensor as the unique solution of the
dual problem and by the stress- strain relation a complete picture of the
situation is drawn. However, following the duality approach, we have to
suppose that f2 is given in terms of a N -function.

3.1 Generalized solutions

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that we have (1.4) - (1.7). Then the relaxed problem
(1.11) admits a solution u ∈ CBV.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We recall that w.l.o.g. we suppose n = 2 and consider
a K-minimizing sequence

{

u(n)
}

in the admissible class CBV of comparison
functions. After passing to a subsequence we may assume that there exits a
function u ∈ BV(Ω) and a function v ∈ Lp(Ω) such that as n→ ∞

u(n) → u in L1(Ω) , ∂2u
(n) ⇁ v in Lp(Ω) . (3.1)

Here, in the case p = 1, we refer to the Theorem of De LaValee-Poussin (see,
e.g., [15]).

We have for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω)
∫

Ω

u(n)∂2ϕ dx = −
∫

Ω

∂2u
(n)ϕ dx ,

14



hence v = ∂2u and since we have for any ψ ∈ C∞(Ω)
∫

Ω

u(n)∂2ψ dx = −
∫

Ω

∂2u
(n)ψ dx+

∫

∂Ω

u0ψν2dH1 ,

∫

Ω

u∂2ψ dx = −
∫

Ω

∂2uψ dx+

∫

∂Ω

uψν2dH1 ,

the convergences stated in (3.1) prove u ∈ CBV.

We note that

lim inf
n→∞

K[u(n)] ≥ lim inf
n→∞

K1

[

u(n)
]

+ lim inf
n→∞

E
[

∂2u
(n)
]

.

By [23], see also [19], Theorem 5.47, p. 304, we have the lower semicontinuity

K1

[

u
]

≤ lim inf
n→∞

K1

[

u(n)
]

.

Discussing E we cite Theorem 2.3, p. 18, of [24], hence

E
[

∂2u
]

≤ lim inf
n→∞

E
[

∂2u
(n)
]

.

Since
{

u(n)
}

was chosen as a K-minimizing sequence, the proof of Theorem
3.1 is complete.

Now, on account of our approximation Lemma 2.3, we have

Corollary 3.1. With the notation and under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1
we have

inf
w∈CSob

J [w] = inf
v∈CBV

K[v] = K[u] .

3.2 The dual solution

Another approach leading to an analogue of the stress tensor, occurring as
basic quantity in problems from mechanics, is to consider the dual problem.
As the main references on convex analysis we mention [25] and [26].

Let us assume that we have (1.5) with A
(

|ξ2|
)

= f2(ξ2) for all ξ ∈ R
n−1, with

A being of class C1
(

[0,∞)
)

and with A satisfying (N1)-(N3). In this case
we suppose for notational simplicity that f : R2 → R,

f(ξ) = f1(ξ1) + A
(

|ξ2|
)

, ξ ∈ R
2 . (3.2)

As usual we define the conjugate function A∗: [0,∞) → [0,∞) by

A∗(s) := max
t≥0

{

st− A(t)
}

. (3.3)
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and note that we have for all t ∈ [0,∞)

A(t) + A∗(A′(t)) = tA′(t) . (3.4)

In order to obtain a well-posed dual problem we additionally require

A∗(A′(t)
)

≤ c
[

A(t) + 1
]

for all t ∈ R . (3.5)

Since
f ∗
1 (s) := sup

ξ1∈R

{

sξ1 − f1(ξ1)
}

,

we obtain from the decomposition of f

f ∗(ξ) = f ∗
1 (ξ1) + A∗(|ξ2|) (3.6)

as formula for the conjugate function f ∗: R
2 → R. The conjugate function

f ∗ satisfies in correspondence to (3.4)

f(ξ) + f ∗(Df(ξ)
)

= ξ ·Df(ξ) , ξ ∈ R
2 . (3.7)

Given these preliminaries we define the Lagrangian

l(v, τ) :=

∫

Ω

τ · ∇v dx−
∫

Ω

f ∗
1 (τ1) dx−

∫

Ω

A∗(|τ2|
)

dx ,

v ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω) , τ ∈ L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2) . (3.8)

In (3.8) we have set

L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2) := L∞(Ω)× LA∗(Ω) .

