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Abstract

We prove global W 1,q(Ω,Rm)-regularity for minimisers of convex functionals
of the form F (u) =

´

Ω F (x,Du) dx. W 1,q(Ω,Rm) regularity is also proven for
minimisers of the associated relaxed functional. Our main assumptions on F (x, z)
are a uniform α-Hölder continuity assumption in x and controlled (p, q)-growth

conditions in z with q < (n+α)p

n
.

1 Introduction and results

We study minimisation problems of the form

min
u∈W 1,p

g (Ω,Rm)
F (u) where F (u) =

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du) − f · udx.

Here F (x, z) is a convex functional with (p, q)-growth in z satisfying a natural uni-
form α-Hölder condition in x. Furthermore Ω is a sufficiently regular domain in R

n,
f ∈ Lq

′

(Ω,Rm) and g is a sufficiently regular boundary datum. We assume throughout
that 1 < p ≤ q < ∞ and will impose further restrictions as necessary. For precise defini-
tions we refer to Section 2 where we also explain our notation. We prove global higher
integrability properties of the minimiser as well as global higher integrability properties
of minimisers of a relaxed functional related to F (·). Our results concern mostly the
vectorial case n,m ≥ 2. The one-dimensional case n = 1 is special and stronger results
apply.

The study of elliptic systems and functionals in the case where p = q is well estab-
lished with a very long list of important results. For an introduction and references we
refer to [28] and [29].

In order to state our results precisely and to compare them with the literature on
functionals with (p, q)-growth we briefly state our assumptions precisely.

Acknowledgements. L.K. was supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council
[EP/L015811/1].
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Let 0 < α ≤ 1. We assume that F (x, z) is measurable in x, continuously differentiable
in z and moreover satisfies

ν(µ2 + |z|2 + |w|2)
p−2

2 ≤
F (x, z) − F (x,w) − 〈∂zF (x,w), z − w〉

|z − w|2
(H1)

|F (x, z)| . (1 + |z|2)
q
2 (H2)

|F (x, z) − F (y, z)| ≤ Λ|x− y|α
(

1 + |z|2
)

q
2 . (H3)

for some µ, ν,Λ > 0, all z,w ∈ R
n×m and almost every x, y ∈ Ω, where 1 ≤ p ≤ q. If

p < n further suppose q ≤ np
n−p .

Note that under these assumptions F (x, z) is convex. We also remark that our
conditions clearly imply the following two bounds for z ∈ R

n×m and almost every x ∈ Ω,

|z|p − 1 . F (x, z) (1.1)

|∂zF (x, z)| . Λ
(

1 + |z|2
)

q−1
2 . (1.2)

We refer to Section 6 for examples of functionals satisfying these assumptions. Alter-
native assumptions to (H1) that allow for anisotropic or p(x)-growth and under which
the conclusions of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 still hold are explored in Section 5.

Let us also give a precise definition of the notions of minimisers we are interested in:

Definition 1.1. u ∈ W 1,1
g (Ω) is a (pointwise) minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p

g (Ω) if it
holds that F (Du) ∈ L1(Ω) and

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du) − f · udx ≤

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du+Dφ) − f · (u+ φ) dx

for all φ ∈ W 1,1
0 (Ω).

u ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) is a W 1,q-relaxed minimiser (usually referred to as a relaxed minimiser)

of F (·) in the class W 1,p
g (Ω) if u minimises the relaxed functional

F (v) = inf

{

lim inf
j→∞

ˆ

Ω
F (Dvj) − f · vj : (vj) ⊂ Y, vj ⇀ v weakly in X

}

(1.3)

amongst all v ∈ X = W 1,p
g (Ω) where Y = W 1,q

g (Ω).

Note that for a pointwise minimiser, F (u) < ∞, coupled with (H1), Sobolev embed-
ding and Young’s inequality gives Du ∈ Lp(Ω). We remark further that by weak lower
semicontinuity of F (·) in W 1,q(Ω), for u ∈ W 1,q

g (Ω), F (u) = F (u).
The study of regularity theory for minimisers in the case p < q started with the

seminal papers [36], [37]. We don’t aim to give a complete overview of the theory here,
focusing on results directly relevant to this paper. We refer to [38] for a good overview
and further references. A particular focus of research have been the special cases of the
double-phase functional F (x, z) = |z|p + a(x)|z|q and functionals with p(x)-growth. For
an introduction and further references with regards to these special cases we refer to the
introduction of [4] and [17], [41], respectively. Already in the scalar m = 1 autonomous
case F (x, z) = F (z) counterexamples show that in order to prove regularity of minimisers
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p and q may not be too far apart [27], [36], [32]. We stress that the counterexamples only
apply to pointwise minimisers (as opposed to relaxed minimisers, see Definition 1.3). A
crucial first step to proving interior regularity results is to obtain W 1,q

loc regularity of

minimisers. Once W 1,q
loc regularity is obtained, further regularity results such as partial

regularity may be obtained, see for example [2], [39]. We list the to our knowledge best
available W 1,q

loc regularity results for general autonomous convex functionals with (p, q)-
growth (when n ≥ 2): Under natural growth conditions it suffices to assume q < np

n−1

[13] in order to obtain W 1,q
loc regularity of minimisers. To obtain the same conclusion

under controlled growth conditions the gap may be widened to q < p
(

1 + 2
n−1

)

[44]

and under controlled duality growth conditions it suffices to take q < np
n−2 (if n = 2 it

suffices to take q < ∞) [15]. We note that in all three cases higher integrability goes
hand in hand with a higher differentiability result. Partial C1,α regularity of pointwise
and relaxed minimisers (with Y = W 1,q

loc ) for autonomous quasiconvex functionals has

been obtained in [45, 46, 47] under natural growth conditions with q < 1 + min(2,p)
2n . The

borderline-case p = n − 1, q = n was studied in [14]. Finally, we refer to [5] for results
and references in the case of parabolic systems with (p, q)-growth.

We now turn to the case of non-autonomous functionals F (x, z), convex and with
(p, q)-growth in z, while satisfying a uniform α-Hölder condition in x. For n ≥ 2 coun-
terexamples to W 1,q regularity with 1 < p < n < n+α < q are due to [19], see also [24].

Recent work suggests that the condition p < n < q may be removed [3]. If q < (n+α)p
n ,

it was proven in [19] for many standard examples that minimisers enjoy W 1,q
loc regularity.

Using [18] the result may be extended to functionals satisfying in addition the following
condition:

there is ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0) and x ∈ Ω there is ŷ ∈ Bε(x) ∩ Ω such
that

F (ŷ, z) ≤ F (y, z) ∀y ∈ Bε(x) ∩ Ω, z ∈ R
n×m. (H4)

(H4) is very similar to Assumption 2.3. in [52]. We remark that (H4) holds for many of
the commonly considered examples, see Section 6 as well as [19], [18]. W 1,q

loc regularity

is in general not known if q = (n+α)p
n . An exception are functionals modeled on the

double-phase functional [4], see also [16].
One of the few results on regularity up to the boundary in the setting of (p, q)-

growth functionals is [7] where Lipschitz regularity up to the boundary is obtained for
minimisers of scalar autonomous functionals satisfying nonstandard growth conditions
and the structure condition F (x, z) = b(|z|). The growth conditions considered include
(p, q)-growth. For functionals satisfying a structural assumption inspired by the double-
phase functional Caldéron-Zygmund estimates valid up to the boundary are obtained in
[10].

If additional structure assumptions such as F (x, z) = b(x, |z|) are imposed or if it is
assumed that minimisers are bounded it is possible to improve on the results listed so
far. Without going into further detail we refer to [6], [12] for results and further refer-
ences in these directions. Local boundedness of minimisers for convex non-autonomous
(p, q)-growth functionals under natural growth conditions and the additional assumption
F (x, 2z) . 1 + F (x, z) is studied in [31].

The main result of this paper is to obtain global W 1,q regularity of minimisers for
non-autonomous functionals F (x, z)- convex and with controlled (p, q)-growth conditions
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in z as well as satisfying a uniform α-Hölder condition in x- if q < (n+α)p
n and under

the additional assumption (H4). Thus our results are the global analogue of the local
results in [19], [18]. We stress that we do not make any structure assumption on the
dependence on z going beyond controlled (p, q)-growth conditions and that we make no
geometric assumptions on either the domain or the boundary datum g. To the best
of our knowledge this is the first global W 1,q regularity result valid for a large class of
general convex (p, q)-growth functionals.

Proofs of W 1,q
loc -regularity in the (p, q)-growth framework often involve two major

steps. First, an a-priori estimate for minimisers of a suitably regularised q-growth func-
tional is obtained using difference quotient methods. Second, taking limits the estimate
is transferred to minimisers of the original functional. In this paper we follow the same
ideas. In order to apply the difference quotient method globally, we rely on an argu-
ment developed in [43]. Using this technique we obtain a regularity result for relaxed
minimisers:

Theorem 1. Suppose Ω is a Lipschitz domain. Let g ∈ W 1+α,q(Ω). Suppose F (x, ·)

satisfies (H1)-(H3) with 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n . If u is a relaxed minimiser of F (·) in the

class W 1,p
g (Ω), then u ∈ W 1,q(Ω). Moreover for any 0 ≤ β < α there is γ > 0 such that

‖u‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.
(

1 + F (u) + ‖g‖W 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ
.

