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LIPSCHITZ MINIMIZERS FOR A CLASS OF INTEGRAL FUNCTIONALS UNDER
THE BOUNDED SLOPE CONDITION

SEBASTIANO DON, LUCA LUSSARDI, ANDREA PINAMONTI, AND GIULIA TREU

AstrACT. We consider the functional fg gVu + X%) dL?" where g is convex and X*(x,y) =
2(—y, x) and we study the minimizers in BV(Q) of the associated Dirichlet problem. We prove
that, under the bounded slope condition on the boundary datum, and suitable conditions on g,
there exists a unique minimizer which is also Lipschitz continuous.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the present paper we are interested in the study of the Lipschitz regularity of minimizers of a
class of functionals starting from the regularity of the boundary datum without assuming neither
ellipticity nor the growth conditions on the lagrangian: the literature on this subject is extremely
rich, we address the interested reader to [|6} (7, (13| (14} [17,, 27, 29, (30} 31]] and references therein
for an overview. Our analysis moves from a recent paper by Pinamonti et al. [33] where the
area functional for the t-graph of a function u € W'!(Q) in the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg
group H" = R} X R} X R, is investigated (see also further references in [33]] on the Heisenberg’s
literature). Precisely, if Q c R?" is open with Lipschitz boundary and X*(x, y) := 2(-y, x) € R*"
they consider the functional &7 : W1(Q) — R defined by

%(u)zfqu+X*| dL*.
Q

It was shown in [35] that because of the linear growth in the gradient variable, the natural vari-

ational setting for the functional <7 is BV(Q), the space of functions of bounded variation in Q.
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More precisely, it has been proved that the L' —relaxation of .27 is
o (u) = f IVu + X*| dL? + |D*u|(Q), ue BV(Q)
Q

where |D*u| denotes the total variation of the singular part of the distributional derivative of u.
In [33]], the authors investigate a suitable Dirichlet problem for .<7. Precisely, they show that the
problem

min {7 (u) : u € BV(Q), upq = ¢}

has a unique solution which is also Lipschitz continuous if ¢ € L'(0Q) satisfies the so-called
bounded slope condition (see Section 4 below for the definition).

In the present paper we are interested in the more general case of functionals of type
G(u) = f g(Vu+X*) dL>
Q

where g : R* — R is convex but not necessarily strictly convex. In particular, we want to study
the Dirichlet problem associated to ¢ assuming the bounded slope condition on the boundary
datum., i.e.

min{¥(u) : u € BV(Q), uya = ¢} (1.1)

where ¢ € L'(6Q). Notice that the existence of minimizers is in general not guaranteed even for
smooth boundary data on smooth domains and g(z) = |z|, see [35, Example 3.6]. The problem of
the uniqueness of minimizers has been considered in [4]], where the authors study integral func-
tionals with linear growth defined on vector-valued functions with uniformly elliptic lagrangian
and they prove that every minimizer is unique up to additive constants. We divide the paper in
two parts: in the first, which is also the longest one, we will treat the case in which g has linear
growth whereas in the second we will describe how to modify the proof in order to deal with the
case in g has superlinear growth.

In the first case the proof follows the line of the one given in [33]]. We first observe that the

relaxed functional of ¢ in the L!-topology can be written as

dD’u

Gu) = f g(Vu+X") dL" + f 87| 5 | dIDul + f 87 ((¢p = wpn)va) dH™!
Q o \dDul 90

where g% : R** — [0, +00) denotes the recession function of g and vq, is the unit outer normal to

0Q. Then we prove that G admits a minimizer in BV(Q). In order to do so we need to impose

some restrictions on g, in particular we assume that

g(fl + fz) _ 8¢ +8(&) _

> > & =28
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[p € 08(£>) and g7(&1) = (p,&1)] = &1 = A&

Notice that these two assumptions say that, in some sense, g is non too far from a strictly convex
function and this is the reason why we expect to get more regularity of the minimizers. Finally,
we prove that under the bounded slope condition the minimizer is actually unique and Lipschitz
regular. The approach used to get Lipschitz regularity of minimizers of G is inspired by some
classical and well known results in the Calculus of Variations (see [26] and [22]] and also [23] [24]
25,137]). The main idea (see [21, Chapter 1]) is that the bounded slope condition assumed on the
boundary data produces a control of the Lipschitz constant of the minimizer.

We point out that crucial points in our analysis are the validity of comparison principles be-
tween minimizers, the invariance of minimizers under translations of the domain, and the fact
that the affine functions are the unique minimizers among all BV-functions with their boundary
data, which has been one of the main difficulty in our investigation (see Proposition [3.17).

If g growths more than linearly we prove that the functional ¢ has a unique minimizer in
Y+ Wé’l(Q) which is also Lipschitz continuous if ¢ satisfies the bounded slope condition. In this

case the proof is more standard and we only sketch it.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2| we recall some basic facts about functions
of bounded variation and the notion of trace. In Section [3] we introduce the functional in the
linear growth case, its relaxation and we investigate the main submodularity-type property of G.
Sectiondlis devoted to the proof of our main Theorem (Theorem 4.4 below) in the linear growth

case. Finally, Section [Sl contains some results about the superlinear growth case.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Functions of Bounded Variation and traces. The aim of this section is to recall some
basic properties of the space of functions of bounded variation; we refer to the monographs
[1, 20] for a more extensive account on the subject as well as for proofs of the results we are
going to recall.

Let Q be an open set in R"”. We say that u € L'(Q) has bounded variation in Q if

sup {f udive dx| g € CHQRM, ¢l < 1} < +o0; (2.1)
Q
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equivalently, # has bounded variation if there exist a R"-valued Radon measure Du := (Duy, ..., Du,)
in Q which represents the distributional derivatives of u, i.e.,

9
fu—‘de":—fgo dDu Ve ClQ), Vi=1,...,n.
o Ox; Q

The space of functions with bounded variation in Q is denoted by BV(Q). By definition, W"(Q) c
BV(Q) and Du = Vu £" for any u € WH(Q).

We denote by |Du| the total variation of the measure Du; |Du| defines a finite measure on
and the supremum in (2.1)) coincides with |Du|(Q).

It is well-known that BV(Q) is a Banach space when endowed with the norm
lullvie) = llullzrq) + 1Dul(€2). (2.2)

We say that u € L}OC(Q) has an approximate limit 7 € R at x € Q if

lim lu—zldL" =0. (2.3)

P20 JB(xp)

The set S, of points where u has no approximate limit is called approximate discontinuity set of
u; for any x € Q\ §,, we denote by ii(x) the unique z for which (2.3) holds. By the Lebesgue
Theorem we have L"(S,) = 0.

Moreover, we say that u has an approximate jump point at x €  if there exist v € $"°! and
a,b € R, a # b such that

lim lu—aldL"=0, lim J[ lu—bldL" =0
Blxpv)”

P=0" JB(xp)* p=07
where
B(x,p;v)" = {y € B(x,p) | (y — x,v) > 0}
B(x,p;v)” ={y € B(x,p) | {y — x,v) <0}.
We observe that the triple (a, b, v) is uniquely determined up to a permutation of (a,b) and a

change of sign of v; we denote it by (u*(x), u™(x), v,(x)). The set of approximate jump points of

u is denoted by J,;; clearly, J, C §,,.

Remark 2.1. Depending on the context, we will sometimes use the symbols u*,u” also to denote
the positive part u* = max{0, u} and the negative part u~ := max{0, —u} of a real function u.

This will not generate confusion.
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When u has bounded variation in €2, the set of approximate jump points J, enjoys much finer

regularity properties. First, there holds
IDul(S, \ J) = H" (S, \ J) =0, (2.4)

where H"! denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R" (see e.g. [1]] or [20]).
Moreover, by the Federer-Vol’pert Thoerem, see [1, Theorem 3.78], J, (and, consequently, S ,)
is (n — 1)-rectifiable, i.e., H"'(J,) < oo and there exist N C R" and a countable family of

hypersurfaces {S ; : j € N} of class C' such that

JocNU[ Js; and H™'(N)=0.
j=0
It turns out that v, corresponds (" '-a.e. and up to a sign) to a unit normal to J,, i.e., for
H"'-ae. x € J,, there holds

i—-1
vu(x) = 2vs () if xe S\ ]S, VieN.