With the help of the formula for the conjugate function given in (3.6) we
have the representation for the energy J defined in (1.10)

J [w] = sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

{

∫

Ω

κ · ∇w dx−
∫

Ω

f ∗
1 (κ1) dx

−
∫

Ω

A∗(|κ2|
)

dx

}

,

= sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

l(w,κ) , w ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω) . (3.9)

The dual functional finally is defined via

R[τ ] := inf
w∈u0+

◦

W
1
1,A(Ω)

l(w, τ) , τ ∈ L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2) . (3.10)
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This functional leads to the dual problem as the maximizing problem

R[τ ] → max in τ ∈ L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2) . (3.11)

Then we have recalling Theorem 3.1

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that we have our general assumptions (1.4) - (1.7).
Moreover, suppose that f is given in (3.2) with A satisfying (3.5). Let u
denote a solution of the problem (1.11).

Then the “stress tensor” defined by

σ(x) := Df
(

∇au
)

=
(

f ′
1

(

∂a1u
)

, A′(|∂2u|
)

)

(3.12)

is of class L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2) and maximizes the dual variational problem (3.11)
with R given in (3.10).

Proof. We first note that the boundedness of |f ′
1| and condition (3.5) imply

σ ∈ L∞,A∗

(Ω;R2).

We then follow an Ansatz similar to Lemma 5.1 of [27]. For any v ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω) we have recalling (3.8) und using (3.7)

l(v, σ) =

∫

Ω

∇v ·Df
(

∇au
)

dx−
∫

Ω

f ∗
(

Df
(

∇au
)

)

dx

=

∫

Ω

Df
(

∇au
)

·
(

∇v −∇au
)

dx+

∫

Ω

f
(

∇au
)

dx . (3.13)

Now given |t| ≪ 1 let ut := u+ t(v − u) ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω). The K-minimality

of u obviously implies
d

dt |t=0
K[ut] = 0 ,

hence by ∇sv = 0

0 =

∫

Ω

Df
(

∇au
)

·
(

∇v −∇au) dx+
d

dt |t=0

∫

Ω

f∞
1

(

∂s1ut
∣

∣∂s1ut
∣

∣

)

d
∣

∣∂s1ut
∣

∣

+
d

dt |t=0

∫

∂Ω

f∞
1

(

(

u0 − ut
)

ν1

)

dH1 , (3.14)

where ∂s1ut = (1− t)∂s1u. Now we note that

d

dt |t=0

∫

Ω

f∞
1

(

∂s1u
∣

∣∂s1u
∣

∣

)

d
(

(1− t)
∣

∣∂s1u
∣

∣

)

= −
∫

Ω

f∞
1

(

∂s1u
∣

∣∂s1u
∣

∣

)

d
∣

∣∂s1u
∣

∣ ,
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and since v takes the boundary data u0 on ∂Ω we have

d

dt |t=0

∫

∂Ω

f∞
1

(

(u0 − ut)ν1
)

dH1 = −
∫

∂Ω

f∞
1

(

(u0 − u)ν1
)

dH1 .

Hence, inserting (3.13) in (3.14) we have shown

l(v, σ) = K[u] for any v ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω)

and taking the infimum w.r.t. the comparison function v we have

R[σ] ≥ K[u] . (3.15)

We already know from Section 2 that inf J = K[u] and the representation

(3.9) finally yields (w ∈ u0 +
◦
W

1
1,A(Ω))

J [w] = sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

l(w,κ)

≥ sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

{

inf
v∈u0+

◦

W
1
1,A(Ω)

l(v,κ)

}

= sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

R[κ] , i.e.

inf
w∈u0+

◦

W
1
1,A(Ω)

J [w] ≥ sup
κ∈L∞,A∗(Ω;R2)

R[κ] .

This together with (3.15) and Corollary 3.1 proves the theorem.

4 Higher integrability

4.1 Anisotropic behaviour of the superlinear part with

q = 2

Let us start by recalling Theorem 6.5 of [13] together with our general as-
sumption µ̂ < 2 in (1.13).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that we are given the assumptions (1.4), (1.5),
(1.12) with µ < 2, γ = 0 and (1.13) with q = 2. Let

u∗ ∈ M :=
{

u ∈ BV(Ω) : u is the L1-limit of a J-minimizing

sequence from u0 +
◦
W

1
1(Ω)

}

.

Then u∗ is of class C1,α(Ω) for any 0 < α < 1. Moreover, the elements of
M are uniquely determined up to constants.
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Remark 4.1. We again emphasize that the theorem holds without the re-
striction n = 2, i.e. the general case f2: R

n−1 → R

λ
(

1 + |ξ2|
)−µ̂|η|2 ≤ D2f2(ξ2)(η, η) ≤ Λ|η|2 , ξ2, η ∈ R

n−1 ,

λ, Λ > 0 is included without being explicitely mentioned.