A key obstruction to W 1,q-regularity in the (p, q)-growth setting is the Lavrentiev
phenomenon, which describes the possibility that

inf
u∈W 1,p

g (Ω)
F (u) < inf

u∈W 1,q
g (Ω)

F (u). (1.4)

A first example of this phenomenon was given in [35]. In the context of (p, q)- growth
functionals the theory was further developed in [50], [51],[52]. The Lavrentiev phe-
nomenon is closely related to properties of the relaxed functional. We adopt the view-
point and terminology of [9] and consider a topological space X of weakly differentiable
functions and a dense subspace Y ⊂ X. We introduce the following sequentially lower
semi-continuous (slsc) envelopes

FX = sup{ G : X → [0,∞] : G slsc ,G ≤ F on X }

F Y = sup{ G : X → [0,∞] : G slsc ,G ≤ F on Y }

and define the Lavrentiev gap functional for u ∈ X as

L (u,X, Y ) =







F Y (u) − FX(u) if FX(u) < ∞

0 else.

Note that the gap functional is non-negative.
There is an extensive literature on the Lavrientiev phenomenon and gap functional,

an overview of which can be found in [8], [25] to which we also refer for further references.
The phenomenon is also of interest in nonlinear elasticity [26]. Considering the common
choice X = W 1,p(Ω) endowed with the weak toplogy, Y = W 1,q

loc (Ω) a question related
to the Lavrentiev phenomenon is to study measure representations of F (·). We refer
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to [22, 1] for results and further references in this direction, but point out that in this
context in [23] an argument using a Whitney cover of Ω was given that is similar to
arguments in this paper.

In this paper we always consider the choice X = W 1,p
g (Ω) endowed with the weak

topology and Y = W 1,q
g (Ω). Since F (x, z) is convex, standard methods show that then

FX(·) = F (·), see [29, Chapter 4]. Further F Y (·) = F (·). We also note that if
L (u,X, Y ) = 0 for all u ∈ X, then the Lavrentiev phenomenon cannot occur. Non-
occurrence of the Lavrentiev phenomenon allows to transfer the estimates obtained in
Theorem 1 to pointwise minimisers and thus to establish W 1,q-regularity. In fact un-
der the assumption that L (u,X, Y ) = 0 for all u ∈ X with X = W 1,p(Ω), endowed
with the weak toplogy, and Y = W 1,p(Br) with Br ⋐ Ω, W 1,q(Br)-regularity of min-

imisers of non-autonomous functionals satisfying (H1)-(H3) with 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n

is obtained in [19]. Under (H1)-(H3) and the same restriction on q, [18] shows that
L (·,W 1,p(Ω),W 1,q(Br)) = 0 where Br ⋐ Ω if in addition (H4) holds. Our next theorem
obtains global W 1,q-regularity of minimisers under the same assumptions.

Theorem 2. Suppose Ω is a C1,α-domain. Suppose g ∈ W
1+max

(

α, 1
q

)

,q
(Ω). Assume

F (·) satisfies (H1)-(H3) with 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n and (H4). Suppose u is a pointwise

minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p
g (Ω). Then u ∈ W 1,q(Ω). Moreover for 0 ≤ β < α

there is γ > 0 such that

‖u‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.

(

1 + F (u) + ‖g‖
W

1+max(α, 1
q ),q

(Ω)
+ ‖f‖Lq′(Ω)

)γ

The proof of this theorem employs regular approximations to u ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) using a

partition of unity adapted to a Whitney-Besicovitch covering of Ω. This construction
is motivated by the following considerations: For autonomous convex functionals it is
easy to see that considering the mollified functions u ⋆ φε shows that L (·,X, Y ) = 0
on X = W 1,p(Ω) where Y = W 1,q(ω) for some fixed ω ⋐ Ω. Our situation, where we
intend to employ a similar argument, differs in two aspects: we consider non-autonomous
functionals and require results that are valid up to the boundary. We use assumption
(H4) to deal with the x-dependence. In order to obtain results valid up to the boundary
our main idea is to use a two-parameter mollification u ⋆ φεδ(x) where δ(x) ∼ d(x, ∂Ω).
We will implement this using a Whitney-Besicovitch covering.

We are not able to prove that L (u,W 1,p
g (Ω),W 1,q

g (Ω)) = 0 for all u ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) in

the full range of q covered by Theorem 2, but obtain the following partial result:

Proposition 1. Suppose Ω is a Lipschitz domain and g ∈ W
1+ 1

q
,q

(Ω). Let X = W 1,p
g (Ω)

endowed with the weak topology. Suppose that 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n and that F (x, ·) sat-

isfies (H1)-(H3) and (H4). Then with the choice Y = W 1,q
loc (Ω),

L (·,X, Y ) = 0 on X.

If in fact 1 < p ≤ q < min
(

p + 1,
(

1 + α
(α+1)n

)

p
)

, then L (·,X, Y ) = 0 on X with

the choice Y = W 1,q
g (Ω).

We mention that as a by-product of our work we also obtain a higher differentiability
result:
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Corollary 1. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 1 (or Theorem 2) hold. Let u be a
relaxed (pointwise) minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p

g (Ω). Then u ∈ W 1+β,p(Ω) for
β < α

max(2,p) . Moreover there is γ > 0 such that

‖u‖W 1+β,p(Ω) .

(

1 + F (u) + ‖g‖
W

1+max(α, 1
q ),q

(Ω)
+ ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section 2 we collect some background
results that we use to prove global higher integrability for minimisers of the relaxed
functional in Section 3 and for minimisers of the pointwise functional in Section 4. In
Section 5 we extend these results to ellipticity assumptions suited for anisotropic and
p(x)-growth. In Section 6 we give examples of functionals to which our results apply.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

In this section we introduce our notation. The set Ω will always denote a open,
bounded domain in R

n. Given a set ω ⊂ R
n, ω will denote its closure. We write Br(x)

for the usual open Euclidean balls in R
n and Sn−1 for the unit sphere in R

n. We denote
the cone of height ρ, aperture θ and axis in direction nnn by Cρ(θ,nnn). That is

Cρ(θ,nnn) = {h ∈ R
n : |h| ≤ ρ, h ·nnn ≥ |h| cos(θ) }.

Here | · | denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector in R
n and likewise the Euclidean

norm of a matrix A ∈ R
n×n. Id denotes the identity matrix in R

n×n. Given an open
set Ω we denote Ωλ = {x ∈ Ω : d(x, ∂Ω) > λ } and λΩ = {λx : x ∈ Ω }. Here
d(x, ∂Ω) = infy∈∂Ω |x− y| denotes the distance of x from the boundary of Ω.

If p ∈ [1,∞] denote by p′ = p
p−1 its Hölder conjugate. The symbols a ≈ b and a . b

mean that there is some constant C > 0, depending only on n,m, p,Ω, µ, ν and Λ, and
independent of a and b such that C−1a ≤ b ≤ Ca and a ≤ Cb, respectively.

Write Vµ,t(z) = (µ2 + |z|2)
t−2

4 z. We recall the useful well-known inequality:

Lemma 2.1. For s > −1, µ ∈ [0, 1], z1, z2 ∈ R
N , with µ+ |z1| + |z2| > 0,

ˆ 1

0
(µ2 + |z1 + λ(z2 − z1)2)

s
2λdλ ∼ (µ2 + |z1|2 + |z2|2)

s
2

with the implicit constants only depending on s. Further,

|Vµ,t(z1) − Vµ,t(z2)| ∼ (µ2 + |z1|2 + |z2|2)
t−2

2 |z1 − z2|2.

We will often find it useful to write for a function v defined on R
n and a vector

h ∈ R
n, vh(x) = v(x+ h).

We pick a family {φε } of radially symmetric, non-negative mollifiers of unitary mass.
We denote convolution with φε as

u ⋆ φε(x) =

ˆ

Rn

u(y)φε(x− y) dy.
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2.2 Function spaces

We recall some basic properties of Sobolev and Besov spaces following the exposition
in [43], alternatively the theory can be found in [48].

For 0 ≤ α ≤ 1 and k ∈ N, Ck(Ω) and Ck,α(Ω) denote the spaces of functions k-times
continuously differentiable in Ω and k-times α-Hölder differentiable in Ω, respectively.

For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, k ∈ N, Lp(Ω) = Lp(Ω,Rm) and W k,p(Ω) = W k,p(Ω,Rm) denote the

usual Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces respectively. We write W k,p
0 (Ω) for the closure of

C∞
0 (Ω)-functions with respect to the W k,p-norm. For g ∈ W 1,1(Ω), write W k,p

g (Ω) =

g +W k,p
0 (Ω). We freely identify W k,p-functions with their precise representatives.