=0

By the Radon-Nikodym Theorem, if u € BV(Q) one can write Du = Du + D*u, where Du
is the absolutely continuous part of Du with respect to £" and D’u is the singular part of Du
with respect to £”. We denote by Vu € L'(Q) the density of D?u with respect to £, so that

D%u = Vu L. We are now in a position to state the following result:

Theorem 2.2. Let u € BV(Q); then u is approximately differentiable at a.e. x € Q with approxi-
mate differential Vu(x), i.e.,
— ii(x) = (V —
lim |u(y) — i(x) = (Vu(x),y — x) | oL

p—0* B(x,p) P

=0  forL'-ae xeQ.
Moreover, the decomposition D’u = D’u + Du holds, where
Dlu=Dul J, =W —u)wH" 'LJ,  Du:=Du(Q\S,)
are called respectively the jump part and the Cantor part of the derivative Du.
Notice that D“u, D°u, D’u are mutually singular; in particular
\Dul = |VulL", |D'ul = |u* —u |H"'LJ,

and

|Du| = |D%| + |Dul| + |D’u|
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because the total variation of a sum of mutually singular measures is the sum of their total varia-

tions.

In what follows we recall a few basic facts about boundary trace properties of BV functions;
we refer again to [1]] and [20] for more details.

Let Q c R" be a fixed open set with bounded Lipschitz regular boundary; the spaces L”(0Q2), p €
[1, +oco], will be always understood with respect to the (finite) measure H"'LoQ. It is well-
known that for any u € BV(Q) there exists a (unique) function upg € L'(Q) such that, for
H 1 ae. x € 0Q,

lim p™" f lu — upa(x)|dL" = lim JC lu — upo(x)|dL" = 0.
p—07 QNB(x.p) p=0" JonB(xp)

The function uyq is called trace of u on Q2. The trace operator u — ujq 1s linear and continuous
between (BV(Q), ||-|lgv) and L!(9Q); actually, it is continuous also when BV(Q) is endowed with

the (weaker) topology induced by the so-called strict convergence, see [1, Definition 3.14].

Remark 2.3. It is well-known that, if u;, u, € BV(Q), then u := max{u,, u,} and u := min{u;, u,}

belong to BV(Q); moreover, one can show that

Uoo = max{upe, Usa}, Upye = Min{uyo0, Uz} -

The proof of this fact follows in a standard way from the very definition of traces.

Since Du < |Du| we can write Du = o,|Du| for a |Du|-measurable function

o, Q— S
With this notation one also has
fudiVQOdL" = —f<0u,90> d|Dul +f o (@, vay dH" ', Vo € CAR:RY  (2.5)
Q Q aQ

where vq 18 the unit outer normal to 0Q.

Finally, we recall the following fact, whose proof essentially follows from (2.3).

Proposition 2.4 ([20, Remark 2.13]). Assume that Q and Qq are open subsets of R" with bounded
Lipschitz boundary and such that Q € Q. If u € BV(Q) and v € BV(Q \ ﬁ), then the function

_fux) ifxeQ
f(x)'_{v(x) ifx e\ Q



LIPSCHITZ MINIMIZERS OF FUNCTIONALS 7

belongs to BV(Qy) and

IDfIORQ) = ID/fI(3Q) = | |uga = veal dH"",
0Q

where we have used the notation viyq to mean (vm(go\ﬁ)) L 0Q.

For any z = (x,y) € R?, we define z* := (-y, x). Let X*: R? — R?" be given by X*(z) = 27"
We conclude this section with the next lemma which can be extracted from the proof of [33)
Thm. 5.5].

Lemma 2.5. Let R > 0 and u € BV (Bg(0)) with u = 0 on dBr(0). Assume that there exists a
|Du|-measurable function A: Bg(0) — R such that

dDu

d\Dul|

= AX" |Dul-a.e. on Bg(0).

Then u = 0.

3. THE LINEAR GROWTH CASE

Throughout this section we assume that g: R*" — R is a positive convex function with linear

growth, namely
1
cldl = 8) = €+, (3.1

for a constant C > 1 and for any z € R*". Moreover, defining the recession function of g as the
function g : R — [0, +c0) given by

§7(p) = lim @.
Note that, since g(0) < oo, our definition of g coincides with the one given in [1, Definition
2.32]. As proved in [[1], the recession function is positively homogeneous of degree 1, convex

and lower semicontinuous. In particular, g* satisfies the following inequalities
P <g”(@+e”p-9, Vp.qeR™, 3.2)

1 " "
clrl<e™ () <Clpl,  Vpe R>". (3.3)

Since by [15, Proposition 2.32], g is Lipschitz continuous then denoting by L, its Lipschitz
constant we get
g(tp) = 8(tp + 2)| < Lz

which implies that for any z, p € R** we have

&) = lim 21D

t—>+00 I

(3.4)
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We consider the following conditions:
(A) If &, & € R*" are such that

¢ (fl + §2) _ 8 +8(&)
2 2 ’
then there exists A € R such that & = A&;.

(B) If &,& € R* and p € dg(&,) are such that

g7 = (p.&) (3.6)

then there exists A € R such that &, = A&,. Here dg(g) denotes the subdifferential of g at

(3.5)

the point g.

Example 3.1. Let f: [0, +00) — R be a strictly convex and increasing function such that there

exists C > 1 satisfying
1
Es <f(s)<C(s+1)

for any s € [0, +00). Consider the function g: R*" — R defined by g(z) := f(|z]). We claim that
g satisfies conditions (A) and (B). Indeed, for any &), &, € R*™ satisfying (3.3) we get

f(% . %) < 3 (D + fl) = f('fl ;&') < f('f—zl' v %) 3.7)

from which we infer |&, + &| = |&1| + |&2| and the thesis follows. To prove condition (B), we start

observing that by [3, Example 16.73] we have

. {{%f | € AN}, ifé#0 38
B(0, p), f&=0
where p € [0, +00) is such that 0f(0) = [—p, pl. Moreover a direct computation gives
g7(©&) = f7ED. (3.9)

Let us now consider £1,& € R* and p € 0g(&) such that g°(&1) = (p,&1). If & = 0 then the

strict convexity of g gives that for any p € 0g(0) the function h(§) = g*(&) — (p, &) is strictly

&

convex and nonnegative and h(0) = 0 = h(&,) and the conclusion follows. If & + 0 then p = @

for some a € df(|&]) and a > 0. By (3.9) and the fact that > is 1—-homogeneous we get

E1ll6alf7 (1) = adéy, £2) < algiliéa

thence a > f*(1). On the other hand, the convexity of f gives

f©)  fl&Dh  als -1

S S N
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for every s € (0,+00), and letting s — +oo we get (1) > a which coupled with the previous

inequality yields f~(1) = a and conclusion follows.

Example 3.2. Let a, b € (0, +00). We claim that the function g: R* — [0, +o0) defined by

_ i3
8(z1,22) = ) + B (3.10)
satisfies (3.1)), conditions (A) and (B). Indeed, for any 7 € R?
(11 11
miny —, — |zl < g(z) < max{—, - ¢zl (3.11)
a b ab

and g is convex and it satisfies (A) by a direct computation. In order to prove condition (B)

we start observing that, being g 1-homogeneous and in C®(R? \ {(0,0)}), we have g*(2) = g(2)
for any z € B> and 03(2) = {(z7i5. o)} for any = € RO\{O.0)). Let & = (61.6) € R,
(1.72) € B2\ {(0,0)) and (p1. p2) = (7. 72 be such that () = {p.€), namely

sc% sc%_ méi mé
N ¥ 52 = 2e0p " 22atn) ©.12)

which immediately implies that £1m, = & and the thesis follows. On the other hand, let & =
(&1,&) and n = (1, 12) be such that

n€0dg((0,0))  and  g(&) = n,8). (3.13)

Since the function f(z) = g(z) — (p,z) is convex, 1-homogeneous, nonnegative and f(£) =
f((0,0)) = 0, then one has & = (0, 0).

