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I'-CONVERGENCE FOR FREE-DISCONTINUITY PROBLEMS IN LINEAR
ELASTICITY: HOMOGENIZATION AND RELAXATION

MANUEL FRIEDRICH, MATTEO PERUGINI, AND FRANCESCO SOLOMBRINO

ABSTRACT. We analyze the I'-convergence of sequences of free-discontinuity functionals aris-
ing in the modeling of linear elastic solids with surface discontinuities, including phenomena as
fracture, damage, or material voids. We prove compactness with respect to I'-convergence and
represent the I'-limit in an integral form defined on the space of generalized special functions of
bounded deformation (GSBDP). We identify the integrands in terms of asymptotic cell formulas
and prove a non-interaction property between bulk and surface contributions. Eventually, we
investigate sequences of corresponding boundary value problems and show convergence of min-
imum values and minimizers. In particular, our techniques allow to characterize relaxations of
functionals on GSBDP, and cover the classical case of periodic homogenization.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with the I'-convergence of sequences of free-discontinuity functionals (&), of
the form

En(u) = / fo (2, e(u)(x)) dz + / gn (2, 0T (2),u™ (2), vy (2)) AH (2), (1.1)
2 June

where 2 C R? denotes the reference configuration, e(u) is the symmetric part of the gradient of
a vector-valued displacement u: 2 — R? and J, denotes the set of discontinuities of u, oriented
by a normal vector v, with one-sided traces u™ and u~. (By H?"! we indicate the (d — 1)-
dimensional Hausdorff measure.) Such functionals are prototypes for many variational models of
fracture mechanics in a small strain setting. In this framework, the bulk density f, depending
only on the linearized stress tensor accounts for elastic bulk terms for the unfractured region of
the body, while the surface integrand g,, represents the energy spent to produce a crack. Usually,
gn is assumed to be bounded and accounts for both brittle [47] and cohesive [§] fracture, where in
the latter case g, depends explicitly on the crack opening [u] :=u™ —u™.

Minimization problems for are usually complemented with Dirichlet data. Their well-
posedness in the space of generalized functions of bounded deformation (GSBD) [35] has been a
challenging task in very recent years, see [7l, 24, 26, 27, 28] [30, [43]. We also refer to [II, 20} 22|
(25, [32, [38] [45] [49] for some recent applications. In the present paper, we are interested in the
effective behavior of a sequence of functionals (&,), and corresponding minimization problems.
The parameter n may have different meanings: it may account for a regularization of the energy,
represent the size of a microstructure, or model the different mechanical responses of a composite
material in each of its components. Identifying the limit of &, in the sense of I'-convergence [10, [34]
arises as a natural problem with various possible applications: let us mention, for instance, the case

of homogenization, i.e., fn(z,&) = f(z/en,&) and gn(z, (1, o, v) = g(x/en, (1 — (2,v) for f and
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g being 1-periodic in the first variable. Here, the limiting functional corresponds to the effective
energy of the homogenized material.

State-of-the-art: Due to both its theoretical interest and its relevance for applications, the
I'-convergence analysis of free-discontinuity problems has been the subject of many contributions
over the last three decades. Most of the attention, however, has been focused on the related but
different context of functionals of the form

EBV (u) = / fn (:E, Vu(:c)) dx + / In (x, [u](z), Vu(:c)) AH () (1.2)
Q TN

involving the full deformation gradient Vu. (With a slight abuse of notation, we still use the
notation g,, although the density depends on v and v~ only in terms of [u] = u™ —u~.) The first
result in this direction is the seminal work [I1] addressing the case of periodic homogenization. By
assuming a linear growth of g, in [u] along with p-growth assumptions on f,,, the authors derive a
limiting homogenized functional with z-independent densities from and ghom on the natural energy
space of special functions of bounded variation (SBV') [0, Section 4]. Unfortunately, the growth
assumptions on g, do not comply with standard models for brittle and cohesive fracture where
surface densities are assumed to be bounded.

The result has been extended in [46] to the non-periodic case and more natural growth condi-
tions. There, however, the authors study a slightly simplified setting motivated by applications to
quasistatic crack growth: first, competitors for are scalar-valued. Secondly, the surface energy
densities g, are independent of the jump height [u]. The scalar nature of the problem allows to
use truncation techniques (at least for bounded Dirichlet data) such that SBV endowed with the
L'-topology is still a natural setting for the I'-convergence result. In both contributions [1T], 46],
a remarkable property is that the limiting densities fhom and gnom are completely determined by
f and g, respectively. This non-interaction of the bulk and the surface part of the energy is due
to the exponent p > 1 in the growth assumption for f,,. In contrast, for p = 1, it is indeed known
by other examples that interaction effects in the limit are possible, see, e.g., [9, 13, [19].

A comprehensive treatment of the I'-convergence analysis for functionals of the form
has been achieved recently in the paper [I7], which includes the vector-valued setting, assumes
no periodicity, and complies with weaker coercivity conditions. More precisely, the densities are
assumed to satisfy

alglP < fu(z, &) < B+ [E7), a < gn(w,¢v) < B(1+(C]) (1.3)

forz € 2,¢ € R¥*4 ¢ € R and v € R? with |v| = 1, where 0 < o < j3 are positive constants. Due
to the weaker growth assumptions on g,, compared to [I1] and the vector-valued nature, the model
is more relevant for applications in fracture mechanics. This, however, comes at the expense of
considering a weaker functional setting. Indeed, compactness of competitors with bounded energy
can now only be expected with respect to the convergence in measure in the larger space of gener-
alized special functions of bounded variation GSBV [6l, Section 4]. Eventually, based on a general
compactness result in GSBV? (the subspace of GSBV of functions with p-integrable gradient),
[42] complements the I'-convergence analysis in [I7] by investigating corresponding boundary value
problems and showing convergence of minimizers.

The authors in [I7] make use of an abstract viewpoint: they first show that, under assumptions
, the I'-limit of can still be represented as an integral functional on GSBVP. To this aim,
they use the localization method for I'-convergence and the global method for relaxation developed
in [I2 I3]. This method compares asymptotic Dirichlet problems on small balls with different
boundary data depending on the local properties of the functions, and provides a characterization
of the energy densities in terms of cell formulas. A technical difficulty lies in the fact that the
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procedure needs linear growth of g,, in [u] which is not available due to . This can be overcome,
however, by means of a perturbation trick: a small perturbation of the functionals, depending on
the jump height, is considered, which can be represented as an integral functional on SBVP.
Then, by letting the perturbation parameter vanish and by truncating functions suitably, the
representation is extended to GSBVP. Similar truncation techniques are also employed for the
localization method in connection with the fundamental estimate [I1), Proposition 3.1] to pass from
the LP-topology to the topology of measure convergence. We already remark that such a tool is
not available for functionals of the form . In fact, given a control only on the symmetrized
gradient, it is in general not possible to use smooth truncations to decrease the energy up to a
small error.

After establishing the abstract representation result, the authors in [I7] show that the bulk and
surface parts of the energy do not interact in the limit. This allows to derive the results of [111 [46]
as a corollary of their approach. For further discussion below, we point out that a key step for
the identification of the surface density relies on the BV-coarea formula to approximate GSBVP
functions by piecewise constant functions. A similar method has been used for the characterization
of lower semicontinuity in SBV [2, [3], for the so-called jump transfer [37, Theorem 2.1], and it
is also at the core of the compactness result [42] needed to treat boundary value problems. This
is a delicate issue for functionals of the form since this technique is not available if only
symmetrized gradients are controlled.

The present paper: Summarizing, a rather complete picture of I'-convergence for functionals
given in has been developed over the last years, extending also to the case of stochastic
homogenization [I8]. By way of contrast, the understanding of the counterpart in the linearized
setting is scarce. This leads us to the purpose of our paper, which exactly aims at extending the
results in [17, 42] to the more general framework of free-discontinuity functionals of the form (L.1]).

Our first main result (Theorem provides a general compactness and representation result
for I'-limits of sequences (&,), on the space GSBDP (the subspace of GSBD with e(u) € L?),
endowed with the topology of measure convergence. More precisely, we assume that the energy
densities f,, and g, satisfy

al(€" +8)/2/7 < fale,&) < BA+[ET +)/2P),  a < ga(z,a,bv) <P

for x € 2, € € R4 q,b € R and v € R? with |v| = 1, where p > 1 and 0 < o < 3. We prove
that, up to a subsequence, the functionals &, converge to a I'-limit £ which is still an integral
functional of the form ([1.1)).

Our second main result (Theorem deals with the identification of the I'-limit £ by analyzing
the relation of the densities (f,), and (g,), with the densities fo, and g of £. In particular,
we investigate under which conditions bulk and surface effects decouple in the limit. For the bulk
density, we obtain

foo(2, &) = limsup lim sup id / fn (2, e(u)(x)) dz, (1.4)
p—0+t  n—oo PUJQ,(x)
where we denote by Q,(x) the cube centered at = with sidelength p, and the infimum is taken
among all functions v € WhP(Q,(z); R?) satisfying v(y) = £y near dQ,(z). When it comes to
the surface energy instead, we consider some additional restrictions: we focus on the case where
gn(z,v) is independent of the traces at the jump, and for d > 2 we further assume that g, = h is
independent of n. We prove that

p—0t n—oo 14

1
Joo(, &) = lim sup lim sup ﬁ/ In (x, uu(ac)) dHT, (1.5)
Qy(x)
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where () is a cube of sidelength p oriented by v, and the infimum is taken over all piecewise
rigid functions v € PR(Q}(x)) which near 9Q} (z) agree with the jump function

e (4) 0 if(y—x)-v>0,
Uz, =
YWY 1,0,...,0) if (y—2) v <0

Here, PR is the subset of GSBDP consisting of functions u with e(u) = 0. (Due to independence
of g, on the jump height, we point out that equivalently piecewise constant functions could be
considered, i.e., u satisfies Vu = 0.) The reason for considering d = 2 for general sequences (g, )n
lies in a technique for approximating GSBDP functions by piecewise rigid functions which is only
available in the planar setting. As a corollary, again restricted to d = 2, we are also able to deduce
a (periodic) homogenization result (Corollary [2.5)).

In general dimensions, we can treat the case of constant sequences g, = h. Here, it turns out
that the limiting density go is the so-called BV -elliptic envelope introduced in [5] as a condition for
lower semincontinuity of functionals defined on partitions. As h is independent of the jump height,
goo also coincides with the BD-elliptic envelope introduced in [43] in the more general context of
variational problems in spaces of Caccioppoli-affine functions. As a special case (Corollary ,
we deduce in any space dimensions that the relaxation with respect to measure convergence of
integral functionals on GSBDP of the form

[ se@)det [ gl ant
2 JuN§2

has the same structure with densities f and g, where f denotes the quasiconvex envelope of f and
g is the BV-elliptic envelope of g. In particular, it is simply given by the superposition of the
relaxation of the bulk energy in WP and of the surface energy in the space of piecewise constant
functions.

In our third main result, we eventually incorporate Dirichlet boundary data (Proposition [2.9)),
and show the convergence of (almost) minimizers for a sequence (€,), with the given conditions
to minimizers of £ (Theorem [2.10]).

Proof techniques and challenges: In the sequel, we highlight some of the proof techniques
focusing on the additional challenges with respect to models in GSBVP. For the compactness
of I'-convergence (Theorem , we specify the localization technique already used in [I7] to the
setting at hand. The key ingredient is a construction for joining two functions u,v € GSBDP({2),
which is usually called the fundamental estimate (Proposition4.1)). In doing this, one must ensure
that the energy spent in a transition layer is small, when the two functions are close in the
considered topology. Typically, this is achieved by means of a cut-off construction of the form
w = up + (1 — p)v for some smooth ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1. This, however, requires LP-integrability
of the functions v and v, which is not a priori given in our context. In contrast to the GSBVP
setting, this cannot be recovered with truncation arguments, and we need a considerably more
involved strategy to overcome this issue.

The main novel tool is a Korn-type inequality for functions with small jump, established recently
by CAGNETTI, CHAMBOLLE, AND SCARDIA [21], which generalizes a two-dimensional result in [29)]
(see also [39]) to arbitrary dimension. It provides a control of the full gradient in terms of the
symmetrized gradient, up to an exceptional set whose perimeter has a surface measure comparable
to that of the discontinuity set. We combine this tool with a covering technique of the transition
layer by means of small cubes, which enables us to cut out an exceptional set with small volume and
perimeter such that, in the residual set, the L? norm of v — v is controlled in terms of ||e(u —v)||Lr
(up to a small rest). This finally allows to perform the usual cut-off construction. Concerning the
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representation of the limit, we profit of a very recent integral representation result proved in [31,
Theorem 2.1], tailored for energies of the form (1.1).

For the identification of the limiting densities fo, and g, (Theorem [2.4)), the essential point is
to show that the minimization in the asymptotic cell formulas 1' can indeed be restricted
from GSBDP to Sobolev and piecewise constant functions, respectively. For the bulk density, this
is achieved by using the Korn inequality for functions with small jump set [2I] to approximate
GSBDP functions with asymptotically vanishing jump set by Sobolev functions. Afterwards, we
can follow the lines of the SBV proof [I7, [46], in particular involving truncation methods to
obtain a sequence of equiintegrable Sobolev functions, see Lemma [5.1] For the surface density
instead, the challenge lies in approximating a sequence in GSBDP with vanishing symmetrized
gradient by a sequence of characteristic functions of sets with finite perimeter, see Lemma [5.2]
The nonavailability of the coarea formula in our setting makes this a very delicate task which can
be overcome by the application of a piecewise Korn-Poincaré inequality, see Proposition and
[45], which has been derived only for d = 2. For the relaxation result in general space dimensions,
this technique is not at our disposal, and we use directly a recent lower semicontinuity result for
surface integrals in GSBDP? [43] for so-called symmetric jointly convex functions, see Deﬁnition

Finally, the extension to this case of Dirichlet boundary conditions (Proposition and Theo-
rem [2.10)) is not straightforward because of two main reasons. First, the construction of recovery
sequences complying with the given data requires the usage of our novel fundamental estimate
(Proposition and a recent extension result [I6]. Secondly, according to the compactness re-
sults of [26] 28] 45], sequences with equibounded energy in the Dirichlet setting converge in a
slightly weaker sense compared to convergence in measure.

Summarizing, we believe that the present paper gives a thorough analysis of the I'-convergence
and relaxation problem for free-discontinuity problems in linearized elasticity. We fix a convenient
setting, develop a number of technical tools (all arising from very recent advances in the topic),
and illustrate the main issues to be overcome in order to remove the restrictions on the surface
density that we need to impose in Theorem This will hopefully be the object of forthcoming
achievements and contributions to the problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the model and state our three
main results. In Section |3, we collect basic properties of the function space GSBDP, and we
recall integral representation formulas for functionals defined on Sobolev functions and piecewise
constant functions. Section [ is devoted to the proof of Theorem [2.I} in particular we formulate
and prove a fundamental estimate in GSBD? (Proposition [4.1). In Section [5| we present two
approximation results of GSBDP functions by Sobolev and characteristic functions, respectively.
These are fundamental ingredients for the proof of Theorem[2.4]in Section[6] but also of independent
interest. In Section[7] we finally address the minimization problems with Dirichlet boundary data.

2. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present our main results. We start with some basic notation. In the sequel,
2 C R? always denotes an open set. Let A(£2) be the family of open and bounded subsets of 2.
We write x4 for the characteristic function of any A C R?, which is 1 on A and 0 otherwise. If A is
a set of finite perimeter, we denote its essential boundary by 0*E, see [6l Definition 3.60]. For two
sets A, B C R%, we denote by AAB their symmetric difference and by dist(A4, B) their Hausdorff
distance. Moreover, we write B CC A if B C A.

For z, y € R?, we use the notation x - y for the scalar product and |z| for the Euclidean norm.
Moreover, we set S~1 := {x € R?: |z| = 1}. We denote by R?*¢ the set of d x d matrices. By
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REX4 and R%? we indicate the subsets of symmetric and skew-symmetric matrices, respectively.

In particular, for & € R4*? we define sym(¢) = (€ + ¢T)/2. The Frobenius norm of a matrix ¢ is
denoted by [£].

For every € R? and p > 0 we indicate by B,(z) C R? the open ball with center z and radius
p. Additionally, for v € S*~!, we denote by Q) (z) the cube centered at z with sidelength p and
two faces normal to v. For z = 0, we simply write Q’;. We let e; = (1,0,...,0) € R? and set
Qp(z) = Qt(x) for all z € R? and p > 0. We denote by £¢ and H* the d-dimensional Lebesgue
measure and the k-dimensional Hausdorfl measure, respectively. We set R = [0, +00).

For definition and properties of the space GSBDP({2), 1 < p < oo, we refer the reader to [35].
Some relevant properties are collected in Subsection below. In particular, the approximate
gradient is denoted by Vu (it is well-defined, see Lemma and the (approximate) jump set

is denoted by J, with corresponding normal v, and one-sided limits u* and u~. We also define
e(u) = (Vu+ (Vu)T).

2.1. I'-convergence for free-discontinuity problems in GSBDP. Given 0 < a < 8 < +00,
let f: 2 xR¥? [0, 4+00) be a Charathéodory function such that for a.e. x € £2 and all £ € R¥*4
we have

alsym(§)|” < f(z, &) < B(1 4+ [sym(§)[7). (2.1)
Moreover, let g: 2 x R? x R? x §7=! — [0, +00) be a Borel function satisfying
a<g(z,a,bv)<p (2.2)

for H%1-a.e. x € 2 and for all a,b € R%, v € S¥~!. In what follows, we consider energy functionals
E: GSBDP(12) x A(£2) — [0, +00) of the form

E(u, A) = /Af(x,e(u)(x)) dx—l—/J ﬁAg(ﬂc,Uﬂ'(a:),u_(as),l/u(a:)) dH L (z) (2.3)

for each u € GSBDP(2) and each A € A(f2). In this subsection, we present a general I-
convergence result for functionals of this form. (For an exhaustive treatment of I'-convergence

we refer the reader to [10, 34].) To formulate the result, we introduce some further notation: for
every u € GSBDP(2) and A € A(S2) we define

mg(u, A) = veGSlngP(Q) {€(,4): v=u in a neighborhood of 9A}. (2.4)

For x¢ € 2, up € R%, and & € R¥™? we introduce the functions Lo uo,c: R? — RY by
Loy ug.e(x) = uo + &(z — 20). (2.5)
Moreover, for zg € 2, a,b € R% and v € S4! we introduce Uz ,a,bw R? — R¢ by

a if (x —x9)-v >0,

b if (x —x0) v <0. (2:6)

uwma,b,u(x) = {

We now proceed with our first main result.