Denote by [, ]s,q the real interpolation functor. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and p, q ∈ [1,∞]. We
define

Bs,p
q (Ω) = Bs,p

q (Ω,Rm) = [W 1,p(Ω,Rm), Lp(Ω,Rm)]s,q

B1+s,p
q (Ω) = [W 2,p(Ω),W 1,p(Ω)]s,q = { v ∈ W 1,p(Ω) : Dv ∈ Bs,p

q (Ω) }

Further we recall that W 1+s,p(Ω) = B1+s,p
p (Ω) and that for 1 ≤ q < ∞, Bs,p

q (Ω) embeds
continuously in Bs,p

∞ (Ω). We will use a characterisation of these spaces in terms of
difference quotients. Let D be a set generating R

n, star-shaped with respect to 0. For
s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ [1,∞], consider

[v]ps,p,Ω = sup
h∈D\{ 0 }

ˆ

Ωh

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

vh(x) − v(x)

h

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dx.

This characterises Bs,p
∞ (Ω) in the sense that

v ∈ Bs,p
∞ (Ω) ⇔ v ∈ Lp(Ω) and [v]ps,p,Ω < ∞.

Moreover there are positive constants C1, C2 > 0 depending only on s, p,D,Ω such that

C1‖v‖Bs,p
∞ (Ω) ≤ ‖v‖Lp(Ω) + [v]s,p,Ω ≤ C2‖v‖Bs,p

∞ (Ω). (2.1)

If Ω = Br(x0), then C1, C2 are unchanged by replacing D with QD, where Q is an
orthonormal matrix. In particular, when D = Cρ(θ,nnn) is a cone, they are independent
of the choice of nnn.

Finally, recall that Bs,p
q (Ω) may be localised: If {Ui }i≤M is a finite collection of

balls covering Ω, then v ∈ Bs,p
q (Ω) if and only if v|Ω∩Ui

∈ Bs,p
q (Ω ∩ Ui) for i = 1, ...,M .

Moreover, there are constants C3, C4 depending only on M such that

C3‖v‖Bs,p
q (Ω) ≤

M
∑

i=1

‖v‖Bs,p
q (Ω∩Ui) ≤ C4‖v‖Bs,p

q (Ω). (2.2)

We recall a well-known embedding theorem, see e.g. [49]:

Theorem 3. Let 0 < s ≤ 1 and p, p1 ∈ [1,∞]. Assume that s − n
p = − n

p1
and suppose

v ∈ Bs,p
∞ (Ω). Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1 − p1],

‖v‖Lp1−ε(Ω) . ‖v‖Bs,p
∞ (Ω).

We next recall some basic properties of mollifications. Proofs can be found in [20].
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Lemma 2.2. Let 1 < p < ∞. Let Ω be an open domain in R
n and ω ⋐ Ω. Suppose

u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) and consider uε = u ⋆ φε for ε < d(ω, ∂Ω). Then

(i) uε ∈ C∞(ω)

(ii) ‖uε‖W 1,p(ω) ≤ ‖u‖W 1,p(Ω)

(iii) For p ≤ q ≤ np
n−p , ‖uε − u‖Lp(ω) . εΘ‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) where Θ = 1 + n(1/q − 1/p) if

p < n, Θ = n/q if p ≥ n.

(iv) ‖Duε‖L∞(ω) . ε− n
p ‖Du‖W 1,p(Ω).

We also recall the trace theorem in the following form, see e.g. [21].

Lemma 2.3. Let Ω be a Lipschitz domain. Let 1 < p < ∞. Then there is a bounded

linear operator Tr: W 1+ 1
p
,pΩ → W 1,p(∂Ω). In fact, it is possible to define Tru to be the

values of the precise representative of u on ∂Ω.

Finally we recall the following well-known result (see [21] for the ingredients of the
proof) which will justify extending u by extensions of g.

Lemma 2.4. Let p ∈ [1,∞]. Let V ⋑ Ω be an open, bounded set. Suppose u ∈ W 1,p(Ω)
and v ∈ (u+W 1,p

0 (Ω)) ∩W 1,p(V ). Then the map

w =







u in Ω

v in V \ Ω

belongs to W 1,p(V ).

2.3 Some properties of Lipschitz and C1,αdomains

In this section we recall some properties of Lipschitz and C1,α-domains. For further
details we refer to [30]. We say Ω ⊂ R

n is a Lipschitz (C1,α) domain if Ω is an open
subset of R

n and for every x ∈ ∂Ω, there exists a neighbourhood V of x in R
n and

orthogonal coordinates { yi }1≤i≤n such that

(i) V is a hypercube in the new coordinates:

V = { (y1, . . . , yn } : −ai < yi < ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 }.

(ii) there exists a Lipschitz (C1,α) function φ defined in

V ′ = { (y1, . . . yn−1) : −ai < yi < ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 }

and such that

|φ(y′)| ≤ an/2 for every y′ = (y1, . . . , yn−1) ∈ V ′,

Ω ∩ V = { y = (y′, yn) ∈ V : yn < φ(y′) },

∂Ω ∩ V = { y = (y′, yn) ∈ V : yn = φ(y′) }.

8



Let Ω be a Lipschitz domain. Then Ω satisfies a uniform exterior cone condition [30,
Section 1.2.2]: there are ρ0, θ0 > 0 and a map nnn : Rn → Sn−1 such that for every x ∈ R

n

Cρ0(θ0,nnn(x)) ⊂ Oρ0(x) =
{

h ∈ R
n : |h| ≤ ρ0,

(

Ω \B3ρ0(x)
)

+ h ⊂ R
n \ Ω

}

. (2.3)

Moreover there is a smooth vector field transversal to ∂Ω, i.e. there exists κ > 0 and
X ∈ C∞(Rn,Rn) such that

X · ν ≥ κ

a.e. on ∂Ω where ν is the exterior unit normal to ∂Ω [30, Lemma 1.5.1.9.].
It is well-known that every Lipschitz domain can be written as a finite union of

strongly star-shaped Lipschitz domains:

Lemma 2.5. Suppose Ω is a Lipschitz domain. Then there is N > 0 and strongly
starshaped Lipschitz domains Ωi, ωi, i = 1, . . . N such that ωi ⋐ Ωi relative to Ω,
∂ωi ∩ ∂Ω ⋐ ∂Ωi ∩ ∂Ω if ∂Ωi ∩ Ω 6= ∅ and

Ω =
N
⋃

i=1

Ωi =
N
⋃

i=1

ωi.

Moreover given g ∈ W 1+ 1
q
,q(Ω) and u ∈ W 1,p

g (Ω), we can ensure that u ∈ W 1,p(∂Ωi) for
i = 1, . . . , N with ‖u‖W 1,p(∂Ωi) . ‖u‖W 1,p(Ωi) + ‖g‖W 1+1/q,q(Ω).

Proof. We recall the main points of the proof and refer to [11, Proposition 2.5.3] for
details. Let x ∈ ∂Ω. Then for ε and ρ sufficiently small we may assume that Ix is a
neighbourhood of x such that, writing ŷ = (y1, . . . , yn−1),

Ix ∩ Ω = { y ∈ R
n : −ε < yn ≤ τ(ŷ), ŷ ∈ Bρ(0) }

where τ is Lipschitz function. We may further assume that ρ ≤ τ(0)
2c where c denotes the

Lipschitz constant of τ . We now consider

Ωε′,ρ′

x = { y ∈ R
n : −ε′ < yn < τ(ŷ), ŷ ∈ Bρ′(0) }

with ε′ ∈ (0, ε), ρ′ ∈ (0, ρ). A straightforward argument shows that Ωε′,ρ′

is strongly
star-shaped with respect to 0 as well as a Lipschitz domain. Since

ˆ ε

0

ˆ ρ

0

ˆ

∂Ωε′,ρ′

x

(|u|p + |Du|p) .

ˆ

Ix∩Ω
|Du|p dx

we can choose ε̃ ∈ (0, ε) and ρ̃ ∈ (0, ρ) such that

ˆ

∂Ωε′,ρ′

x \∂Ω
|u|p + |Du|p . c(ε, ρ)‖u‖W 1,p(Ω).

We now set Ωx = Ωε̃,ρ̃
x and ωx = Ω

ε̃/2,ρ̃/2
x . If x ∈ Ω, by a similar argument we find a

ball Bε̃(x) with ε̃ ∈ (0, ∂Ω/2) such that ‖u‖W 1,p(∂Bε̃(x)) . c(d(x, ∂Ω))‖u‖W 1,p(Bε̃(x)) and
set Ωx = Bε̃(x), ωx = Bε̃/2(x). A standard compactness argument shows that the cover
{ωx }x∈Ω of Ω contains a finite subcover with the desired properties.
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The next lemma enables us to to stretch a small neighbourhood of the boundary
in a controlled manner. This will be crucial in constructing sequences with improved
integrability but unchanged boundary behaviour.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose Ω is a C1,α-domain. Then there is a family of domains Ωs ⋑ Ω
and a family of C1,α-diffeomorphisms Ψs : Ωs → Ω such that

(i) JΨs → 1 and |DΨs − Id| → 0 uniformly in Ωs as s ր 1. Equivalently, JΨ−1
s → 1

and |DΨ−1
s − Id| → 0 uniformly in Ω as s ր 1.

