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NON-LOCAL APPROXIMATION OF THE GRIFFITH
FUNCTIONAL

GIOVANNI SCILLA AND FRANCESCO SOLOMBRINO

ABSTRACT. An approximation, in the sense of I'-convergence and in any di-
mension d > 1, of Griffith-type functionals, with p—growth (p > 1) in the
symmetrized gradient, is provided by means of a sequence of non-local inte-
gral functionals depending on the average of the symmetrized gradients on
small balls.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we provide a variational approximation by means of non-local
integral energies of functionals of the form

oY W(Eu(x))dz + 28H(K), (1.1)
Q\K
where Q is a bounded open subset of R?, K C € is closed, W is a non-negative and
convex function with p—growth for some p > 1, u € C*(Q\K;R?), Eu denotes the
symmetric part of the gradient of v and H?~! is the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure.

Functionals as in (IT)) are the core of many variational models of fracture me-
chanics, in the framework of Griffith’s theory of brittle fracture under the small
strain assumption (see, e.g., [32, [30] and the references in [I8, Introduction]). If, as
usual, the set €2 denotes the reference configuration and u represents the displace-
ment field of the body, then the total energy (L) is the sum of a bulk energy in
O\ K, where the material is supposed to have an elastic/elasto-plastic behavior (see,
e.g., [30, Section 2], [33] Sections 10 and 11]), and a surface term accounting for
the energy necessary to produce the fracture, proportional to the area of the crack
surface K. It is only very recently that a rigorous weak formulation of the problem
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(T has been provided [27, 20]. Within this setting, u is a (vector-valued) general-
ized special function of bounded deformation, for which the symmetrized gradient
Eu is 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 u. This space is denoted
by GSBDP (), where the exponent p refers to the integrability of Eu. After that
the existence of weak minimizers has been achieved, one can actually show that the
jump set thereof is closed (up to a H% !-negligible set), and prove well-posedness
of the minimization problem for (L)) (see [22] 17, 19]).

However, the minimization of functionals of the type (II)) may be a hard task in
practice, mainly due to the presence of the surface term H4~1(.J,). Such difficulties
already appear for W (M) = |M|? and in the case of antiplane shear (see, e.g., [10]),
where the energy (L)) reduces to the Mumford-Shah-type functional

/Q |Vu|>dz + HH (), (1.2)

for a scalar-valued displacement u € SBV(R), the space of special functions of
bounded variation. It is indeed well-known that a variational approximation of
(C2) by means of local integral functionals of the form

/Q f.(Vu)dz,

defined on Sobolev spaces, is doomed to failure (see [I3| Introduction]). Over the
last years, this has motivated a great effort to provide suitable approximations
of (C2) by means of more manageable functionals, leading to the convergence of
minimum points. A number of different approaches has been proposed, which in
some cases have also been generalised to the (more challenging) setting of (L.TJ),
both in a discrete and in a continuous, infinite-dimensional, setting.

A very popular approach, originally proposed by Ambrosio and Tortorelli [4 5]
and generalised to the linearly elastic setting in [29, 18], provides an approximation
of (II) and (2] by elliptic functionals (with parameter £ > 0) at the price of
adding an auxiliary phase-field variable v € H'(R%;[0,1]). The heuristics behind
these functionals, taking the form

1 2 X VT 2 X
/Qvgmvv(sus(z))dwg/Q@s(x)71> d +s/9|v L(@)?d

is to approximate the discontinuity set K with the e-layer {v. ~ 0}. Also discretiza-
tions of the above functionals by means of either finite-difference or finite-elements
with mesh-size §, independent of €, have been considered. For a suitable fine mesh,
with size § = 0(e) small enough, these numerical approximations I'-converge, as
e — 0, to the Mumford-Shah functional (see [6l [8], and [7] for the case of a stochas-
tic lattice). A similar result for the energy (ILI)) has been recently provided in [25].
For other discrete approaches based on finite differences or finite elements we may
mention [16, 2T), [39], in the context of the Mumford-Shah functional, and [36], 1] for
the Griffith model.

Closer to the purpose of our paper are, however, variational approximations by
means of nonlocal integral energies. Following a conjecture by De Giorgi, Gobbino
proved for instance in [31] that the functionals

1 — 2 ly—z|2
_/ arctan (L&) = u@FY dz dy
d+1 _
€ Rd xRd |y 575|

I-converge to (IL2) when e — 0. A discretization of this model on graphs has been
recently analysed in [I5], and adaptions to the stochastic setting have also been
provided ([38]). Another method, introduced in [I3], is based on non-local integral
functionals whose density depends on the average of the gradient on small balls,
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in order to prevent large gradients being concentrated in small regions. There,
functionals of the form

Fu(u) = / / (]{3 o |Vu<y>|2dy> dz (1.3)

are considered, where f : [0,4+00) — [0, +00) is an increasing function such that

S . a
tliE(I)l* T =, t—l)lgloof(t) - ﬂa (14)
Bc(z) denotes the open ball of radius & centred at 2 € Q and f, v dz is the average
of v on B. The functionals (L3 I'-converge, as € — 0, to the functional

F(u) := a/ |Vu(z)|? de + 28H ().
Q
Afterwards, in [14], it has been shown that more general energies of the form
Vu(@Pdo+ [ offut —uani,
Q Ju

where |u™ — u~| is the jump of u across J,, can be obtained by considering non-
local approximating functionals as in ([3]) with varying densities f = f., and the
function 6 is computable from f.. This analysis has been continued in [34] [35] for
functionals with bulk terms having linear growth in the gradient.

The very first non-local approximation of Griffith-type energies on the footsteps
of [13], inspired by the subsequent generalization [24] of such model, has been
provided in [37]. There, non-local convolution-type energies of the form

I ( / |8u<y>|”pg<x—y>dy) da (15)

are considered, where f. is a suitable sequence of densities, p is a convolution
kernel with support suppp and p.(z) is the usual sequence of convolution kernels
p(z/e)/e?. The T-limit of (L) with respect to the L' convergence is shown to be
the Griffith-type functional

/ Eu@)P e+ [ 6,()dHit,
9} Ju

where the anisotropy ¢, depends on the geometry and on the size of suppp, and the
function u belongs to the space SBDP of special functions of bounded deformation
with Eu € LP, which is a (proper) subspace of GSBDP. The argument in [37]
introduces some novelties with respect to [13, 24], in particular for the proof of
the lower bound, which is obtained by means of a delicate construction based on a
slicing technique. However, as it happens when dealing with the space SBDP, in
order to obtain compactness of sequences of competitors with equibounded energy,
an L°° bound has to be imposed, which is quite unnatural in Fracture Mechanics.