Theorem 2.1 (I'-convergence). Let 2 C R? be open. Let (fn)n and (gn)n be sequences of functions
satisfying and , respectively. Let E,: GSBDP(2)x A(£2) — [0, +00) be the corresponding
sequence of functionals given in ([2.3). Then, there exists £: GSBDP(£2) x A(£2) — [0,400) and
a subsequence (not relabeled) such that

E(LA)=T- lim &,(-,A)  with respect to convergence in measure on A
n—oo
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for all A € A(82). Moreover, for every u € GSBDP(§2) and A € A(S2) we have that
E(u, A) :/ foo (@, u(z), Vu(z)) do +/ Goo (@, uT (), u™ (), vy (z)) AR (2), (2.7)
A JuNA
where fo is given by

me (ezo,uo,@ QP(I'O))

foo(x07u07£) = limsup d ) (28)
p—0t P
for all xg € 2, ug € R?, € € R, and g is given by
m ul a Vs It X
Joo(T0,a,b,v) := limsup £ Uz, ’Z’_lQp( o)) (2.9)
p—0+ P

for all zg € 2, a,b € RY, and v € S¥1.

The compactness of I'-convergence is proved via the localization technique for I'-convergence,
see Section [d] Here, the main ingredient is a novel fundamental estimate in the space GSBD?, see
Proposition Afterwards, the representation in terms of the densities f,, and g, follows
by the recent integral representation result [31].

Remark 2.2 (Invariance under rigid motions, cell formulas). (i) Suppose that each &, satisfies
En(u+ta,A) = &, (u, A) for all affine functions a: R? — R? with e(a) = 0 and all A € A(§2). Then,
as I-limit, &£ satisfies the same property. Thus, [31, Remark 2.2(iii)] implies that £ has the form

e ) = [ fulne@) ot [ gl @) @, 20)
JuNA
where [u](z) := u™(z) — u™ (), and the densities f, goo are given by
frelag,sym(©)) = limsup P00 Q) (0 ¢ ) — i sup REnC0 ()
p—07T P p—0+ P

(2.11)

for all zg € 2, £ ¢ R¥*4, ¢ € R, and v € S41.
(ii) A variant of the proof shows that, in the minimization problems (2.8)—(2.9)), one may replace
the cubes by balls B,(x¢) with radius p, centered at xg.

2.2. Identification of the I'-limit: homogenization and relaxation. We now address the
structure of the I'-limit by showing that there is no interaction between the bulk and surface
densities, i.e, fo is only determined by (f,,), and goo is only determined by (gy,).. As applications,
we discuss homogenization and relaxation results. The statements announced in this subsection
are proved in Section[6} In this part, we restrict our assumptions to a more specific setting, namely
to surface densities g of the form g: £2 x S=1 — [0, +00), still being Borel functions and satisfying

o < glw,v) < B (2.12)

for Hé 1-a.e. x € 2 and for all v € S¥~!, where 0 < a < 3 < 400 as before. Moreover, for some
parts we will further restrict our analysis to the planar setting d = 2 and to exponents p > 2. We
refer to Remark at the end of the subsection for comments on these restrictions.

To formulate the non-interaction between bulk and surface density, we need to restrict function-
als € of the form (2.3) to Sobolev functions WP (£2; R?) and to piecewise rigid functions PR((2),
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respectively. Here, we set PR({2) := {u € GSBDP(2): e(u) = 0}, see [44]. Then, similarly to
[2.4), for every u € WHP(2;RY) and A € A(£2) we define

my" (u, A) = vewlivg(fn;ﬂw) {€(,A4): v=u in aneighborhood of JA}, (2.13)

and, for every u € PR({2), we let

mER(u, A) = vEIiDIg(Q) {€(v,A): v=u in a neighborhood of OA}. (2.14)

Due to the fact that the surface integral vanishes on W1, and by the definition of PR(§2) as well
as the upper control in (2.1]), we find for all A € A({2) that

E(u, A) :/ f(z,e(u)(x))dz for all u € WIP(£2;R?), (2.15)
A

€ (u, 4) - / 9, va(@)) dyd*\ < BLY(A) for all u € PR(). (2.16)
JuNA

For convenience, we specify the notation in (2.5)—(2.6) and write
le =Ly, for & € R¥*? and Uy, = Usg,er,0,0 for er = (1,0,...,0). (2.17)
In particular, we have l¢(y) = &y for all y € R%.

Proposition 2.3. Let 2 C R? be open. Let (fn)n and (gn)n be sequences of functions satisfying

(2.1) and (2.12)), respectively. Correspondingly, define (E,)n as in (2.3)). Then, by passing to a
subsequence (not relabeled) the following holds: for all x € 2 and all ¢ € R¥? we have

1,p/7 Loy

mg" (g, T mg" (e, T
lim sup lim inf g”'(f—de()) = lim sup lim sup 'g”'(f—dw =: f(z,8), (2.18)
p—0+ n—00 P p—0t n—oo P

and it holds that f(x,&) = f(x,sym(€)). For all x € 2 and all v € S*~1 we have

mPR m v mPR U v
v (uz,qup<x)) En (uwd’i’lQP(x)) = g(CL'7V). (219)

lim sup lim inf T = lim sup lim sup
p%()* n—oo 14 p*>0+ n—00 P

In the above formulas, we intend that p is always chosen sufficiently small such that the cubes
Qp(z) and @y (z) are contained in 2. In view of 77 the density f is completely deter-
mined by (fn)n, whereas g is completely determined by (g,),. This motivates the definition of
(2.13)—(2.14). The proof of Proposition essentially relies on I'-convergence results for Sobolev
functions and piecewise constant functions, see Subsection 3.2

By Theorem [2.1| we get that up to subsequence (not relabeled), the functionals &,(-, A) given
in with densities f,, and g,, I'-converge with respect to the convergence in measure to a
functional £(-, A) for every A € A(2). As each &, satisfies &,(u + a, A) = &, (u, A) for all affine
functions a with e(a) = 0 and all A € A({2), Remark [2.2(i) shows that the densities fo, and goo
of the I'-limit can be represented by . We now proceed with our second main result. We
show that the density f., coincides with the function f provided by Proposition Hence, the
surface energies are not contributing to the bulk part of the limiting functional. We also prove the
analogous property g., = g for the surface densities in two specific situations: (a) in the planar
case d = 2 and (b) for d > 2, whenever the surface densities g,, are independent of n.

Theorem 2.4 (Identification of the I'-limit). Let £2 C R? be open. Let (fn)n and (gn)n be

sequences of functions satisfying (2.1) and (2.12)), respectively. Suppose that (2.18)—(2.19) hold,
and define f and g accordingly. Let foo and goo be defined by (2.11). Then, the following holds:
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(i) For all u € GSBDP({2) we have that

foolz,e(u)(z)) = f(x,e(u)(x)) for L:ae. x € 0. (2.20)
(i) If d =2, p > 2, we additionally have
9o (z, [u](2), vu(z)) = g(z, 10 (2)) for H'-ae. z € J, (2.21)

for allw € GSBDP?(£2). In particular, for all A € A(2) the functionals E,(-, A), given by
(2.3) corresponding to fn, and g,, I'-converge with respect to the convergence in measure
to (-, A), where £ is given by

E(u, A) = /Af(x,e(u)(x)) dx—i—/J mAg(ﬂc,z/u(an)) dH“ ().

(iii) Let d > 2 and assume that g, = h for alln € N, for a continuous density h which satisfying
(2.12)) such that v — h(z,v) is even for all x € £2. Then for all w € GSBDP({2) we have

Joo (7, [u](2), vu(2)) = (2, v0(7))  for H Tae. x € Jy, (2.22)
where h is given by
h(z,v) = vePi%fQ;) { /Jva; h(x,v,(y)) dH* " (y): v = 1o, in a neighborhood of 3@11’}.
(2.23)

In particular, for all A € A(2) the functionals &, (-, A), given by (2.3) corresponding to f,
and g, = h, I'-converge with respect to the convergence in measure to (-, A), where & is
defined by

E(u, A) = /Af(x,e(u)(x)) dx—l—/J mAiL((E,Vu(x)) de_l(x),

The function A in is the so-called BD-elliptic envelope of h, introduced in [43]. Let us
point out that in the present setting it coincides with the BV-elliptic envelope introduced in [5],
see Remark below. It also turns out the h can be characterized via , see Corollary
By Proposition the above result implies a non-interaction between the bulk and surface energy:
foo and (under certain restrictions) goo are completely determined by (f5,), and (gy )n, respectively.
A first application is the following homogenization result, which we state in dimension d = 2 as it
needs part (ii) of the above statement.

Corollary 2.5 (Homogenization). Let p > 2, 2 = R2, and consider f and g satisfying (2.1) and
[2.12), respectively. Suppose that for every x € R?, ¢ € R?*2, and v € S* we have that the limits

From(sym(@)) o= tim 2 Ce Q2] gy WE (O, @2 (1)

r—00 72 r—00 r

(2.24)

exist and are independent of x. Let (£,), C (0,00) be a sequence with e, — 0, and for n € N let

ful(2,8) = f(z/en, ), gn(,v) = g(x/en, V)

forx € R?, ¢ € R?*2 and v € S'. Then, for all A € A(82) the functionals E,(-, A), given by (2.3)
with densities f, and g, I'-converge with respect to the convergence in measure to Enom(-, A),
where Enom 18 defined in (2.3) with densities fnom and ghom-

In view of [I1l Propositions 2.1 and 2.2], (2.24) can always be verified, whenever f and g are
periodic of period 1 with respect to the coordinates e; and e;. In general dimension, using part
(iii) of Theorem [2.4] we obtain the following relaxation result.
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Corollary 2.6 (Relaxation). Let 2 C R? be open for d > 2. Suppose that f and g satisfy (2.1)
and (2.12)), respectively. Denote by E the relaxation of £ given by (2.3|) corresponding to f and g,
i.e.,

E(u, A) = inf { liminf &(up, A): w, = u in measure on A}

n—oo

for allu € GSBD?(2) and A € A(£2). Then, & is characterized by

fud)= [ ew@)ars [ o)

for all w € GSBDP(R2) and A € A(S2), where f denotes the quasiconvex envelope (with respect to
the second variable) of f, and g is the BD-elliptic envelope of g defined in (2.23)).

Remark 2.7 (Discussion on assumptions). Theorem ii) only holds in dimension d = 2 since
for the identification of the surface density we apply a piecewise Korn-Poincaré inequality [40]
which is only available in the planar setting. For similar reasons, we need to restrict ourselves to
exponents p > 2. We refer to Remark [5.3] for more details in that direction. In the statement
of Theorem iii) we need to assume continuity of A in order to apply relaxation results for
piecewise constant functions [5], see Proposition Eventually, the assumption that h is even
turns out to be instrumental to apply lower semicontinuity results in GSBDP?P, see Theorem [3.10
and Proposition below. Let us also mention that our strategy exploits explicitly the fact that
the surface densities are of the form (2.12), i.e., do not depend on u™(z) and u™ ().

Remark 2.8 (Continuity of h in Theorem [2.4{iii)). As a final remark, we record that the continuity
assumption on h in Theorem iii) can be slightly altered in the following sense: suppose that
there exists D € A({2) with Lipschitz boundary such that A is uniformly continuous on D and

sup h(z,v) < inf h(z,v). 9 95
(z,v)EDxS4—1 ( ) (z,v)€(2\D)xSd-1 ( ) ( )

Then (2.22)) holds for all u € GSBDP(2) with J, C DN 2. We refer to Subsection [6.3(for details.

2.3. Minimization problems for given boundary data. We complement the I'-convergence
results of the previous subsection by convergence results for minimizers of certain boundary value
problems, as it is customary in many applications. We impose Dirichlet data on Op{2 := 2’ N2,
where {2 denotes a bounded Lipschitz domain and {2’ O {2 denotes another bounded Lipschitz
domain such that also £2’\ §2 has Lipschitz boundary. This will be achieved by requiring v = u° on
'\ 02 for some datum u® € WP(£2';R9), i.e., we will treat the non-attainment of the boundary
data (in the sense of traces) as internal jumps. To this end, we introduce energy functionals defined
on (. Consider sequences of densities (fy,), and (g,), as in and , respectively. We
define

(€)= {fn(a:,f) if v € (2, (2.26)

" alsym(€)[P otherwise.

and

gn(z,v) == {gn(m, v) Hfze Q’ (2.27)
6+1 otherwise.

We assume that, both for &, and &/, f hold, which is always true up to taking a

subsequence. Accordingly, we define f, g (for &,), and f’, ¢’ (for £/). We remark that, in this

setting, one can show that f'(z,£) = f(z,€) for x € 2 and f'(x, &) = a|sym(&)|P else, as well as

g (x,v) = g(x,v) for x € 2. Finally, for x € p {2 the value of ¢'(z,v) is completely determined

by (gn)n, and is independent of the choice of 2, see [42] Remark 4.4] for details.
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By Theorem and Remark i) the functionals &,, with densities f, and g,, ['-converge
with respect to the convergence in measure (up to a subsequence) to a limiting functional £ with
densities fo and g... By the results in the previous subsection, we know that f., agrees with
the function f, see Theorem [2.4(i). In the sequel, we suppose that g, = g. (For instance, such
a property holds in the setting of Theorem ii),(iii).) In a similar fashion, the functionals &,
with densities f] and g, I'-converge to some £’. Again, we know that the bulk density of &£’
is the function f’ in and we assume that the surface density is given by ¢’ in . As
before, this characterization can be ensured in the setting of Theorem ii) or in the setting of
Theorem iii) under the assumption that A is uniformly continuous on (2. For the latter case,
we need to resort to Remark (with £’ in place of 2 and D = {2) since the continuity of the
density in gets lost through the extension. (Note that indeed .J, C D N 2’ holds since we
require u = u’ on 2"\ £2.)

We now present the following version of the I'-convergence result which takes boundary data
into account. We remark that the statement takes a more general point of view than assuming the
setting of Theorem ii),(iii): the result below is true whenever the limiting surface density g is
determined solely by the functions g,, through the asymptotic minimization problems discussed in
the previous subsection.

Proposition 2.9 (I'-convergence with boundary data). Let (f,)n and (gn)n be sequences of func-
tions satisfying (2.1) and , respectively. Consider the sequence of functionals (E]), with
densities (f})n, (gh)n defined as in (2.26)-(2.27). Assume that, both for &, and &}, [2.18)~-(2.19)
hold, and accordingly define f, g (for E,), and f', ¢' (for &E|). Consider the I'-limit £ of (E])x
with densities f'_ and g, and assume that g'.. = g'. Suppose that (u®),, € WP(£2';R?) converges
strongly to u® in WLP(£2';R?). Then the sequence of functionals

£ (u) = {E;L(u) if u=u® on 2"\ 0,

400 otherwise,

I'-converges with respect to the convergence in measure to

5 E'u) ifu=u® on 2\ 0,
400  otherwise.

We emphasize once more that the assumption g/, = ¢’ on the surface density covers the setting

of Theorem [2.4(ii),(iii). However, it is not limited to that since above we have no restriction on

the dimension. Instead, for our main result about convergence of minimizers, we focus again on

the setting of Theorem [2.4ii), (iii).

Theorem 2.10 (Convergence of minima and minimizers). Let (fn)n and (gn)n be sequences of
functions satisfying (2.1) and (2.12)), respectively. Suppose either that

(i) d=p=2,
(ii)) d > 2 and g, = § for n € N, where § denotes a uniformly continuous density with
v g(z,v) being even for all x € (2.

Consider the sequence of functionals (c‘f;)n and the limiting energy &' given by Proposition for
boundary data (ul), C WHP(2';RY) which converge strongly in W1P(2';R?) to u®. Then

inf  &'(v) — min ~ &'(v) (2.28)
vEGSBDP(£2) vEGSBDP(£2')

for n — oco. Moreover, for each sequence (uy ) with

E (up) < inf  &(v)+en (2.29)

vEGSBDP (')
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for a sequence e, — 0, there exist a subsequence (not relabeled), modifications (yp)n satisfying
L{e(yn) # e(un)}) = 0 as n — oo, and u € GSBDP(£2") with y,, — u in measure on §2' such
that

&' (v).

In case (i), we additionally have lim, o0 E (yn) = E'(u), i.e., (yn)n is a minimizing sequence
converging to the minimizer u.

lim & (u,) =& (u) = min
n—00 vEGSBDP(2')

For the proofs of the results we refer to Section [7] We point out that in case (i) we obtain a
slightly stronger statement. This is due to compactness properties of GSBDP functions and the
construction of certain modifications, see Theorem below.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect basic properties of the function space GSBDP and we recall inte-
gral representation formulas for functionals defined on Sobolev functions and piecewise constant
functions.

3.1. Generalized special functions of bounded deformation. In this subsection, we collect
fundamental properties of the function space GSBDP.

GSBD-functions, basic properties: The space GSBD({2) of generalized special functions of
bounded deformation has been introduced in [35, Definitions 4.1 and 4.2]). We recall that every
u € GSBD(£2) has an approzimate symmetric gradient e(u) € L*(£2;REYY) and an approzimate

jump set J,. For x € J, there exist u™(x), u~(z) € R? and v, (z) € S¥~! such that
li_r%p_dﬁd({y € B,(z): +(y—2) vu(z) >0} N {|lu—u*(z) > e}) =0 (3.1)
o

for every e > 0, and the function [u] := uT — v~ : J, — R? is measurable. For 1 < p < +o0, the
space GSBDP({2) is given by

GSBDP(2) := {u € GSBD(2): e(u) € LP(2; R, HI1(],) < oo}

Sym
For u € GSBDP(12), the approzimate gradient Vu exists L%-a.e. in (2, see |21, Corollary 5.2]:

Lemma 3.1 (Approximate gradient). Let 2 C R? be open, let 1 < p < +o0, and u € GSBDP(12).
Then for L%-a.e. xg € 12 there exists a matriz in R, denoted by Vu(wy), such that
i -92({a € By (o) 1220 ¥0) ~ Vel )

p—0

>5}):Of0rall5>0,

|z — 2o

and sym(Vu(xg)) = e(u)(xo), where e(u)(xo) denotes the approzimate symmetric gradient.

We point out that the result in Lemma has already been obtained in [40] for p = 2, as a
consequence of the embedding GSBD?(§2) C (GBV (£2))%, see [40, Theorem 2.9].