Let Q C R* be bounded, open and with Lipschitz boundary. We consider the functional
Yo : WHH(Q) — [0, +o0] defined by

Go(u) = f g(Vu +X*) dL> (3.14)
Q

where we recall that X*(z) = 2(—y, x), with z = (x,y), x,y € R". In the following proposition, we

underline some basic properties of the operator z*, see [33, Lemma 3.1] for a proof.

Proposition 3.3. The following properties hold:
() if 21,20 € R* are linearly dependent, then z; - 7, =0;
(i) z1 - 22 = 2} - 2 for each z;,z € R™;
(iii) if Q C R*" is open and f € C®(Q), then div(Vf)* = 0 on Q.
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The following result, which generalizes [33, Proposition 5.1], states that if %, has a minimizer
with some additional integrability, then it is unique.
Proposition 3.4. Let p € [1,2], let ¢ € W'Y (Q) and assume g satisfies condition (A). Let
u € W' (Q) and v € W'P(Q) be two minimizers of

min {%o(u) : u € ¢ + Wy (Q)}.
then u = v a.e. in Q.
Proof. First of all we use a standard argument in order to prove that Vu + X* and Vv + X* are
linearly dependent a.e. on . Using the convexity of g, we have
Vu+X* Vy+X* gVu + X))+ g(Vv + X¥)
S\ T2 )F 2

Hence, from the minimality of u and v we get

a.e.on Q.

Gu) < fg(V” ; X, w er X ) dL> < %f [¢(Vi + X*) + (Vv + X*)] AL = D(u).
Q Q

Then

a.e.on Q.

g(Vu + X* N Vv +X*) _ g(Vu+ X"+ g(Vv +X*)

2 2 2 ’
Using (A) we deduce that Vu + X* and Vv + X* are linearly dependent a.e. on Q. The conclusion
now follows proceeding exactly as in the second part of [33), Proposition 5.1]). O

Remark 3.5. Notice that inequality (3.1)) can be replaced by

1
E|Z| - C <g(r) <C( + Iz, (3.15)
in which the map g is not necessarily positive. This comes by the fact that, since we are studying
minimizers, the function g can be replaced by g + M, for any M € R.
In order to prove the existence of a minimizer for %, we first compute its L' relaxed functional,
namely
Ga) := Fou) = inf {limh inf Do) : up € WHQ), wy — uin Ll(Q)}. (3.16)
The following proposition provides an integral representation of Gg,.

Proposition 3.6. Let g be a convex function satisfying (3.1) and u € BV(Q). Then

Golu) = f o(Vu + X*) dL> + f gw(dD su)dlD“'ul. (3.17)
Q Q dIDsul
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Proof. By [18, Remark 2.17], it is enough to check (H1)-(HS) of the reference and observing
that thanks to (3.4), g~ does not depend on x. Consider f: Q x R* — R defined by f(x,z) =
g(z+ X*(x)). Then f is continuous and f(x, -) is convex. This yields (H1) and (H2).
Assumption (H3) comes directly from (3.1) taking as g(x, u) in (H3) the map g(x,u) = 1. To
prove (H4), we first recall that g is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant equal to L, and therefore

|f(x,2) = fF(X, 2| < Lg|lx — X'| < Lg|x — X'|(1 + |z]).
In particular, if xy € Q and § > 0, then, whenever |x — x| < L%, we get
Jf(x,2) = f(x0,2) 2 —Lglx — xol(1 + |z) = —6(1 + |z]),
which completes the proof of (H4). Finally, (H5) comes from the fact that (3.1 implies
17 (x,2) = f(x, 2| < C(lz] + D). O

Let Qy C R** be an open Lipschitz domain with Q € Q. Let ¢ € L'(9Q) and ® € W' (Q)\ Q)
such that ® = ¢ on dQ and ® = 0 on 9€),. We denote

BVo(Q0) = {u € BV(Q) : u=®onQp\ Q}

by [19, Theorem 1.3] (see also [5, Theorem 1.1]) we get that arg min G, # 0. Now observe that
for any u € BVg(QQ) we have

G, (u) = f o(Vu+ X7) dL + f gm(dD ,u)dleul
Q o d|Dsu|

+ f (¢ — waa)va) dAH ' + Gayaluo)
a0

(3.18)

where v, is the outer unit normal to Q and uq is the trace of u on dQ. Since the last term
in the right-hand side of (3.18)) is constant we drop this term and we define the functional
Gsa: BV(Q) —» Rby

* n o0 deu \) (o8] n—
Goou) = fg(Vu +X) dL™ + fg ( - ) d|D’ul +f g7 (¢ — waa)va) dH>!
Q Q d|Dsul o0
whence for any u € BVg(Q),
Gao,() = G, a(ug) + constant. (3.19)

Conversely, for any u € BV(Q) the extended function

u onQ,
Uy = —
® onp\Q
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belongs to BV(£2y) and
Ga,(4y) = G,.0(u) + constant.

We have then proved that, for any ¢ € L!'(6Q), the functional G,.o admits a minimizers in BV(Q).

The following result will be crucial later on, it relies on the approach developed in [20] for the

area functional (see also [5]).
Proposition 3.7. For any ¢ € L'(6Q),

min Gya(u) = inf {Go(w) : u e Wy'(Q) +¢}. (3.20)

UeBV(Q)

Proof. First we observe that Go(u) = G, o(u) for any u € WS’I(Q) + ¢, therefore
. . 1,1 .
inf {Ga(u) : ue Wy'(Q)+¢ 2 Jmin Goa(w). (3.21)

Let u € BV(Q) and define uy € BV(€Yy) as above. Then by [5, Lemma 2.1] there exists a
sequence () in C°(€2p) such that u, = ® on Q \5, u, — ug in L'(Qy) and fﬂo W —
fQO W as h — oo. Then, by Reshetnyak’s continuity theorem (see e.g. [36, Theorem
1.1]) we get

Ga,(up) = 111?1 Ga,(up)

in particular

Gool(uo)o) = lihfng¢,9((uh)|g) = lihm Gao((up)a)
> inf {Ga(u) : ue Wy'(Q) + g&}

and the conclusion follows. m]

3.1. A fundamental inequality. This subsection is devoted to proving the fundamental inequal-
ity (3.22), which will be useful when dealing with comparison principles for minimizers of the
functional Gq. This inequality is a generalization of the well known inequality for the perimeters
that can be found, for the Euclidean case, in [1, Proposition 3.38 (d)] and has been extended for
perimeters in the Heisenberg case in [33]. We underline also that, when dealing with Sobolev
function with given boundary datum, this inequality turns out to be an equality whose proof is

quite straightforward (see [32, Lemma 5.1]).
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Theorem 3.8. Let Q C R*" be an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and let g: Q —
[0, +00) be a convex function satisfying (3.1). Then, for any u;,u, € BV(Q), we have

Ga(uy V uy) + Ga(uy A uz) < Go(uy) + Ga(uo) . (3.22)
Proof. Let us define
X = fg(V(ul Vi) + X)) dL" + fg(V(ul Aup) + X*) AL,
Q Q
o dD‘Y(I/ll \Y I/lz) f dD‘Y(I/ll A I/lz)
Y = — | d|D(u; v N ——= | d|D(u; A ,
fg;g (dIDS(ul y M2)|) |D(uy V up)| + Qg (dIDS(ul X M2)|) |D (11 A us)
dDS(Ml \Y l/lz) ; f st(l/ll A Mz) :
Z = N —= | dID/(u; v N ——= | d|D(u; A .
fgg (dlDf(ul Y u2)|) |D/(uy V up)| + Qg (dID“‘(ul X M2)|) |D/(uy A us)|
Observe that (3.22)) will follow if we show that

X+Y+Z < Go(uy) + Ga(u). (3.23)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that #; = &; on Q\ S, and u, = it on Q\ §,.