Main idea of the proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof of the theorem is based
on uniform apriori estimates for the minimizers uδ of the standard quadratic
regularization. However, is not immediate that {uδ} is a J-minimizing se-
quence, if the superlinear part is not generated by a N -function.

One way to overcome this difficulty is to introduce some kind of local regu-
larized stresss tensor σδ without knowing that a solution to a dual problem
exists (see Remark 6.15 of [13]).

This, together with the equation div σδ = 0, leads to the minimality of weak
L1-cluster points of {uδ} via a generalized inf− sup relation. In conclusion, a
variational inequality is derived for any u∗ ∈ M which provides the regular-
ity of u∗ by Corollary 6.13 of [13] in the C0,α-regularity of the stress tensor.

With our approximation result Corollary 3.1 we identify the elements of M
with K-minimizers and observe that the class CBV is defined respecting the
condition (w − u0)ν2 = 0 H1 a.e. on ∂Ω.

Corollary 4.1. Given the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, the problem (1.11)
is uniquely solvable.

With the help of Theorem 4.1 we now establish the first regularity result of
this paper which is very much in the spirit of [1], i.e.: if we drop the ellipticty
condition µ < 2, then we still have higher integrability of ∂2u.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that we have the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 with-
out the requirement µ < 2.

Then there exists a generalized minimizer u ∈ M such that

∂2u ∈ Lχ
loc(Ω) for any finite χ .

Proof of Theorem 4.2. With the ideas presented in [1] in the linear growth
case, the main point is to introduce in the mixed linear-superlinear case a
suitable regularization procedure to obtain a sufficiently smooth minimizing
sequence.

19



We fix 1 < ν < 2 and define (compare [10] and related papers)

Φν(t) := (ν − 1)

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

(1 + r)−ν dr ds ,

= t− 1

2− ν
(1 + t)2−ν − 1

ν − 2
.

Then Φν satisfies (1.12) with µ = ν and γ = 0 (in fact we may even choose
γ = −1).

With
fδ(ξ) = δΦν(|ξ1|) + f1(ξ1) + f2(ξ2)

we consider with the obvious meaning of notation the regularized minimiza-
tion problem (δ ≪ 1)

Kδ[w] = K1,δ[w] + E
[

∂2w
]

→ min in the class CBV . (4.1)

By Corollary 4.1 there exists a unique solution denoted by uδ and by Theo-
rem 4.1 uδ is of class C

1,α(Ω), hence arguing with the Euler equation we also
have uδ ∈ W 2

2,loc(Ω).

For the minimizing property of the sequence {uδ} we observe for any fixed
w ∈ CSob

J [uδ] ≤ Jδ[uδ] ≤ Jδ[w] ,

hence
lim inf
δ→0

J [uδ] ≤ lim sup
δ→0

Jδ[w] = J [w] .

Passing to a subsequence, if necessary, {uδ} obviously is a J-minimizing se-
quence.

Now we argue exactly as in [1], proof of Theorem 1, and complete the proof
of Theorem 4.2.

4.2 Higher integrability results in case of superlinear

parts of isotropic p-growth

In this subsection we restrict our considerations to the case that the superlin-
ear part is of p-power growth. This is done in order to simplify our exposition
which otherwise would be based on additional parameters. Generalizations
are left to the reader.
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The main issue is that linear growth conditions are also compatible with p-
growth conditions, p > 2. Higher integrability results for ∂2u are established
in Theorem 4.3 under quite general assumptions.

In Theorem 4.4 we suppose in addition that µ < 2 and obtain higher inte-
grability of the full gradient, again withount restrictions on p.

Throughout this section we concentrate on the following model case:

Given the general splitting hypothesis (1.4), we suppose that f1 is of linear
growth,

a1|t| − a2 ≤ f1(t) ≤ a3|t|+ a4 , t ∈ R ,

a2, a4 ≥ 0, a1, a3 > 0, satisfying for some µ > 1, γ ≥ 0

c1
(

1 + |t|
)−µ ≤ f ′′

1 (t) ≤ c̄1
(

1 + |t|
)γ
, t ∈ R , (4.2)

with constants c1, c̄1 > 0.

We recall the examples discussed in [1] having linear growth and with un-
bounded second derivative, i.e. the case γ > 0 is included in our considera-
tions.