Korn inequalities in GSBDP: We recall Korn and Poincaré inequalities in GSBDP. In what
follows, we say that a: R — R? is a rigid motion if a is affine with e(a) = $(Va + (Va)T) =
0. We start by Korn and Korn-Poincaré inequalities for functions with small jump set, see [21]
Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 3.2 (Korn inequality for functions with small jump set). Let 2 C R? be a bounded
Lipschitz domain and let 1 < p < +00. Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(£2,p) > 0 such that for
all uw € GSBDP((2) there exists a set of finite perimeter w C 2 with

HIH0"w) S AHT (), LYw) < e(HH ()@Y
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and a rigid motion a such that
lu = allLr(2\w) + VU = Val Lo (o\w) < clle(w) () (3.2)
Moreover, there exists v € WHP(£2; RY) such that v =u on 2\ w and
le()llzr(e2) < clle(u)llzr(e)-

Note that in [2I, Theorem 1.1] £¢(w) < e(H?1(J,))¥ @Y has not been stated explicitly, but
it readily follows from H4™1(0*w) < ¢H9~1(J,) by the isoperimetric inequality.

Remark 3.3 (Scaling invariance on cubes). If £2 = @, for p > 0, then we find w C @, and a rigid
motion a such that

Hd_l(a*w) < EHd_l(Ju), £d(w) < E(Hd_l(Ju))d/(d_l)

and

[ aHiP(Qp\w) < EPPHG(U)”ip(Qp)v
where ¢ = ¢(p) > 0 is independent of the sidelength p. This follows by a standard rescaling
argument.

Note that the above result is indeed only relevant for functions with sufficiently small jump
set, as otherwise one can choose w = {2, and trivially holds. In other words, for functions
with jump set whose measure is comparable to the size of the domain, Theorem [3.2] might not
give any information. A finer result, yet restricted to the two-dimensional setting, is provided by
the following piecewise Korn-Poincaré inequality. (For the definition and properties of Caccioppoli
partitions we refer to [6, Section 4.4].)

Proposition 3.4 (Piecewise Korn-Poincaré inequality). Let £2 C R? be an open, bounded set with
Lipschitz boundary, and let 0 < 0 < 0y for some 0y sufficiently small. Then, there is some Cy =
Cp(0) > 0 such that the following holds: for each w € GSBD?*(2) we find a (finite) Caccioppoli

partition 2 = RU U;-Izl P;, and corresponding rigid motions (aj)j:1 such that
J
M > ) HU (PN 2)\ J) +H ((0"RN2)\ J,) < O(H' (J) +H' (892)),
]:

(i) L*(R) < O(H'(J.) +H'(092))?, L2(P)) >0 forallj=1,...,J,
(iil) |lu — ajllz~(p,) < Colle(u)l|L2(2) forallj=1,...,J. (3.3)

Proof. The statement is a slightly simplified version of [45, Theorem 4.1]. We briefly explain how
the result can be obtained therefrom. We define 6y < 1/¢, where ¢ is the constant from [45]
Theorem 4.1] and apply [45, Theorem 4.1] for 6/c in place of . Then, (3.3)(i) follows from [45,
(18)(i)], where we denote the component Py by R. Item (3.3))(ii) follows from [45, (17)(i), (18)(ii)],
choosing 6y sufficiently small such that C > 6p. Finally, (3.3))(iii) follows from [45] (18)(iii)],
where also a corresponding Korn-type estimate has been proved. O

To control the affine mappings appearing in the above results, we will also make use of the
following elementary lemma (see [44, Lemma 3.4]).

Lemma 3.5. Let G € R4 b c RY. Let § >0, R > 0, and let 1: Ry — Ry be a continuous,
strictly increasing function with ¥(0) = 0. Consider a measurable, bounded set E C R? with
E C Bgr(0) and LYE) > §. Then there exists a continuous, strictly increasing function Ty :
Y(Ry) — Ry with 74,(0) = 0 only depending on §, R, and ¢ such that

(Gl + 16l < (£, (G b))
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If (t) =P, p € [1,00), then Ty can be chosen as Ty(t) = ct™? for ¢ = ¢(p,d, R) > 0. Moreover,
there exists ¢y > 0 only depending on 8, d, and R such that

||Gx+bHL°°(BR(O)) SCQHGLE'F(J”Ll(E) (34)

Approximation: The following result is a special version of [2I, Theorem 5.1]. (For the
definition and properties of GSBV functions we refer to [6, Section 4.5].)

Theorem 3.6 (Approximation). Let 2 C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and let 1 < p < +oc.
Let u € GSBDP(§2). Then there exists a sequence (un)n, C GSBVP(2;RY) N LP(£2;RY) such that

(i) un, — u in measure on (2,
(i) le(un) = e(uw)llLr () = 0,
(iii) HY (T, ATy) — 0.

Moreover, each u,, lies in WP (02 \ (I, U@y,)), where I}, is closed and the finite union of C*-
manifolds, and &, is a finite union of cubes.

Compactness: We recall the following compactness result in GSBDP (see [26, Theorem 1.1]).

Theorem 3.7 (Compactness). Let 2 C R? be open and bounded. Let (u,), be a sequence in
GSBDP((2) such that

SUpP,,cn (”e(un)HLp(_Q) + ’Hd_l(Jun)) < 4o00. (3.5)

Then, there exists a subsequence, still denoted (uy,)n, such that Go := {x € 2 : |u,(x)] — oo} has
finite perimeter, and a function u € GSBDP(S2) with u =0 in G such that

(i) up —u L%a.e. on 2\ G,

(i) e(un) — e(u) in LP(02\ Guoo; RXD),

sym

(iii) lminf H(J,,) > HTH (T, U (07 Ga N 2)). (3.6)
n—oo

A control on (3.5) does in general not imply that the sequence converges in measure which is

reflected by the presence of the set G,. The latter can be understood as the parts of the domain

which are (almost) completely disconnected by the jump set (J,, ), such that the functions (uy),

can take arbitrarily large values on these pieces. To ensure measure convergence on the entire
domain, one needs to pass to modifications of (up ).

Theorem 3.8 (Compactness for modifications). Let 2 C 2’ C R? be bounded Lipschitz domains.
Let (&,)n be a sequence of functionals of the form (2.3) with densities satisfying (2.1)) and (2.12)).
Let (u9), € WYP(Q';R%) be converging in LP(2;R?) to some u® € WHLP(Q';RY).  Consider
(un)n C GSBDP(§2') with u, = ud on '\ 2 and sup, ey En(tn, 2') < +00.
Then, we find a subsequence (not relabeled), modifications (yn)n C GSBDP(£2) satisfying

Yn = ud on 2\ 2, L4{e(yn) # e(un)}) < 2 for alln € N, (3.7)

- n

and a limiting function u € GSBDP(L') with u = u® on '\ 2 such that y,, — u in measure on
2" and e(yn) — e(u) weakly in LP(£2'; REXD).

Moreover, if p = d = 2 and (|Vul|?), are equiintegrable, then the modifications (y,)n can be chosen
in such a way that we also have

En(yn, 1) < En(un, 2') + for alln € N. (3.8)

1
n
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Proof. Up to small adaptions, the case p = d = 2 has been addressed in [45, Theorem 6.1,
Remark 6.3]. In [45], only a single energy and a single boundary datum was considered, but an
inspection of the proof shows that the statement can be extended to the above setting. In fact, the
crucial point is that the growth conditions and hold uniformly in n € N. Moreover,
the property £2({e(yn) # e(u,)}) < + was not noted explicitly in [45], but follows from the
construction, see [45], (65)-(66)]. We also refer to [42, Theorem 3.1] for an analogous statement in
GSBVP.

The statement for d > 2 and 1 < p < +oo can be found in [28] Theorem 1.1]. The result is
weaker than the one in [45] in the sense that cannot be guaranteed. We briefly explain that
is satisfied. Indeed, the modifications (y, ), are obtained from (u,,), by subtracting piecewise
rigid motions (af); associated to a fixed Caccioppoli partition (P;);, i.e., yn = up — Zj ajxp;, see
[28, (1.4)]. This even yields

L4({e(yn) # e(un)}) =0 for all n € N. (3.9)

As up, = uf on 2\ 2 and u), — u°, [28, (1.5b)] allows us to choose a = 0 for all components P;

intersecting §2" \ £2. This ensures y, = u,, = ud on 2"\ §2. O
Lower semicontinuity: We start with a definition from [43].

Definition 3.9 (Symmetric joint convexity). We say that 7: R? x R? x RY — [0,4+00) is a

symmetric jointly convex function if

7(i, j,v) = sup(gn(i) — gn(4)) - v forall (i,7,v) € R? x R* x R? with i # 7,
heN

where g5, : R — R? is a uniformly continuous, bounded, and conservative vector field for every
heN.

The following result can be found in [43, Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 3.10 (Lower semicontinuity of surface integrals in GSBDP). Let 7: RY x R? x R? —
[0, +00) be a symmetric jointly convex function. Then, for every sequence (uy), C GSBDP({2),
p > 1, converging in measure to u € GSBDP((2), and satisfying the condition

sup (le(un)llLr(2) + H*  (Ju,)) < +oo,
ne
we have that

/ T(utum, ) dHE < linrggf 7wl uy vy, ) dHITL
w Jun

In the present paper, we will use that certain densities depending only on the normal are
symmetric jointly convex. More precisely, we have the following result (see [43, Proposition 4.11]).

Proposition 3.11. A function 7: R? x R x R? — [¢, +00), ¢ > 0, of the form 7(i,j,v) = ¥(v)
for all (i,5,v) € RT x RY x RY, i # j, is symmetric jointly conver if 1: R — [0, +00) is even,
positively 1-homogeneous, and convex.

We close with a lower semicontinuity result for modifications in the setting of Theorem [3.8] It
is a special case of [28, Theorem 1.2] for integrands not depending on the jump height.

Lemma 3.12 (Lower semicontinuity of surface integrals for modifications). Consider the setting
of Theorem|[3.§ for a sequence (uy), with corresponding modifications (yn)n and limiting function
u. Furthermore, let h: 2 x ST=1 — [0, +00) be a density satisfying such that v+~ h(x,v) is
even and symmetric jointly convex for all x € {2. Moreover, suppose that h is uniformly continuous
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on 2 x S and that for H* '-a.e. x € 02N ' it holds that h(z,vo(x)) = lim,_s o0 h(Tn, V) for
sequences (x,)n C 2 and (vp)n C ST1 with 2, — = and v, — vo, where vo(x) denotes the outer
normal at x € 02 N . Then, it holds that

/ h(z,v,) dHI < lim inf h(x, vy, ) dHEL. (3.10)
u nTree Jup

Proof. First, we reduce the problem to the case that h is continuous on the entire set 2/ x S¢~1,
We can construct an extension of h to 2/, called h, with h = h on 2 x S, which still satisfies
that v — B(x,v) is even and symmetric jointly convex for all z € (2. This can be done by a
local construction, first extending to the boundary and then reflecting with respect to = across
0{2: clearly, the two properties which hold for fixed x with respect to v are preserved. Moreover,
we have h(x,vq(z)) = h(z,vo(z)) for H¥ l-a.e. z € 2N 2. Now it suffices to check for
h in place of h. In fact, as J,,,.J, C 2N (2, see Theorem [3.8] it holds that v, (z) = ve(x) for
Hi ae. x € J, NON (and likewise for u,).

Now, for h can be deduced from [28, Theorem 1.2]: first, observe that h satisfies (g1)-
(gs5) therein, where in particular (g5) is trivial as h does not depend on the jump height, and
(g4) follows from Theorem Then, the lower semicontinuity of the surface term follows from
[28, Equation (4.3)], once we clarify the role played by the Caccioppoli partition (P;);. To this
end, recall that the modifications (yn ), are defined as yn, = u, — >, a}xp,, see [28, (1.4)]. By a
suitable choice of (af);, see [28, below equation (4.52)], one can ensure that (J;0"P; N 2 C Jy

up to an H% l-negligible set. Therefore, in our setting, [28, Equation (4.3)] can be simplified to
dﬁ%(l‘o) > h(zg, vy(z0)) for H¥ t-a.e. g € J,. This implies (3.10]). |

3.2. I'-convergence and integral representation on Sobolev functions and piecewise
constant functions. This subsection is devoted to integral representation formulas for bulk and
surface integrals, respectively.

Bulk integrals: Let 1 < p < +oo, and let f,: 2 x R¥*? — [0, +00) be a sequence of
Carathéodory functions satisfying for some «,8 > 0. Let us consider the functionals
Fo: LYH$2;RY) x A(£2) — [0, +00] defined by

Sy fu(z,e(u)(x)) dz u € WhP(02;RY),

) (3.11)
+00 otherwise.

Fnl(u, A) = {

Proposition 3.13. There exists F: L'(2;R?) x A(£2) — [0,4+00) such that, up to subsequence
(not relabeled), the functionals F,(-, A) I'-converge in the strong topology of L*(£2;RY) to F(-, A)
for every A € A(£2). Moreover, we have that

.F(u,A):/Afo(gc,e(u)(x))dx,

where for all x € 2 and &€ € R™? the density fq is given by

ml}lp (zéva(x))'

fO(xag) = fo(x,sym(«f)) = limsup d

p—0t P

Here, {¢ is defined in (2.17) and my? in ([2.13)). Moreover, fo is a Charathéodory function satisfying
[2.1) and it holds that

(3.12)

1,p (7 Lp gy
m2 (le, Q) m2 (le,Q
fo(z, &) = limsup lim inf —Fn VTP ( 5d p(x)) = lim sup lim sup —Fn N TR ( gd p(gj)) .

p—>0+ n—oo P p*>0+ n—oo P

(3.13)
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Proof. The proof is standard (see e.g. [I2] [15]) and we only provide the main steps. The proof of
the I'-convergence part is based on standard localization techniques, see e.g. [34], Sections 18, 19].
The integral representation result and follow by adapting the global method of relazation
(see [12, Theorem 2]|) to our setting with a weaker growth condition from below in contrast to
[12], as we only control the symmetric part of the gradients. In fact, by using a Korn-Poincaré
inequality instead of the classical Poincaré inequality, one can follow the arguments in the proof
of [12, Theorem 2].

Finally, (3.13)) is also well-known and obtained as a consequence of I'-convergence: given x € 2
and ¢ € R™? by the I'-liminf inequality and the coercivity of the functionals we get

mb? (le,Qy(x)) < sup liminf m}lf (le, Qp (2)) (3.14)
p'€(0,p) "0
for all p > 0. (The passage to smaller cubes @, (z) is necessary to ensure that boundary values
at 0Q,(x) are preserved under convergence.) On the other hand, the I'-limsup inequality and the
fact that boundary values can be adjusted by the fundamental estimate show

limsgp m;_lf (e, Qp(x)) < m? (le, Qp(x)) (3.15)
n—
for all p > 0. By combining (3.14)—(3.15) and using (3.12)) we get (3.13)). O

Surface integrals: We now address the surface part of functionals defined in . Consider
the representation formula for functions v = uz ¢ 0, given in for x € 2, v € ST1, and
¢ € R?. First, it is instrumental to simplify whenever the density g satisfies . Indeed,
by [23, Theorem A.1], each v € PR({2) can be represented as v(z) = Y, .n(Ax x + br)x p, () for
x € §2, where (Ay)r C R‘Siléflv, (bx)r C R and (Py)x denotes a Caccioppoli partition of §2 (see
[0, Section 4.4]). Therefore, in view of the fact that g does not depend on the jump height (see
(2.12), one can check that the minimization problem can be restricted to functions where
the partition consists of exactly two sets. More precisely, for € £2, v € S, and ¢ € R?,
can be rewritten as

mE (ug 0., A) = mEC (U, A) = ve}i}rg(m {€(w,A): v =1y, in aneighborhood of 0A},
(3.16)

where PC(2) = {u € L'({;RY): u = eyxr: T C 2 with T set of finite perimeter} denotes the
space of piecewise constant functions attaining only the values 0 and e;, and u,, is defined in
(12.17).

We now address I'-convergence and integral representation of functionals G,,: PC(£2) x A(£2) —
[0, +00) defined by

Gn(u, A) ::/J o Gn (2, v (2)) dHI (2) (3.17)

for all A € A(R2), u € PC(A), where g,, : 2 xSt — [0, +00) is a Borel function satisfying (2.12)).

Proposition 3.14. There exists G: PC(£2) x A(£2) — [0,+00) such that, up to subsequence (not
relabeled), G (-, A) I'-converges with respect to the strong L' (£2;RY)-convergence to G(-, A) for all
A € A(R2). Moreover, for all u € PC(£2) we have that

G(u, A) :/Aru go(z, vy () d?—[dil(x), (3.18)

u
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where for all x € £2 and v € ST~! the density go is given by

mEC (1, 0, QY1)

go(z,v) := lim %lip e (3.19)
p—
Moreover, go satisfies and it holds that
m5Z% (uy ,, QY (x mbC (i, Q% (x
go(z,v) = limsup lim inf 6. ( xd’ IQ’)( ) = lim sup lim sup —2= ( xd’ IQP( )) (3.20)
p—0+ NTX P p—0+t n—oo P

Proof. We apply [4, Theorem 3.2] and [12] Theorem 3] to obtain the representation (3.18)-(3.19).

Finally, (3.20) can be derived by I'-convergence as explained in (3.14))—(3.15]), where we employ
the fundamental estimate on PC(£2) for the inequality analogous to (3.15)), see [4, Lemma 4.4].

(We also refer to [44, Lemmas 6.3, 7.5] for similar arguments in PR({2).) O

Proof of Proposition[2.3 Consider a sequence of functionals (&), of the form (2.3 for densities

(fn) and (g,) satisfying (2.1) and (2.12]), respectively, Then, with the notation in (3.11)) and (3.17)),
thanks to (2.15)—(2.16)), for all A € A(£2) it holds that &, (u, A) = F,(u, A) for all u € WHP(2; R?
and |E,(u, A) — Gn(u, A)| < BLI(A) for all u € PR(£2). Now, the statement of Proposition

follows immediately from (3.13]), (3.16)), and, (3.20). O

Remark 3.15. For later reference, we point out that we have shown that f = f; and g = go,

where the densities f,g are given in Proposition and fo, go are defined in (3.12)) and (3.19),

respectively.

The following result can be found in [5, Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 3.16 (Relaxation). Consider a continuous density h satisfying and denote the
corresponding functional in (3.17)) by S. Then, the relazed functional

S(u, A) := inf {lim inf S(up, A): u, — u in measure on .Q} ,

n— oo

for allu € PC(£2) and A € A(£2) admits an integral representation

S(u, 4) = /J ) 4 ),

where for each x € §2, the density h(x,-) is the BV -elliptic envelope of h, i.e.,

h(z,v) = uePing{) { /.]vﬂQll’ h(z, vy (y)) dHI " (y): v = 1o, in a neighborhood of 6@’1’} (3.21)

for all v € S, where wg,,, is defined in ([2.17).