Our results: The purpose of our paper is to provide a variational approximation
of the functional (IT]) in the spirit of [I3]. We will namely show that for f complying
with (L4), the functionals

F.(u) := /Qf <€]é€(z)mQW(8u(y)) dy) dz (1.6)

I'-converge to the functional (CT)) in the L!(£2)-topology (Theorem B.1]). The proof
strategy is based on the localization method for I'-convergence (see, e.g., [26, Chap-
ters 14-20]). One first considers, for any open subset A C €, the localized function-
als F.(-, A) defined as in (LG) with A in place of Q and their asymptotic behavior.
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The core of the argument (essentially contained in Propositions Bl 5.2 and [(.3)
consists in showing that the lower I'-limit F’(u, A) satisfies the estimates

F'(u, A) > a/ W(Eu)dz, F'(u,A)>2p |V, €)] AHIT (1.7)
A ANJy
for each u € GSBDP(A), A C Q, and ¢ unit vector in R?. Above, the symbol
(-,-) denotes the scalar product in R?. As the two terms on the right-hand side are
mutually singular, the I'-liminf estimate can be obtained from these two separate
estimates by a standard technique (Lemma [20]).

While this general scheme has also been pursued in [I3], getting to (7)) is rather
different in our paper than it was to obtain analogous estimates in theirs. Indeed,
in the SBV-context of Mumford-Shah-type functionals, one has the possibility of
lowering the energy by truncating competitors. Hence, the main estimates can be
proved for functions in SBV N L, as it is done for instance in [I3, Proposition
4.1 and Proposition 5.1], where L*°-bounds are explicitly exploited. A similar tool
is not available in the bounded deformation setting. Hence, we have to renounce
the semi-discrete approach of [I3] and follow a different strategy, which is closely
related to the the heuristics of the model (LG).

The main idea for obtaining the first estimate in (7)) is contained in the proof
of Proposition[L1] Using an energy estimate and the coarea formula, there we show
that, for a given error parameter J, the set where the averages 53(3(175)5 @) W (Eu(x))dx

exceed a given threshold can be included in a set K. with vanishing area and
bounded perimeter. This allows one to show that the I-limit of the energies (L)
is controlled from below by a functional of the type (II). The optimal constant in
the bulk term can be recovered, as done in Proposition 5.1} by replacing a sequence
of competitors (u.) with their averages on balls of radius € at points z € Q\ K.
Indeed, K is the set where, intuitively, the energy does concentrate on lower dimen-
sional manifolds and the bulk contribution can be neglected. It is worth mentioning
that such an optimal estimate for the bulk term is not derived by means of any
slicing procedure, which would not comply well with the general form of the bulk
energy we are considering.

The second estimate in (7)) is instead obtained by means of a slicing argument
in the fixed direction £ (see Proposition [B.2)), first reconducting the problem to
the analysis of the one-dimensional version of the functional (I3]) (which can be
performed with elementary arguments, see [I1, Theorem 3.30]) and then exploit-
ing the slicing properties of GSBD functions recalled in Section Finally, the
I-limsup inequality (Proposition [GI) can be obtained by a direct construction for
a regular class of competitors having a “nice” jump set, and which are dense in
energy according to recent approximation results by Chambolle and Crismale [18],
summarized in Theorem 23] and by Cortesani and Toader [24]. Let us remark that
our proof strategy can also be applied, with obvious modifications, for an alterna-
tive and, in our opinion, slightly simpler proof of the results in [I3].

To end up this review of our results, we want to motivate our choice of the L!-
topology and warn the reader of a related issue. Actually, while L'-convergence is a
natural choice in the context of the Mumford-Shah functional, both for the possibil-
ity of using truncations and for the presence of LP-fidelity terms, when dealing with
fracture models it would be preferable to deal with the convergence in measure. In-
deed, Proposition [£1]in principle only allows one for applying Theorem 2.4, which
provides subsequences that are (essentially) converging in measure. 0 However,
dealing with sequences converging in L' allows us to deduce the convergence of the

IThe presence of the exceptional set A in the statement of Theorem [2:4] is no real issue in
the context of the Griffith model, as setting u = 0 there is optimal for the energy, see [20].
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averaged functions in Lemma 277 which are a useful tool in our proofs. Notice that
compactness in L' can be easily enforced by adding a lower-order fidelity term,
for which a completely satisfactory compactness and I'-convergence result can be
stated and proved (Theorem B.2)). It then seems to us that adding such a term,
although not completely justified from the point of view of fracture mechanics, does
not really affect our methods and results.

Outline of the paper: The paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we fix the
basic notation and collect some definitions and results on the function spaces we will
deal with (Section 22)), together with some technical lemmas (Section [23]) which
will be useful throughout the paper. In Section [3] we list the main assumptions,
introduce our model (eq. [B3])), and state the main results of the paper, given in
Theorem B Iland Theorem B2l Sectiond contains the compactness result of Propo-
sition 1l Section [l is devoted to the I'-liminf inequality: the separate estimates
from below of the bulk term and the surface term of the energy are contained in
Sections . and 5.2 respectively; the proof of the I'-liminf inequality is the content
of Section The upper bound is provided in Section

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Notation. The symbol (-, -) denotes the scalar product in R?, while |-| stands
for the Euclidean norm in any dimension. The symbol 2 will always denote an open,
bounded subset of R? with Lipschitz boundary. The Lebesgue measure in R? and
the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure are written as £¢ and H*, respectively.

The symbol S?~! will denote the (d — 1)-dimensional unit sphere. The family of
the open subsets of © will be denoted by A(€2).

2.2. GBD and GSBD functions. We recall here some basic definitions and re-
sults on generalized functions with bounded deformation, as introduced in [27].
Throughout the paper we will use standard notations for the spaces (G)SBV and
(G)SBD, referring the reader to [3] and [2 9] [40], respectively, for a detailed treat-
ment on the topics.