The function f2 is supposed to be of p-power growth, p > 1, in the sense that

b1|t|p − b2 ≤ f2(t) ≤ b3|t|p + b4 , t ∈ R ,

b2, b4 ≥ 0, b1, b3 > 0, satisfying in addition

c2
(

1 + |t|
)p−2 ≤ f ′′

2 (t) ≤ c̄2
(

1 + |t|
)p−2

, t ∈ R , (4.3)

with constants c2, c̄2 > 0.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that the hypotheses of this section are valid.

i) If γ = 0, then there exists a generalized minimizer u ∈ M such that

∂2u ∈ Lχ
loc(Ω) for all finite χ > p .

ii) If

0 ≤ γ <
p

p+ 1
, (4.4)

then there exists a generalized minimizer u ∈ M such that

∂2u ∈ Lχ
loc(Ω) for some χ > p+ 1 .
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Proof of Theorem 4.3. The proof of Theorem 4.3 is carried out in four steps.

Step 1. Regularization. We fix some 0 < δ < 1 and define an appropriate
variant of regularization: let

fδ(ξ) := δ
(

1 + |ξ1|2
)

p
2 + f1(ξ1) + f2(ξ2) , ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R

2 .

We note that this Ansatz respects the splitting structure of the energy den-
sity under consideration.

We then consider the minimization problem

Jδ[w] :=

∫

Ω

fδ(∇w) dx→ min in u0 +W 1,p
0 (Ω) (1.1δ)

with uδ denoting the unique solution of (1.1δ) satisfying in addition (see the
monographs [28], Theorem 8.1, p. 267, and [29], Theorem 5.2, p. 277)

uδ ∈ W 2,2
loc (Ω) ∩W 1,∞

loc (Ω) . (4.5)

In the situation at hand one may use the dual problem in order to show that
the sequence {uδ} is J-minimizing. To this purpose we let

τδ := ∇f
(

∇uδ
)

,

σδ := δXδ + τδ = ∇fδ
(

∇uδ
)

, Xδ := p
(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p−2
2 ∂1uδ ,

and adapt the arguments of [13], Section 4.1.2: we note that σδ is of class
W 1,2

loc (recall (4.5)) satisfying div σδ = 0 and by Jδ[uδ] ≤ Jδ[u0] ≤ J1[u0]
we have with a finite constant c independent of δ and not relabelled in the
following

δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx ≤ c , i.e. ‖δ

p−1
p Xδ‖p/(p−1) ≤ c (4.6)

∫

Ω

f(∇uδ) dx ≤ c , ‖τδ‖p/(p−1) ≤ c . (4.7)

Observe that (4.6) implies as δ → 0

δXδ ⇁ 0 in L
p

p−1 (Ω) . (4.8)

After passing to subsequences we obtain from (4.7) and (4.8) as δ → 0

τδ , σδ ⇁: σ in L
p

p−1 (Ω) . (4.9)

We recall the equation

τδ : ∇uδ − f ∗(τδ) = f(∇uδ)
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and arrive at

Jδ[uδ] = δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx+

∫

Ω

[

τδ : ∇uδ − f ∗(τδ)
]

dx

= δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx+

∫

Ω

[

σδ : ∇uδ − f ∗(τδ)
]

dx

−δp
∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p−2
2 |∇uδ|2 dx

Using div σδ = 0 we obtain

Jδ[uδ] = δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx+

∫

Ω

[

σδ : ∇u0 − f ∗(τδ)
]

dx

−δp
∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p−2
2 |∇uδ|2 dx

=

∫

Ω

[

τδ : ∇u0 − f ∗(τδ)
]

dx+ δ

∫

Ω

Xδ : ∇u0 dx

+(1− p)δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx+ δp

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p−2
2 dx .

Here, as δ → 0, the second integral (recall (4.8)) and the last integral on the
right-hand side converge to 0 and we obtain as δ → 0 (recall (4.9) and upper
semicontinuity of −f ∗)

R[κ] ≤ inf
u∈CSob

J [u] ≤ J [uδ] ≤ Jδ[uδ]

→ R[σ] + (1− p)δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx .

Hence we have the minimizing property of the sequence {uδ} and additionally

δ

∫

Ω

(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

p
2 dx → 0 as δ → 0 .

Step 2. Caccioppoli-type inequality. Proceeding with the proof of Theorem
4.3 we note that by u0 ∈ W 1

∞(Ω)

sup
δ

‖uδ‖L∞(Ω) <∞ .