Corollary 3.17. Suppose that h is given as in Proposition and suppose that v — h(x,v) is
even for all x € £2. Then, it holds that
_ m5C (i, ,, Qp(z))

h(z,v) := limsup
p—0F pd71

(3.22)

for all x € 2 and v € S*~1. Moreover, for each x € 2, the function h(z,-) is even and symmetric
jointly convex, as defined in Deﬁm’tion (as a function independent of the variables i and j).
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Proof. First, as S is the I'-limit of the constant sequence S, (3.19)—(3.20) imply ([3.22). We fix

x € £2, and show that h(z,-) is symmetric jointly convex. First, since the functional S is lower
semicontinuous in PC(§2), we get that h(x,-) is convex by [6, Theorem 5.11]. It is elementary to
check that h(z,-) is still even. Eventually, v + |v|h(z,v/|v|) can be understood as a positively
1-homogeneous function for v € R%. Then Proposition implies that h(z, -) is symmetric jointly
convex (as a function independent of the variables ¢ and j). O

Remark 3.18 (BV- and BD-elliptic envelope). In view of (3.16]), we observe that the character-
izations given in (2.23) and (3.21) coincide, i.e., in the present setting the BV- and BD-elliptic
envelope are the same.

4. COMPACTNESS OF I'-CONVERGENCE IN GSBDP

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem The result is based on the localization
method of I'-convergence along with the recent integral representation result [31]. For the first
part, the main ingredient is a fundamental estimate in GSBDP. We start by addressing this tool,
and afterwards we proceed with the proof of Theorem

4.1. Fundamental estimate in GSBDP. We use the following convention in the whole subsec-
tion: given A € A({2), we may regard every u € GSBDP(A) as a measurable function on {2,
extended by u = 0 on 2\ A. We start by formulating the fundamental estimate.

Proposition 4.1 (Fundamental estimate in GSBDP). Let §2 C R? be open, and let 1 < p < +oc.
Letn > 0 and let A, A, B € A(2) with A’ CC A. Assume that A\ A’ C B, or that B has Lipschitz
boundary. Then, there exists a function A: GSBDP(A) x GSBDP(B) — [0,400] which is lower
semicontinuous with respect to convergence in measure and satisfies

A(z1,22) = 0 whenever z; — 20 — 0 in measure on (A\ A')N B (4.1)

such that the following holds: for every functional € in (2.3) with densities f, g satisfying (2.1])—
(12.2) and for every u € GSBDP(A), v € GSBDP(B) there ezists a function w € GSBDP(A’ U B)
such that

(i) E(w,A'UB) < (1+n)(E(u, A) + E(v, B)) + Alu,v) +n,
(i) [fmin{jw —ul, [w = v[}[7, 4up) < Alu,v) +0(E(u, A) + (v, B)) +n,
(ili) w=wu on A" and w=v on B\ A. (4.2)

Remark 4.2. Let us start with some comments on the result:

(i) A main technique of the proof is the Korn inequality for G.S BDP-functions with small jump
sets, see Theorem 3.2} This allows us to establish an LP-control on min{|w —ul, [w—v|} in ({£.2)(ii).
In contrast, we point out that each function u, v, w itself might not even be integrable.

(ii) The statement is much easier to prove when (4.1]) is replaced by
A(z1,22) = 0 whenever |z1 — 22|/ zr((a\a)nB) — 0.

This corresponds to a fundamental estimate in GSBDP(£2) N LP(£2; R?), see [31, Lemma 3.7]. The
latter in turn is inspired by the original statement in SBV? formulated in [I1l Proposition 3.1].
The arguments there basically rely on a suitable cut-off construction between the functions u and v.
This special case is not enough for our purposes as it requires LP-integrability of the functions which
is not available in our setting. We also point out that a truncation argument as [I1, Lemma 3.5]
is not applicable. As a remedy, we use an alternative technique, based on Theorem
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(iii) In contrast to [31, Lemma 3.7], we need the condition A\ A’ C B, unless one assumes that
B has Lipschitz boundary.

Proof of Proposition[{.1 We begin with a short outline of the proof. We start by partitioning the
set A\ A’ into ‘layers’ where we will eventually ‘join’ u and v by a cut-off construction. These layers
are additionally covered by a collection of small cubes (Step 1). In each of these cubes, we apply
a Korn inequality in GSBDP (Theorem [3.2)) on the function © — v (Step 2), and we analyze the
corresponding expectional sets (Step 3) and rigid motions (Step 4). Based on this, we introduce
modifications of u and v such that their difference lies in L? (Step 5). Then, we apply a cut-off
construction similar to [3I, Lemma 3.7] or [II, Proposition 3.1] (Step 6) and obtain the desired
function w satisfying (Step 7).

We will focus on the case where A\ A’ C B. At the end, we will indicate the minor changes
to be done when this is not assumed, but instead B has Lipschitz boundary. To account for this
alternative assumption, along the proof we will write (A\ A’) N B in place of A\ A’ several times,
although the intersection with B is redundant under condition A\ A’ C B.

Step 1: Preliminaries. Let np > 0, and let the sets A’, A, B € A(£2) with A’ cC Aand A\ A'C B
be given. In this step, we introduce several parameters and coverings that we will use throughout

the proof. We fix k£ € N sufficiently large such that
1201 5%de (1 + LY(A\ A'))
< 4.3
ka? = (43)
where ¢ > 1 denotes the constant from Remark d the dimension, and «, 8 are defined in ({2.1)).

Let Aq,..., Apy1 be open subsets of R? with A’ CC A} CC ... CC Apyy CC A. We also define
further open sets A; CC A;r CC A CCAjpgfori=1,....k, and let

Si = (A1 \ 4;) N B, Ti = (A5, \ A7) N B (4.4)

fori=1,....k. As A\ A" C B, wegetT; CCS; C AnB fori=1,...,k (The intersection in
(4.4) with B is redundant, but added in order to highlight that the sets are contained in A N B.)
Moreover, let ; € C>(R%[0,1]) with ¢; =1 on A and ¢; =0 on RY\ A7, |, ie.,

{0<p; <1} CT. (4.5)
Define 9: Ry — [0,1) by 9(t) := %5 for t > 0 and observe that
Uy — w in measure on U € A((?) if and only if / Y(Juy, — ul)dz — 0. (4.6)
U

We apply Lemma for § = 1/2 and R = V/d, and let 7,: [0,1) — R, be the continuous, strictly
increasing function with 7,(0) = 0. As 7, is uniformly continuous on [0,1/2], we can choose
A € (0,400) such that

(i) 2 <1/2,

3 D || d ! D _ P
(i) 1275 (1+ max, [Veill5) LA\ A) max [rf(t+20) =750 <n/2, (A7)

where here and the following 7,/(-) := (7y(+))?. The constant A will become relevant later for the
definition of A, see in particular (4.16)) and (4.31)). Recalling T; CC S;, we pick a further constant
p € (0,1) sufficiently small such that

() APt <A () p< min {dist(T S0, Vel ) (48)
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For eachi = 1...,k, we cover T; up to set of £L%-negligible measure with a finite number of pairwise
disjoint open cubes Q" := (Q%); with centers (x}); C pZ? N T; and sidelength p. In view of (4.4)

and (4.8)(ii), we get
ECUij- ccS;c AnB. (4.9)

We now fix u € GSBDP(A) and v € GSBDP(B), where u and v are extended by zero outside A
and B, respectively. In the following proof, we will assume without loss of generality that

2p_d/ Y(lu —v])de < 1/2. (4.10)
A\A")NB

Indeed, if this does not hold, we simply set A(u,v) = 400 and w = uxa + vXB\4- Then, is
clearly satisfied. In the sequel, we will also assume that o < 1 < 8 which is not restrictive.

Step 2: Classification of cubes and Korn’s inequality. In this step of the proof, we distinguish ‘good
and bad cubes’ and apply Theorem on good cubes. Corresponding exceptional sets and rigid
motions are analyzed in Step 3 and Step 4 below, respectively. Fix ¢ = 1,...,k. We define the
collection of bad cubes, denoted by Qi ,, as the subset of cubes (Q;) ; with the property

(20) T HI (1 U 1) 01Q5) + (@)%, ey + () gy Z %7 (4.11)

We also let ngod Q" \ Q} 4. For each QZ € ngod, we apply Theorem [3.2[ for © — v to obtain

exceptional sets w; and rigid motions aJ such that

(i) ’del(a* D <eHT (L, UT)NQ), LW < e(HT((Ju U ) n @)Y Y,
() flu— 0= 317, oy < el = 0)2, g0 (4.12)
(See also Remark ) For each Q; € Qi ,, we define the exceptional set wé- simply by
L= Q). (4.13)

Step 8: Korn’s inequality and exceptional sets. We now show that for each cube Q; we have
HIH(0"w]) < C(H 1 (Ju N Q1) + M (T @)+ ()%, gy + o) ) (414)

where C' := 4dc, and ¢ > 1 denotes again the constant from Remark Indeed, for Q% € Qéood this

follows directly from ([#.12)(i). For Qé € Q} , instead, we first observe that "Hdil(a*w;i) = 2dpd~1,

see 1) Then, by (4.11) we obtain
Hd Horw)) = p7t < (20T HET ((Ju U ) N QY) + [le(u)?, @) T le@IL i)
from Whlch - ) follows. Moreover, for Ql € ngod, by (4.11) and ( - i) we get
£w) < e(H V(10U T N Qi)Y @D < L ﬁd(QZ) (4.15)

27

Step 4: Korn's inequality and rigid motions. Recall that 7, [0,1) — Ry is the function obtained
by Lemmafor §=1/2 and R = V/d. For each z; € GSBDP(A) and z, € GSBDP(B) we define

A1) = 278 (27 /(A\A)Bw(zl—22|)dx+2)\), (4.16)
N

whenever 2p~ f(A \ANB Y(lu —v|)de < 1/2 and A, (21,22) = +oo else. (Note that this is well
defined by (4.7))(i). It will lead to a definition of A in (4.31)) that it is consistent with the definition

below (4.10] )
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The goal of this step is to prove the estimate

||a;||§P(Q@\Wi_ < LUQ5) Aulu,v) for all Q) € Q" (4.17)
By definition of w , see , it is clear that this needs to be checked only for cubes in ngod To
this end, we first note by - ) that
1
£UQ\ wh) > SLQ)) = 5o (4.18)

We write the rigid motions @} as a}(x) = A%z + b}, and denote by z% the center of the cube Q.
We can apply Lemmafor d=1/2,R= \/g G= pAZ b=1"bt —l—A; xj, and F = p_l(Qé\wé —$;)
to find

plAS| + [} + Aj | < T¢(]{Ew(|Gx + b)) dr) = Tw(][ ¥(lai]) dz), (4.19)

Qi\w}
where in the second step we used a change of variables. We now estimate the integral on the right
hand side of (4.19)). By the triangle inequality, the monotonicity of ¥, and the subadditivity of ¥

we get
[ wtahdes [ wu-v-ahdot [ wu-u)ds
A\ Qi \w} Q\}
Note that ¥(t) = 1+t < A+ A7PtP for all t > 0. Therefore, we get
i —p oy d(Nt _
/Qi.\w'i. 7,[)(|aj|)da:§ AP |lu—v—al HLP(Q i) + AL (Q \w / Y(lu—vl])dz (4.20)
For the first addend, we further compute by (4.11) and - (ii) that

o= 0= gy < Nl = ey < 270 (el ey + o) )
< 2 lephpt T,
where we used that Q’ € ngod This along with (4.8))(i), (4.18)), and (4.20]) yields

. 1
W(lak]) < —ps APl A / Gu—vl) <20 | p(ju—wvl) +2x
Foy 180 = 7 77 )

(4.21)
A simple calculation also yields
||a HLP(Q ) < Ed(Q) sup \A; T+ b§»|p = Ed(Qé-) sup |A; (z —1—1‘3) + b§|p
z€QE ©€Q,
< £HQ5) 277 ((JAL )P + bl + AL ah|P). (4.22)

Now we obtain (4.17) by using that 7 is increasing and by combining (4.19), (4.21), and (4.22).

Step 5: Modifications of u. In this step of the proof, we will modify the function u on S; (recall
(4.4)) such that its difference to v restricted to T; lies in LP. For each i = 1,... k, we define
wt = U; wé-, and we note that w® C U; Q; CC S; by (4.9). We introduce the function

Ui = UX A\wi T VXwi € GSBDP(A). (4.23)
We now prove the estimates
(i) E(us, S) < (1+CBa ) (E(u, S) + E(v, Sy)),
(i) lui = vl7p gy < C4L a™ P (E(u, Si) + E(v, 5i)) + 2P LU(S) Ax (u, v), (4.24)
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where C' = 4d¢ is the constant of (4.14]). To prove (i), we first use (2.2)) to get
E(ui, Si) < E(u, Si) + E(v,8;) + BHIH (0% w"). (4.25)
By (4.9) and (4.14]) we then compute
Hd—l o* 7 < Hd_l o* i
U 0) < 5Y HINO%w)
d—1 i d—1 i
<OBY (M (0N Q)+ H (@Y + el ) + )
< Cﬂ(Hd_l(Ju n Sl> + Hd_l(Jv N Si) + ||e<u)||1£p(5i) + ||e(v)||1[),p(si)>7

where we used that the cubes are pairwise disjoint. Then, (i) follows from (4.25) and the lower
bound in (2.1)~(2.2). We now address (4.24) (ii). To this end, for each cube Q%, by using ([4.12))(ii)
and (4.17) we get

—_ p PR
f|lu UHLp(Q}\w;;) <
< 271 pPlefu = 0) %, g0, + 2 W ira

p—1 p—1 pd 7
<127 (elw) 12, g + 12y >) 2 £ A ).
Then, summing over all cubes and using (4.9) as well as we derive

27w = v = 1%, iy + 2 N grray

i = 0G0y < D e = vl i
< 7120 (e 5, + N s,)) + 277 £50) A (uv).
In view of (2.1)) and C' > ¢, this shows (4.24))(ii), and concludes this step of the proof.

Step 6: Cuff-off construction. We now perform a cut-off to join the functions u; and v. Recalling
u; defined in (4.23) and the functions ; introduced before (4.5), we define the functions w; :=
oiui + (1 — ;) v € GSBDP(A’ UB) for i = 1,...,k. By (4.4), w* CC S;, and (4.23) we get

E(wi,A’ U B) < S(UZ, (A/ @] B) N A;’_) —|—5(U,B \ Ai_+1) + S(wi,Si)
< E(u, A) + E(u;, ;) + E(v, B) + E(w;, Sy). (4.26)

The second term has already been estimated in (4.24])(i). We now address the last term. By using
the upper bounds in (2.1)—(2.2) we compute (by ® we denote the symmetrized vector product)

E(ws, S) < / B+ le(w)P) dz + BHY (T, N S:)

< BLYS;) —|—ﬁ/ |<pie(ui) + (1 =gi)e(v)+ Vo, ® —) |p dz + fH YJw, NS)
< BLY(S:) + 314 / ()l + e(v)[? + [Viprllus — v]?) d
+ﬁ(7—ld Y Ju, NS +HH (T, N S)).

Using the lower bounds (2.1)—(2.2), (4.5)), and (4.24))(i) we then get
E(wi, 8;) < 377 B (E(ui, Si) + E(v, Si)) + 37 BV 1B llui — vll o,y + BLI(S:)
<3 Bat 2+ CBa)(E(u, Si) + E(v,S;)) + 3P B Vi B |Jus — Lz, + BLA(S;).
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By (4.8)(ii), (4.24), (4.26), and the fact that CBa~t > Ba~! > 1 we thus derive after some
computation

E(w;, A UB) < E(u, A) + E(v, B) + 2CBa™ (E(u, S;) + E(v, 8:)) + E(w;, S))
< E(u, A) + E(v, B) + (2C + €37 + C12°7 1) (Ba™ )2 (E(u, S;) + E(v, Sy))

+ 671 B Vs |2 L4(S;) A (u, v) + BLAS;). (4.27)
Step 7: Deﬁmtion of w and A. We finally define w and A, and we show estimate (4.2)). Recalling
that the sets (9;)%_, are pairwise disjoint and contained in (A\ A")N B C AN B, see (4.4)), we can

choose ig € {1,...,k} such that

E(u, Siy) + E(v, Siy) + %Ed(S,»O) < Zz_ (u, S;) + E(v, Si) + cd(s )

IN

%(5@, A)+ E, B) + 5cd(A \4)). (4.28)

Recall C' = 4de. As o < 1, we have 12P*1déB/(2a?) > 1. Then, by (4.3), (4.27), and (4.28) the

function w := w;, satisfies

E(w,A/UB) < E(w, A) + E(v B)er(f(u Siy) + E(v, S; )Jr}[:d(S‘ )) + M A, (u,v)
bl — bl b CY2 » Mg ) 0 2 0 * bl

< (1+n)(E(w, A) +E(v, B)) + MA.(u,v) +1/2, (4.29)

where for shorthand we have defined M := 6P~18(1 +max;—1,__1 [|[Vyil[%) LA\ A"). In a similar
fashion, as 8 > 1, by analogous estimates, taking (4.24))(ii), (4.3) and (4.28) into account, we get

luio = V%0, ) < n(E(, A) + E(v, B)) + MAw(u,v) +1/2. (4.30)
We let
A(z1, 20) = M2P7P (2p d/ e —22|)dx>, (4.31)
(A\ANNB

whenever 2p~¢ f(A\A,)mB Y(lu—v])dez < 1/2 and A(z1, z2) = +oco else. (Note that this is consistent
with the definition below (4.10]).) Then, A is lower semicontinuous by Fatou’s lemma and the fact

that 7, is continuous and increasing. Moreover, in view of (4.6), we easily check that (4.1)) is
satisfied since 7,4 (0) = 0, see Lemma Eventually, by (4.7))(ii) and (4.16) we find

[A(u,v) — M A (u,v)] <n/2. (4.32)
This along with (4.29)) yields (4.2))(i). Recalling that w = @;,u;, + (1 — @4, )v and that {u # u;, } C

Siy C A\ A" as well as p;; =1 on A" and ¢;, = 0 outside A, we get (4.2)(iii). Moreover, in view
of (4.23), w = v on w®, and the fact that {0 < ¢;, < 1} C T}, C Sy, (see (4.5))), we compute

[ min{w —ul, |w = v[}|Lraup) = [[min{lw — v, [w = v[} e (s, \wio) < iy = vllLez,)-
Finally, by (4.30) and (4.32]) we get that (4.2))(ii) holds true. This concludes the proof whenever
A\ A’ C B.