Let £ € RN\{0} and TI¢ = {y € R?: (£,y) = 0}. If y € I* and Q C R? we set
Qey={teR:y+t£€Q}and Q¢ :={y € ¢ : Q¢ # 0}. Given u: Q — RY,
d > 2, we define us¥ : Q¢y — R by

ut () == (u(y +££), ), (2.1)

while if h : Q — R, the symbol hé¥ will denote the restriction of h to the set Q¢ ,;
namely,

RSV (t) := h(y + t€) . (2.2)
Let € € S971. For any y € R? we denote by y¢ and Yeo the projections onto the
subspaces Z := {t¢ : t € R} and II¢, respectively. For ¢ € (0,1) and z € R? we
define the cylinders
C(0) :={y e R : |ye| < o, [yer| < V1—02}, Cé(x) := x + C5(0).
Note that it holds C§(z) C By (), and that C$(z) = (z¢ —0, 2¢ +0) ¥ dei (wev),

/ 0-2
where B?~! denotes a ball in the (d — 1)-dimensional space II¢.

Definition 2.1. An L% measurable function u : Q — R? belongs to GBD(Q) if
there exists a positive bounded Radon measure A, such that, for all 7 € C*(R?)
with —% <7< % and 0 < 7/ <1, and all £ € Sd_l, the distributional derivative
De¢(7({u,§))) is a bounded Radon measure on €2 whose total variation satisfies

[De(7((u, )| (B) < Au(B)
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for every Borel subset B of €.

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

(a) uSY(t) = (Euly + t&)E, &) for ae. t € Qe y;

(b) Juew = (J§)e,y for H l-ace. y € II¢, where
JSi={x e J,: (ut(z) —u(x),&) #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 ¢ € S9! and
Hé 1 a.e. y € TIE, the function u&¥Y belongs to SBVioc (2 ).

By [27, Remark 4.5] one has the inclusions BD(2) C GBD(2) and SBD(Q) C
GSBD(), 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 G BD-function
is H? Lrectifiable and that GBD-functions have an approximate symmetric dif-
ferential Eu(z) at L%-a.e. z € Q, respectively. Let p > 1. The space GSBDP(Q) is
defined through:

GSBDP(Q) := {u € GSBD(Q) : Eu € LP(RIXD)  HI71(],) < 400} .

Sym
Every function in GSBDP({) is approximated by bounded SBV functions with
more regular jump set, as stated by the following result (I8, Theorem 1.1]).

Theorem 2.3. Let Q C R be a bounded open Lipschitz set, and let u € GSBDP(2; RY).
Then there exists a sequence (uy) such that

(i) u, € SBVP(;RY) N L2 (;RY);

(ii) each J,, is closed and included in a finite union of closed connected pieces of
C*-hypersurfaces;

(iii) u, € WL(Q\Jy, ; R?Y), and

Up — U i measure on €2, (2.4)
Eun — Euin LP(Q;RZIZJX,%), (2.5)
HI (T, ATy) — 0. (2.6)

Moreover, if [ ¥ (|u]) dz is finite for i : [0,400) — [0,400) continuous, increasing,
with
$(0) =0, (s +1) < C(s) +¥(t), ¥(s) <CA+s7), lim (s) = +00

s——+oo

lim /Q’L/J(l’u,n —ul)dx=0. (2.7)

n—-+o0o

A further approximation result, by Cortesani and Toader [23, Theorem 3.9], al-
lows us to approximate G'SBDP(£2) functions with the so-called “piecewise smooth”
S BV -functions, denoted W(§2; R?), characterized by the three properties

u € SBV(Q;RY) N Wm™>(Q\ J,; R?) for every m € N,
HIH T\ Ju) =0,
J ., is the intersection of ) with a finite union of (d—1)-dimensional simplexes .
(2.8)
Notice that for the results above only the coercivity of 1) is needed, while we will

require 1) to be superlinear at infinity in order to infer strong L!-convergence (see
Remark 2.5 below).
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We recall the following general GSBDP compactness result from [20], which gen-
eralizes [27, Theorem 11.3]. In the statement the symbol 0* denotes the essential
boundary of a set with finite perimeter. We keep this general form of the statement.
However, since we have to enforce L'-convergence of sequences with bounded en-
ergy, the situation which is relevant for our purposes is described in Remark
below.

Theorem 2.4 (GSBD? compactness). Let Q C R be an open, bounded set, and
let (upn)n C GSBDP(Q) be a sequence satisfying

sup,en (|Eunl o) + HH(Ju,)) < +oc.

Then there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (u,), such that the set A := {x €
Q: Jup(z)| = 400} has finite perimeter, and there exists u € GSBDP(Q) such that

(i) up —u  in measure on '\ A,
(ii) Eup —Eu in LP(Q\ AOO;R;lyX;lL),
(iii) lim inf HITN(T,) > HITH (T, U (07 A N Q). (2.9)
Remark 2.5. If one additionally has

supneN/ U(|ug|) de < +o00
Q

for a continuous, positive, increasing function ¢ satisfying

lim @:Jroo,

s——+o0 S

then u € L'(Q), so that A% = (). Furthermore, (i) holds with respect to the
L'-convergence in €, by the Vitali dominated convergence theorem.

2.3. Some lemmas. We recall here the following property of commutability of the
integral averages with the gradient operator for a Sobolev vector-valued function.
The proof is based on standard arguments by test functions, so we omit the details.

Proposition 2.6. Let u € WIP(Q;R?). Let Q' CC Q and 0 < n < dist (Y, 09).

Then the average
o= uy
By (@)

belongs to WHP(Q;RY). Moreover, it holds that
Vo(zx) 2][ Vu(y)dy a.e. on . (2.10)
By ()

We will make use of the following convergence properties of averaged functions.
These are probably well-known, a short proof is however added for the reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that we — w in L'(Q;R?) and let 1. be any sequence with
e — 0 when € — 0. Then the following holds:

(i) the sequence
ie) = )y
By, (z)

satisfies . — w in L'(Q;R?);
(ii) for all € € S and a.e. y € 115, the sequence

w5 (t) ::]{gdl( )we(z +t&) dz
Ne Y

satisfies WY — wSY in LY (Qe: RY), where ws¥(t) := w(y + t€).
€ &y
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Proof. We extend the functions w. to the value 0 in RY\ Q. For (i), we observe
that with the change of variable y = x + 1.z and Fubini’s theorem one has

A|ws<z>ws<z>|dzs]£1(o) </ 0+ 102) — . (2)] dz> 0

For any fixed # > 0 one has now, for small
[ et n2) — v do < 0
Q

uniformly with respect to z € B1(0) by the Fréchet-Kolmogorov criterion. It follows
that

lim /Q |te () — we(x)|de =0,

e—=0
which gives (i).
Concerning (ii), write z = y + t£ and set wtY(t) := w.(y + t€). It holds that
ws? — wSY in LY(Qe s RY) for ae. y € TI5. For wé(z) := @%¥(t) we have now
with the change of variable z = y + 7.2’ and Fubini’s theorem that

[ —wetas < f ([ joelatns) < wnto)] ) a

so that, arguing as before,
w8 —w. — 0in L' (Q;RY).
Hence, (ii) follows from the analogous convergence properties of the slices wSY ().