(ii) If g ∈ W
1+ 1

q
,q

(Ω) there is an extension ĝ of g to Ωs such that ĝ ∈ W 1,q(Ωs) and
ĝ
∣

∣

Ω ∈ g +W 1,q(Ω).

Proof. Let X ∈ C∞(Rn,Rn) be a smooth vector field transversal to ∂Ω. Fix t0 > 0.
Given z ∈ ∂Ω and for |t| ≤ 2t0 consider the flow

dhz
dt

=X(h(t))

hz(s) =z

and set Ψ(z, t) = hz(t). After possibly reducing the value of t0, the maps Ψ,Ψ−1 are
C1,α-regular diffeomorphisms on a neighbourhood of ∂Ω which we denote V . Moreover
the Jacobians of Ψ, Ψ−1 are bounded.

Let 1
2 ≤ s < 1. Consider τs : [−t0, t0] → [−t0, t0], a sequence of strictly monotonically

increasing smooth maps with

τs(−t0) = −t τs(t0) = s−1t0 τ ′
s(−t0) = −1

and such that τs → Id in C2([−t0, t0]) as s → 1. Define

Ψ−1
s (x) =







Ψ
(

x0, τs(t)
)

for x = Ψ(x0, t) ∈ V

x else .

Set Ωs = Ψ−1
s (Ω) ⊂ V ∪ Ω. Using the chain rule we note that Ψ−1

s : Ω → Ωs is a
C1,α-regular diffeomorphism. Denote its inverse by Ψs : Ωs → Ω and note that using the
Inverse Function Theorem and the chain rule Ψs → Id in C1(Ωs) as s ր 1. In particular,
also JΨs → 1 uniformly in Ωs as s ր 1. To obtain ĝ, simply set

ĝ(x) =







g(x0, 0) for x = Ψ(x0, t0) ∈ Ωs \ Ω

g(x) for x ∈ Ω.

We conclude this section by noting a number of extensions we may carry out if Ω
is a Lipschitz domain: Let Ω ⋐ B(0, R). Due to [42], if g ∈ W s,p(Ω), then there is an
extension g̃ ∈ W s,p(Rn,Rm) with

‖g̃‖W s,p(Rn) . ‖g‖W s,p(Ω). (2.4)
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Further we extend F (x, z) to a functional on B(0, R)×R
n×m, still denoted F (x, z), that

satisfies

|F (x, z) − F (y, z)| . Λ|x− y|α(1 + |z|2)
q
2

|F (x, z)| . Λ(1 + |z|2)
q
2

by setting for x ∈ B(0, R) \ Ω,

F (x, z) = inf
y∈Ω

(

F (y, z) + Λ
(

1 + |z|2
)

q
2 |x− y|

)

.

2.4 Whitney-Besicovitch coverings

In this section we define Whitney-Besicovitch coverings which will be a key tool in
our proof of regularity for pointwise minimisers. Whitney-Besicovitch coverings combine
properties of Whitney and Besicovitch coverings and were introduced in [33]. A nice
presentation of the theory is given in [34]. To be precise:

Definition 2.7. A family of dyadic cubes {Qi }i∈I with mutually disjoint interiors is called
a Whitney-covering of Ω if

⋃

i∈I

Qi =
⋃

i∈I

2Qi = Ω

5Qi ∩ (Rn \ Ω) 6= ∅.

A family of cubes {Ki }i∈I is called a Whitney-Besicovitch-covering (WB-covering) of Ω
if there is a triple (δ,M, ε) of positive numbers such that

⋃

i∈I

1

1 + δ
Ki =

⋃

i∈I

Ki = Ω (2.5)

∑

i∈I

χKi ≤ M (2.6)

Ki ∩Kj 6= ∅ ⇒ |Ki ∩Kj | ≥ εmax(|Ki|, |Kj |). (2.7)

The existence of a Whitney-covering for Ω is classical. The refinement to a WB-
covering can be found in [34]:

Theorem 4 (cf. Theorem 3.15, [34]). Let Ω be an open subset of R
n with non-empty

complement. Let {Qi } be a family of cubes which are a Whitney covering of Ω. Then the

cubes Ki =
(

1 + 1
6

)

Qi are a WB-covering of Ω with δ = 1
6 , ε = 1

14n and M ≤ 6n−4n+1.

Moreover for this covering 2

(1+ 1
6 )

1
n

|Ki|
1
n ≤ dist(Ki, ∂Ω).

It will be of crucial importance to us that there exists a partition of unity associated
to a WB-covering.

Theorem 5 (cf. Theorem 3.19, [34]). Suppose the cubes {Ki }i∈I form a WB-covering
of Ω with constants (δ,M, ε). Then there is a family {ψi }i∈I of infinitely differentiable
functions that form a partition of unity on Ω with the following properties:

supp(ψi) ⊂
1 + δ

2

1 + δ
Ki

11



ψi(x) ≥
1

M
for x ∈

1

1 + δ
Ki

|Dψi| ≤ c
1

|Ki|
1
n

.

for all i ∈ I.

2.5 Properties of the relaxed and the regularised functional

In this section, we collect some results regarding the relaxed function F (·) and its
relation to a regularised version of F (·). For local versions of F (·) these results are
well-known, c.f. Section 6 in [36] and [19]. Define for u ∈ W 1,p(Ω)

Fε(u) =







F (u) + ε
´

Ω |Du|q dx if u ∈ W 1,q(Ω)

∞ else.

Write Fε(x, z) = F (x, z) + ε|z|q. If F (x, z) is measurable in x and continuously differen-
tiable in z, it is easy to see that so is Fε(x, z). Moreover if F (x, z) satisfies (H1)-(H3),
then Fε(x, z) satisfies the bounds

ν(µ2 + |z|2 + |w|2)
p−2

2 ≤
Fε(x, z) − Fε(x,w) − ∂zFε(x,w) · (z − w)

|z − w|2
(2.8)

|Fε(x, z)| ≤ (Λ + ε)(1 + |z|2)
q
2 (2.9)

|∂zFε(x, z)| . (Λ + ε)(1 + |z|2)
q−1

2 (2.10)

|Fε(x, z) − Fε(y, z)| ≤ Λ|x− y|α(12 + |z|2)
q
2 . (2.11)

Further note that if F (x, z) satisfies (H4), then so does Fε(x, z).
Minimisers of Fε(·) and F (·) are related as follows:

Lemma 2.8 (c.f. Lemma 6.4. in [36]). Let g ∈ W 1,q(Ω). Suppose u is a relaxed minimiser
of F (·) in the class W 1,p

g (Ω) and uε is the pointwise minimiser of Fε(·) in the class

W 1,q
g (Ω). Then Fε(uε) → F (u) as ε → 0. Moreover if F (x, z) satisfies (H1) and (H2)

then up to passing to a subsequence uε → u in W 1,p(Ω).

Proof. Note that by our assumptions f · u ∈ L1(Ω). Hence existence and uniqueness of
uε follows from the direct method and strict convexity, respectively. We further note
that

F (u) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

F (uε) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

Fε(uε).

To prove the reverse implication note that for any v ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω),

lim sup
ε→0

Fε(uε) ≤ lim
ε→0

Fε(v) = F (v) = F (v).

By definition of F (·) the inequality above extends to all v ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω). In particular, it

holds with the choice v = u. Thus Fε(uε) → F (u).
Using (H1) we may extract a (non-relabelled) subsequence of uε so that uε ⇀ v

weakly in W 1,p(Ω) for some v ∈ W 1,p(Ω). Note using our calculations above that v is

12



a relaxed minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p
g (Ω). Using (H1) it is easy to see that for

w1, w2 ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω),

F

(

w1 +w2

2

)

+
ν

p
‖Dw1 −Dw2‖pLp(Ω) ≤

1

2

(

F (w1) + F (w2)
)

. (2.12)

Using the definition of F (·) and weak lower semicontinuity of norms, we see that this
estimate extends to w1, w2 ∈ W 1,p

g (Ω). In particular, F (·) is convex and so u = v.
Moreover the choice w1 = u,w2 = uε in the estimate shows that uε → u in W 1,p(Ω).

A useful criterion for establishing the equality F (u) = F (u) is the following:

Lemma 2.9 (cf. [8]). Let 1 < p ≤ q < ∞. For u ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) with F (u) < ∞, we have

F (u) = F (u) if and only if there is a sequence uk ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω) such that uk ⇀ u weakly

in W 1,p(Ω) and F (uε) → F (u) as ε → 0.

We close this section by showing that relaxed minimisers are very weak solutions of
the Euler-Lagrange system. We first recall a Lemma from [15].

Lemma 2.10. Suppose F (x, z) satisfies (H1) and (H2). Then

∂zF (z) · z & |z|q + |∂zF (z)|q
′

− 1.