Setting
Q= QN (S US,) N{u 2w}, Qo= (Q\(Sy, USy,)) N {un < ur}

we have (see e.g. [1, Example 3.100])
V(uy V uy) = Vuy Xg, + Vuy X L*"-ae. in Q
V(uy Auy) = Vo X, +VuyXq L*-ae. inQ,
where X g denotes the characteristic function of a set E, and similarly
D(uy V up) = Dui LQ, + Dup LLQ_;
D(uy Aup) = Dupy L Q, + Duy LQ_.

Therefore

X =f g (Vuy +X*) dL” +f g (Vu, +X*) dL™
Q, Q-

+f g (Vu, + X¥) d£2"+f g (Vuy + X*) dL™
Q

Q_

+

(3.24)
= f g (Vuy, + X*) dL™" + f g (Vup + X*) dL*
Q\(S 4, USy)

Q\(S4y USuy)

:fg(Vu1+X*) d£2"+fg(Vu2+X*) L.
Q Q
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dDCI/tl dDCI/tz
Y = ® dIDu, | + ® d|D*
) (dIDCull) |Du, | fg_g (dIDCu2|) |D u,|

8
Q
dDCI/tz dDCI/ll

+ | =——] dIDuy| + ® d|D¢

fg+g (dIDCu2|) |D u,| fg_g (dIDCull) |D u |

ap’ ) ap’
f g""( - ) dID | + f g°°( - ) dID |
s, s,y \dIDw] S, s,y \dID ]

dDSI/tl f ( dDSI/tz )
© d|Du,| + © d|Dus,|,
Lg (d|D5u1|) | il Qg dDm| | 2|

where to obtain the last equality in (3.24) and in (3.23)), we used the fact that £*'(S,, U S,,) =0
(' see [1, Proposition 3.64]) and the fact that, since u, v € BV(Q), then |Du|(S,) = |DV|(S,) =0
Recall that, by [1} Eq. (3.90)], one has

Dluy = (u} —u))vyH* ' LJ,

and

(3.25)

Dluy = (uf — uy))vaH* ' L J,,,
where vy, v, are the unit normals to the (2n— 1)-rectifiable sets J,,, J,,,. Without loss of generality,

we may assume that ut > uj and v; = vo, H** '-a.e. on J,, N J,,; in this way, the 2n — 1)-

rectifiable set 7' := J,, U J,, is associated with the unit normal v; defined by
vri=vionlJ,, vr=vaonT\ J,.
We extend u7: J,, — Rand u5: J,, — R to the whole T by setting
. uy onlJ, . u, onlJ,
s {O onT\J,, i {0 onT\ J,.
In this way one has
Di(uy + up) = (uf —uy +ud —u;)vp H LT,
By [, Theorem 3.99], |u; — u,| € BV(Q) and
D/(luy — wal) = (uy — uj| = luy —u))vyp H” 'L T. (3.26)
We can then write

Diuy V up) = DY (432 + M2l) = 1D7 (uy + 1y) + 1D (luy — o)

Di(uy Aup) = D/ (452 — M5l) = 2D (uy + 15) = 3D (lur = ).

I'This last fact follows from Proposition 3.92 item c) and Remark 2.50 in [[1]]
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By using this decomposition and (3.26), we have

dDj(ul V) . f dDj(I/tl A i) .
Z = 00 _—_— DJ vV ) e e dD/ A
fré’ (dIDJ(u1 vu2)|) diD/(u; V)l + | g (dIDf(m ) D/ (uy A uy)|

T
1
=3 f 8™ ((uf —uy + w3 =y + |uf = 3| = uy = u]) vr) dH! (3.27)
T
1 _ _ - e
e 3 [ = s = ==l ) 0RO
T

Let for shortness @, 5: T — R be the functions defined by
@ =ul —u] +uy — Uy + uy - uy| = uy - us,
B=ul —u] +uy —u; —uf —uy| + |uy —us).
To estimate Z, we are going to split 7" into several regions. Set

T'={xeT:u;(x)>u;(x)}, and T":={xeT:u5(x)<u,(x)}.

Then, taking into account that u; < uj on T, one can easily check that both « and 3 are positive

on 7’. Being g™ positively homogeneous, then one has

3 [e@maretad [ eemare =2 [ @rpeonae

2 T/ 2 T/ 2 T/

= | f —u))g®vr)dH" " + | (ud —uy)g™(vy) dH™! (3.28)
T T

= f g7((uy — uy)vy) dH> " + f g°((; — uy)vr) dH™ .
T’ ’

T

We now subdivide 7" into the union of the following disjoint subsets:

T/ ={xeT” :uf(x) > u;(x),u;(x) > u;(x)}, T’ ={xeT"”:uj(x)<u;(x),u;(x) < uy(x)}

T? ={xeT” :u{(x) >u;(x),u;(x) <u;(x)}, T” ={xeT”:uj(x)<uy(x),u;(x)>u(x)}.

Notice that, for every x € T7/,, one has a(x) = 2(uj(x) — u;(x)) and B(x) = 2(u;(x) — u, (%)),

conversely, for every x € T”_, one has a(x) = 2(u; (x) —u;, (x)) and S(x) = 2(uj (x) —u; (x)). Using

this information, we easily obtain

1 1
—f g“(aw)dﬂz”‘1+—f g™ (Bvr) dH>!
2 T uT” 2 T uT”

(3.29)
=fT ) g ((uf — uy)vy) dH"! +fT ) g ((uh — uy)vy) dH> ',
" U L/_ 4,,/+U L/_

++
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We now consider T_. The estimate on 7", can be done in a completely analogous way. We first

write 77 =1, UI, UI'3s U4, where

U= e T tuf () 2 up(0),u3(x0) 2 uy ()}, Tai={xe T uy () 2 uy (%), u3 (x) < uy(x))

Oy={xe T tuj(0) <uy(x),u;(x) 2 u;(0)}, Tu={xeT] :uf(x)<uy(x),u;(x) <uj(x)}

Notice that, for every x € T?/_, one has that a(x) = 2(uj(x) — u;(x)) and S(x) = 2(u; (x) — u;(x))
and, by construction, « is positive on I'; U I'; and strictly negative on I'; U I'y, while 3 is positive

on I'y U I'; and strictly negative on I'; U I'y. Using the positive homogeneity of g*, we get

1 1
—f goo(CYVT)dWZ"_l‘*‘—f g7 (Bvr) dH>"!
2 Jr, 2 Jr,

= f U} —u3)g®(vr)dH™ " + f U} — u))g™(vr) dH™!
h h (3.30)

= | @i —u))g® ) dH* " + | (5 = uz)g™(vr) dH>!
1"1 1—‘l

:fgm((uf—uI)VT)dWZ”_l+fg”((ui—ME)VT)dﬂz"‘l.
I I

Taking into account that @ and g are strictly negative on I'4, we also have

1 1
= f g¥(avy)dH" ' + = f g% (Bvy) dH>!
2 J, 2 J,

= | Gy —uDg™ (v dH T+ |y — u)g™ (—v) dH!

F F (3.31)
_ f W = u)g™(=vy) dH + f (i — )™ (—vy) dH>™

I'4 Iy

= f g ((uy — uy)vr) dH> ™" + f 8°((; — uy)vr) dH™ .