O

We will make also use of the following property of finite coverings of a bounded
set.

Remark 2.8. Let R > 0 and E C R? be such that E C Bg. Then, for every r > 0,
there exists a finite subset £/ C E such that

Ec | B
xeE’

and #(E") depends only on r, R and d. If, in addition, g < A, then there exists a
constant C' = C(A,d) such that #(E’) < C.
For this, we note that the family of balls

Bi= {Bg(z) .z € (%ﬂz)dm&g}

is a covering of Br. Now, for every ball Bz (z) in B such that Bz (z) N E # ), we
choose a point = x(z) € Bz (2) N £ and so doing we construct the set

d
E = x:xz:ze(LZ) NBr, Br(z)NE#0, .
Then, the desired covering of E is given by {B,(x) : « € E'}. Note also that
d
E') < LZ) NBg | :=C(rR,d) < +oo. 2.11
# L#((M n) =0 R.d) 2.11)

From (ZII) and a simple scaling argument, we infer that C(r, R,d) is uniformly
bounded when the ratio % is bounded.

The following result, dealing with the supremum of a family of measures, will be
useful for the derivation of the I'-liminf inequality (see, e.g., [Tl Proposition 1.16]).
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Lemma 2.9. Let pu: A(Q) — [0, 4+00) be a superadditive function on disjoint open
sets, let A be a positive measure on Q and let pp, : Q@ — [0,400] be a countable
family of Borel functions such that i(A) > [, ¢ndX for every A € A(Q). Then,
setting ¢ 1= Suppen Pn, it holds that

n(A) = /CsodA

for every A € A(Q).

We also remark the following approximation property from below for lower semi-
continuous increasing functions with truncated affine functions. A proof is given
for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.10. Consider a lower semicontinuous increasing function f : [0, 4+00) —
[0,4+00) such that there exist «, 3 > 0 with

0] :
Jm =7 =ae lim S =5
Then there exist two positive sequences (a;)ien, (bi)ien with

supa; =, supb;, =p
i i

and min{a;t,b;} < f(t) for alli € N and t € R.
Proof. For all (h,k) € N? set

i {20 ve[o 2]}, o (5.

Above the function @ is extended by continuity with the value « for t = 0. We
clearly have that ap, < « for all (h,k) € N?; furthermore « is an accumulation
point for the family apz, hence a = sup{anx : (h, k) € N*}. With the monotonicity
of f we have byx < 3 for all (h,k) € N?; furthermore 3 is an accumulation point
for the family by, hence 8 = sup{bp : (h, k) € N?}.

By construction we have
k k
apkt < f(t) for all t € |:0, E:| , b < f(t) for all t € |:E, +OO> s

so that min{ankt,bpr} < f(t) for all (h,k) € N? and ¢ € R. It then simply suffices
to consider an enumeration of N2 to conclude the proof. (]

2.4. T'-convergence. We recall here the definition of I'-convergence for families of
functionals depending on a real parameter. According to [12], we treat I'-limits of
functionals F. : X — [—o0,400] as € — 0T. The definition is an extension of that
given for sequences of functionals labelled by a discrete parameter (see, e.g., [20]),
as we require all the properties to hold for every positive sequence (g;) converging
to 0.

For all u € X, we define the lower I'-limit of (F.) as ¢ — 0T by

F'(u) := inf {limiangj (uj): e = 0%, uj — u} , (2.12)
J—+oo
and the upper T-limit of (F.) as € — 07 by
F"(u) == inf{limsungj (uj): g = 0%, uj — u} : (2.13)
Jj—+o0
We then say that (F.) T'-converges to F: X — [—o0,+0oc] as e — 0T iff
F(u)=F'(u) =F"(u), foralueX.
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2.5. A one-dimensional I'-convergence result. We recall here a one-dimensional
I’-convergence result which will be useful in the sequel. In the statement below,
functions in L*(I) with I C R are extended by 0 outside I, so that the functionals
H. are well-defined (actually, the result is not affected by the considered extension).

Theorem 2.11. Let p > 1, let I be a bounded interval in R and consider a lower
semicontinuous increasing function f : [0,4+00) — [0,+00) such that there exist
a, B >0 with
- f(t) :
A e dm f=6

Let H. : L*(I) — [0, +00] be defined by

1 1 x+e , ,
H.(u):=- [ f{5 lu'(y)[" dy | d,
eJr 2 Tr—e
where it is understood that
1 x+e ,
(3 wora)-s
r—¢€

if ug WhP(z —e,x +¢€). Then the functionals (H.) T'-converge as ¢ — 0% to the
functional

a/|u/|pdt+25#(<]u), ifue SBV(I),
u) = I

400, otherwise

H(

in LY(I).
Proof. See [I1] Theorem 3.30]. O

3. THE NON-LOCAL MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we list our assumptions and introduce the main results of the
paper. Let © C R? be an open set with Lipschitz boundary, let 1 < p < +oo and
f:[0,400) = [0,+00) a lower semicontinuous, increasing function satisfying

() .
lim —~ =a>0, 1 t)=8>0. 3.1
Jm D2 =a>0. I () =p .
Let W : R™? — R be a convex positive function on the subspace M%x¢ of sym-

metric matrices, such that
W(0) =0, cMPPLS<WM)<C(+|M|P). (3.2)
For every £ > 0 we consider the functional F. : L}(Q;R?) — [0, +-00] defined as

1

—/ f 5][ W (Eu(y))dy | do, if ue WP(Q;R?),
Fo(u) =< ¢ Jo B.(z)NQ

+00, otherwise on L'(Q; R?),

(3.3)

where

]{Bw(y)dy: ﬁ/ﬂw(y)dy

for every Borel set B C 2 and for every w € L'(B).