If B has Lipschitz boundary, the condition A\ A’ C B is dispensable. In fact, we can still cover
each set T; defined in (4.4]) with cubes of sidelength p, see Step 1. These cubes, however, are not
necessarily contained in B. Still, we can apply Korn’s inequality on the cubes in Step 2 by extending
v = 0 outside B, at the expense of an additional term CHY (9B N Q;) on the right hand side
of the estimate on H~ 1(8* ) see (A.14). This implies an additional addend CSHI (OB N S;)
on the right hand side of (1) Eventually, in (4.28]), this leads to an additional addend on
the right hand side of the form THI"HOB N (A\ A’)). This can be made arbitrarily small for k
sufficiently large. O
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4.2. Proof of Theorem [2.1} We consider a sequence of functionals (&), of the form (2.3]). We
start by proving some properties of the I'-liminf and I'-limsup with respect to the topology of the
convergence in measure. To this end, we define

&' (u, A) =T —liminf &, (u, A) = inf { liminf &, (u,, A) : u,, — u in measure on A},
n—o00 n—o0

E"(u,A) :=T —limsup &, (u, A) = inf { limsup &, (uy, A) : u, — u in measure on A}  (4.33)

n—oo n—oo

for all u € GSBDP({2) and A € A(£2).

Lemma 4.3 (Properties of I'-liminf and I'-limsup). Let 2 C R? be open. Let E,: GSBDP(2) x
A(£2) — [0,00) be a sequence of functionals as in , where we assume that f, and g, satisfy

and (2.9), respectively, for all n € N. Define & and £ as in ([4.33)). For brevity, we write
Z(u, A) = |le(u)l[70(a) + HIL(J, N A). Then we have
(i) &'(u,A) < &' (u,B), E"(u, A) < &"(u, B)  whenever A C B,
(i) aZ(u, A) < E'(u, A) < E"(u, A) < BZ(u, A) + BLY(A),
(iii) &'(u,A) =supgcca€'(u,B), E"(u,A) =suppcca&”(u,B) whenever A € A($2),
) &'(u, AU B) < &'(u, A) + &"(u, B),
E"(u, AUB) < &"(u, A) + E"(u, B)  whenever A, B € A({2), (4.34)

where a, B appear in and .

(iv

Proof of Lemma[f.3 Apart from (iii), the proof is standard. For convenience of the reader, how-
ever, we describe the arguments here to some extent. First, property (i) follows from the fact
that all &,(u,-) are measures. The upper bound in (ii) follows by ([2.1)-(2:2) and by taking the
constant sequence u,, = u in (4.33). For the lower bound in (ii), let us consider an (almost) optimal

sequence (wy), in (4.33). By the growth conditions (2.1) and (2.2) we get that (3.5) is satisfied,

i.e., we can apply Theorem Since the sequence (wy,), converges in measure to u, the set G
has L%-negligible measure. Then, (2.1)-(2.2) along with (3.6](ii),(iii) imply the lower bound.

As a preparation for (iii) and (iv), we show the following: for all sets D, E, F € A({2), E CC
F CcC D, we have

&'(u,D) < Ew,F)+&"(uw,D\E), &"(u,D)<E"(u,F)+E&"(u,D\E). (4.35)

Indeed, let (uy)n, (vn)n C GSBDP(£2) be sequences converging in measure to v on F and D\ E,
respectively, such that

E"(u, F) = limsup,,_, o0 En(tn, F), E"(u, D\ E) = limsup,,_,.. En(vn, D\ E). (4.36)

Fix n > 0. We apply Proposition for A= F, B= D\E, and some A’ € A(f2) with
E cc A cC F. Note that we indeed have A’ CC A and A\ A" C B. We get a function
w) € GSBDP(D) satistying (see (4.2)(i))

En(wl, D) < (14 n)(Enltn, F) + En(vn, D\ E)) + Ay (un, vy) +n, (4.37)

where A, is the function given in . (We include 7 in the notation to highlight the fact that the
definition of A, depends on 7.) We observe that u,, — v, tends to 0 in measure on F'\ E. Hence, we
get Ay (up,v,) — 0 by (&I). By a diagonal argument we can find a sequence (17,), C (0, +00) such
that 7, — 0 and A, (un,v,) = 0 as n — co. We now define w,, := wj* for n € N. Recall that
(un)n and (vy), converge in measure to u on F and D \ E, respectively. In view of (4.2))(ii),(iii),
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we get that w,, converges in measure to v on D. Then, by using (4.33)), (4.36)—(4.37), and 7,, — 0
we obtain

E"(u, D) < limsup,, .. En(Wn, D) < E"(u, F) + &"(u, D\ E).
This implies the second estimate in (4.35). A similar argument yields the first one.
Let us now show (iii), i.e., the inner regularity of & and £”. By (4.34)(ii) and (4.35) we get

E"(u, D) < &"(u, F) + BZ(u,D\ E) + BLYD \ E).

Since we can choose D and E in such a way that Z(u, D\ E) and £L¢(D\ E)) can be taken arbitrarily
small, and £”(u,-) is an increasing set function, we obtain £”(u, D) < suppccpE”(u, F). This
shows (iii) for £”. The proof for £ is similar.

Finally, we show (iv). Observe that the inequalities are clear if ANB = ). Let A, B € A(2) with
nonempty intersection. Given € > 0, one can choose M CcC M’ cC A and N CC N’ CC B such
that M, M', N, N’ € A(22), M'NN’ = (), and Z(u, (AUB)\(M UN))+ LY ((AUB)\ (M UN)) < ¢,
see [4, Proof of Lemma 5.2] for details. Then using, (4.34))(i),(ii) and we get

E"(u, AUB) <& (u, M'"UN") + E"(u, (AUB)\MUN) < &"(u, M") + E"(u,N') + B¢
< &"(u, A) + E"(u, B) + e,

where we also used & (u, M'UN") < &"(u, M)+ & (u, N') which holds due to M’ NN’ = (). Since
€ was arbitrary, the statement follows. The proof for £’ is again similar. O

We can now prove Theorem [2.1]

Proof of Theorem[2.11 We apply a compactness result for [-convergence, see [34, Theorem 16.9],
to find an increasing sequence of integers (ny)x such that the objects £ and £” defined in (4.33])
with respect to (ng)x satisfy

(€)= (u, A) = (£")~(u, A)

for all w € GSBDP(£2) and A € A(£2), where (£)_ and (£”)_ denote the inner regular envelope.
By ([@.34) (iii) we know that £ and £” are inner regular, and thus they both coincide with their
respective inner regular envelopes. This shows that the I'-limit, denoted by £ := &' = £, exists
for all u € GSBDP((2) and all A € A((2).

We now check that £ satisfies the assumptions of the integral representation result [31, Theo-
rem 2.1]. First, the definition in and the locality of each &, show that £(-, A) is local for
any A € A(), ie., E(u, A) = E(v, A) for all u,v € GSBDP(12) satisfying u = v L%a.e. in A.
Moreover, in view of [34, Remark 16.3], £(-, A) is lower semicontinuous with respect to conver-
gence in measure on (2 for any A € A(f2). Next, we check that £(u, ) can be extended to a Borel
measure for any u € GSBDP({2). Indeed, £ is increasing, superadditive, and inner regular, see
[34, Proposition 16.12 and Remark 16.3]. Moreover, by (4.34))(iv) we find that £ is subadditive.
Then, by De Giorgi-Letta (see [34, Theorem 14.23]), £(u, -) can be extended to a Borel measure.

Eventually, by (4.34))(ii) we get that
a</ le(u)|P dz + H (T, N B)) < &(u,B) < ﬁ(/ (1 + le(u)[P) dz +HI1(J, N B)).
B B

for every u € GSBDP(2) and every Borel set B C {2. Therefore, £ satisfies the assumptions of
[31, Theorem 2.1], and we conclude that & admits a representation of the form (2.7)-(2.9). (The
minimization problems 7 can be formulated both in terms of balls and cubes, see [31]
Theorem 2.1, Remark 2.2(iv)].) O



I'-CONVERGENCE FOR FREE-DISCONTINUITY PROBLEMS IN LINEAR ELASTICITY 27

5. TWO APPROXIMATION RESULTS

In this section we present two approximation results for GSBDP functions which are instru-
mental for the proof of Theorem but also of independent interest.

5.1. Approximation of GSBDP functions by WP, In the first result we show that a sequence
of GSBDP functions with asymptotically vanishing jump sets can be approximated by a sequence
of equiintegrable Sobolev functions. The result is a variant in GSBDP of similar results for Sobolev
functions [36] and BV-functions [48]. It crucially relies on the recent Korn inequality stated in
Theorem Later we will apply this result in the blow-up around points with approximate
gradient.

Lemma 5.1 (Approximation of GSBDP functions by W1P). Let 2 C R? be an open, bounded set
with Lipschitz boundary, and let 1 < p < +o00. Let u: 2 — R? be a measurable function, and let
(un)n C GSBDP(£2) be a sequence satisfying

(i) sup [le(un)lLr(2) < oo,
neN
.. . d—1 -
(i) lim H" () =0,
(iii) up — u in measure on §2 as n — +o0. (5.1)
Then, there exists a sequence (wy,), C WHP(£2;R?) such that (|Vw,|P), is equiintegrable, and
(1) lim £7({wy # un} U{e(wn) # e(un)}) =0,
(ii) nh_}rgo lwn — ull L2y = 0. (5.2)

Proof. We first introduce the sequence (wy,),, and afterwards we study its properties.

Step 1: Existence of a bounded sequence in WP, Let us prove that there exists a bounded sequence
(Vn)n C WEP(£2;RY) such that

LY ({vn # un} U{e(vy) # e(u,)}) — 0. (5.3)
By Theorem for every n € N there exists v, € W1P(£2;R?) and a set of finite perimeter
w, C {2 such that u,, = v, in 2\ w,, and LY(w,) < c(?—[d_l((]u”))d/(d_l), where the constant
¢ depends only on p, d, and 2. Thus, by construction and (5.1))(ii), (5.3) holds true. We now

show that the sequence (v,), is bounded in W1P(§2; R?). To this end, we first apply Korn’s and
Poincaré’s inequality for Sobolev functions to get

v — anHLP(Q) + |V, — An”LP(Q) < C”e(Un)HLP(Q) < C”e(“n)HLP(.Q)a (5.4)
where each a,, is a rigid motions, i.e., a,(z) := A,x + b, for A, € ngxe‘viv and b, € RY. It now

suffices to prove

SuPpen ([An] + [bn|) < +o0. (5.5)
Indeed, this also shows sup,,cy [|an||zr(2) < 00, and then along with (5.1)(i), (5.4)), and the triangle
inequality we obtain the boundedness of (v,), in WP (2;R%).

Let us show (5.5)). Since (vy,), converges in measure to u (see (5.1))(iii)), by [45, Remark 2.2]
there exists a strictly increasing concave function ¢: Ry — Ry with ¢(0) = 0 and ¥(R;) = Ry,
such that, up to passing to a subsequence (vy, )i, we have

sup/gw(|vnk|)dx <1. (5.6)

keN
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As ¢ > 0 is increasing and concave, it is also subadditive. Therefore, we get by (5.6) and the
triangle inequality that

/Q Plan,|) dz < /Q (|tm, — me ) dz + /Q D(|my ) dz < /Q D(|tmy — e[} dz + 1.

Then, by using Jensen’s inequality for concave functions, Holder’s inequality, and the monotonicity
of 1) we obtain

F wendrde <0 (f fon, = amldo) + g <6 (€UD) P ons - anlive) + gy

This along with (5.1)(i) and shows that supyey [, ¥(|an,|)dz < +oo. Thus, Lemma
yields (for the subsequence), and therefore (v,, )i is bounded in W1 (2;R?). We now show
that actually the whole sequence is bounded: by Rellich’s theorem, (iii), and we get that
a further subsequence converges strongly in LP(£2;R?) to u. By Urysohn’s property we deduce
that the whole sequence (vy,), converges to u in LP(£2;R?). In particular, sup,,cy [|vn] Lr(2) < +00
which along with (5.1))(i) and shows sup,,e [|an | r(2) < +00. Then Lemma |3.5( applied for
P(t) = tP yields for the whole sequence. This concludes Step 1 of the proof.

Step 2: Equiintegrability and , Thanks to Step 1, the sequence (vy), is bounded in
WLP(2;R?). Therefore, we can apply [36, Lemma 1.2] (see also [48, Lemma 2.1]), and we de-
duce that there exists a sequence (wy,), C WHP(£2;R?) such that (|Vw,|P), is equiintegrable,
and

LY ({wn # va} U {e(wn) # e(va)}) = 0. (5.7)

By (5.3) we get that (5.2))(i) holds true. We recall that sup,,cy ||Vwn||r(0) < 400 and v, — u
in measure on {2. This along with Poincaré’s inequality, Rellich’s theorem, and (5.7) shows that
(5.2)) (ii) holds true. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

5.2. Approximation of jump sets by boundary of partitions. The goal of the subsection is
to prove the following result which allows to approximate the jump sets of GSBDP functions by
the boundary of partitions. To this end, we define the sets

vE_Qun{zeRY: +ax-v>0}, (5.8)
where here and in the following + is a placeholder for both + and —. Recall the definition of

Uzo,a,b,v in ‘)

Lemma 5.2 (Approximation of jump sets by boundary of partitions). Let d =2 and p > 2. Let
¢ €R?\ {0} and v € S*. Let (u,), C GSBDP(QY) be a sequence satisfying

(i) lim {le(un)Lr@p) = 0,

(ii) supH'(Ju,) < +oo,
neN

(ill) wn — w000 in measure on Q7 as n — +oo. (5.9)

Then, there ezists a sequence of neighborhoods N, C QY of QY and pairwise disjoint sets S;% and
Sy with L2(QY\ (S;FUS,)) =0 for all n € N such that

(i) lim £*(SEAQYTF) =0,

n—oo
(i) N.NQV* cSF forallneN,
(iii) lim H'((0*SFNo*S;)\ Ju,) = 0. (5.10)

n—oQ
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Later we will apply this result in the blow-up around jump points. Indeed, assumptions ([5.9) are
satisfied in the blow-up around #!-a.e. jump point. The result states that, up to an asymptotically
small set, the jump set covers the boundary of a partition which consists of two sets approximating
the upper and lower half cubes Q%% and Q*~, see (5.10)(i),(iii). Condition (5.10)(ii) will ensure
that the piecewise constant functions v, := (xg+ satisfy v, = ug,¢,0,» in a neighborhood of 9QY.

Remark 5.3 (Dimension d = 2, exponent p). (i) We emphasize that the result holds in dimension
two only due to the application of a piecewise Korn-Poincaré inequality, see Proposition [3.4] and
[45], which has been derived only for d = 2. The result, crucially based on similar results of this
type [411 [40], heavily relies on combining different components of the jump set by segments via an
explicit construction: a technique whose extension to higher dimension seems to be very difficult.

(ii) Let us also mention that, for simplicity, Proposition 3.4/ has been derived in GSBD? and not
in GSBDP? for general 1 < p < +00. Therefore, we can derive Lemmaonly forp > 2. (Forp > 2
we can resort to GSBD? via Holder’s inequality.) Although a generalization of Proposition
to general 1 < p < +oo would be possible without significant changes in the proof, we refrain
from entering into such minor issues and prefer to address the problem in this slightly less general
fashion.

Besides the actual proof of Lemma [5.2] we also give a simplified proof in Appendix [A] which
works under the assumption that each J,, consists of a bounded number of closed, continuous
curves. OQur motivation to present this simpler version of the proof is twofold. On the one hand, it
provides elementary self-contained arguments avoiding the deep and complicated result from [45].
On the other hand, the construction of combining different parts of the jump set represents (in a
simplified way) a main technique used in [40} (41 [45] being essential in the proof of Proposition
We now proceed with the proof of Lemma[5.2] and refer the reader to Appendix[A]for the simplified
proof.

Proof of Lemma[5.2 Let (u,), C GSBDP(QY) for p > 2 be given. By Holder’s inequality we
clearly have (uy), C GSBD?*(QY) with

Jim[le(un)l|z2(@p) = 0 (5.11)
due to (5.9))(i). We define
Co = sup,eny H' (Ju,) + HH(0QY) < +oo0. (5.12)

Our strategy relies on applying Proposition for w, and for fixed 0 < 6 < min{#f, %}, where
6y is the constant from Proposition [3:4 At the end of the proof, we pass to the limit § — 0 and
perform a diagonal argument. For simplicity, we do not indicate the #-dependence of the objects
explicitly in the notation. We start by using (5.9)(iii) to find a sequence (9,), C (0,400) with
7, — 0 and some ny € N depending on 6 such that the sets

B, ={z € Q" |un(2)] <mn}, Bl ={z € Q" |un(a) = (| < mal, (5.13)
satisfy for all n > ngy that

L2(QV*\ BE) < 6%/4. (5.14)



30 MANUEL FRIEDRICH, MATTEO PERUGINI, AND FRANCESCO SOLOMBRINO

By Proposition for #2 in place of # and by (5.12)) we obtain partitions QY = R,, U Uj;l P and

corresponding rigid motions (a;’)j;l such that

In
(i) H (O Bn N QN Ju) + 3~ H (0P N QY \ Ju,) < Cob?,
(i) L£*(R,) < C36?, L2(P]) > 6% forallj=1,...,J,.

(i) max [lun = (e < Conllelun) 1200y (5.15)
Step 1: Components essentially contained in half-cubes. In this step we show that, by possibly
passing to a larger ng € N only depending on 6, for n > ng we have for all j =1,...,J, that
L2P}NB,)=0 or LY*P'NB)=0. (5.16)
To see this, by and (ii), for each j =1,...,J, we get
max {L*(By N P}),L*(B, NP")} > 6°/4. (5.17)

We now first assume that the maximum is attained for B,, and show L2 (PPNB;}) = 0. Afterwards,
we briefly indicate the changes if the maximum is attained for B,f. Writing a as a (z) = A% x+b7,
we get by Lemma for § = 0°/4 and R = v/2/2, see (3.4), that

| A7z + b} (| (qy) < col| A} z + b?HLl(B;ij")? (5.18)
where ¢y > 0 is a constant depending on . In view of and (iii)7 this implies
a7 [z @v) < callafll L pzrpmy < colllag = tnllzoepr) + unll Lo (sr7))
< co(Coz|le(un) | L2(Qr) + 1n)- (5.19)
Now, suppose by contradiction that £2 (PN B) > 0. Then , (iii), and give
IC] = nn < ||Un||Loo(B:mp;») < llun = afll Lo ppy + [laF ] L @y) < (co + 1)(Cozlle(un)ll L2 (qv) + 1n)-

By and the fact that n,, — 0 this yields a contradiction for n sufficiently large only depending
on @. If the maximum in is attaind for B, instead, we can show L£*(Pj*N B,’) = 0 by a
similar argument, where we repeat the argument in 7 for A7z + (b? — () instead of
Az +b7. We omit the details.