I Iy

Recall that, by (3.1)), the map g* is positive, and therefore, for any 0 < A; < A, and any x € R*",

one has g*(4;x) < g*(4,x). We can make the estimate on I',, taking into account that « is
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positive and S is strictly negative:

lf gw(a/VT) dq_{Zn—l + %f goo(ﬁvT) d.7_{2n—l

2 I I

= | W —ux)g () dH" ™ + | (uy = u3)g™ (=vr) dH!
Fz FZ

(3.32)
= f(u{“ —u] +u] —uy))g¥(vy) dH" T + f (U] — u; +u; — ud)g™(~vy) dH>!
I, I

< f &7((y = uy)vr) dH™ ' + f g7((; — uz)vr) dH>,

Fz 1—‘2
where in the last inequality we used the fact that (u] — u3)r» < 0 and (u; — u3)r» > 0. Analo-

gously, for I'5, we have

1 1
—fgoo(CYVT)dwzn_l‘*‘—fgm(ﬁVT)d'Hzn_l
I3 I3

2 2
= f(ug —u})g”(—vr) dH> ! + f (u; —u))g™vr) dH*!
N s (3.33)
= f(ug —u} +ub —uD)g®(—vy)dH" T + f (U3 —uf +ui —uy)g™(vp)dH>!
I3 I3
< f g% (W — uy)vr)dH™ ' + f g ((uf — uy)vy) dH" 1,
I3 I3

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that (u; — u3)» > 0 and (u3 — uj)ry. < 0.

Combining (3.30), (3.32), (3.33)) and (3.31)) one obtains
1 1
5 f g7 (avy) dH> ' + —f g™ (Bvr) dH™!
' v

2 Jr 2
. (3.34)
< f gw((ug - M;)VT) dq‘lzn_l + f g‘x’((uf — MI)VT) d?—{zn_l_
T a
In a completely analogous fashion, we can also write
1 1
3 f g (avr) dH " + 3 f ¢ (Bvr) dH>!
N - (3.35)
< f gm((l/l;r - ME)VT) d?'[zn_l + f goo((uir _ uI)VT) dq.[ln—l.
T, .
As a direct consequence of (3.29), (3.34) and (3.33), we then have
1 1
5 f gm(avT) d?'[zn_l + Ef goo(BvT) d7,{2n—1
- ) (3.36)

< f gw((ug - M;)VT) dH>™ '+ f gw((uf — MI)VT) dH>L
T ™
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The thesis is then obtained by combining (3.24), (3.23), 3.27), (3.28)) and (3.36). O

Corollary 3.9. Let Q C R*" be an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and let g: Q —
[0, +00) be a convex function satisfying (B.1). Then, for every ¢\, @, € L'(0Q) and every u;, u, €
BV(Q) one has

Goove, (U1 V U2) + Gagping, (U1 Aln) < Gap (1) + Ga g, (U2). (3.37)

Proof. Let u;,u, € BV(Q) and ¢y, ¢, € L'(6Q). Notice that, if u;, u, € WH(Q), we immediately
have

Ga(u V up) + Ga(ug A up) = Ga(uy) + Galua). (3.33)
Fix any bounded open and Lipschitz set )y Q. By [20, Theorem 2.16], we can find wy, w;, €
WhH(Q) \ Q) with wypq = @1 and waq = @2. Set now

V) =

u, onQ.

wq onQO\ﬁ \1%) onQO\ﬁ
and v, =
u; onQ

By [1, Theorem 3.84], vi,v, € BV (L) and, moreover, if vo denotes the exterior normal to Q,

one has
Dv; = Du;L_Q + Dw;L(Qo \ Q) + (w; — u)voH " 'LOQ, for i=1,2,

from which we can compute, up to |D*v|-negligible sets, the polar vector:

D’ ;
7 Dsu on £
deVi 0| ui| o \ 5
= on
dDwil | 0
l “vo  on 0Q.
lwi — ui

Then, using the previous expression, the fact that g is homogeneous and the definition of w;,

we get

dD%v;
Ga,(vi) = f (Vv + X)) dL™ + f E><’( ! ) |D*v;|
W Jo 8 o \dDw

= gQ(”i) + ggo\ﬁ(wi) + f gw((W,’ - Ml') ® VQ) dq’{%_l

0Q

= Golu;) + G gwi) + f g™ ((@i — u;) ® vo) dH*!

0Q
= ng\ﬁ(Wi) + ng‘Pi(ui)’ fori=1,2.
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Similarly, using Remark 2.3] we also have
Go,(V1 V) =G a1 Vwa) + Gagve, (1 V ua)  and
Gao,(Vi Av2) = G aWi Awa) + Gaging, (U1 A Ua).

We can then conclude combining the previous identities with (3.38) applied on Qq \ Q, wi, w»
and Theorem [3.8] applied on Q, v; and v,:

gﬂ,lpl\/lpz(ul \ MZ) + gQ,npl/\tpz(ul A MZ)

=Gao,(vi V) + Go,(vi Ava) — ng\ﬁ(wl Vwy) - ng\ﬁ(wl A W)

< Goy (1) + Goy(%2) = G ig1) = Gy a2) = Gaagn (1) + Goos (1), o

3.2. The set of minimizers and comparison principles. Given a bounded open set Q C R*"

with Lipschitz regular boundary and a function ¢ € L'(0Q) we define
My = argmin G, o(u) .

We have already proved that .#, C BV(Q2) is nonempty.
Using Theorem 3.8 and Corollary the proof of Proposition 3.10/ below is completely analo-

gous to [33 Proposition 4.3] and we omit it.

Proposition 3.10. Let ¢y, ¢, € L'(0Q) be such that ¢; < ¢, H* '-a.e. on 0Q and assume that
uy € My, and uy € M,,. Then (uy V uy) € My, and (uy A up) € My,

In [31] (see also [33]]), it has been proved that the set of minimizers of a superlinear convex
functional has a maximum u (resp. a minimum «) defined as the pointwise supremum (infimum)
of the minimizers. These special minimizers are then used to prove one-sided Comparison Prin-

ciples.

Proposition 3.11. Let Q C R*" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz regular boundary and let
¢ € LY(0Q). Then, there exists u,u € M, such that the inequalities

u<u<iu, L-ae inQ (3.39)

hold for any u € M.
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Proof. We start by proving that .#, is bounded in BV(Q). Define J := min,epy(q) Gy.a(ut) < +co.
By (3.3) and denoting by C = sup,, |X*| we get

|Du|(Q) = f IVuldLY + |D*ul(Q)
Q

<C f g(Vu+X"dL™" + C|Q| + f d|D’ul
Q Q

dD*u
d|Dsul

<C f g(Vu +X%) dL+ ClQ|+C f gw( ) d|D*u| + Cf g (¢ — upa)va) dg{>1
Q Q Q

=CJ+ClQl,  Vue.#,
(3.40)

where |Q| := £>(Q). Moreover, by [20, Theorem 1.28 and Remark 2.14] there exists ¢ = c(n) >
0 such that

1/2
el 1) < 1€ / *lul| 2rrennq)

< c|Q|* (lDul(Q)+ f |u|d7-(2”‘1)
oQ

< c|Q"V* [1Du|(Q) + lp — wpal dH*"" + f |¢|dﬂ2"—1)
oQ oQ

= c|Q"" (IDul(Q) + | (¢ — woo)val dH> " + f |l dﬂzn_l)
0 00

N

~ dD’u
Q' (C f gVu+X)dL" + C1Q| + C f g‘”(dm|
Q Q

IA

) D ul(©2)

"‘Cf g7((¢ — upa)ve) dH™! +f ol dﬂ2"‘l)
90 90

Q' (CJ +ClQf + f ol deZ"—l), Vu € A,
0Q

where in the second last inequality we argued as in (3.40). This, together with (3.40), implies
that .#,, is bounded in BV(Q).

Therefore, by [[1, Theorem 3.23], .#,, is pre-compact in LY(Q), i.e., for every sequence (1) in
M, there exist u € BV(Q) and a subsequence (u, ) such that u;, — u in L'(Q). By 319, G,0

is lower semicontinuous with respect to the L'-convergence, hence we have also

Gralw) < liminf Gpo(u,) = J,
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so that u € .#,. We have proved that .#, is compact in L'(Q). Now, the functional
BV(Q) 3 u +—> I(u) := f u dL™
Q
is continuous in L'(Q), hence it admits maximum % and minimum u in .#,: let us prove that i, u
satisfy (3.39)) for any u € ..
Assume by contradiction there exists u € .#, such that Q" := {z € Q : u(z) > u(z)} has strictly
positive measure. Then, by Corollary 3.10, u V u is in .#,. Moreover

f(uvﬁ)dLZ”:f ud£2"+f ﬁd£2">fﬁd£2"
Q Q Q\QY Q

yielding a contradiction. The fact that # > u follows in a similar way. O

The following result is a Comparison Principle inspired by the results obtained in [31]] for

superlinear functionals in Sobolev spaces and it can be proved exactly as in [33] Theorem 4.5].