We will deal with a localized version of the energies (B3]). Namely, for every
A C Q open set, we will denote by F.(u, A) the same functional as in (B3) with
the set A in place of Q.

The following theorem is the first main result of this paper.
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Theorem 3.1. Under assumptions 1)) and B2), it holds that

(i) there exists a constant co independent of ¢ such that, for all (uz) C LP(£; R?)
satisfying Fe(us) < C for every € > 0, one can find a sequence G, €
GSBVP(;RY) with

Ue — Ue — 0 in measure on

Fo(u) > co (/ W(ET.) dx + 2H 1 (Jz, N Q)) .
Q
(ii) The functionals (F.) T'-converge, as € — 0, to the functional

a | W(Eu)dx +28H*" (J.), ifue GSBDP(Q)N LY (QRY),
F(u) = Q

+00, otherwise on L'(Q;R?),
(3.4)

with respect to the L' convergence in §Q.

Notice that there is a mismatch between part (i) and (ii) of the previous state-
ment. Indeed, the compactness property in (i) does not entail the L!-convergence of
a subsequence of (u.). It only allows one to apply Theorem 24 which has a weaker
statement. However, the L'-convergence on the whole €2 can be easily enforced
with the addition of a lower order fidelity term, as we have discussed in Remark
This motivates the statement below.

There, we consider a continuous increasing function ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, +00) such
that

Y(0) =0, s 1)< Clils) (1), wls) <C+s7),  tim P = oo

s——+o0 S

(3.5)
and set for every open set A C Q
F.(u, A +/ de, ifue WHP(A;RY),
+o0 otherwise on L'(A4;R9).

When A = Q, we simply write G¢(u) in place of G¢(u,Q). Then we have the
following result.

Theorem 3.2. Under assumptions B1), B2), and B3) it holds that
(i) If (us) C LP(S%R?) ds such that G.(us) < C for every e > 0, then (ug) is
compact in L'(Q;R?).
(ii) The functionals (G.) T'-converge, as € — 0, to the functional

u ul)dz, ifu P 1(Q). R4
oy = [ PO+ [ wld s e Gspore) L@,

+o00, otherwise on L'(Q;R?),
with respect to the L' convergence in Q.

Remark 3.3. Existence of minimizers for the functional GG, and also for F' if cou-
pled with a Dirichlet datum, directly follows from Theorem 24 (see [20] for details).
For fixed ¢, the functionals F. and G. are lower semicontinuous in W17 (Q;R?),
but clearly not coercive. However, as done in [I3 Corollary 3.2], one can perturb
f with a sequence (f.) of functions having linear growth at infinity, and satisfying
f@&) < fo(t) < f(t) + act for a sequence a. = o(e) as ¢ — 0 and still recover a
I'-convergence result.

Their argument would also apply to the present situation: notice that only the
I'-limsup inequality has to be adapted, and this is straightforward in the space of
regular approximating functions provided by Theorem 23] We omit the details of
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this generalization. If we now replace f with f., existence of minimizers for G¢
in WP can be obtained via the direct method. Then, Theorem (ii) also gives
convergence of the minimizers to a minimizer of G in GSBD?(Q).

4. COMPACTNESS

With the following proposition, we prove the compactness statements in Theo-
rem B.1{i), and Theorem B2 (i), respectively.
Proposition 4.1. Let A C Q be any open subset of ), and let F., G. be defined
as in B3), and B6), respectively. Then:
(i) Assume @), B2). If (u.) C LP(Q;RY) is such that F.(u., A) < C for
every € > 0, one can find a sequence U. € GSBVP(A;RY) with

Us — ue — 0 in measure on A

F.(us, A) > ¢ (/A W (&) de + 21 (Ja. N A))

for some ¢y > 0.
(i) Assume @), B2), and B3). If (ue) C LP(Q;R?) is such that  Ge(ue, A) <
C for every € > 0, then (u.) is compact in L'(A;RY).

Proof. Let e >0 and § € (0,1) be fixed [. 1t suffices to consider here only the case
f(t) = min{at,b} with a,b > 0. In the general case one can indeed find a,b > 0
with f(¢) > min{at, b} for all ¢, using Lemma[2ZT0, and deduce the result a fortiori.
Hence, let us assume f(t) = min{at,b}. We define

L4(B.(0)) !

C8 = By 0) ~ 1 =0)7 (“.1)

and the function
vele) = ef W (Eue(y) dy.
B1_5): (z)NQ

Correspondingly, we introduce the compact set
b
K. = {xEA: Ye(x) > Cs E} . (4.2)

The set K. is actually also depending on the fixed ¢ (as well as the sets K and
K used below) but we omit this dependence to ease notation. We first note that,
setting

K!:={xe A: dist(z,K.) < de},
then it holds that

b
K!/ClxeA: ¢ W(Eu:(y))dy > — 5 . (4.3)
B.(z) a

Indeed, if € K then B.(x) 2 B(1_s).(2) for some z € K¢, so

LY B1-5)(2))
€ W(Eue(y))dy > EW]{%J)E(@ W(Eue(y))dy

B.(x)
Ve (2) > b

- Cs ~a ’
Now, from the inclusion [@3) and the fact that f(t) = b for t > 2, we deduce that
LYK < %Fa(ua,A). (4.4)

2For the purpose of this proof, one could fix § = % from the beginning: however, we prefer to
work with an arbitrary § as the first part of the construction will be used later on.
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Then, applying the coarea formula to the 1-Lipschitz function ¢(z) := dist(x, K.)
(see for instance [28, Theorem 3.14]) in the open set {0 < g(z) < de} C K/ we get

%FE(UE, A) > LYK > 068 HIT ({g=1t})dt.
It follows that we can choose 0 < §. < de such that, for
K.:={ze€A: dist(z,K.) <.}, (4.5)
it holds
HITVOKL) = H {o € A dist(x, K.) = 6L}) < %FE(UE,A). (4.6)
For every € > 0, we set
2 {5 a2

Note that from (L) an the bound F.(u., A) < C' it follows that
Li{x e A: T(x) # uc(2)}) =0, (4.8)

whence T, — ue — 0 in measure on A. We prove the following
Claim: there exists a constant N > 0 depending only on d such that

b
e(1— 5>d][ W (€T (y)) dy < N2
B(1—sye(x) a

for every = € A.