Step 2: Cutting of components. We define the set
Vo={zeQf: |z -v| <6} (5.20)

Let n > ng. In this step, up to sets of negligible £2-measure, we cut the components R,, and
(Pj”);-];1 into sets

R,=R'UR,, Pr=P T UP"T forallj=1,...,J,
such that
JIn
) rrulJ, Pt u,
Jn
(ii) ijl HY(O*PH\ 0" P!) + H (0" RE\ 9" R,) < (C3 +1)6. (5.21)

To this end, let us fix P;. We can assume without restriction that £*(Pj* N B;Y) = 0 by Step 1,
see (5.16). (The other case can be treated in a similar fashion.) By Fubini’s theorem, § < 1, and
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(5.14) we find that
0 1/2
/ H' (PN L(s))ds < / HY(QYT\B)NL(s))ds < L2(Q7y T\ BY) < 68/4,
0 0
where L(s) := {z € QY: x-v = s}. Therefore, we find s7 € (0,0) such that the sets PJTL’JF =
Prn{zeQ:az-v>sl}and P = PP N{zxcQf:z-v <s?} satisfy
HH (0" P\ O Pr) = H (PPN L(s)) < 07103 /4 < 0"
Clearly, by construction we also have P;L’i C Qll"jE U V. We repeat this construction for each P
As J, <676, see (5.15)(ii), we then get
Jn 1 * pn,t * DN 7
D HNOPIENOR)) < 4,607 <.
By a similar construction we can define R,, = R;; U R} such that RE ¢ Q¥* U Vj and
HY(O*RE\ O*R,) < 07'L%(R,) < C29,

where the last step follows from (5.15])(ii). This shows ([5.21)) and concludes the proof of Step 2.
Step 3: Definition of S;" and S, . We now define the sets S;" and S,; and establish (5.10). For
each 0 < 6 < min{fy, 3} and each n > ng, we first define the sets
N In N JIn
- _ n,— - +
So= szl P UR,, Sty = sz
(We include 6 in the notation to highlight the dependence of the definition on 0.) By (5.15))(i) and
(5.21))(ii) we note that

) PMTUR.

~ ~ 'JTL
H((07S,,n 07 S} )\ Ju,) < ijl HU (O P\ " P!) + H ("R} \ 9" Ry)

+HY (O Ry N QY)\ Ju,) + Z;; HH (O PP NQY)\ Ju,)
< (C2 4 1)8 + Coh? < (Co + 1)2%6. (5.22)

Define also the neighborhood Ny = Q7 \ Q%_,. The sets 5’;9 and S’IQ do possibly not satisfy
(5.10) (ii), and therefore we introduce the sets

Sito=(SoU(Nen Q7T NVp)) \ (No N QY™ NVp),
Sro=(SeU(NeNQY™ NVy))\ (Nen Q7T N V). (5.23)
Clearly, we have £2(QY \ (Sf{,e u S;e)) = 0 and we can check that
(i) L2(SE,0Q7T) <26,
(i) NonQy™* c S5y,
(iii) H'((0S,5,N S, g)\ Ju,) < b, (5.24)

for a constant ¢ > 0 independent of # and n. In fact, (i) and (ii) follow from (5.20), (5.21)(i), and
(5.23). To see (iii), we observe that (5.23]) implies

(0, N 0S70) \ Ju,) < HH (055 N0\ Ju) + 32 HHONG 1 QLT 110)),

Since H(O(Ny N QYE NVy)) < ¢f for a universal ¢ > 0, the estimate then follows from (5.22).
Finally, we obtain the sets S;" and S, satisfying (5.10)) from (5.24) by a diagonal argument. [
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6. IDENTIFICATION OF THE [ '-LIMIT

This section is devoted to the proof of the results announced Subsection To prove Theo-
rem we need to recover the estimates 7 (the implications about I'-convergence then
follow immediately by T heorem. This we will we do in Subsections below. Eventually,
in Subsection [6.4] we prove the corollaries of Theorem [2.4]

Remark 6.1. In the proof of 7, we will use the following general property of recovery
sequences: if (uy), is a recovering sequence for u with respect to &,(-, £2), then (u, ), is optimal
for u with respect to &,(-, A) for every A € A(S2) such that £(u,dA) = 0. This follows from the
fact that £(u,-) is a Radon measure for each uw € GSBDP(12).

6.1. Bulk part: Proof of (2.20). We start with the bulk density by showing two inequalities.
Step 1: foo(x,e(u)(z)) < f(x,e(u)(x)) for Lo%a.e. x € 2. First, in view of (2.4) and ([2.13), we

get mg (b, Q,(z)) < mé’p(l7 ,Q,()) for all £ € R™4, where we recall the notation f¢(y) = £y for
i

y € R? in ([2.17). Then (2.11)) implies
_ L7
foo(x,sym(€)) = limsup —mg(ﬁg,gp(x)) < lim sup Mg 6 Yplt)) ( E’de(I))
p—0+ P p—0t 4

On the other hand, by Remark we get that the density f in (2.18) coincides with fj given in
(B-12). Thus, by (312) and (215 we find

. (6.1)

my? (l, Q,(x))

f(z,sym(€)) = limsup vl . (6.2)

p—0+t p
By combining (6.1)—(6.2) we obtain fu(z,sym(€)) < f(x,sym(§)). This concludes Step 1.
Step 2: foo(m,e(u)(z)) > f(x,e(u)(z)) for LY%a.e. x € 2. By Remark (1) and the Radon-
Nikodym Theorem we have for £%-a.e. z € £2 that

< 0. (6.3)

Let (uyn)n be a recovering sequence for £(u, £2). This along with the growth condition (2.12)) yields
that the sequence (H?1(J,,))n is uniformly bounded. Thus, up to a subsequence (not relabeled),
there exists a finite positive Radon measure p such that

fin = H*YL J,, — pu weakly® in the sense of measures. (6.4)

Let us notice that for £%-a.e. z € 2 we have that

lim sup M =0. (6.5)
p—0+ P

Indeed, by contradiction we suppose that there exists a Borel set B C 2 with £¢(B) > 0and t > 0
such that

@)

lim sup
pi—1

p—0t
for all z € B. Then, as a consequence of [6, Theorem 2.56] we would get uL B > tH*" 1L B
implying that pu(B) = oco. But this is a contradiction since p is finite. Since u € GSBDP({2),
the approximate gradient Vu(z) exists for L%-a.e. x € 2, see Lemma As the main inequality
needs to hold for £%-a.e. z € 2, we can suppose that and are satisfied at = and that the
approximate gradient Vu(z) exists. Since £(u,-) is a Radon measure, there exists a subsequence

> t,
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(pi)i C (0,00) with p; \, 0 as i — oo such that £(u,0Q,, (x)) = 0 for every i € N, and such that
the representation formula (2.18]) holds along (p;),, i.e.,

i—00 po0

f(z,e(u)(z)) ;= lim limsup pldmg (EVu(z)anl( x)). (6.6)

By Remark for every i € N there exists n; € N such that for every n > n,;, we get

E(u, Qpi(7)) o En(un, @p(x)) 1
T Py 2

(6.7)

We define the functions
~q Un (T + piY) — Un(®
i () o Bl ) = ()

n

4(%:uw+mw—uu>

and u'(y
Pi Pi

for y € Q,

and note that ﬁﬁl — @ in measure on Q1 as n — 0o since u, — u in measure on 2. We now show
by a diagonal argument that, up to passing to larger n; € N, the sequence v; := 1y, satisfies

v; — ZVu(;E) in measure on Q1, (6.8)
(recall that Zvu(x) (y) = Vu(x)y for y € R?, see (2.17)) and
man% ) =0. (6.9)

Indeed, recall that @, — @' in measure on @1 as n — oo. Since u is approximately differentiable

at z, we also have @' — ly,(;) in measure on Q1 as i — oo, cf. Lemma Consequently, (6.8))
can be achieved. Moreover, by a change of variables and by recalling (6.4]) we get

1
limsup 41 (Jz: ) = limsup (Juzli @p.(2)) < lim sup Hn (%p‘f )) < M(Qgi(lm)) )
Thus, by (6.5) we get
lim sup lim sup Hdil(Jﬁ;) =0. (6.10)
71— 00 n—00

Then, by a diagonal argument, can be ensured. Note by that we can choose (n;); such
that additionally we have

fla,e(w)(@)) = lim —mb? (o, Qp (@) (6.11)

71— 00 p

By (2.3), (6.7), and by the change of variables y' = x + p;y we get

fQ (z) fm(y’,e(um)(y’))dy’ E(u Q (x

/ i (@ + piy, e(vi)(y)) dy = —*= 7 < (’j(»
1 P; Pi

In addition, taking into consideration (6.3) we get

1
+ - (6.12)

E(u, Qp, (x))
d

)

Jim sup / Fou (@ + iy ev)(y)) dy < lim — fo@e(@).  (6.13)

i—00 i—00

Let us observe that the sequence (v;); C GSBDP(Q;) satisfies the assumptions of Lemm
6.9),

Indeed, by (6.13) and the growth condition (2.1)) we have that (5.1))(i) holds true. Thanks to ({
we get ((5.1))(ii), while condition (5.1](iii) is a consequence of (6.8). Thus, by Lemma applied
to the sequence (v;); C GSBDP(Q1) there exists a sequence (w;); C WHP(Q1;R?) such that (5.2)
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holds true, and (|Vw;[?); is equiintegrable. In particular, from this latter fact, (5.2))(i), and (2.1))
we get

lim sup/ fri ( + piy, e(vi)(y)) dy = lim sup/ frs (@ + piy, e(wi)(y)) dy. (6.14)

i—00 i—00 1
Moreover, by (5.2))(ii) and we get that
tim i~ oo lr(@1) = 0. (6.15)

We now modify the sequence (w;); in such a way that it will attain the boundary datum of the
function £y, () in a neighborhood of 9Q; (see [I7, Proof of Theorem 5.2(b), Step 2] for a similar

argument). By [34, Theorem 19.4] we know that the family of functionals F; defined by
FiwsA) = [ Fuular+ pi. et dy (6.16)
for A € A(Q1) and u € W1P(A; R?) satisfies uniformly the Fundamental Estimate (see [34, Chap-

ter 18]): for fixed 0 < e < 1 there exists a constant C(¢) > 0, and a sequence (z;); C WP (Qq;R?)
with 2; = ly,(2) in a neighborhood of 9Q; for all i € N such that

Fi(z,Q1) < (1+¢) (fi(wm Q1) + ﬁi(EVu(w)a Q1 \Ql—s)) + C(e)[|w; — ZVu(aL‘)H]zp(Ql) +e

(more precisely, z; := gw; + (1 — w)ZVU(I), where ¢ lies in a finite collection of cut-off functions
© € 0(Q1;0,1]), with ¢ = 1in Q1_.). Since L¥(Q1\Q1_.) < de&, thanks to the growth condition
(2.1) and (6.15]), we get that

limsup,_, . Fi(z, Q1) < (1 + &) limsup,_, . Fi(w;, Q1) + de(1+€)B(1 + |e(u)(x)[P) + . (6.17)

Then, by (6.13), (6.14)), (6.16)), and (6.17) we derive

limsup, . i (2, Q1) < (1+ ) foo(, e(u) (@) + de(1 + A1+ le() (@) +2. (6.18)
On the other hand, by a change of variables we have that

- 1 -
Q1 Pi Qp; (z)
where Z; € WIP(Q,, (z); R?) is defined by Z;(y) := pizi((y — 2)/p;i) + lyu(m @ for y € Q,, (). Since
z = ZV“Q‘T) in a neighborhood of 0Q1, we get z; = ZVU(I) in a neighborhood of 0Q,, (x). Thus,

(2.13), (2.15)), and (6.19)) imply

1 . 1 i _
p?méfi (l9u(z), Qo(@)) < Pil/czpi(z) foi(y,e(Z0)(y)) dy = Fi(zi, Q).

This along with (6.18]) and the arbitrariness of ¢ yields
. 1 >
limsup —mg” ((yu(e), Qp(®)) < foolw, e(u)(2)).
1—00 i

Thanks to (6.11)), we obtain the desired inequality f(x,e(u)(z)) < foo(z,e(u)(x)). This concludes
the proof.
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6.2. Surface part in Theorem Proof of (2.21)). The proof is again split into two inequali-
ties. The first one is obtained similarly as in Subsection[6.1] The other inequality is the only point
where we need to restrict ourselves to dimension d = 2, due to the application of Lemma [5.2
Step 1: goo(z, [u](2), vy (x)) < g(x,v4(2)) for HI 1-a.e. z € J,. With the notation in (2.6]), we set
U" := Uy [u](2),0,0u(z) fOr brevity. First, in view of (2.4) and (2.14), we get mg(a®, Q)" 2) (2)) <
ng(ﬂx,QZ“(z)(sc)). Then || entails

meg (4%, Q4@ PR~z yva(®)

. u®, x . m ", Q T

Goo(, [u](x), vy (2)) = limsup £( dfl (z)) < limsup —< ( d—f ( ))
p—0* p p—0t P

On the other hand, by Remark [3.15| we get that the density ¢ in (2.19) coincides with gg given in
(3-19). Therefore, (2.16)), (3.16), and (3.19) yield

PC(r vu(z) PR(sx Vu(T)
(o, val@)) = limgup 2 e O @)y, me H(E, Q" ()
p—0t P p—0+ P

where we used the notation in (2.17). By (6.20))—(6.21)) we obtain goo(x, [u](x), vu(2)) < g(x, vy (x)).

Step 2: goo(z, [u](x), vu(x)) > g(x,v0(x)) for HE 1 -a.e. x € J,. We recall that in this step we
explicitly use that d = 2. Still, for later purposes in Subsection[6.3} we write d instead of 2 whenever
the arguments hold in every dimension. In view of and the Radon-Nikodym Theorem, we
get for H¥ 1-a.e. z € J, that

(6.20)

, (6.21)

oo (2, 0] (&), V() = T ——E(u, @+ (x)) < +o0. (6.22)

p—0+ pd—1

Moreover, we choose (p;); C (0,00) such that p; N\, 0, E(U,('?QZ;"(I) (z)) = 0 for every i € N, and
such that the representation formula (2.19)) holds along (p;);, i.e.,

1
g(z, vy (x)) := lim limsup ﬁmgf(ﬂm’yu(m), Zj(ﬁ)(x)). (6.23)
=0 p—oo P
In what follows, since the main inequality needs to hold for H¢ '-a.e. € J,, we can fix z € J,
such that the above properties hold. We write o in place of v, (z) for notational simplicity.
Let (un)n C GSBDP(2) be a recovery sequence for E(u, §2). As E(u, 8@; (z)) = 0, by Re-
mark we get that for every i € N there exists n; € N such that for all n > n; it holds that
1 1

1 . _

We define @!,(y) = un(z + piy) and @'(y) = u(x + p;y) for y € QF and note that @i, — @' in
measure on @7 since u, — u in measure on {2. Since x € J, is an approximate jump point, we
find @' — ug 4+ (2),u-(2),» 10 measure for i — oo, see and recall notation (2.6). Thus, by a
diagonal argument, up to passing to larger n; € N, we can suppose that n; — +o0o0 as ¢ — oo and

Vi = Ugu+(2),u-(z),7 11 measure on QY (6.25)

where we define v; € GSBDP(QY) by v; = @l,,. Note that by (6.23) we can choose (n;); such that
additionally

. 1 _ o
g(z,p) := lim ] mgf(umyl—,,Qm (2)) (6.26)
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holds. By a change of variables, and by using (2.3]) and (6.24) we get

1 _
/ (@ piys v () AHI () = / o (220, (2)) AHI(2)
Ju, NQY P Jun, QY (@)

7€(u, Qp () + 1- (6.27)

<
p

We also define ;(y) := v;(y) — u™(x) for y € QY. We check that (9;); satisfies the assumptions of

Lemma First, to see (5.9))(ii), we use -, -, and - to find

_ . 1 1 1

sup H4™(J5, N QF) = sup KL (S, N QF) < sup( £(u, Q7 (z)) + ) < too.  (6.28)
i€EN i€EN & jeN ,0 i

Now we show (5.9) (i), namely lim; o0 [|(i)|[Lr(q7) = 0. Indeed, using the growth condition (2.1)),

(2.3), and a change of variables we get

p—1

Pdy =P e(un,)(2)P dz < P2 ! U Y (x
. le@wpay m/ = LA

Then, by (6.22)), (6.24), and the fact that p; — 0 as i — +o00 we conclude lim; o [e(:)(| Lr(q7) = 0.
Finally, (5.9))(iii) holds for ¢ = u*(z) — u™(x) by the definition of ¥; and ((6.25). Thus, thanks to
Lemma we can define a sequence of piecewise constant functions (w;); C PC(QY) b

A yes;,
wi(y) = €1 ye S+

where S are given in Lemma and e; = (1,0). (From now on, we explicitly set d = 2.) Let
us observe some properties of the sequence (w;);. First of all, by (1) we get that w; — Go»
strongly in L'(QY;R?). Thanks to property (ii), we have that w; = g5 in a neighborhood
of 9QY. Finally, by property (5.10)(iii) it holds that

Hl(Jwi \ th) = Hl(‘]wi \ Jvl) <,
with lim; o 7; = 0. This along with (2.12]) implies
/ g, (T + piy, v, dH (y) < / g, (@ + piy,ve,) A (y) + B (6.29)
leﬂQ” Jo,NQY
Due to (6.22)), (6.27), and (6.29) we get
limsup/ Gn, (T + iy, Vi, ) dH (y) < limsup — E(U Q5.(2)) = goo(, [u](x), 7). (6.30)
Jw; NQY

i—00 i—oco  Pi

By defining w;(2) = w;((z — z)/p;) for z € Q}, () and rescaling back to @} () we obtain
1
[ oGt omr@ = [ g s ) a0,
Juw,NQY Ja,NQ7 (x)

Pi
Then (6.30]) yields

Jim sup - / (5, () AHY(2) < g, [u)(), 7). (6.31)
J5,NQY . ()

i—oo  Pi
Observe that by construction w; = u, » in a neighbourhood of dQ% (). Therefore, by (2.14) and
(2.16]) we find

m/ " (uz 5 QY. (x)) < /J o ¢ )gni(Z, va,(2)) dHY (2) + Bp?.
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This along with (6.31]) shows
1 _
hmsup mf,‘ ( xanu ( )) Sgoo(xa [U](.T),V)

i—oo  Pi

By (6.26)), writing again v, (z) in place of 7, we conclude g(x, v, (z)) < goo(z, [u](x), vy (z)). O

6.3. Surface part in Theorem Proof of (2.22). We proceed with the proof of (2.22).
Recall that g, = h for all n € N, and therefore &, takes the form

(u, A) /fn x,e(u )dx—i—/J Ah(m,uu(x)) dHe-1.