Theorem 3.12. Let Q C R*" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz regular boundary; let @, €
L'(0Q) be such that ¢ < H*"'-a.e. on Q. Consider the functions u, u € M, and w, w € M,
such tha

U<us<u L-a.e inQ, Yue M, (3.41)
w<wsw LP-ae inQ, Nw € My . '
Then
u<w and u<w LM-ae inQ (3.42)

and, in particular,
u<w LMae inQ Yue My
usw LMae inQ, Vwe .4,

Upon observing that Gy, 0(u + @) = Goo(u) Y u € BV(Q), the following result can be
proved exactly as in [33, Corollary 4.6].

Corollary 3.13. Let Q C R?" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz regular boundary and ¢, €
L*(0Q); letu,u € M, and w,w € M, be as in (3.41)). Then, for every & € R, one has

U+, U+ € Myiq

(3.43)
ta<u<u+a LMae inQ, Yuc Mo

IS

’The existence of &, u, W, w is guaranteed by Proposition 311l
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and
[ — Wllz=@) < llo = Yll=@o)
(3.44)
lu — wllz=) < lle = Yll=@pa)-
In particular, the implications
UWoa = @, Woaa =¥ = |lu— W= = lle = ¥llixoa)-
(3.45)

Ugg =P Wag =¥ = lu =W~ = llo = Ylleoo).

hold.

We recall below some notations introduced in [33], that will be useful also in the proof of the
main theorem of the present paper. Given a subset Q C R?", a function u: Q — R, a vector
7€ R and & € R we set

Q ={zeR": z+7€Q}
u(z) =u(z+71), z€L,
U (2) = u(2) +2{7",2) + &, z7€Q;.

It is easily seen that, given Q open and u € BV(Q), then both u, and uj’g belong to BV(Q,).

Moreover, if € is bounded with Lipschitz regular boundary one has also
Uz o) = (Upa)r +2(T7, ) + & = (upa), 4 - (3.46)

Remark 3.14. The family of functions u; , has a precise meaning from the viewpoint of Heisen-
berg groups geometry. Indeed, it is a matter of computations to observe that the z-subgraph
E! . of u; . coincides with the left translation (-7,£) - E! (according to the group law) of the
t-subgraph E!, of u by the element (—7, &) € H". We address the interested reader to [33], [35] for

further informations.

Lemma 3.15. Let Q C R*" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz regular boundary, ¢ € L'(0Q),
T€R™and £ € R. Then

Gy: 0. (re) = Goaw),  Yu € BV(Q).

Proof. Using e.g. [l1, Remark 3.18], we get Du, = {;4(Du), where ¢, is the translationz — z — 7
and {4 denotes the push-forward of measures via £;. In particular

dD*u,  dD’u o p-l

d|D’u;| d|Dsul "

Vu. = (Vu), = Vuo ', D'u.=l4(D°u) and
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hence
Dul, = (Vuo £;' +27") L + Ly(D'u) .
Therefore
G0, (i)
= fg T g(Vuo ) +21" + X dL" + fg T g (jlgzz' ol 1) dits(Dw)|

+ f 8 (@ — (Ut oo, va,) dH
00,
We now use (3.46) and the equality
20 + X' (2) = 2(r+2)" = X" 0 £2))(2), VzeR™
to get, with a change of variable,
Gy, 0. Uz )

dD’ '
— |Vl/l +X*| o f‘;l d£2n +f goo( Su o f"—.l) dlf‘r#(Dsu)l +f goo ((QO _ u|{)Q)TVQT) dq_{Zn—l
Q, Q, d|D¢ul 00,

dDS
- f \Vu + X*|dL" + f g°°( ”) d|D*u| + f 2 (¢ — wga)va) dH"!
Q Q oQ

d|Dsul|
=Geau).
O

Corollary 3.16. If the same assumptions of Lemma3. 15 hold and if u and u are as in Proposition
B.L1 then (), . (), € ,//150;5 and

- . 5 '
(u)T,g <u< (E)T,g L7 -ae inQ.,Yue ///902; .

The next proposition states that, whenever we fix an affine boundary datum L, the functional

G Lo admits as unique minimizer the function L itself.

Proposition 3.17. Let L: R* — R be given by L(z) := {a,z) + b witha € R*" and b € R and

assume g satisfies assumptions (A) and (B). Then L is the unique solution of the problem
min{G; o(u) : u € BV(Q)}. (3.47)

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.
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Step 1. We claim there exists p: R* — R?" such that p(z) € dg(z) for any z € R?*" and with the
property that

f (p(X"), o) dIDu| = f uaa(p(X*), vy dH>, (3.48)
Q 0Q

for any u € BV(Q). If g € C*(R*") formula (3.48)) with p = Vg follows using the Gauss-Green
formula and the fact that, since divX* = 0, also divVg(X*) = 0. We claim that (3.48)) holds
true again with p = Vg if g € C!(R?"). Consider the convolutions g, := p, * g where p; is a
convolution kernel, i.e. p, € CX(B(0,1/h)), pp = 0 and [,, 0, = 1. Then g, € C*(R*") and

Vg, — Vg uniformly on compact sets. It is now sufficient to pass to the limit in

f(Vgh(X*),O'u> d|Dul| = f upa(Vgn(X"), vo) dH"!
Q 00

using the Dominated Convergence Theorem. Finally we prove that (3.48) holds true for any
convex function g: R* — R and for a suitable choice of p. We are going to use the Yosida
approximation; see [34, Sec.IV.1] (see also [2, Theorem 2.1]) for details. Precisely, for any

A > 0 and for any z € R?" let
@) = mind Ly - 2P + g03)
AZ_yeRz" 2/1y < S
and

01(2) = () + %uz _ LGP

Then g; € C“'(R?") and for any z € R*" there holds Vf;(z) = A,(z) where A, is the Yosida
approximation of the maximal monotone operator A = dg, A;(z) := A~'(z—J(z)). Moreover, as A
decreases to zero, g, increases to g, and for any z € R?", ||A,(2)|| — [|0°¢(2)|| and A, (z) — 3°g(2),
where 8°g(z) denotes the element of minimal norm of the closed convex set dg(z). Finally, since
g has linear growth we have ||8°g(z)|| < ¢ for some ¢ > 0 and for every z € R*". The thesis now
follows by taking p: R*" — R?" defined by p(z) := dg°(z) and using the Dominated Convergence

Theorem to pass to the limit in
f(Aa(X*), o) d|Du| = f upalAr(X"), va) dH™!
Q ple}
as 4 — 0, obtaining (3.48)).
Step 2. We claim that for any w, z € R*" we have

§7(w) = (p(X*(2)), w). (3.49)
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Indeed, by convexity, for any ¢ > 0

g(tw + X*(2)) S 8(X*(2))
t - t

+(p(X"(2)), w),
and the conclusion follows letting  — oo and using Remark [3.41
Step 3. We claim that u = 0 is a solution of the problem
min{Goo(u) : u € BV(Q)}.
Let u € BV(Q2). Combining the convexity of g with (3.48)) and (3.49)) we obtain

dD?
Goo(u) 2 f g(XHdL” + f (p(X*), Vuy dL™ + f (p(XY), Su
Q Q I d|Dsu|

Y d|D*u|
+f g (~upave) dH"!
90

- f (X AL + f (p(X*), o) diDu + f ¢ (—upava) dH!
Q Q

90 (3.50)
> fg(X*) L™ +f upal{p(X*), va) dH>"" - f upal{p(X*), va)y dH>"!
Q P 00
= f g(X*)dL”
Q
= Go,0(0)

which ends the proof of the minimality of u = 0.