Proof. Consider the Fenchel-conjugate of the partial integrand F (x, z),

F ∗(x, ξ) = sup
ζ∈Rn×m

(

ξ · ζ − F (x, ζ)
)

(x, ξ) ∈ Ω × R
n×m.

The Fenchel-Young inequality in the extremal case yields that

∂zF (z) · z = F (x, z) + F ∗(z, ∂zF (x, z)).

To conclude note by direct calculation that, F ∗(x, ∂zF (x, z)) & |∂zF (x, ξ)|q
′

− 1.

We adapt an argument from [15].

Lemma 2.11. Let g ∈ W 1,q(Ω) and suppose F (x, z) satisfies (H1) and (H2). Let u be a
relaxed minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p

g (Ω). Then ∂zF (x,Du) ∈ Lq
′

(Ω) and

ˆ

Ω
∂zF (x,Du) ·Dψ − fψ dx = 0 ∀ψ ∈ W 1,q

0 (Ω).

Proof. By the direct method we obtain uε ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω) minimising Fε(·) in the class

W 1,q
g (Ω). Denote σε = ∂zFε(·,Duε) and µε = |Duε|

q−2Duε. Then uε satisfies the
Euler-Lagrange system

ˆ

Ω
(σε + εµε) ·Dψ − fψ dx = 0 ∀ψ ∈ W 1,q

0 (Ω).

Choose ψ = uε − g and use Lemma 2.10, Hölder and Young’s inequality to find that for
any δ > 0,
ˆ

Ω
|Duε|

p + |σε|
q′

+ ε|Duε|
q dx .C

ˆ

Ω
(σε + εµε) ·Duε dx

13



=C

ˆ

Ω
(σε + εµε) ·Dg + f · (uε − g) dx

≤δ

(

‖σε‖
q′

Lq′ (Ω)
+ ‖uε‖

q
Lq(Ω) + ε‖Duε‖

q
Lq(Ω)

)

+ C(δ)

(

1 + ‖g‖qLq(Ω) + ‖Dg‖qLq(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

Noting that ‖uε‖Lq(Ω) . ‖Duε‖Lp(Ω) by our choice of q, after choosing δ sufficiently small
we may rearrange to conclude

lim sup
εց0

ˆ

Ω
|σε|

q′

dx . 1 +

ˆ

Ω
|f |q

′

+ |g|q + |Dg|q dx.

Since ∂zF (x, z) is Carathéodory and Duε → Du in measure by Lemma 2.8, we also have
σε → Fz(·,Du) in measure. Finally note that σε+εµε ⇀ Fz(·,Du) in L1(Ω), so the latter
is row-wise divergence free and since it is also in Lq

′

(Ω), the result is established.

3 Regularity of minimisers of the relaxed functional

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1. For the convenience of the reader we
recall the statement:

Theorem 6. Suppose F (x, ·) satisfies (H1)-(H3) with 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n . Then if u

is a relaxed minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p
g (Ω), u ∈ W 1,q(Ω). Moreover for any

0 ≤ β < α there is γ > 0 such that, we have the estimate

‖u‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.
(

1 + F (u) + ‖g‖W 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ
.

The key to proving the theorem is an a-priori estimate for minimisers of the regu-
larised functional:

Lemma 3.1. Let vε be the minimiser of Fε(·) in the class W 1,q
g (Ω). Then for any 0 ≤

β < α there is γ > 0 such that the estimate

‖vε‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.
(

1 + F (vε) + ‖g‖W 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ

holds, with the implicit constant independent of ε and γ.

Theorem 1 is now a consequence of combining Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let vε ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω) be the minimiser of Fε(·) in the class W 1,q

g (Ω).

For 0 ≤ β < α by Lemma 3.1, { vε } is uniformly bounded in W 1, np
n−β (Ω). From Lemma

2.8 we know that Fε(vε) → F (u) and up to passing to a subsequence vε → u in
W 1,p(Ω). Thus we may extract a non-relabelled subsequence such that vε ⇀ u weakly

in W 1, np
n−β (Ω). This allows to pass to the limit in Lemma 3.1 to conclude.

We proceed to prove Lemma 3.1:
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. By direct methods and strict convexity deriving from (2.8) we
obtain a sequence of minimisers vε ∈ W 1,q

0 (Ω) that solve

min
v∈W 1,q

0 (Ω)
Fε(v + g)

Moreover vε satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

ˆ

Ω

(

∂zFε(x,Dvε +Dg)
)

·Dφ− fφdx = 0 ∀φ ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω).

In particular, for any v ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω),

ˆ

Ω

(

∂zFε(x,Dvε +Dg)
)

·D(v − vε) − f · (v − vε) = 0.

Using this identity, we see for v ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω),

Fε(v + g) − Fε(vε + g) =

ˆ

Ω
Fε(x,Dv +Dg) − Fε(x,Dvε +Dg) − f · (v − vε) dx

−

ˆ

Ω

(

∂zFε(x,Dvε +Dg)
)

·D(v − vε) − f · (v − vε) dx

&‖Vµ,p(Dv +Dg) − Vµ,p(Dvε +Dg)‖2
L2(Ω), (3.1)

where to obtain the last line we have used (2.8) and Lemma 2.1.
Let ρ0 > 0 and nnn : Rn → Sn−1 be so that the uniform cone property (2.3) holds.

Possibly reducing ρ0 assume without loss of generality that Ω + B3ρ0(x) ⊂ B(0, R) for
all x ∈ Ω. Here B(0, R) ⋑ Ω is the ball defined in Section 2.3. Given x0 ∈ Ω, let
0 ≤ φ = φx0,ρ0 ≤ 1 be a smooth cut-off supported in B2ρ0(x0) with φ(x) = 1 in Bρ0(x0)
and |Dkφ(x)| ≤ Ckρ0

−k for some Ck > 0 and k ∈ N . Given functions v1, v2 defined on
R
n and h ∈ R

n introduce

Thv1 = φv1,h + (1 − φ)v1

and denote ∆hv1 = v1,h − v1. If v1, v2 : Rn → R
n×m then write

∆hFε(x, v1, v2) = Fε(x, v1,h + v2) − Fε(x, v1 + v2).

We claim that for every x0 ∈ R
n there is a constant C = C(n, ρ0,Λ,Ω) such that for

all v ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω)

sup
h∈Cρ0(θ0,nnn(x0))

Fε(Thṽ + g) − Fε(v + g)

|h|α
≤ C

(

1 + ‖Dv‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

(3.2)

Here ṽ is the extension by 0 to R
n of v.

Let v ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω) and h ∈ Cρ0(θ0,nnn(x0)). Let ṽ be the extension of v by 0 to a

function on R
n. We estimate for h ∈ Cρ0(θ0,nnn(x0)),

Fε(Thṽ + g) − Fε(v + g)
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=

ˆ

Ω
Fε(x, ThDṽ +Dφ(ṽh − v) +Dg) − Fε(x, ThDṽ +Dg) dx

+

ˆ

Ω
Fε(x, ThDṽ +Dg) − Fε(x,Dṽ +Dg) dx−

ˆ

Ω
f · (Thṽ − v) dx

=A1 +A2 +A3.

Using (2.9), Hölder’s inequality and recalling that g̃ denotes a W 1+α,q-extension of g to
R
n, we find

|A1| ≤(Λ + ε)

ˆ

Ω
|Dφ∆hṽ|

(

1 + |ThDṽ +Dg|2 + |Dφ∆hṽ|2
)

q−1
2 dx

≤‖Dφ∆hṽ‖Lq(B2ρ0 (x0))

(

1 + ‖ThDṽ‖Lq(B2ρ0 (x0))

+ ‖Dφ∆hṽ‖Lq(B2ρ0 (x0)) + ‖Dg̃‖qLq(B2ρ0 (x0))

)q−1
.

Recalling that as ṽ ∈ W 1,q
0 (Ω,Rm),

‖Dφ(ṽh − ṽ)‖Lq(B2ρ0 (x0)) . |h|‖Dṽ‖Lq(B2ρ0 (x0)),

we conclude using (2.4) and the definition of Th,

|A1| . |h|
(

1 + ‖Dv‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω)

)

.

We now turn to A2. By convexity of Fε(·),

∆hFε(x,Dṽ) ≤(1 − φ)Fε(x,Dv +Dg) + φFε(x,Dṽh +Dg) − Fε(Dv +Dg)

=φ∆hFε(x,Dṽ,Dg̃).

In particular, using a change of coordinates and since in B3ρ \ Ω, Dṽh = Dṽ = 0,

|A2| ≤

ˆ

B2ρ0 (x0)
φ∆hFε(x,Dṽ,Dg) dx

=

ˆ

B2ρ0 (x0)+h
φ(x− h)Fε(x− h,Dṽ +Dg̃−h) dx−

ˆ

B2ρ0 (x0)
φ(x)Fε(x,Dṽ +Dg̃) dx

=

ˆ

B3ρ0 (x0)
∆−hφFε(x− h,Dṽ +Dg̃−h) + φ(x)∆−hFε(x− h,Dg̃,Dṽ) dx

+

ˆ

B2ρ0 (x0)
φ(x)

(

Fε(x− h,Dṽ +Dg̃) − Fε(x,Dṽ +Dg̃)
)

dx.