As usual we let
Γi,δ := 1 + |∂iuδ|2 , i = 1, 2 .

We note that for proving ii) of Theorem 4.3, we also need an iterated
Caccioppoli-type inequality with negative exponents.
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Proposition 4.1. Fix l ∈ N and suppose that η ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1. Then,

given the assumptions at the beginning of Section 4.2, the inequality
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

η2lΓα
2,δ dx

≤ c

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)(∇η,∇η)η2l−2Γα+1
2,δ dx (4.10)

holds for any α > −1/2, which in particular implies (again for all α > −1/2)

∫

Ω

η2lΓ
α+ p−2

2
2,δ |∂22uδ|2 dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1
1−γ

2,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1+ p−2

2
2,δ dx

]

. (4.11)

Here and in what follows c is a finite constant independent of δ (c = c(l, α)).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us first suppose that −1/2 < α ≤ 0.

We differentiate the Euler equation

0 =

∫

Ω

Dfδ(∇uδ) · ∇ϕ dx for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω)

by inserting ϕ = ∂2ψ as test function, hence

0 =

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇ψ
)

dx for all ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) .

With the choice
ψ := η2l∂2uδΓ

α
2,δ

we obtain
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

η2lΓα
2,δ dx

= −
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇Γα
2,δ

)

∂2uδη
2l dx

−
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇(η2l)
)

∂2uδΓ
α
2,δ dx =: S1 + S2 , (4.12)

where we note

|S1| = 2|α|
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

|∂2uδ|2Γα−1
2,δ η

2l dx

≤ 2|α|
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

Γα
2,δη

2l dx .
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Since 2|α| < 1, we may absorb |S1| on the left-hand side of (4.12) with the
result

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

η2lΓα
2,δ dx ≤ c|S2| . (4.13)

In the case α > 0 we immediately have (4.13) on account of the observation

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇Γα
2,δ

)

∂2uδη
2l dx ≥ 0 .

The right-hand side of (4.13) is estimated with the help of the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality which gives for any ε > 0

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)(∇∂2uδ,∇η)η2l−1Γα
2,δ∂2uδ dx

≤ ε

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)(∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ)η2lΓα
2,δ dx

+c(ε)

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)(∇η,∇η)η2l−2Γα
2,δ|∂2uδ|2 dx

and we have (4.10) by choosing ε sufficiently small.

We estimate (recall (4.2) and (4.3))

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇η,∇η
)

η2l−2Γα+1
2,δ dx

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
γ
2
1,δΓ

α+1
2,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1+ p−2

2
2,δ dx

]

. (4.14)

Let γ > 0 and define the numbers p1, p2 via

1 < p1 =
1

γ
, p2 =

1

1− γ
.

Using Young’s inequality we obtain for the first integral on the right-hand
side of (4.14)

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
γ
2
1,δΓ

α+1
2,δ dx =

∫

Ω

[

|∇η|2η2l−2
]

1
p1 Γ

γ
2
1,δ

[

|∇η|2η2l−2
]

1
p2 Γα+1

2,δ dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1
1−γ

2,δ dx

]

. (4.15)
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With (4.14) and (4.15) the proof of Proposition 4.1 is finished by observing
∫

Ω

η2lΓ
α+ p−2

2
2,δ |∂22uδ|2 dx

≤ c

∫

Ω

f ′′
2 (∂2uδ)|∂22uδ|2η2lΓα

2,δ dx

≤ c

∫

Ω

[

f ′′
1,δ(∂1uδ)|∂12uδ|2 + f ′′

2,δ(∂2uδ)|∂22uδ|2
]

η2lΓα
2,δ dx

≤ c

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ)η2lΓα
2,δ dx .

Step 3. Main inequality.

Proposition 4.2. Given the above hypotheses let for some τs > 0, τα > 0

0 ≤ s :=
p− 2

2
+ τs , α := −1

2
+ τα .