For this, we first note that by definition of u., and since W(0) = 0 is the
minimum value of W, one has W (&u.(z)) < W(Eue(z)) for a.e. x. Now, when
x € A\K/, it holds = ¢ K. so that by definition of K. we have

1 5)d][ W (T (y)) dy < =(1 — 5)d][ W (Euc(y))dy <
B1—sye(x) B1—sye(x)

b
e

On the other hand, if z € K/, then Remark shows the existence of a finite
subset of A\K., say {x1,22,...,2n5}, where N only depends on the dimension d,
such that

N
(A\KL) N B_s)e(@) € | Ba—s)e(@:) - (4.9)
i=1
We then have, with (7)) and (9],
[ wenwa- [ W (Eus(y) dy
B1_s)e(x) B1—sye (z)N(A\K])
N
<3 / W (Eue(y)) dy
i—1 Y Ba-s)e(wi)
NLYBu-5)) b
e(1—6)* a’

where in the latter inequality we used the fact that the points z; ¢ K.. This
concludes the proof of the claim.
Since W > 0 and f is nondecreasing, we have the estimate

1
FE EaA Z_
)= [

A

f <€(1 - 6)d][ ( )W(Eug(y))dy> dz. (4.10)
B1_s):(z
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Moreover, if t < N %, one has the elementary inequality min{at,b} > {t. With
this, recalling that W (Eu.(x)) < W (Euc(z)) for a.e. x, using the Claim, (£I0) and
the monotonicity of f we obtain the estimate

Fuue, 4)> - /A I (a(l - 5% ( )W(zugwndy) de
(1—68)e (X

1 e(1 = §)¢ U x

-/ f( aatf e g<y>>dy> d

a /A (é (15)5(I)W<6ﬂa<y>>dy> do

a

= W(Eu.(x + (1 —0d)ez))dedz
Nwd/MBl(o) (. (x + (1 - 6)=2))

Y

Y

where we changed variables y = 2 4+ (1 — d)ez and used Fubini’s Theorem. Since
W > 0 with a further change of variables and using ([B.2]) we conclude

Fu(ue, A) > %/AW(EEE(x))dz > %/Awm(z)v) d . (4.11)

Since by definition (A1) we have that J;. = 0K, with (@6), (@I and from the
assumption F(ue, A) < C we deduce that u. € GSBVP(A;R?). Moreover, setting
co := 2 min{<, %} we infer the lower bound

F.(us, A) > ¢ (/A W (E.) da + 21 (Jm, N A)) . (4.12)

Combining with (48], this proves (i).

For what concerns (ii), notice that by &3) and (1) it holds ¢ (|a-(z)]) <
Y(Jue(2)]) for a.e. x € Q. Since F. < G, from G.(u., A) < C and (EI2) we infer
that

D([@(z))) dz + /A 1T ()P dz + HO (Jm. N A) < C < +00

for all e. Thus, in view of the growth assumption (B3) on 1, by Theorem 2:4] and
Remark 5 the sequence (u.) is compact in L'(A;R%). By (@) and the Vitali
dominated convergence Theorem, we conclude that (u.) is compact in L'(A;R%)
as well. O

5. ESTIMATE FROM BELOW OF THE I'-LIMIT

5.1. Estimate from below of the bulk term. We begin by giving a first estimate
of the T'-liminf of the functionals F.. This estimate is optimal (up to a small error)
for the bulk part of the energy, while it is not, for what concerns the surface part.
An optimal estimate for this term will be provided separately by means of a slicing
argument (see Proposition 5.2l below). As the two parts of the energy are mutually
singular, the localization method of Lemma will eventually allow us to get the
I'-liminf inequality.

Proposition 5.1. Let A be an open set with A CC €0, and consider a sequence
u. € WHP(Q;R?) converging to u in L*(Q;R?). Assume BI) and B2). Then,
for every fired 0 < § < 1, there exist a constant Ms only depending on f and 6 and
a sequence of functions (v2) C GSBVP(A;RY) such that

(i) af 2d“/ W(EWS () da < F.(ue, A);

(i) HH(Jp) <M5F(uE,A),
(iii) v° — u in L'(A;RY) as e — 0.
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Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: we first consider the case f(¢) = min{at, b}, with a,b > 0. Observe that
in this case the value a given by ([Bl) coincides exactly with a. We can clearly
assume that

sup Fz(ue, A) < C, (5.1)
e>0

otherwise the assertion is immediate. Corresponding to the fixed § > 0 and for
every € > 0, we define the constant Cy, and the sets K. and K/ as in (1)), (£2)
and (&3], respectively. We define a sequence (v?) of functions in GSBVP(4A;R?)
as

) ][ w(y)dy ifze A\KL,
(-T) = B(1—s)e(x)

€

v (5.2)

0 otherwise.

Then (iii) immediately follows from Lemmal[277(i) and the fact that, by construction
and (@A), it holds £7(K/) — 0 when e — 0. We also have H*~!(J,5) < HI~H(OKY),
so that with 0) we deduce (i) for Ms = 5.

To prove (i), we observe that, since K, C K. and A CC , it holds

b
6][ W (Eu:(y))dy < Cs—
B(1—s)e () a

for all z € A\ K.. As Cs > 1 and f(t) = min{at,b}, we deduce the elementary
inequality

W(Eu()dy | = & W (Eue(y))d 5.3
f(é e y>> Zof. ey 63

for all x € A\ K.. Now, since the function f is concave and f(0) =0,
FO0) > Af(), YA€ 0,1, (5.4)

With (&3), (&4), the monotonicity of f, the convexity of W, (ZI0) and (&2) we
get

F.(ue, A) > 1/ f <€ W (Eu:(y)) dy) dx
€ JA\K!, Be(x)

1
> sl W (Eu.(y)) dy | da
eCs Javk: Ba—s)e (@)

>t (e wenway) a
eC5 Javk: \ By (@)
a

2—2/ w ][ Eus(y)dy | dz
Cs5 Jak: B s (@)