Using (2.9), (2.11), the regularity of φ and g as well as (2.4) to estimate each term
in turn, we conclude

A2 .|h|α
(

1 + ‖Dv‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω)

)

.

Finally, using Young’s inequality and Sobolev embedding,

|A3| ≤

ˆ

Ω
|f · (φ∆hv)| . ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)‖v − vh‖Lq(Ω) . h

(

‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)
+ ‖Dv‖qLq(Ω)

)
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This proves the claim.
We are now ready to finish the proof. Note that Thṽ ∈ W 1,q

0 (Ω) if h ∈ Cρ0(θ0,nnn(x0)).
Thus combining (3.1) and (3.2) with the choice v = Thṽε we find for x0 ∈ R

n,

sup
h∈Cρ0 (θ0,nnn(x0))

|h|−α‖Vµ,p(Dvε +Dg) − Vµ,p(DThṽε,h +Dg)‖2
L2(Bρ0 (x0)) (3.3)

.1 + ‖Dw‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)
.

In particular, we deduce after recalling the definition of Th, using the triangle inequality
and regularity of g̃,

sup
h∈Cρ0 (θ0,nnn(x0))

|h|−α‖D(ṽε,h + g̃h) −D(vε + g)‖pLp(Bρ0 (x0) (3.4)

.1 + ‖Dw‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)
.

Using the characterisation of Besov spaces (2.1), we conclude for all x0 ∈ R
n,

[Dvε]
p
α
p
,p,Bρ0(x0) .

(

1 + ‖Dvε‖
q
Lq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q

′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

(3.5)

Covering Ω by a finite number of balls of radius ρ0 and using (2.2), we conclude

‖vε‖
p

B
1+ α

p ,p

∞ (Ω)
.

(

1 + ‖vε‖
q
W 1,q(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q

′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

. (3.6)

Recall now that B
1+ α

p
,p

∞ (Ω) embeds continuously into W
1, np

n−β (Ω) for any β < α by

Theorem 3. Choose β such that q < p(β+n)
n and use interpolation with θ = np

β

(

1
p − 1

q

)

to see

‖vε‖W 1,q(Ω) ≤ ‖vε‖
1−θ
W 1,p(Ω)‖vε‖

θ

W
1,

np
n−β (Ω)

(3.7)

As, q < (n+β)p
n , it follows that qθ < p. Thus using (3.7) in (3.6), we find after using

Young’s inequality,

‖vε‖
p

W
1,

np
n−β (Ω)

. 1 +
1

2
‖vε‖

p

W
1,

np
n−β (Ω)

+ C(θ)‖vε‖
θq

(θq−p)

W 1,p(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)
.

Re-arranging and recalling (1.1) we obtain the desired conclusion.
Assume now p < 2. In this case (3.4) does not hold in this form any more. Instead

arguing as before up to this point and using Hölder, we find

‖Dvε +Dg −Dṽε,h −Dhg̃‖
2
Lp(Ω)

(

ˆ

Ω
|Dvε|

p + |Dṽε,h|p + |Dg|p + |Dg̃h|p dx

)
p−2

p

.1 + ‖Dw‖qLq(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)

In particular, proceeding as before we obtain

‖vε‖
2

B
1+ α

2
∞ (Ω)

.
(

1 + ‖vε‖
q
W 1,q(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q

′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

×
(

‖vε‖W 1,p(Ω) + ‖g‖W 1,p(Ω)

)
2−p

p .

It is now straightforward to check that applying the interpolation argument from the
case p ≥ 2 gives the desired conclusion.
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Remark 3.2. In the case of autonomous functionals F (x, z) = F (z) the results of this
section may be strengthened as follows. Using techniques from interior regularity argu-
ments, the Besov-regularity in tangential directions may be improved when compared to
the Besov-regularity obtained in the argument above. Combining this improvement with
an embedding of anisotropic Besov spaces into Lebesgue spaces, np

n−β may be replaced
by a larger value in (3.7). This in turn will imply that larger values of q are allowed in
the argument. We intend to return to this observation in further work.

4 Regularisation and pointwise minimisers

Throughout this section we set Θ = 1 + n
(

1
q − 1

p

)

if p < n, Θ = n
q if p ≥ n.

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 2 and Proposition 1. In order to do so
we require a number of technical lemmas, which we collect in the following subsection.

4.1 Technical lemmas

We begin with an observation already noted in [18, Theorem 3.1]. For completeness
we give the proof.

Lemma 4.1. Assume 1 < p ≤ q ≤ (n+α)p
n . Let Ω be a domain and u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). Suppose

F (x, ·) satisfies (H1)-(H3) and (H4). Then for x ∈ Ω and ε ≤ min(ε0, d(x, ∂Ω)),

F (x,Du(·) ⋆ φε(x)) . 1 +
(

F (·,Du(·)) ⋆ φε
)

(x).

Proof. Let C > 0 be an arbitrary fixed constant. We claim that if |z| ≤ Cε− n
p and

x ∈ Bε(x0) ∩ Ω, then

F (x, z) . 1 + min
y∈Bε(x)∩Ω

F (y, z). (4.1)

Set Gε(x, z) = min
y∈Bε(x)∩Ω

F (x, z). By (H3), Gε(x, z) ≥ F (x, z) − Λεα(1 + |z|2)
q
2 .

Hence for δ ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, ε0) and |z| ≤ Cε− n
p , using (1.1),

Gε(x, z) ≥δF (x, z) − δΛ(1 + |z|2)
q
2 + (1 − δ)|z|p

&δF (x, z) − δΛCq−pε
α+

n(p−q)
p |z|p + (1 − δ)|z|p − δ(Λεα + 1)

≥δF (x, z) +
(

1 − δ − ΛCq−pδε
α+

n(p−q)
p

0

)

|z|p − Λ(εα0 + 1).

The last line relies on q ≤ (n+α)p
n . Choosing δ sufficiently small and re-arranging (4.1)

follows.
Note that by Lemma 2.2

|Du ⋆ φε| ≤ ‖Du‖Lp(Ω)ε
− n

p . (4.2)

Using Jensen’s inequality we may estimate for ε ∈ (0, ε0) with some fixed ŷ ∈ Bε(x),

Gε(x,Du ⋆ φε) =F (ŷ,Du ⋆ φε) ≤

ˆ

B1

F (ŷ,Du(y))φε(x− y) dy

18



≤(F (·,Du(·)) ⋆ φε)(x)

To obtain the second inequality (H4) was used. In particular, using (4.1) we conclude

F (x,Du ⋆ φε) . 1 +
(

F (·,Du(·)) ⋆ φε
)

(x).

Partitions of unity feature heavily in our approximation approach. The next lemma
studies the behaviour of F (x, z) when z is a sum built using a partition of unity.

Lemma 4.2. Let Ω be a domain with Ω =
⋃

i∈I Ωi, where Ωi ⊂ Ω is open relative to Ω.

Suppose 1 < p ≤ q < (n+1)p
n and suppose {ψi }i∈I is a partition of unity subordinate to

{ Ωi } and such that

‖Dψi‖L∞(Ωi) ∼ ‖Dψj‖L∞(Ωj) if suppψi ∩ suppψj 6= ∅. (4.3)

Assume further that there is M > 0 such that for every x ∈ Ω,

#{i ∈ I : x ∈ suppψi} ≤ M. (4.4)

Take m′ ≥ 1 such that m′
(

Θ − n(q−1)
p

(

1 − p
q

) )

≥ 1.

Suppose F (x, z) satisfies (H1) and (H2). Let u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). Suppose that there are
functions uiε ∈ W 1,p(Ωi), ε1 > 0 and C = C(‖u‖W 1,p(Ω)) such that for each i ∈ I,
ε ∈ (0, ε1),

(i) uiε → u in W 1,p(Ωi) as ε → 0 and

‖uiε − u‖Lq(Ωi) .C‖Dψi‖
−mΘ
L∞(Ω)ε

Θ (4.5)

‖Duiε‖Lq(Ωi) .C(ε‖Dψi‖
−m
L∞(Ω))

− n
p

(

1− p
q

)

.

for some m ≥ m′. Then uε =
∑

i∈I u
i
εψi → u in W 1,p(Ω) as ε → 0 and

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Duε) dx . c

(

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω)

)

+

ˆ

Ω
F
(

x,
∑

i∈I

Duiεψi
)

dx.

Proof. We remark that by the restriction on q, m′ is well-defined. Let ε ∈ (0, ε0). We
first show that uε ∈ W 1,p(Ω). By Sobolev embedding, (4.4) and strong convergence of
uiε, we see that uε → u in Lp(Ω). Thus we focus on

Duε =
∑

i∈I

Duiεψi +
∑

i∈I

uiε ⊗Dψi = A1 +A2.