Then for l sufficiently large and a local constant c(η, l) independent of δ, it
holds
∫

Ω

η2lΓs+1
2,δ dx ≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1
1−γ

2,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1+ p−2

2
2,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α− p−2

2
2,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.16)

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let us first note that on the left-hand side of (4.16)
we have s+ 1 = (p/2) + τs. Moreover, since ‖uδ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ c, we estimate
∫

Ω

|∂2uδ|2Γs
2,δη

2l dx =

∫

Ω

∂2uδ∂2uδΓ
s
2,δη

2l dx = −
∫

Ω

uδ∂2

[

∂2uδΓ
s
2,δη

2l
]

dx

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γs
2,δη

2l dx+

∫

Ω

|∂2uδ|η2l−1|∇η|Γs
2,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γs−1
2,δ |∂2uδ|2|∂22uδ|η2l dx

]

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γs
2,δη

2l dx

+ε

∫

Ω

|∂2uδ|2Γs
2,δη

2l dx+ c(ε)

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γs
2,δ dx

]

,

leading to (ε > 0 sufficiently small)

∫

Ω

|∂2uδ|2Γs
2,δη

2l dx ≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γs
2,δη

2l dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γs
2,δ dx

]

. (4.17)
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The first term on the right-hand side of (4.17) is estimated with the help of
Young’s inequality

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γs
2,δη

2l dx =

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γ
α
2
+ p−2

4
2,δ Γ

s−α
2
− p−2

4
2,δ η2l dx

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|2Γα+ p−2
2

2,δ η2l dx+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α− p−2

2
2,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.18)

Now (4.11) is applied to the first term on the right-hand side of (4.18) which
gives

∫

Ω

|∂22uδ|Γs
2,δη

2l dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1
1−γ

2,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1+ p−2

2
2,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α− p−2

2
2,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.19)

Combining (4.17) and (4.19) we finally obtain

∫

Ω

Γs+1
2,δ η

2l dx ≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

(

η2l + |∇η|2η2l−2
)

Γs
2,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1
1−γ

2,δ +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
α+1+ p−2

2

2,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α− p−2

2
2,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.20)

The first intergral on the right-hand side of (4.20) can be absorbed in the
left-hand side whenever l is sufficiently large (compare, e.g., [1], Proof of
Proposition 2.2) which completes the proof of the proposition.

Step 4. Conclusion. To finish the proof of Theorem 4.3 we observe that we
may exactly follow the lines of [1], Theorem 1.3, provided that

α + 1 +
p− 2

2
= α+

p

2
< s + 1 , 2s− α− p− 2

2
< s + 1 , (4.21)

and provided that

α+ 1 < (s+ 1)(1− γ) = s+ 1− (s+ 1)γ . (4.22)

We note that (4.21) is equivalent to

τα < τs +
1

2
, τs < τα +

1

2
, i.e. |τs − τα| <

1

2
. (4.23)
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Condition (4.22) turns into

−1

2
+ τα <

p− 2

2
+ τs −

p+ 2τs
2

γ ,

which can be written as

γ <
p− 1 + 2(τs − τα)

p+ 2τs
. (4.24)

i) If γ = 0, then (4.23) and (4.24) are satisfied for any τs > 1/4 and with
the choice τα = τs − 1/4, which implies the first claim of the theorem.

ii) If we have (4.4) with γ > 0, then we choose τα > 0 sufficiently small
and τs =

1
2
+ τα

2
. Then we have (4.23) and (4.24) for τα sufficiently small

on account of our assumption (4.4). We note that with the notation
introduced above we have

χ = 2(s+ 1) = 2

[

p− 2

2
+ τs + 1

]

= p+ 2τs .

The choice τs > 1/2 completes the proof of Theorem 4.3.

In our final theorem on regularity we pose the question, whether am improved
ellipticity for the linear part is compatible with p-growth for arbitrary p in
the following sense: do we have higher integrability of ∂2u and simulaneously
of ∂1u? In fact, in addition to Theorem 4.3 we have

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that we have (1.4) and the first condition of (1.5),
i.e. a linear growth condition for f1. Moreover, suppose that we have (1.12)
with 2 < µ and γ = 0 and let assumption (4.3) hold.

Then there exists u ∈ M such that for any κ <∞

∂1u ∈ Lκ(Ω) .

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Since we already discussed Theorem 4.1 covering the
case p = 2 we may suppose that p > 2. Given the regularization of Theorem
4.3 we need a counterpart for Propostion 4.1 with ∂22uδ rplaced by ∂11uδ and
Γ2,δ by Γ1,δ.

Proposition 4.3. Given the hypotheses of Theorem 4.4 we have for any real
numbers χ > 1, α > −1/2

∫

Ω

η2lΓ
α−µ

2
1,δ |∂11uδ|2 dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
(α+1) χ

χ−(p−2)

1,δ dx

]

.(4.25)
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Proof of Proposition 4.3. The counterpart of (4.14) reads as

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇η,∇η
)

η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ dx

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ Γ

p−2
2

2,δ dx

]

. (4.26)

Now we let (recall p > 2)

p1 =
χ

χ− (p− 2)
, 1 < p2 =

χ

p− 2
.