=a(l—6)* W(EW (z)) dz = a(1 — 5)2d/ W(EvS(z)) da,
A\K! A

which implies assertion (i). This concludes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2: for a general f complying with (3I]), use Lemma [ZT0 to find as,bs > 0
with as > a(1 —§) and f(¢) > min{ast,bs} for all ¢ € R, and perform the same
construction as in the previous step. This gives (iii), (ii) (with M; := ﬁ) and

Fo(ue, A) > as(1 — 5)2d[4W(5vg(x))dx > a(1 — 52+ /A W(Ep (x)) e,

that is (i). O
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5.2. Estimate from below of the surface term. For any A C Q open set, we
denote by F’(u, A) the lower T'-limit of F.(u, A), as defined in (ZI2). We note that,
since F.(u,-) is superadditive as a set function, the lower I'-limit F”(u,-) inherits
an analogous property; namely,

F'(u, A1 U Ag) > F'(u, A1) + F'(u, A2)  whenever A; N Ay =10). (5.5)

Proposition 5.2. Assume B.1)) and B2). Let 6 € (0,1) be fized, and consider a
sequence €; — 0. Let A C Q be an open set, u; € WLP(A;RY) converging to u in
L'(A;R?Y). Assume that

liminf F;, (u;, A) < 400.

j—+oo

Then w € GSBDP(A) and

liminf F., (u;, A) > 28(1 fa)/ (v, &) dHI? (5.6)
J—rtoo JinA
for every £ € 471,

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 1] and Theorem [24] that w € GSBDP(A). To
prove (&.6]), we first note that, by virtue of the growth assumption ([B.2]), we have

W(u) = cleul’ = c[((Ew)E, 7,

for every & € S9!, Thus, for every fixed &, since f is non-decreasing, it will be
sufficient to provide a lower estimate for the energies

1 c

F == [ (S [ HEweeora) d. 6
€jJA  \ WdE; B, (@)

We proceed by a slicing argument. If for each z € A we denote by z¢ and x¢1 the

projections of = onto = and II¢, respectively, we have

FE (uj, A)
_ 1 c
— [ e | = ] f(ﬁ / |<<6uj<z>>s,£>|pdz> dg
e i Aee, - \wagy @
_ 1 c
R | B N P e PGS R T B
s J A&wg Wd€ ; C(l—é)sj z
(5.8)
. " ¢
since by definition 0(175)@ (z) C B, (x).
We now set
§,x£L 1 C p
Fey o (uj, Agwy ) = — f| —= [{(Euj(2))E,6)[P dz | dae.
€5 Aﬁ,sz WAE cflfé)aj(z)

For 75 := \/6(2 — 0), recall that c(fl_é)gj (z) = (ze — (1 — 8)ej,xe + (1 — )ej) ¥
Be-(xe1), and denote (with a slight abuse of notation) still with z the (d — 1)-

T§ES
dimensional variable in B4 (wg1). Set
5€j

f.aﬂﬂﬁL

WS (1) = ]{3 s ). 0

By virtue of Lemma (i), applied with 7., = rse;, we have that wf’ziL converges

d—1
to uS"et in Ll(A&sz) for a.e. zer. Furthermore, for ¢(d,d) := = =a—, Fubini’s
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Theorem, Jensen’s inequality and the monotonicity of f entail that
3 Tel

FE; (uj’ A&IgL )

1 c ze+(1-0)e;
e’ T/ o [(Euy(z + )6, O at | de
J Ag: WdE Bréal(zg) ze—(1-8)e;
965+(1 8)e;
/ o (Eu(z +1))g ) dz | dt | due
Asz st 15 (1-6)e; BTJEj(IﬁL)

1 15+(1 d)e; P
> (C‘”d 175 ][ (Euj(z +tE)E, €)dz | dt | due
Agn,y zg (1-6)e; B (1)

1

f

V
~

$5+(1 5)8]

e(d s (t)|pdt> dae
zg (1-6)e;

1

f

AggcL

(1) ods) [T e )
1—57/ f d,6/ W ()Pt | dae
(1—46)e, Ac,, we—(1-8)e; ¢
(5.9)

Since the function ¢ — f(c(d,d)t) still tends to § when t — 400, applying
Theorem 217 to the one-dimensional energies

=Tl Empn 1 et (1=0)e; L&Te1
R (= =0 A Gl " 01t |
¢ (1 5)6] Ag,sz 15—(1—5)8]'

we deduce the lower bound
tininf 757 ()™ Aee ) 2 2080 eo N Aco ). (5:00)
Consequently, from (39) and (EI0) we obtain that
timinf P (0, Ay, ) > (1= ) liminf 77 (0" Ae, )
2281 = 0)#(J oot NAga,, )

Taking into account (B8], with Fatou’s Lemma we then have

liminf F, (u;, A) >hm1nf/ Ffﬂc&L (uj, Ag p, ) dHY ™ (2er)
j—4oo 7 o Te

Jj—+o0

2/ (hmmfF (uj,A&sz)) de_l(mgL)
1€

Jj—+o0

> 28(1 —6) /Hg #(J cor N Agyxg)d'}'-[dfl(ze)

—=261-6) [ Jm gl an,
JinA
and the proof of (56 concludes. O

5.3. Proof of the I'-liminf inequality. We summarize the results of the previous
sections in the following Proposition. The I'-liminf G’ of the sequence (G¢) is defined
as in ([212)), with G, in place of F;. It holds that G'(u, A) > F’(u, A) for each open
subset A C Q and u € L'(A4;R?) (see, e.g., [26] Proposition 6.7]).

Proposition 5.3. Assume @B1)), B2), and BH). Consider F., and G. given
by B3), and B8), respectively. Let u € L'(Q;RY) and let A be an open subset
of Q, and define F'(u, A) and G'(u, A) by (ZI2). If F'(u,A) < +oo, then u €
GSBDP(A) and
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(i) F'(u,A) > a/ W (Eu) dx
A
(il) G'(u, A) > F'(u, A) > 25/ (v, €)] dH
JinA
for every ¢ € ST If it additionally holds G'(u, A) < +o0, then one also has
(iii) G'(u, A) Za/ W(Eu) d:z:—i—/ ¥(Jul) dz.
A A

Proof. First we note that, by the definition of T'-liminf (2I2]) and a diagonal ar-
gument, there exist subsequences (not relabeled) (u;) and (4;) converging to u in
L'(A;R?) such that

F'(u,A) = Lim_&nf F. (uj,A), G'(u,A) =liminf G, (i, A).
j—+oo

Jj—+oo

The first equality and Proposition give that, if F'(u, A) < 400, then u €
GSBDP(A). By the second one, the superadditivity of the liminf, Fatou’s lemma

and (ZI2), we have

G'(u, A) = liminf G, (45, A) > liminf F. (i, A) + l_irninf/ Y(|ay|) dz
j—4oo J—+oo J—too J»
> Fu )+ [ vl do.
A

Hence, if (i) is proved, (iii) follows immediately.