Step 4. We claim now that if Q = Bg(0) then u = 0 is the unique solution of the problem
min{Go o(u) : u € BV(Q)}.

Let u € BV(Q) be another minimizer, i.e. Gy o(4) = Goo(0) = m. By convexity we have

u

m < Goa3)

1 1 dD*u 1
= —Vu+X|dL” + = o d|D’u| + = *(—uyg dH*!
fgg(z : ) - ZLg (d|Dfu|) D ZLQg (“4pava)

1 1 1 dD*u
< - Vu+ X)dL" + = X*d2”+—f°° d|D*
2ng(u )dL 2ng()L 29g(du)s”l)lul

1
+ Ef g% (—upave) dH"!
90

1
=—m+—m=m.

2 2
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As a consequence we get

(Vu +X* N X*) ~ 8(Vu +X*) + g(X*)

2n
> > > , L™-a.e.onQ.

Using assumption (A), we conclude that
Vu = 21X*, L¥-ae.onQ

for some measurable function 1*: Q — R. Rewriting (3.30) and using (3.49) we then obtain

dDS
m = f g(Vu+X") dL” + f gm( ”) d|D*ul| + f g% (—upave) dH>!
Q Q d|Dsul 90

dD’
> f g(Vu+ X" dL" + f <p(x*), ”> d|Du| + f g (—upava) dH!
Q Q d|Dsul oQ

= fg(X*) dL” + f (pa(p(X), va) + &% (—upava)) dH>"
Q 90

2 f g(X")dL”
Q

=m.

This means that

dD*u dD’u
o =(p(X*),—— ), |D'ul-a.e.on Q 3.51
8 (dIDSul) <p( ) d|DSu|> |D’ul-a.e. on (3.51)
and
woalp(X*), va) + &7 (~ugave) =0, H* '-a.e.on Q. (3.52)
Combining assumption (B) with (3.31]), we immediately deduce that
dD’u X*
=A'—, |D’ul-a.e.on Q
dDu] X |D’ul-a.e. on

for some measurable function 2*: Q — R. From (3.32) we get upo = 0. Indeed, at any point of
0Q where ugqn > 0, condition (3.32)) implies

g7 (—vq) = (p(X*), =va)

which means, thanks to assumption (B), that vq is parallel to X*, and this is impossible since
Q = Bg(0), namely X* L vq everywhere on 0Q. By means of the same argument we can also

exclude upq < 0. Therefore, we can say that
o, = AX*, |Dul-a.e.on Q

for some measurable function 1: Q — R. Lemma (2.3)) gives the conclusion.
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Step 5. Now we prove that u = 0 is the unique solution of the problem
min{Goo(u) : u € BV(Q)}
for a general Q. Indeed, let u € BV(QQ) be such that Gy (1) = Go(0). Let R > 0 be such that
Q cc Bg(0). Let uy: Br(0) — R be given by

S FCN LT
0= 0 otherwise.

Then,
* 2n 00 dDSl/t s ) 2n—1
Gosro)o) = | gVu+X)dL" + | g — | dIDul + 8" (—uaava) dH
Q Q d|D¢ul 00
+ f g(X")dL™
Br(0)\Q
= gO,Q(”) + QO,BR(O)\ﬁ(O)
= QO,BR(O)(O)s

Where in the last equality we used Gy (1) = Go.o(0). Hence, by step 3 we get uy = 0 from which
the conclusion.
Step 6. We conclude the proof proving that u = L is the unique solution of the problem

min{¥; o(u) : u € BV(Q)}.

Let Q, = Q—-a"/2,u € BV(Q) and u,: Q — R be given by u,(z) := u(z + a*/2) — L(z). Then
u, € BV(Q,). Hence we get, using step 2,

dDS !
gL,Q(I/t) = fg(Vu + X*) d.£2n + fgoo( “ ) d|D‘u| + f g°°((L - M|aQ)VQ) den—l
Q Q d|Dsul o0

dD’u, - .
:f g(Vua+X*)d£2”+f 800( Yu )d|Dsua|+f 87 (~(ua)pava) dH>!
Q, o, \dD’u,| ey

= Go.a,(a) = Gog,(0)

= f gX"dL" = f gla+X*)dL™
Q, Q

=Y .o(l)

which says that © = L is a minimizer. Uniqueness easily follows by the fact that the equality
Gro) = GLo(0) implies, using the previous estimate, Goo,(4,) = Go.o,(0) which in turn yields
u, = 0 from step 4. In order to conclude the proof it is sufficient to observe that #, = 0 means
u=>L. m|
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Corollary 3.18. Let Q C R* be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, ¢ € L'(0Q) and
L: R* — R be an affine function, i.e., L(z) = {a, z) + b for some a € R, b € R.
(1) Assume that ¢ < L H*'-a.e. on Q. Then, for any u € M, we have u < L L*"-a.e. in
Q.
(2) Assume that that ¢ > L H* '-a.e. on dQ. Then, for any u € M, we have u > L
L-q.e. inQ.

Proof. Both claims follow immediately from Theorem [3.12] when we observe that the set .Z}
consists of just one element that is L itself, so that, following the notations of Proposition [3.11]
L=L=L. O

4. Tae BouNpeD SLOPE CONDITION

We recall the well-known definition of a boundary datum satisfying the Bounded Slope Con-

dition (see [25]). We also refer to [21] for some classical results.

Definition 4.1. We say that a function ¢: 0Q — R satisfies the bounded slope condition with
constant Q > 0 (Q-B.S.C. for short or simply B.S.C. when the constant Q does not play any role)

if for every zo € 0L, there exist two affine functions w} and w_ such that

w, (@) < (@) <wl(z) VzeoQ, 4.1
w7, (20) = ¢(20) = W (20) 42)
Lipw,) < Q and Lipw?) < 0, (4.3)

where Lip(w) denotes the Lipschitz constant of w.
Moreover, we denote by f and f, the functions defined, respectively, by f1(z) = sup, csq W7, (2)
and f(z) = infyepo W} (z). We underline that f, is convex, f, is concave and they are both

Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant not greater than Q.
The following result can be proved exactly as in [33, Lemma 6.2].

Lemma 4.2. Let Q C R*" be an open bounded set with Lipschitz regular boundary; assume that
¢ € L'(0Q) satisfies the Q-B.S.C. Then, if u € BV(Q) is a minimizer of G, the following facts
hold.

(1) upa = ¢;

(2) fisus fr Lae inQ;

(3) u is also a minimizer of Gq in BV(Q).
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The following fact is inspired by [33, Remark 6.4].
Remark 4.3. If Q" c Q are open bounded domains with Lipschitz regular boundary and u €

BV(Q).
Write I' := 02’ N Q and 0Q = A U A,, where

A =0QN0Q and A, :=0Q )\ 0Q .

Notice that 02 = I'U A,;. We also denote by u;, u,: I' — R the “inner” and “outer” (with respect

to Q) tracesof uonT,ie.,
u; = (upe)LT and u, = (Ua)L T -

We use the notation G, ¢y to denote the functional G, o-. Let us prove that, if u is a minimizer of
Go0 With ¢ = upq, then u is also a minimizer of G, . Assume by contradiction that « is not a

minimizer of G, «; then, there exists v € BV(€)') such that
0<GuoW) - Gua®)
= Go () — Ga(v) + fr 87 ((uy — up)vey) dH>"! 4.4)

- f 87 (o — Vg )vey) dH> " — f g7 (@ = vy )ve) dH>"!
r Ay
where we used inequality (3.2). We would reach a contradiction if we show that the function
w € BV(Q) defined by
wi=vonQ', wi=uonQ\Q
satisfies G, o(u) — Gy o(w) > 0.
Let us compute

dD’u
d|Dsul

Geo) = Gou) = Go (W) + Go () + fr g‘”( ) d|D’ul

=Go W) + Gog(u) + fgoo((uo — u;)vp) dH>!
r

and

N

~ B o [ dD*w
GoaW) = Gor (V) + G () + f & \dDwi

) diD’w| + f g7 (¢ = wi)ve) dH™!
)

=Go (V) +GogW) + fgw(uo — Voo oy ) dH ! + f g%(p — vga)va) dH> .
r Ay
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Therefore

Goo) — Gealw)
=Go W) —Ga(v) + f(goo((uo —u)vey) — 8 (o — VlﬁQ’)VQ’)) dH>!

r
- f g7 (¢ = vy )va) dH™ ' > 0,
A

where we used (4.4) and uyor = u;.