For the choice of χ we have Theorem 4.3, i), in mind. Now Young’s inequality
implies for the second integral on the right-hand side of (4.26)

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ Γ

p−2
2

2,δ dx =

∫

Ω

[

|∇η|2η2l−2
]

1
p1 Γα+1

1,δ

[

|∇η|2η2l−2
]

1
p2 Γ

p−2
2

2,δ dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
(α+1) χ

χ−(p−2)

1,δ dx

]

. (4.27)

By (4.26) and (4.27) we have (4.25), i.e. the proposition is proved.

Now a variant of Proposition 4.1 is needed.

Proposition 4.4. Given the hypotheses of Theorem 4.4 let for some τs > 0,
τα > 0

0 ≤ s := −1

2
+ τs , α := −1

2
+ τα .

Then for l sufficiently large and a local constant c(η, l) independent of δ it
holds

∫

Ω

η2lΓs+1
1,δ dx ≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
(α+1) χ

χ−(p−2)

1,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α+µ

2
1,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.28)

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Here we have instead of (4.17), (4.18)

∫

Ω

|∂1uδ|2Γs
1,δη

2l dx ≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂11uδ|Γs
1,δη

2l dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γs
1,δ dx

]

(4.29)
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and
∫

Ω

|∂11uδ|Γs
1,δη

2l dx =

∫

Ω

|∂11uδ|Γ
α
2
−µ

4
1,δ Γ

s−α
2
+µ

4
1,δ η2l dx

≤ c

[

∫

Ω

|∂11uδ|2Γα−µ
2

1,δ η2l dx+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α+µ

2
1,δ η2l dx

]

. (4.30)

We then obtain

∫

Ω

Γs+1
1,δ η

2l dx ≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

(

η2l + |∇η|2η2l−2
)

Γs
1,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γα+1
1,δ +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2η2l−2Γ
(α+1) χ

χ−(p−2)

1,δ dx

+

∫

Ω

Γ
2s−α+µ

2
1,δ η2l dx

]

, (4.31)

and (4.31) gives the proposition.

Finally we arrive at the following choice of parameters.

α + 1 < s+ 1 ⇔ τα < τs , (4.32)

2s− α +
µ

2
< s+ 1 ⇔ τs − τα < 1− µ

2
. (4.33)

Moreover, the inequality
[

1

2
+ τα

][

χ

χ− (p− 2)

]

<
1

2
+ τs (4.34)

needs to be true.

For any given τs > 0 we may choose τα > 0 such that (4.32) and (4.33) hold
(recalling µ < 2). On account of Theorem 4.3 we then choose χ sufficiently
large such that (4.34) is satisfied as well. This proves the theorem.

Remark 4.2. We note that even higher integrabilty of ∂2u with some χ >
p+1 (compare Theorem 4.3, ii)) would give some higher integrability of ∂1u
by choosing

τα :=
3(2− µ)− (p− 2)

2(p− 2)

whenever 3(2 − µ) − (p − 2) > 0. This indicates that we also may prove
variants of Theorem 4.4 with some weaker hypotheses. This is left to the
reader.
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Finally we observe that with the higher integrability of the gradient w.r.t. any
exponent we have using the idea, e.g., of [13], Section 4.2.4 we obtain as a
corollary:

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that we have the hypotheses of Theorem 4.4. Then
any weak L1-cluster-point of the regularizing sequence {uδ} is of class C1,α(Ω).

5 Uniqueness of solutions

The first uniqueness result is already established in Theorem 4.1 and Corol-
lary 4.1.

We now finally discuss the case that the superlinear part of the energy density
under consideration is given in terms of a N -function.
In this case the uniqueness of solutions to the generalized problems can be
established without using the results of the previous section.

The reason is the existence of an unique dual solution which, by the duality
relation, can be carried over to establish the uniqueness of generalized mini-
mizers.

So let us suppose that we have the situation as described in the hypotheses
of Theorem 3.2, in particular

σ := Df
(

∇au
)

=
(

f ′
1

(

∂a1u
)

, A′(|∂2u|
)

)

is a solution of the dual variational problem (3.11) whenever u is a general-
ized minimizer in the sense of (1.11).