We only have to confirm (i) and (ii). To this aim, let 6 € (0, 1) be fixed. Then, by
applymg Proposition 5.1 to the sequence (u;), there exists a sequence of functions
(1)) € GSBVP(A;R?), converging to u in L'(A) as e; — 0, such that

(a) 2d+1/W5v ) dx < F. (uj, A);
(b) ’Hd 1(JmA < MsF, (uj, A).

Combining (a) and (b) with the equiboundedness of I (u;, A), one can apply the
lower semicontinuity part of Theorem 2.4l to the sequence (v?). Taking into account
that A% = () because u € L*(A;R?), by the convexity of W and Z3), (i), we have

a(1—5)2d+1/ W (Eu(x)) dx <hm1nf/ W Ev
A

j—+oo

< liminf F, (uj, A) = F'(u, A).

J—rtoo
By letting 6 — 0 above we then obtain (i)
As for (ii), by Proposition B.2] in particular from (G&.6]), we get
26(1 — 5)/ [(Vu, )| dHP™! < liminf F., (uj, A) = F'(u, A)
JinA J=toe

for every £ € S971 so that (ii) follows by taking the limit as § — 0 again. O

We are now in a position to prove the I'-liminf inequality.

Proposition 5.4. Assume B1), B2), and BH). Consider F., and G. given
by B3), and B0), respectively. Let u € LY (;RY) and let A be an open subset
of , and define F'(u, A) and G'(u, A) by @I2). If F'(u,A) < +oo, then u €
GSBDP(A) and

F'(u, A) > a/ W (Eu)da + 28H (T, N A).
A
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If it additionally holds G'(u, A) < +o0, then
G'(u, A) > a/ W(Eu) de + 28H (T, N A) + / P(|ul) da .
A A

Proof. We only prove the second inequality, which contains an additional term. Let
(€n)n>1 be a dense sequence in S4=1 and let (1n)n>0 be the sequence of bounded
positive measures defined by

po(4) = /A (W (Eu(z)) + (u@)) dz, (D) =28 [ ¢ (x) M\ (a),

JuNA
where

¢Eh(z> — |<l/u($),§h>|, leL'E J’Eh mAv
0, otherwise in J, N A.

Let A be the bounded positive measure defined by

MA) == LY A) +HIY (T, N A),
and let (¢r)n>0 be the sequence of A-measurable functions on A defined as

oW (Eu(z)) + Y(lu(z)]), ifze A\Jy,

po(x) = :
0, ifze ANJ,,

28¢%n (), ifxeAnd,.

Then pp(A) = [, endA for every h =0,1,....
Setting

0, if v e A\J,,
sohm:{ \

o(z) = {QW(&L(%)) +Y(lu(@)]), ifzeA\Jy,
|26, ifzeAn,,

we have that supy,~q ¢n(7) = o(z) for l-a.e. x € A.
We now define p(A) := G'(u, A). By virtue of Proposition [5.3] we have that

W(A) > pn(A) = /A<Phd>\

for every h =0,1,.... Since p complies with (B5), as a consequence of Lemma 2.9
we get

G (u, A) = p(A) > /A )

:a/ W(Su)danQB’Hd’l(JuﬂA)Jr/ Y(|u)) dz.
A A

6. ESTIMATE FROM ABOVE OF THE I'-LIMIT

We denote by F” and G” the upper T-limits of (F.) and (G.), respectively, as
defined in (ZI3).
Proposition 6.1. Let u € GSBDP(Q) N LY (Q;RY). Then
F'(u) <a [ W(Eu)dz +26HI(J,). (6.1)
Q
If, in addition, it holds that [, ¢ (|u]) dz < 400, then

&' (u) ga/QW(Eu)dx—l—QBHd_l(Ju)—|—/Qw(|u|)dx. (6.2)
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Proof. We only prove (G.I) by using the density result of Theorem 23l as (6.2
follows by an analogous construction with the additional property (2.

In view of Theorem and remarks below, by a diagonal argument it is not
restrictive to assume that u € W(2;RY) and that .J, is a closed subset of any of
the coordinate hyperplanes, that we denote by K.

Let Kj, := {z € R? : dist(z, K) < h} for every h > 0, and let 7. > 0 be a
sequence such that v. /¢ — 0 as e — 0. Notice that, for & small,

KCK, CCK,4.CCQ,

recalling that K C €. Let ¢. be a smooth cut-off function between K,_and K, .,
and set

us(z) == u(x)(1 — ¢ (x)) .
Since u € WhH°(Q\J,; R?) we have u. € W (Q;R?). Note also that, by the
Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, u. — u in L'(£2; R%). Moreover, since
us =uon B.(x)NQifx & K, 4., we have

g

1 ‘Cd(Kvs-‘rE)
Fo(u.) < = / f (é E(mmwwu(y»dy) do+ 3 === (63)

Setting
we)i=f  WEuty)dy,
B (z)NQ

we have that w.(z) converges to w(z) := W(Eu(z)) in L} (Q) as € — 0. Since f
complies with [BI]) and it is increasing, there exists & > a such that f(t) < at for
every t > 0. This gives

1
—flew:(2)) < aw(z) for every x € Q and every € > 0,
€

t
and, taking into account that lim+ y = @, we also infer that
t—0

%f(gwe(x)) — aw(x) for a.e. xz €.

Thus, by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem,

liml f 5][ W (Eu(y))dy dx:a/ W(Eu)dx .
e=0¢€ Jqo B.(z)NQ Q

Noting that

LYKy +e) LUK 1) 2(7e +€)

i vete) _ li Yete € -9 d—1

EIL%B € sg%ﬁ 2(v: 4+ ¢) € FHT (),

from (63), the subadditivity of the limsup and ZI3)) we get (GI]). O

Proof of Theorems[31l and[32. The two results follow by combining Propositions
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