We argue along the lines of the proof in Subsection and replace the application of Lemma
by Proposition [3.16] and the lower semicontinuity result in Theorem

Step 1: goo (, [ul(z), vu(x)) < h(z,vy(x)) for H¥ " -a.e. z € J,. We proceed exactly as in Step 1
in Subsection[6.2] with the only difference that in place of (2.19) and Proposition we use ((3.22]).
Step 2: goo (z, [u](2), vu(x)) = h(z,v4(x)) for ' -a.e. x € J,. We first follow the lines of Step 2
in Subsection [6.2] We may suppose that x € J,, satisfies

o, [u](2). () = lim

By (un)n we denote a recovery sequence for £(u, £2). In a similar fashion to (6.24)—(6.25)), we find
sequences (p;); and (n;); with p; — 0 and n; — +00 as i — oo such that

1 _ 1 _ 1
—Eu, Q) (2) > ——=En; (un,, @), (7)) — =, (6.33)

2

d_lﬁ(u,Q;“(i)(x)) < 4o0. (6.32)

i i
where we again use the shorthand 7 = v, (x), and

Vi = Ugu+(2),u-(z),7 11 measure on QY (6.34)

where v;(y) = un, (z + p;y) for y € QY. By (6.33) and a change of variables we get

_ 1 1
aw@z@»z—;j/ Wz, v, () dHE(z) — &
P; wpn, NQY ()

d7
Pi ¢

-~ 1
=/ W + pry v, () AHE () — .
Ty, NQ¥ ¢

As in (6.28), by using that h satisfies (2.12)), we have sup;cy HO 1 (J,, NQY) < +oo. By continuity
of the function h, we thus find a sequence (7;); C (0,00) with n; — 0 such that

1 )
d&w@mm>ﬁ,QM%m@mw1@—m (6.35)
7 v,ﬂ 1
As h(z,-) < h(z,-) by (3.21)), we further get
1 _ _
d&wammzﬁ,QM%m@MWI@m (6.36)
i v NQY

Since v; converges in measure to @ := g, u+ @)yu-(z),p ON QI by (6.34 and the density h(z,-) is
symmetric jointly convex (see Corollary (3 , Theorem along Wlth and the fact that
n; — 0 yields

liminf —— 1 +E(u, QY (x)) > lim inf h(z, vy, (y)) dHE (y) > / h(z,va(y)) dHY (y).

71— 00 pZ 71— 00 J’”{,OQI{I JﬁﬂQf
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The definition of @ unphes fJ nQ? h(z,vq(y)) dHY Y (y) = h(z, 7). Now, by recalling the notation
7 = v, (z) and by using we conclude goo (, [u](2), vy (@) > h(z, vy (2)). O

With the results of Subsections 6.3 Theorem is now completely proved. We close this
subsection with the proof of Remark

Proof of Remark[2.8 First, as h is continuous on D, identity clearly holds for H% 1-a.e.
x € J,ND. Since J, C DN {2, it remains to address the case x € 9D N §2. As D has Lipschitz
boundary, the outer normal vp () exists for H4'-a.e. z € D. Then, as J, C D, we deduce that
vu(z) = vp(z) =t v, for H¥ lae. . € J, NAD, i.e., we need to show

Joo (2, [W](z), V) = h(z, V) for H¢ -a.e. 2 € J, NAD.

As before, we split the proof into two inequalities.
Step 1: goo( [ 1(z), v ) < h(z,v,). We first set 4" := Uy [4)(2),0,, (recall the notation in ([2.6)).

In view of ( and (2:14), we get mg (@ “, QY () <mf B (4", QY (x)). Then (2.11) gives

m ax’ Va (g mER fﬂ’ Vo (o
Joo (T, [u](2),vz) = limsup w < limsup —= ( d_?p ( )) (6.37)
p—0t P p—0t P
At the end of the step we will show that, for given ¢ > 0, we can find £ € D such that
PR ﬁw’ Vo (g PR aa‘c7 V(7
(i) |limsup @, @ (@) — lim sup @, Q@) < Cea H|h|oo, (6.38)

o0t pi—1 o0t pi—1
(i) |h(z,ve) — h(Z,v,)| < Cea™ Al

for some universal C' > 0. Then we conclude as follows: by (2.16)), (3.16)), (3.22)), and the fact that
T € D we have

B mE¢C T mER ﬂi, Vi (3
h(Z,v,) = limsup —= (@ - 1Q @) = lim sup — ( dﬁ?p ( >) (6.39)
p—0+ P p—0+ P
By (6-37), (6-38)) (i), and (6.39) we obtain goo (, [u](z), vz) < h(Z,vy)+Cea™ {|h||o. Then (6.38))(ii)

yields goo(ac, [u](z), ) < h(x Vg) + 20604*1||h||oo. Since ¢ was arbitrary, we obtain the desired
inequality.

To conclude this step, we need to show (6.38). We only prove ([6.38])(i) as (6.38) (ii) follows along

similar lines. For convenience, as in Proposition [3.16] we denote the surface integral with density
h by S. Let € > 0 and suppose without restriction that 1/e € N. By uniform continuity of h in D
we can choose T € D and § = §(g) > 0 such that

1h(y, ) — AT, )| < € for all y € Q5" (z) N D, ye€ Qs (z)ND. (6.40)

Pick 0 < po < ¢ sufficiently small such that Q2 (z) C D and choose v € PC(Q}z(Z)) with v =tz ,,
in a neighborhood of Q7 (7) such that

S(v,Qu () < mE° (Uz,.,, Q% (2)) + pi- (6.41)
Let us observe that

HI(T,) < a M hfloop (6.42)

Indeed, using @z, as a competitor, we get mg< (iz,,, , Q% (%)) < [|hlloopd™t. This along with the

lower bound in ([2.12)) shows (6.42]).
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We now construct a competitor for mg§© (g, ,,, Q4 (x)) for all p < pf, where 0 < p/ < § is
chosen sufficiently small such that

DNQy(x) d{yeQ(x): (y—=) va <—ep}. (6.43)

Now, we define v* € PC(Q}=(x)) by v” =ty ,, on Q)= (z) \Qp(1 —e) ( ) and on Qp(l s)( x) we set
e1 if (y—x)- vy > —ep,
v (y) = v(Z + polep) H(y —n)) if —2ep<(y—2) ve <—epandy e Qn,
0 if (y—x)- vy < —2ep,

where (@), denotes a partition of the set {y € Qp(l E)( x): —2ep < (y—x)-v, < —ep} consisting of

el cubes with sidelength ep, and x,, indicates the center of (),,. Since v = 1z, in a neighborhood

of 6@"’( ), the functions v” have H?!-negligible jump on 9Q,,. Hence, we get

S, Q@) £ 3 S, Qu) + oM (Jur Q2 (0)\ Q% (@),
Then, due to J,» N QZ?PE) (z) € D (see (6.43), a scaling argument and (6.40) imply

S(v*.Qy () < p"1pg TV (S0, Q) <*>> +eHIH () + Cllhlloocp® ™
where C' > 0 is a universal constant. This along with shows
(. Qy (x)) < o™ py VS (0, Q) (2)) + Cea | hlocp
By and the fact that v* = 4, ,, in a neighborhood of 9Q}* () we conclude

. mg (i, Qpr (7)) _ . mg< (uz,p,, Qy (7))
lim sup = < limsup =
p—0+ p p—0+ P

On the other hand, (2.25) and (6.40) immediately yield the converse inequality
mfC (., Qy (x) _ m§C (s, Q) (7))

lim sup T > lim sup i
p—0+ P p—0+ p

This along with and shows (1) In view of the characterization , the proof
of (ii) can be obtained along similar lines. (Indeed, it is even easier since instead of
we only need ||h(z, ) — h(Z,)]|co < &.)

Step 2: goo (x, [u](2), Vx) > h(x,v,). We follow Step 2 of the previous proof by employing a slightly
different continuity argument in . More precisely, by the uniform continuity of - in D and
property , for given € > 0, we can choose T € D such that (ii) holds and is
replaced by

+ Cea™ | h|o-

Cea™||h|oo-

1
liminf ——&(u, Qpr () > li_minf/ h(z, vy, (y)) dHT (y) — e
1— 00 i 71— 00 J OQU‘E

Since Z € D, we can proceed as in the previous proof to find, goo (2, [u](x), vz) > h(Z,v,) —e. This
along with (6.38) (i) and the arbitrariness of & shows goo (2, [u](2), V) > h(z, vy). O

Remark 6.2. The proof shows that h is uniformly continuous on D and that for Hié 1l ae. oz €
OD N £ it holds that h(z,vp(x)) = lim, o h(zy, v,) for sequences (z,,),, C D and (v,,), C S}
with z,, — « and v,, — vp.
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6.4. Proof of Corollaries [2.5] and [2.61 We deduce the announced corollaries of Theorem [2.41

Proof of Corollary[2.5. We only need to show that the limits in coincide with f and ¢ in
(2.18)—(2.19). Then the result follows from Theorem The argument used to prove this property
is standard and for this reason we omit it. For instance, we can follow closely the proof of [I7,
Theorem 3.11]. O

Proof of Corollary[2.6, Thanks to Theorem [2.4](iii), applied to the constant sequence of functionals
&, = & given by (2.3) corresponding to f and g, we get that

E(u, A) = / f(gc, e(u)(z)) dz + / §(z, vu(z)) dH L (2)
A JuNA
for all w € GSBDP({2) and A € A({2), where f is defined as in , and g is the BD-elliptic
envelope of g defined in . By Remark we get that f c01nc1des with the density fy in
Proposition [3.13] Since in the case of a constant sequence the I'-limit F is simply the relaxation of
the integral functional with density f, it turns out that fo = f is the quasiconvex envelope (with
respect to the second variable) of f, see [33] Theorem 9.8]. g

7. MINIMIZATION PROBLEMS FOR GIVEN BOUNDARY DATA

This section is devoted to the proofs of the results announced in Subsection [2.3] Before coming
to the proof of Proposition [2.9] we state an auxiliary lower semicontinuity result.

Lemma 7.1 (Lower semicontinuity). In the setting of Propositz'on-, consider a sequence (vy)y, C
GSBDP(£2') with sup, ey (|le(vn) || Lo (o) + HE (o, )) < +oo such that v, — v in measure on (2’
for some v € GSBDP(§2'). Then, for all A € .A(Q’ it holds that

/f x, e dx<hm1nf/f z,e(vp)(z)) da,

n—o0

(ii) / g (z,v,) dHI < liminf/ g (x, vy, ) dHEE (7.1)
JoNA JonNA

n—oo

Proof. The statement follows by repeating the argument in [46, Proposition 4.3] which we detail
here for the convenience of the reader. First, we notice that by Theorem (1) the bulk density
11, of & agrees with the function f’ given by (2.18)). Moreover, the surface density g._ agrees with
g’ given in by assumption in Proposition As f/ and ¢’ are characterized by and
([2:19), respectively, we find that the energies £¥! with densities k f}, and lg, for k,! € N I'-converge
to £M! with densities kf’ and lg’. Therefore, we obtain

/kf z,e(v ))dx—i—/ lg'(x, vp) dHIL
JyNA

ks

gnminf(/ kf,g(x,e(vn)(x))dw/ zg;(x,yvn)dﬂd—l).
oo A Ty, NA

In view of (2.1)), (2.12), and sup,,cy(|le (vn)HLp (2 + H¥(J,,)) < 400, by dividing the estimate
by k and sending k — +o0, we obtain (7.I))(i). In a similar fashion, (7.1))(ii) follows by dividing
first by [ and by letting | — +o0. O

Proof of Proposition[2.9 We follow the lines of similar results in the GSBV? setting, see [46]
Lemma 7.1] and [42] Lemma 4.3]. Our focus lies on the adaptations necessary to our GSBDP
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setting, including more delicate constructions for extensions and fundamental estimates. (In par-
ticular, besides Proposition we use the recent extension result [16] and approximations from
[21].) To keep the exposition self-contained, however, we provide all details of the proof.

We start by noticing that the I'-liminf is immediate from the I'-convergence of & to £ and
the fact that the boundary condition on 2’ \ {2 is preserved under the convergence in measure.
We now address the I'-limsup. As &/, I'-converges to £, there exists a recovery sequence (un)n
for w, i.e., up, — u in measure on 2’ and lim, _,o &), (u,) = &'(u). By Remark we get that
E (un, A) = &'(u, A) for each A € A(£2') with &'(u,0A) = 0. This along with hows

/f x, e ))dx = lim f (z,e(un)(x)) dz,

n—oo

(ii) / J'(z, l/u)de L= lim g (z, I/un)defl, (7.2)
JuNA

n— 00 Ju, NA

whenever &' (u,0A) =

Step 1: Definition of the recovery sequence. We need to modify the sequence (), to ensure that
the boundary conditions are satisfied on {2’ \ 2. This is subject of this step. In Step 2 we will
estimate the energy of the modified sequence to see that it is indeed a recovery sequence. At the
end of the proof in Step 3, we will check the following auxiliary properties:

(i) un —u — 0 in measure on 2"\ 2,

(ii) e(un) — e(ul) — 0 strongly in LP(2"\ 2;RX9),

sym

(it)) H¥(Ju, N (2'\ 2)) = 0. (7.3)

For the moment, we suppose that . ) holds. We can find a Lipschitz neighborhood U D5 2\ 0
and an extension (y,), C GSBDP(U) satisfying y, = u, — u® on '\ 2 such that for n — oo

) ley)llpe@) +HH (T, NU) — 0, (ii) yn — 0 in measure on U. (7.4)

Indeed, by the extension result [16, Theorem 1.1] we can choose (y,,)n, C GSBDP(U) with y,|une €
WLP(U N 2;RY) such that y,, = u, —u on 2"\ 2 and

le(a)ll o) +H (T, NU) < Clle(un — a0 gy + CH (T, 1 (2\ 2)),

where C' > 0 depends only on £2, 2" and p. Then, (7.4)(i) follows from (7.3))(ii),(iii). We now show

(7.4)(ii). To this end, we use (7.4)(i) and apply Theorem on (Yn)n to find sets (wy)n, C U
with £%(w,) — 0 and rigid motions (a,), such that ||y, — an|lr(nw,) — 0. By (7.3)(i) and
Yn = U —u on 2"\ 2 we get a, — 0 in measure on '\ 2. As a, is affine, this also yields

an — 0 in measure on U. This along with ||y, — an /e (t\w,) — 0 and £%(w,) — 0 shows (7.4 (ii).

Let € > 0 and choose V open with V 2 9pf2, V. .C U, & (u,0(V N ') =0, LLV) < ¢, and
Jvao f/(@,e(u)(x)) dz < e. (Here, dpf2 = 2’ N 912.) Then by (7.2))(i) we also obtain

lim fh(x,e(uy)(z))de < e. (7.5)
n—o0 \da¥ol
Our goal is to apply the fundamental estimate. To this end, choose A C R? such that AN’ C 2
and A DD 2\ V, and choose A’ CC A such that 2\ V C A" C 2 (see for instance Picture [I).
Moreover, we let B = U N ', and we note that A’ U B = (2 since V C U. Define the functional
Z by Z(w, A) = ||e(w)||1£p(A) + H41(J, N A) for all w € GSBDP(£2') and A € A(£2"). We apply
Proposition and Remark (iii) for n > 0 and Z, for the functions u = 0 and v = y,, to find a
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Op{?
O\ 2

FiGURrE 1. Illustration of the various sets used in Step 1 of the proof.

sequence (1), C GSBDP(£') with ¢!l =y, on 2'\ 2 C B\ Aand ¢ =0on 2\V C A’ (see
(4.2)) (iii)) such that by (4.2])(i) we have

Z(h, 1) < (14 ) (Z(0, A) + Z(yn, B)) + Alu, yn) + 1.
As A(0,y,) — 0 for n — oo by (7.4)(ii) and (4.1), Z(0, A) = 0, and Z(y,, B) — 0 by (7.4)(i), we
find limsup,,_,, Z(¢?, 2') < n. By sending n — 0 we can choose a suitable diagonal sequence

(©n)n, still satisfying ¢, = y, on '\ 2 and ¢,, = 0 on 2\ V such that Z(p,, 2') — 0. This in
turn implies

le(en) ey + HH (Jp, N 2') — 0. (7.6)
In a similar fashion, by (4.2))(ii) and (7.4])(ii) we find
©n — 0 in measure on (2. (7.7)

Now, we let i, = u, — ¢,. Then @, = u, —y, on §2'\ 2, and therefore @, = u® on '\ 2 as
Yn = U —ud on 2"\ £2. Moreover, i, = u, on 2\ V as ¢, =0 on 2\ V. We also observe that
Un — u in measure on 2’ by (7.7) and the fact that u, — v in measure on (2'.

Step 2: Estimate on the energy. To conclude that (4,), is a recovery sequence, it remains to
estimate the energy & (i,). As H1(J,, N 2') — 0 by (7.6), we find by (2.12) that

lim sup/ g (z,va,)dHT! < lim sup/ g (x, vy, ) dHL (7.8)
Jiin Jun,

n—oo n— oo

By (2.26) and @, = u, on 2\ V we further get

/ L eun)) — f1(es e(in)] dz < / (. () + fonl, €(in))) + / lle(un)lP — le(u)P].
Io% vne Q0

The rightmost term converges to zero for n — oo by (7.3)(ii). By @.1), (7.5)-(7.6), £I(V) < ¢,

and the definition @, := u,, — ¢, we derive

timsup [ (fu(aelun) + fulaelin) do < BLUV) +2 flimsup [ el ) da

n—oo n—oo

+ (14277 8o ) lim sup/ fulz,e(uy))dz
vne

n—oo

<Be+ (1427 1Ba e
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Thus, by (7.8) and the fact that £ (uy) = & (u,) — £'(u) = E'(u), we then conclude
limsup &, (@i,) < limsup &, (un) + e + (1 + 2P Ba"N)e < E'(u) + e + (1 + 2P BaV)e.

n—oo n—oo
Since € was arbitrary, we obtain the I'-limsup inequality by using a diagonal argument.