Now due to (4.4), A1 ∈ Lp(Ω). For A2 note using the fact that
∑

i∈I Dψi = 0, Lemma
2.2 and again (4.4),

‖A2‖Lq(Ω) . C‖
∑

i∈I

εΘ‖Dψi‖
−mΘ+1
L∞(Ω) 1 suppψi

‖Lq(Ω) . CεΘ.
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To obtain the last inequality we also noted the choice of m′. Hence uε → u in W 1,p(Ω).
Using (1.2), we find using also the bound on A2,

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Duε) dx .

ˆ

Ω
F (x,A1) + |A2|(1 + |A1|q−1 + |A2|q−1) dx

. 1 + C +

ˆ

Ω
F (x,A1) dx+

ˆ

Ω
|A1|q−1|A2| dx.

Set for j ∈ I, Ij = {i ∈ I : suppψi ∩ suppψj 6= ∅}. Then using Hölder’s inequality and
Lemma 2.2
ˆ

Ω
|A1|q−1|A2| dx ≤

∑

j∈I

ˆ

Ωj

|A2||Dujε|
q−1 dx

.Cq
∑

j∈I

(ε‖Dψj‖
−m
Lq(Ωj))

− n
p

(

1− p
q

)

∑

Ij

εΘ‖Dψi‖
−mΘ+1
L∞(Ωi) ‖1ψi

‖Lq(Ω)

.Cqετ
∑

i∈I

‖Dψi‖
−mτ+1
L∞(Ωi)‖1ψi

‖Lq(Ω)

with τ = Θ − n(q−1)
p

(

1 − p
q

)

> 0 by our restriction on q. By our choice of m′ and (4.4),

we conclude that the right-hand side is bounded uniformly in ε. This concludes the
proof.

We next specialise to a specific choice of uiε and deal with convergence of the term
´

Ω F
(

x,
∑

i∈I Du
i
εψi)

)

dx.

Lemma 4.3. Let Ω be a domain. Suppose 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n . Choose m′ ≥ 1 such that

m′
(

Θ − n(q−1)
p

(

1 − p
q

) )

≥ 1. Given u ∈ W 1,p(Ω), ε ∈
(

0, 1/(1 + 1/6)n
)

and m ≥ 1
write

uε =
∑

i∈I

u ⋆ φεδi
ψi with δi = |Ki|

m
n . (4.6)

Here {Ki}i∈I , a WB-covering of Ω and {ψi}i∈I the partition of unity associated to this
covering by Theorem 5. Assume that F (x, ·) satisfies (H1)-(H3) and (H4). Then if
m > m′, up to passing to a subsequence if necessary, uε ∈ W 1,p

u (Ω) ∩ W 1,q
loc (Ω), uε → u

in W 1,p(Ω) and

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Duε) dx →

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du) dx as ε ց 0.

Proof. The well-definedness of uε is ensured by Theorem 4 and Theorem 5.
By Theorem 5 and Lemma 2.2 as well as our choice of m′, we may apply Lemma 4.2

to find that uε ∈ W 1,p(Ω) and uε → u in W 1,p(Ω) as ε ց 0. By (2.6) and Lemma 2.2
it is clear that uε ∈ W 1,q

loc (Ω). We turn to the boundary behaviour of uε. By a density
argument we may assume that u ∈ C(Ω). Note for x ∈ Ω,

|uε(x) − u(x)| ≤
∑

i∈I:xn∈Ki

|u ⋆ ρεδi
(x) − u(x)|ψi ≤ M max

y∈Br(x)
|u(y) − u(x)|
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where r = max{ δi : i ∈ I, x ∈ Ki }. But if x ∈ Ki, then δi . |Ki|
1
n ∼ d(x, ∂Ω). It

follows that uε ∈ W 1,p
u (Ω).

Finally, again by Lemma 4.2,
ˆ

Ω
F (x,Duε) dx . c

(

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω)

)

+

ˆ

Ω
F
(

x,
∑

i∈I

Du ⋆ φεδi
ψi
)

dx.

For ε < ε0

(

maxi∈I |Ki|
1
n

)−1
, we find using Jensen’s inequality, (2.6), Lemma 4.1,

Lemma 2.2 and the dominated convergence theorem,
ˆ

Ω
F
(

x,
∑

i∈I

Du ⋆ φεδi
ψi
)

≤
∑

i∈I

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B1

F (x,Du(x− εδiy))φ(y) dyψi dx (4.7)

.1 +
∑

i∈I

ˆ

Ω
(F (·,Du(·)) ⋆ φεδi

)(x)ψi dx

ε→0
−−−→1 +

∑

i∈I

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du)ψi dx = 1 + F (Du) < ∞.

An application of a version of the dominated convergence theorem concludes the proof.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 2

We are now able to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let u ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω). Let Ωs,Ψs, ĝ be as constructed in Lemma 2.6.

Extend u by ĝ to Ωs, still denoting the extension by u. Define

F s(x, z) = F
(

Ψ−1
s (x), zDΨs(Ψ

−1
s (x))

)

F
s(u) =

ˆ

Ω
F s(x,Du) − f · udx (4.8)

us(x) = u(Ψ−1
s (x)).

By Lemma 2.4, u ∈ W 1,p(Ωs). Since |DΨs − Id| → 0 uniformly in Ω, we find
us → u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). With the change of coordinates x̃ = ψ−1(x) we may compute
ˆ

Ω
F s(x,Dus) dx =

ˆ

Ω
F (Ψ−1

s (x),Du(Ψ−1
s (x))DΨ−1

s (x)DΨs(Ψ
−1
s (x)))

=

ˆ

Ω
F (Ψ−1

s (x),Du(Ψ−1
s (x)) dx

=

ˆ

Ω
F (x̃,Du(x̃))JΨs dx̃+

ˆ

Ωs\Ω
F (x̃,Du(x̃))Jψs dx̃ →

ˆ

Ω
F (Du) dx

as s ր 1, using (H2) and absolute continuity of the integral since u ∈ W 1,q(Ωs \ Ω).
We check that there is s0 > 0 such that F s(x, z) satisfies (H1)-(H3) and (H4) with

constants independent of s for s ∈ (0, s0). Using the properties of Ψs obtained from
Lemma 2.6 straightforward computations show that (H1)-(H3) hold if s ∈ (0, s0) for
some s0 > 0. Supoose (H4) holds for F (x, z). Let ε ∈ (0, ε0). Choosing τ sufficiently
small, we can ensure that |x− y| ≤ τ ⇒ |ψ−1

s (x) − ψ−1
s (y)| < ε for all s ∈ (0, s0). Thus,

min
x∈Bτ (x0)∩Ω

F s(x, z) = min
x∈Bε(Ψ−1

s (x0)∩Ω

F
(

x, zDΨs(Ψ
−1
s (x))

)
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and so F s(x, z) satisfies (H4).
Let now u be a pointwise minimiser of F (·) in the class W 1,p

g (Ω). Using our ob-
servations on us, Lemma 4.3 and a diagonal subsequence argument we find a sequence
uk ∈ W 1,q

g (Ω) such that uk ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p(Ω) and in addition

ˆ

Ω
F 1/k(x,Duk) dx →

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du) dx.

Fix 0 ≤ β < α. Since F s(x, z) satisfies (H1)-(H3) we may apply Lemma 3.1 to find that
the pointwise minimisers vk of

F
1/k
εk

(v) =

ˆ

Ω
F 1/k(x,Dv) + εk|Dv|q − f · v dx

satisfy for some γ > 0 the apriori estimate

‖vk‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.

(

1 + F
1/k
εk

(vk) + ‖g‖
W

1+max(α, 1
q ),q

(Ω)
+ ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ

.

Here εk =
(

1 + ε−1 + ‖Duk‖Lq(Ω)

)−1
. Using the minimality of vk and then the choice

of uk and εk, we deduce

‖vk‖
W

1,
np

n−β (Ω)
.

(

1 + F
1/k
εk

(uk) + ‖g‖
W

1+max(α, 1
q ),q

(Ω)
+ ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ

.

(

1 + F (u) + ‖g‖
W

1+max(α, 1
q ),q

(Ω)
+ ‖f‖Lq′ (Ω)

)γ

.

In particular we note that the estimate is independent of s and ε. Choosing now β
sufficiently large that we obtain an estimate in W 1,q(Ω), we may extract a subsequence
of vk converging weakly in W 1,q(Ω) to some v and by weak lower semicontinuity of
norms, v ∈ W 1,q(Ω). Moreover by weak semicontinuity and minimality of vk in the class
W 1,q
g (Ω),

F (v) = lim
k→∞

ˆ

Ω
F 1/k(x,Dv) − f · v dx ≤ lim

k→∞
F

1/k
εk

(x, vk) ≤ lim
k→∞

F
1/k
εk

(uk) = F (u).

By minimality of u in the class W 1,p
g (Ω), we conclude F (v) = F (u). But then by

convexity of F (·) it follows that v = u, concluding the proof.

We briefly comment on how to prove Corollary 1.