Now, if we have a closer look at the arguments from measure theory leading
to Theorem 7 of [21], then we may adapt the proof to the situation at hand
and obtain:

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that we have the hypotheses stated in the beginning
of Section 4.2 in front of Theorem 4.3. Moreover, suppose that u∗ ∈ M is

a L1-cluster-point of a sequence {uδ} from u0 +
◦
W

1
1(Ω) such that for some

κ ∈ R the functions

hδ := h1δ + h2δ :=
(

1 + |∂1uδ|2
)

κ

2 +
(

1 + |∂2uδ|2
)

κ

2 (5.1)

are of class W 1
1,loc(Ω) uniform w.r.t. δ ∈ (0, 1).

Then the dual problem (3.11) is uniquely solvable.
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We emphasize that Theorem 5.1 is valid without any restriction on the ex-
ponent µ in (1.12). This is just needed for Corollary 5.1 below.

Main idea of the proof of Theorem 5.1. Using the notation of [13], Section
2.2, we first note that the unboundedness of U := Im(∇f) w.r.t. the direction
ξ2 causes no essential changes in the previous arguments.

Given the regularization {uδ} of Step 1 in the proof of Theorem 4.3, the main
changes concern the proof of (compare p. 22 of [13])

σδ(x) → σ(x) , δ|∂1uδ(x)|p−1 → 0 , (5.2)

on Σ as δ → 0. In [13], these convergences follow form the uniform local
W 1

2 -regularity of σδ which in [13] is a consequence of

D2f(ξ)
(

η, η) ≤
(

1 + |ξ|
)−1|η|2 , ξ, η ∈ R

2 . (5.3)

Since (5.3) in general is no longer valid, we use (5.1) to get the a.e. conver-
gence of ∇uδ.

We finally have

Corollary 5.1. Suppose that we have the assumptions of Theorem 4.4 with
p > 2. Then we have the uniqueness of generalized solutions of problem
(1.11).

Proof of Corollary 5.1. We first establish the uniqueness of the dual solution
σ. To this purpose we recall (4.11) and (4.25), i.e. given the regularization
introduced in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 4.3 we have choosing α = 0

∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂1uδ,∇∂1uδ
)

η2 dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2Γ1,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2Γ
χ

χ−(p−2)

1,δ dx

]

(5.4)

as well as
∫

Ω

D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

η2 dx

≤ c

[

1 +

∫

Ω

|∇η|2Γ2,δ dx+

∫

Ω

|∇η|2Γ
p
2
2,δ dx

]

. (5.5)
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Now we compute
∫

Ω

η2|∇hδ| dx ≤ c

∫

Ω

η2l
(

1 + |∂1u|2
)

κ−1
2 |∇∂1uδ| dx

+c

∫

Ω

η2
(

1 + |∂2u|2
)

κ−1
2 |∇∂2uδ| dx

≤ c

∫

Ω

η2
[

Γ
−µ

4
1,δ |∂1∂1uδ|+ |∂2∂1uδ|

]

Γ
µ
4
+κ−1

2
1,δ dx

+c

∫

Ω

η2
[

Γ
−µ

4

1,δ |∂1∂2uδ|+ |∂2∂2uδ|
]

Γ
µ
4

1,δΓ
κ−1
2

2,δ dx

which leads to
∫

Ω

η2|∇hδ| dx ≤
∫

Ω

η2D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂1uδ,∇∂1uδ
)

dx

+

∫

Ω

η2D2fδ(∇uδ)
(

∇∂2uδ,∇∂2uδ
)

dx

+

∫

Ω

η2Γt1
1,δ dx+

∫

Ω

η2Γt2
2,δ dx (5.6)

with some finite exponents t1 and t2. By (5.4) - (5.6) and Theorem 4.3, i),
Theorem 4.4 we have that hδ is uniformly of class W 1

1,loc which by Theorem
5.1 implies the uniqueness of the dual solution.

The next step for proving Corollary 5.1 is to use Corollary 4.2 to obtain C0,α-
regularity of the dual solution. Then, as outlined in the proof of Theorem
A.9 in [13], a suitable comparison argument w.r.t. σ can be carried out to
obtain for any generalized minimizer u ∈ CBV

∇u = ∇f ∗(σ) . (5.7)

We note that (5.4) in particular gives

∇su = 0 .

By the uniqueness of σ the uniqueness of generalized minimizers up to an
additive constant is established. Finally, on account ot u ∈ CBV we have
(u−u0)ν2 = 0 H1 a.e. on ∂Ω and in conclusion the uniqueness of generalized
minimizers.
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