Step 3: Proof of (7.3). To conclude, it remains to show (|7.3). First, as (u,,), is a recovery sequence,
we find u,, — u® in measure on 2"\ 0. This along with ud — u® in LP(£2';R?) shows (i). To see
(ii), we consider A € A(£2), with A C 2\ £2 and £'(u,0A) = 0. Then (2.26) and (7.2)(i) yield

e(un) — e(u’) in LP(A;RIXD). (7.9)

sym

For ¢ > 0, we consider V open with V' O dp (2 such that &' (u,d(V N ') =0, LLV) < &, and
/ (@, e(w)(x)) de < e, / Fl@ ) (@) de < ¢ forall n € N. (7.10)
Vs VN

(The second estimate is achieved by (2.1)) and the fact that e(u®) — e(u®) strongly in LP(§2'; R4%d).)

sym

For n large enough, we also get [, f/,(z,e(un)(z)) dz < e by (7.2)(i). Then, by (2.1)) we obtain

—e(u?)|P dz = e(uy) — e(ud)|P dz e(uy) — e(ul)|P dz
[l —etrde= [ ) e [ et e

VN(R\R2)
p—1

< / e(un) — e(2)P dz + 2 / (S (2 e(un)) + F'( e(ul)).

2\ (L20V) \4aled

By (7.9), (7.10), and the fact that [Je(u)) — e(u®)| L0y — 0 we conclude

limsup/ le(un) — e(ud) P dz < 2Pa™te.
onm

n— oo

Since € was arbitrary, we obtain (ii). We finally prove (iii). Up to a subsequence we have

A2\ 02) X4 weakly* in the sense of measures.

. qqd—1
M i=H Jun

By and (7.2)(ii) we get H¥1(J,, NU) — 0 for all U € A(£2') with U C '\ 2 and
E'(u,0U) = 0. Consequently, to conclude the proof of (iii), it suffices to show u(dpf2) = 0. We
argue by contradiction. Let us assume that p(0pf2) > 0. Then there exists a cube (Q2,(z) with
x € Opf2 such that Qa,(x) C 2/, &' (u,0Q2,(x)) = 0, and p(Q2,(z)) > ¢ > 0. For notational
simplicity, we write Q” = Q2,(x) and also let Qr = Qsp(x). We may also assume that Qrc .
For n large enough we get

HI Ty, N(QP\ 2)) = 1 (QP) > o > 0. (7.11)

Our goal is now to modify the sequence (u,), by a reflection method and to move the jump set
inside §2. This will lead to a contradiction as we assumed that (u,), is a recovery sequence, but
inside {2 the surface energy is much less than in '\ (2, cf. (2.27). The reflection method is a bit
more delicate compared to [46, [42] since we deal with GSBD? instead of GSBVP. Possibly after
passing to a smaller p (not relabeled), we can assume that in a suitable coordinate system

NNQP={(a"y): o' € (~4p,4p)" ", y € (~4p,7(«))}

for a Lipschitz function 7 with ||7||oc < p. We choose 1 € (2p, 3p) such that

V,i={(@',y): 2" € (=p,p)*" ", y e (r(a)) —n,7(2)) +n)}



44 MANUEL FRIEDRICH, MATTEO PERUGINI, AND FRANCESCO SOLOMBRINO

satisfies £'(u, V,) = 0. Note that Q* C V, C Q” C £’ since 17 € (2p,3p). Let @ be the function

defined on V, by reflecting u at 7(2'), 2’ € (—p, p)?71, ie.,
. u(x',y if y > 7(2'),
a(a’,y) = ( , : , . ( ,)
u(e', 2r(2') —y) ify<7(z).

Clearly & € W1P(V,;RY) as uw € WHP(2'\ ;R?). In a similar fashion, we need to reflect the
sequence (uy),. As a preliminary step, we apply Theorem for 2 = Q” to obtain a sequence
(Vn)n C GSBVP(QP; RY) N LP(Q”; RY) such that

vy — U, — 0 in measure on Q” for n — oo, Hd_l((JunAJvn) N Qp) < 1 for all n € N.
n
(7.12)
We define i,, € GSBVP?(V,;R%) by
’l)n(ﬂf/, y) — Uﬂ(x/a y) lf y > T(l‘/) - )\n7
vp(2, 2(7(2)) — M) —y) ify <7(2) — Ay,
where 0 < \,, < 1/n is chosen such that
1
H (@) €, s € (=pp) T y e (1) =M@ }) < = (113)

Observe that the functions are well defined since ||7||oc < p and 7 < 3p. We now introduce the
sequence

Wy, 1= vy, + U — Uy, € GSBVP(V,;RY).

By (7.12)), A,, — 0, and the fact that u,, — w in measure on 2’ we get that w, — v in measure
on V,. By letting I, := Jy, N Jy,, we further find

(1) H (Jw, N (V,\ 2) =0,
(i) H N (Jw, \Tn) < HT {2 y) € Vo do, 0y > 7(27) = An)). (7.14)
Here, the essential point is that the jump of w,, lies completely inside 2. By (2.12) and (7.14) (i)

we now get

G(wy) ;:/J § gl (z, v, ) dHI? g/ g (z,vy, ) AR + BHI (T, \ Th).
wnm P

Jon N,

Then by (2.12)), (7.12), (7.13]), and (7.14))(ii) we derive

Gluwn) < /J ) A BRI, 0 (V,\ 2) + B

< / d (@ v, ) MO 4+ BHAN (T, A (V) \ 2)) + 38/n.
Tu, N(V,N2)

In the second step, we also used I, C V, N2 by (7.14)(i). Now, by (2.27), (7.11), and Q* C V,

we get

Glun) < [ 05, AN 4 35/ 4 (54 DI (1, 0 (V,\ 2)) 0
T, N(V,N82)

Unp

< / g (z, vy, )dHE + 38/ — 0. (7.15)
Ju, OV,
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On the other hand, recalling that w,, — u in measure on V,, we get by (7.1)(ii)

/ g (z,v,)dHI! < lim inf/ g (x, vy, ) dH = liminf G (w,,).
JuNV, an nv,

n—oo n— oo

Moreover, as (uy)n is a recovery sequence for u and &'(u,0V,) = 0, (7.2)(ii) yields

/ g (z,v,)dH = lim g (x,vy, ) dHL
J.NV, =% J 1,0V,
The previous two equations contradict (7.15)). This concludes the proof of (iii). O

Proof of Theorem[2.10, The statement follows in the spirit of the fundamental theorem of I'-
convergence, see [14, Theorem 1.21]. As we employ nonstandard compactness results, we indicate
the details for both cases (i) and (ii).

(i) Given (uy)n, C GSBD?({2') satisfying (2.29), we apply Theorem [3.8/on the functionals (£/,),,
and find a subsequence (not relabeled), (y,), C GSBD?(£2") with £L¢({e(y,) # e(u,)}) — 0 and
lim inf & (y,,) = liminf & (y,,) < liminf & (u,) = liminf & (u,) = lim inf inf E (v).
iminf &, (yn) = lim inf &, (yn) < lim inf & (u,) = liminf &, (un) = lim in veGSIJgDZ‘(Q’) n(v)
Here, the first equality holds as y,, = u2 on 2"\ £, and the first inequality follows from By
Theorem. we also find u € GSBDQ(.Q’) with u = u° on 2"\ 2 such that y,, — u in measure on

(2. Therefore, by the I'-liminf inequality in Lemma n 2.9| we derive

E'u) < hm 1nf E (yn) < hm mf E (uy,) < hnrr_1>£f ueGS%llf)Q(Q') & (v). (7.16)
By using Lemma once more, for each w € GSBD?(§2") with w = u® on Q’\ﬁ we find a recovery
sequence (w,), converging to w in measure satisfying lim,, . &, (w,) = £'(w). This yields

/ _ o
hern:olip vecsglzg?(n/ £ (v) < nll—{& E (wy) = &' (w). (7.17)

By combining (7.16)—(7.17) we derive
E'(w) <liminf  inf &l (v) <l nf  E'(v) < E&'(w). 7.18
() < e ueGSIEI;lD2(Q') n(v) liisogpveGSBD%Q) () < &w) (7.18)
Since w was arbitrary, we get that u is a minimizer of £. The statement follows from (7.16) and
(7.18) with w = w. In particular, the limit in (2.28)) does not depend on the specific choice of the
subsequence and thus (2.28]) holds for the whole sequence.

(ii) Given (un), C GSBDP({2') satisfying (2.29), we apply Theorem on the functionals
(€])n and find a subsequence (not relabeled), (y,), C GSBDP(£2") with L*({e(yn) # e(un)}) =0
(see (3.9)) and u € GSBDP(£2') with u = u° on '\ 2 such that y,, — u in measure on 2’ and
e(yn) — e(u) weakly in LP(£2'; REX?). Now, by (7.1)(i) and the fact that e(y,) = e(u,) L%a.c. in
2" we find

iz, e(u)(z))de < hmlnf/ iz, e(yn)(x))dz =liminf [ f)(z,e(uy)(x))de.  (7.19)
o) el

n—oo n— oo

Denote the extension of § defined in (2.27) by §’. The surface density ¢’ of the I'-limit £’ satisfies
g < §'. Moreover, as § is Continuous on {2 x Sdil, we get that ¢'(zg,) is even and symmetric
jointly convex for all g € {2 by Corollary Note that ¢ satisfies the properties stated in
Remark (with 2" in place of 2 and D = 2). Therefore, we can apply Lemma on ¢'.
Hence, we obtain

/ g (x,v,) dHY! < liminf g (z,v,) dH! < liminf § (z,v,) dHEL (7.20)
. n—oo g n—oo g
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By combining (7.19)-(7.20) we find &’(u) < liminf,, o &'(uy,). Clearly, as u = u® on €'\ £, this
also yields &'(u) < liminf,, o0 &'(un). Now we can proceed as in (i) below (7.16) to conclude the
proof (with the only difference that we do not get lim,, o &/ (yn) = E'(u).) O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA UNDER SIMPLIFYING ASSUMPTION

Proof. Here, we present a simplified proof where we assume that each J,, consists of a bounded
number of closed, continuous curves, denoted by 7', ...,7¢ , where sup,,cy G < +00. To simplify
notation, we suppose that v = e;. This is not restrictive since we can first prove the statement
for the functions w,(r) := RTu, (Rz) for z € Q> = Q1, where R is a rotation with Re; = v, and
then rotate back the obtained partition onto QY. In view of (5.9)(ii), we define

Co := max Gy, +sup H'(J,,) < +oo0. (A1)
neN neN

For k € N fixed, we define

Ue=Q1N{lz-es| < 3k}, Vi=Qin{|z-es| <k} (A.2)
For each k € N, our strategy will lie in combining different components of the jump set J,,, inside
Vi. Then, we will obtain the sets S;” and S, in the statement by a diagonal argument. We
introduce some further notation: we cover Uy up to a set of negligible £2-measure by k pairwise

disjoint cubes of sidelength 1/k, denoted by Q¥, ..., QZ with corresponding centers 2%, ... ,x’,g.

We will first show that each of these cubes necessarily intersects the jump set J,, (Step 1).

Based on this, we will combine different connected components of the jump set J,, with small
segments of length at most v/5/k (Step 2). This will eventually allow us to define the sets S;7 and
S, satisfying (Step 3).
Step 1: Jy, N Q’; # 0 for all j = 1...,k and each n > ny, where ny € N depends on k. We
suppose by contradiction that the statement were wrong, i.e., we find Q% with .J,, N Qf = () for
some n > ny, where ni € N depending on k is specified below (see (A.5)) and ) First, we
observe that then u,, would be a Sobolev function when restricted to )7. Thus, the Korn-Poincaré
inequality implies

Jin = nll a2y < Crlle(un)lzrgp) < Crlleun) o (A.3)

for a constant Cj, only depending on k, where a,, defined by a,(r) = A, x + b, for € R? is
a suitable rigid motion. As u,, — g0, in measure on Q1, see (5.9)(iii), we find a sequence
(Mn)n C (0,+00) with 1, — 0 and ny € N sufficiently large such that the sets (recall ([5.8]))

B, ={z € Q7 [un(2)] <mn}, Bf ={z e Q" |un(x) — (| < nn} (A.4)
fulfill for each n > n; that
L2(Q*\ BE) < 1k2. (A.5)
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As £2(Q%* n Q%) = $k72, this implies
L2(BinQh) > 1k72 (A.6)

Now, we define b, = b, and b} = b, — (. By Lemmafor Y(t) =t, R =+2/2,§ = 1/4,
G=A,/k, b="bF+ Anac?, and E = k((Bf n Qf) - xf), and by a change of variables we get

c
Apl/k + bjf+Anx’?§c][ Gx+bdx:7/ A,z +bE|da, AT
[Aal /B + | fscf l6ettlde= grognn [ ] | (A7)
where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant (Here, we used that £2(E) > 1/4.) As b} —b, = — and
b, — by, =0, we derive by (A.3]) and - ) that
HAn T+ bn ||L1(B$HQ?) = ||an + bn — b"”Ll(B,%ﬂQf)

< ||an - unHLl(Qf) + ||un + brzf - anLl(B,,:ltﬂQ?)
< Crlle(un)llLr Qi) + M L7 (By NQY).

This along with (A.6)—(A.7)) yields |b,iL+Anx§| < 4ck?Cyle(un) || e Q1)+ - Therefore, by (5.9) (i)
and 7,, — 0 we find

b + Ana¥| < (|3 for all n >, (A.8)
where nj; € N depends on k. Now, however, (A.8)) contradicts the fact that | — b, | = |¢|. This

shows that Q? necessarily intersects J,,, and the first step of the proof is concluded.

Step 2: Combining components of the jump set with segments. Recall the definition of Uy and Vj
in (A.2). Let k € N and n > ny. The goal of this step is to construct a closed set I'* C Vj, such
that 1% contains the points (—1,0) and (4,0), is path connected, and satisfies

HY(TEN Ju,) < k™2, (A.9)
where ¢ depends only on Cj in (A.1)).
Let us construct I'*. We denote by 77, ... , 77+ the connected components of J,, N Vi, which

intersect Uy. Note that each of these components is a closed, continuous curve, and that we have

d

T7
Ju, NUp = UFl 77 N Ug. (A.10)

We now estimate the number T, of these connected components. To this end, we decompose the
components of the original jump set J,, into the index sets
Trmall — {j =1...,Gp: ’Hl(vj”) < %k‘l/‘l} and T = {1, ... G,}\ 7wl

] )]T;l intersects Uy and each curve in 7,!2'¢¢ is split into different
T, .
curves of (7');; we obtain by (A.1)

Then, as each component in (77

H ()
07) | <Gt 2m Y Hi ) < 20 K1,

Tn < mall
SHT + Zjeﬁafgc {dist(Uk, oV, N Q1)
(A.11)

Here, in the second step we used that dist(Uy, Vi N Q1) = k~1/* — %kfl > %k’l/‘L.

We now add two additional elements to the family of curves, namely the segments

Th 41 =[-%, -1 +1/k] x {0} and TF 4o =[5 — 1/k, 3] x {0}. (A.12)
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We connect the different components (77 )T"+2 with segments: for each pair (77}, 72), j1 # ja, With
dist(r?,77) < v/5/k, we choose a closed segment of length at most v/5/k contained in V} which

Ji? g2
connects 7. with 77'. Denote the union of the components (7] )T'L+2

We show that I k has the desired properties. First, I'¥ C V}, by definition. By construction, I'*
contains the points (—3 10) and (%, 0), see (A-12). To see that I'* is path connected, we first note
that I'* intersects each cube Q?, j=1,...,k, by Step 1 and by (A.10). Then, each component

with these segments by I'F.

in (7 7] )T_TQ intersecting a cube Q? is connected to all components intersecting the cube Q? or the
adjacent cubes ;“ ; and Q] 41 (if existent), for the maximal distance of two points in adjacent

cubes is v/5/k. This shows that I'¥ is path connected. Finally, since UJ 175 C Ju,, we get by

(A.11) that

HY(TEN (Ju, UTR o UTE 1)) < VBET! < ckTH(Co kY2 < ck™Y/2,

(Tn +2)(Tn + 1)
2

where ¢ depends on Cj. As ’Hl(Tﬁﬂ-) < k~! for j = 1,2, this shows and concludes Step 2
of the proof.
Step 3: Definition of S, and S,,. We now define the sets S;" and S, and establish (5.10). For
each k € N and each n > ny, we denote the (possibly countably many) connected components of
the open set ()4 \1"]~C by (P} k) J € NU {+oc0}. As I'* is path connected and contained in
Vi, as well as (—3,0),(%,0) € I'*, we observe that each set Pj"’k intersects at most one of the sets
Q5> T\ Vj, and Qez’ \ Vi. We now define S’;k as the union of components (P;L’k)}]:l which do not
mtersect QS \ Vi. We also let 5”:,6 = (Q1\ ITF)\ S;k, and note that S’:k does not intersect
127\ Vi. We define the nelghborhoods Ni = Q1 \ Q1_j-1/1 and observe that the sets S & will
p0551bly not satisfy - ii). Therefore, we introduce the sets

Jj=0

St = (S U (Ve NQE TN\ (NN Q™ NTA),
Sr= (S, Uk NQP ™ NV))\ (N NQPT N V). (A.13)

Clearly, by definition we have £2(Q1 \ (S:k U S;k)) =0 for all k € N and n > ny, and
QF\ Vi € SE, C QT U (A.14)
We can now check that
(1) L2 (kaAQ@’ ) < 2k74,
(i) NpnQ* c S
i) H'((0S), NS, )\ Ju,) < k™2, A5
n,k n,k n

for ¢ > 0 depending on Cy. Indeed, (i) is a consequence of (A.2) and (A.14)). By (A.13) and (A.14)
we get (ii). Finally, we show (iii). First, and the deﬁmtlon of Ny imply

H (08}, ndS, )\ Ju,) <H' ((aS;k NoS, )\ Ju,) + Zj:i HYO(NE N QT NW)).

Then, as &itk N 85’;k C I'¥ and HY(O(N, N Q%% NV4)) < ck=1/4, (iii) follows from (A.9).

Finally, we obtain the desired sets S and S, satisfying (5.10) from (A.15) by a suitable diagonal
argument. This concludes the proof. O
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