We are now in position to prove our main result, whose proof is actually very similar to the

one given in [33].

Theorem 4.4. Let Q C R*" be open, bounded and with Lipschitz regular boundary, let ¢ : Q —
R satisfy the Q-B.S.C. for some Q > 0 and let g: R* — R be a convex function with linear
growth satisfying conditions (A) and (B). Then, the minimization problem

min {QQ ‘u e BV(Q), Upa = (,0} (45)

admits a unique solution it. Moreover, it is Lipschitz continuous and Lip(it) < 0 =0(0,0).

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. We denote by u the (pointwise a.e.) maximum of the minimizers of G, in BV (see
Proposition 3.11). Lemma[.2limplies that f; <u < f>» L?-ae.inQandu = ¢ = f; = f> on 0Q,
where f and f, are defined as in Definition 4.1} in particular, u is also a minimizer for (.3).

Let T € R?" be such that Q N Q, # 0; following the notations introduced before Lemma 3.13]
we consider the function %, which we denote by u, to simplify the notation. Consider the set
QN Q.. By Remark 4.3 # is a minimizer of Gz gno, and, by Corollary and Remark [4.3]
is a minimizer of Gz onq,. Let z € 0(Q N ), then either z € 9Q or z € 0Q2,.

If z € 8Q, then z + T € Q and the inequality (36) in [33, Lemma 6.3 ] implies that

u(z) = Oltrl L u(z+ 1) <u(z) + Ol (4.6)

Otherwise, z € 9Q; and z = (z + 7) — 7 € Q, and Lemma @2l implies again (#.6).
So we have proved that (4.6]) holds for any z € d(Q N Q,), hence

u@) - 0lt| + 2(t",2) u(z+ 1)+ 2(t",2) < u(z) + Olr| + 2(r*, 2).
Setting M := Q + 2 sup_.q, Izl, one has

u(z) — Mlt| <u.(z) < u(z) + M|r| foranyze€ d(QNQ,)
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and, by Corollary
u(z) — Mt| < ui(z) <u(z) + Mlr| for L¥"-ae. ze QAN Q..
This is equivalent to
u(z) — M| = 2(t*,2) <u(z + 1) < Uz) + Mlt| - 2(t*,z) for L2-ae.z€ QN Q,
and, setting K := M + 2 sup_.q |z,
u(z) — K|t| <u(z+ 1) <u(z) + K|lr| for L-ae. 7€ QN Q,.

Step 2. We claim that the inequality |u(z) — u(Z)| < K|z — z] holds for any Lebesgue points z, Z
of u. We define 7 := 7 — z; then Q N Q, # 0 and, arguing as in Step 1, we obtain

Wz +71) - u(Z) < Klr| for L-ae. 7 € QN Q..

Let p > 0 be such that B(z,p) € QN Q. and B(Z,p) C QN Q; then

[u(z) — u(@)| = lim( JC u(z)dz - J[ ﬁ(z’)dz’)
P=0\JB(zp) B@Ep)
<lim u(z) —u@ +1)|d7 < K|z -7
=0 JB(zp)

Step 3. We have proved that u, the maximum of the minimizer of G, o, has a representative that
is Lipschitz continuous on €, with Lipschitz constant not greater than K = Q + 4 sup_., |z|. The
same argument leads to prove that , the minimum of the minimizers of G, o, has a representative
that is Lipschitz continuous on €, with Lipschitz constant not greater than K. The uniqueness
criterion in Proposition 3.4] (with p = 1) implies that # = u L*"-a.e. on Q. If u is another
minimizer of G, o, we have by Proposition B.11] that u < u < u L*"-a.e. on Q. This concludes

the proof. O

5. THE SUPERLINEAR GROWTH CASE
In this section we consider the functional defined in (3.14)) by
Go(u) = f g(Vu +X*)d L™, ueg+ W, (Q) (5.1
Q

where ¢ satisfies, as in the previous sections, the Bounded Slope Condition of order Q and g has
superlinear growth.

Our aim is to show that, for the functional ¢, defined in (5.1), we can get both regularity and
uniqueness results using again the Bounded Slope Condition and arguing with the same approach

that we used for the BV case.
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Theorem 5.1. Let g: R*" — R be a convex function satisfying condition (A) and let ¢: Q — R
satisfy the Bounded Slope Condition of order Q on the boundary of Q. Assume also that g has
superlinear growth, i.e., g(&) > Y(|€|) for a suitable : [0, +c0) — R such that

tim 2 — oo
t— 400 t
Then the functional
Go(u) = f g(Vu +X*)d L™, ueg+ W, Q) (5.2)
Q

has a unique Lipschitz minimizer, i.e.: there exists u € ¢ + Wé’m(Q) such that 9o(u) < 9a(v) for
everyv e ¢ + WS’I(Q).

Proof. The superlinearity of g and the lower semicontinuity of ¥, imply the existence of u, €
@ + W, (Q) such that 9 (uo) < Ya(u) for every u € ¢ + W, (Q).

In the same spirit of the previous sections, we denote by .#Z, = {v € ¢ + Wé’l(Q) t Ya(v) <
Gou),Yu € ¢ + Wé’l(Q)}. Thanks to the superlinearity of g we can argue as in the proof of
Proposition[3.11] to state that there exist two functions u, u € .#, such that for every u € .,

u(x) < u(x) <u(x) forae.xeQ.

We remark that the results contained in sections [3] and (4] can be restated replacing the space
BV(Q) with ¢ + Wé’l(Q). All the proofs in fact can be repeated and simplified dropping both the
terms where D* appears and those that take into account the jumps at the boundary. Hence we
can conclude that u € ¢ + Wé"x’(Q), where K = Q + 2 maxq |z]. Proposition [3.4] then leads to

uniqueness of minimizers. O

Remark 5.2. (1) We underline that regularity results are usually obtained under ellipticity and
growth conditions on the Lagrangian. In the present paper, the Bounded Slope Condition allows
us to prove Lipschitz regularity up to the boundary with the same flavor of results, sometimes
called “semiclassical” for the case of functionals depending only on the gradient. First of all
we recall a result that goes back to some special cases of Hilbert and Haar and can be found in
[21]]. The theorem proved in [21] states the existence of a minimizer when the class of competitor
functions coincides with the class of Lipschitz functions. The fact that autonomous scalar func-
tionals do not exhibit the Lavrentiev phenomenon (see [10] for some special cases and (11, 12]]
for more general results) implies also that the minimum in the space of Lipschitz functions is also

a minimum in ¢ + Wé’l(Q). In the present paper we used an approach inspired by [13|] where,
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again in the case of functionals depending only on the gradient and assuming the existence of a
minimizer, the Lipschitz regularity follows thanks to the use of Comparison Principles and of the
Bounded Slope Condition. As far as we know, the only papers where this result has been extended
to functional depending also on the x-variable are (33 where the authors considered the area
functional in the Heisenberg group and [1'/]] where the Lagrangian has the form f(€) + g(x, u).

(2) A consequence of our result in the case of Sobolev spaces is that the assumptions of Theorem
(5.1l guarantee the non occurrence of the Lavrentiev phenomenon. This result is classically ob-
tained under suitable assumptions that control from above the growth of the functional. A recent

result on a class of functional that includes those considered in this paper is [28]].
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