Proof of Corollary 1. Once Theorem 2 is available, there is no problem in making sense
of the Euler-Lagrange equation for u. Hence we may repeat the arguments of Lemma
3.1 with Fε(·) and vε + g replaced by F (·) and u respectively. The equivalent estimate
to (3.6) and Theorem 3 then give the result. In the case of Theorem 1 using Lemma
2.11 the same argument applies.
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4.3 Proof of Proposition 1

We intend to use Lemma 2.5 to reduce to the case of a Lipschitz domain. Thus we
focus first on the case of improving the regularity near the boundary for the sequence
(uε) from Lemma 4.3 in the case of a star-shaped domain.

Lemma 4.4. Let 1 < p ≤ q <
(

1 + α
(α+1)n

)

p. Suppose Ω is a strongly star-shaped

Lipschitz domain. Let γ′ ⋐ γ ⊂ ∂Ω where γ′ and γ are connected. Suppose Ω′ ⊂ Ω
with ∂Ω′ ∩ ∂Ω = γ′ and such that if Nγ′ is a neighbourhood of γ′, then Ω′ \Nγ′ ⋐ Ω. If
u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩ W 1,p(∂Ω) ∩ W 1,q(γ), then there is (un) ⊂ W 1,p

u (Ω) ∩ W 1,q(Ω′) such that
un → u in W 1,p(Ω) and

´

Ω′ F (x,Dun) dx →
´

Ω′ F (x,Du) dx.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that Ω is strongly star-shaped with respect to
0. Let u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩W 1,p(∂Ω) ∩W 1,q(γ). Consider the homogeneous extension of u to
R
n by setting

u(x) =







u(x) if x ∈ Ω

u(λ′x) if x 6∈ Ω where λ′ = sup{λ > 0 : λx ∈ Ω }.

For 1
2 < s < x we define us(x) = su(x/s). It is easy to check that us ∈ W 1,p(Ω) and

us → u in W 1,p(Ω) as s ր 1. Let {Ki}i∈I be a WB-covering of Ω and {ψi}i∈I the
partition of unity associated to this covering by Theorem 5. The existence of {Ki}i∈I
and {ψi}i∈I is ensured by Theorem 4 and Theorem 5.

Take m ≥ 1 such that m
(

Θ − n(q−1)
p

(

1 − p
q

) )

> 1. Define with δi = |Ki|
m
n ,

usε =
∑

i∈I

us ⋆ φεδi
ψi uε =

∑

i∈I

u ⋆ φεδi
ψi.

Note that for s, ε sufficiently small, usε is well-defined. By Theorem 5 and Lemma 2.2, we
may apply Lemma 4.2 to usε in order to see that (usε) ∈ W 1,p

u (Ω) with usε → us in W 1,p(Ω)
as ε → 0. Further by Lemma 2.2 noting that usε is W 1,q-regular in a neighbourhood of
γ′, usε ∈ W 1,q(Ω′). Using Lemma 4.2,

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,Dusε) dx .c(‖us‖W 1,p(Ω)) +

ˆ

Ω′

F
(

x,
∑

i∈I

Dusεψi
)

dx

.c
(

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖W 1,p(∂Ω)

)

+

ˆ

Ω′

F
(

x,
∑

i∈I

Dus ⋆ φεδi
ψi
)

dx.

Let 1 − s be sufficiently small that ∂
(

s−1Ω′ \ Ω
)

⊂ γ and in addition for any neigh-

bourhood Nγ of γ, (s−1Ω′ ∩ Ω) \Nγ ⋐ Ω. Then using the change of coordinates x → sx,

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,
∑

i∈I

Dusεψi) dx =s−n

ˆ

s−1Ω′

F (sx,A) dx

≤s−n

ˆ

s−1Ω′\Ω
F (sx,A) dx+ s−n

ˆ

s−1Ω′∩Ω
F (sx,A) dx
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with A =
∑

i∈I

(

Du(·) ⋆ φεδi

)

(x)ψi(sx). Now note that ‖u‖W 1,q(s−1Ω′\Ω) . ‖u‖W 1,q(γ),

so using (H2), Lemma 2.2 and (2.6), we see that

s−n

ˆ

s−1Ω′\Ω
F (sx,A) dx .s−n

ˆ

s−1Ω′\Ω
1 + |A|q dx . 1 + ‖u‖W 1,q(γ)

independently of s and ε. Note that if x ∈ suppψi(s·)∩Ω, then |Ki|
1
n ∼ d(x, ∂Ω) & (1−s)

and so δi & (1 − s)m. Thus we find for some sufficiently small c > 0 and using Lemma
2.2 as well as (H3),

ˆ

s−1Ω′∩Ω
(1 − s)α|A1|q dx . (1 − s)α

ˆ

s−1Ω′∩Ω

∑

i∈I:|Ki|
1
n ≥c(1−s)

(εδi)
− n

p
(q−p)‖u‖pW 1,p(Ki)

.

Recalling the definition of δi, if α−mn
p (q−p) ≥ 0, then the right-hand side is bounded in-

dependently of s. Recalling the choice of m we find that we need to have q < (1 + α
(α+1)n )p.

By a version of the dominated convergence theorem we conclude since Dusε → Dus

almost everywhere in Ω′,

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,Dusε) dx →

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,Duε) dx as s ր 1.

By Lemma 4.3

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,Duε) dx →

ˆ

Ω′

F (x,Du) dx as ε ց 0.

Thus by a diagonal subsequence argument, we can extract a subsequence of (usε) with
all the desired properties.

We can now finally prove Proposition 1.

Proof of Proposition 1. Note that the first part of Proposition 1 is a consequence of
Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 2.9.

For the second part by Lemma 2.9 it suffices to exhibit a sequence (un) ⊂ W 1,q
g (Ω)

such that un ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p(Ω) and F (un) → F (u) as n → ∞. By Lemma 2.5 we
may write

Ω =
N
⋃

i=1

Ωi =
N
⋃

i=1

ωi

where Ωi is a strongly star-shaped Lipschitz domain, ωi ⋐ Ωi relative to Ω and further
∂ωi ∩ ∂Ω ⋐ ∂Ωi ∩ ∂Ω if ∂Ωi ∩ Ω 6= ∅. We may also assume that u ∈ W 1,p(∂Ωi) for i =
1, . . . , N with ‖u‖W 1,p(∂Ωi) . ‖u‖W 1,p(Ωi) + ‖g‖W 1+1/q,q(Ω). Let ψi be a partition of unity

subordinate to ωi. By Lemma 4.4, there are sequences (uin) ⊂ W 1,p(Ωi) ∩W 1,q(ωi) such
that uin → u in W 1,p(Ω) and

´

ωi
F (x,Duin) dx →

´

ωi
F (x,Du) dx where i = 1, . . . , N .

Consider

un =
N
∑

i=1

uinψi.
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Then un ∈ W 1,q
g (Ω) and un → u in W 1,p(Ω). Moreover using (1.2), Hölder’s inequality,

Sobolev’s embedding and Jensen’s inequality,

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Dun) dx .

N
∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω
|uin ⊗Dψi|(1 + |uin ⊗Dψj |

q−1 + |Dujn ⊗Dψj |
q−1) dx

+

ˆ

Ω
F
(

x,
N
∑

i=1

Duinψi
)

dx

.
n
∑

i,j=1

‖Duin‖q−1
Lp(Ωi)‖Du

j
n‖qLp(Ωj) +

N
∑

i=1

ˆ

ωi

F (x,Duin)ψi dx

→
n
∑

i,j=1

‖Duin‖q−1
Lp(Ωi)‖Du

j
n‖qLp(Ωj) +

ˆ

Ω
F (x,Du) dx < ∞.

To obtain the second line we used the assumption on q. Thus we conclude by a variant
of the domianted convergence theorem that F (un) → F (u) as n → ∞.

5 Regularity under alternatives to assumption (H1)

In this section we explore some alternatives to (H1) which only require minor mod-
ifications of the proofs. To be precise we consider the following assumptions: Assume
one of the following holds for some µ ≥ 0, λ > 0 and for all z,w ∈ R

n×m and almost
every x ∈ Ω:



















λ
(

µ2 + |z|2 + |w|2
)

p(x)−2
2 |z −w|2 ≤ F (x, z) − F (z,w) − ∂zF (x,w) · (z − w)

where p(x) ∈ C0,α(Ω) and there is ε > 0 such that 1 < p ≤ p(x) ≤ q

(H1.1)


















∑n
i=1

(

µ2
i + |zi|

2 + |wi|
2
)

pi−2

2 |zi − wi|
2 ≤ F (x, z) − F (z,w) − ∂zF (x,w) · (z − w)

where zi = (zi)
j
1≤j≤n, wi = (wi)

j
1≤j≤n and 1 < p = p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ... ≤ pn = q

(H1.2)

Before commencing to prove versions of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we remark that
replacing (H1) with (H1.1) or (H1.2) also causes a change in the proof of Lemma 2.8:
Using the notation of Lemma 2.8, (2.12) needs to be replaced by

F

(

w1 + w2

2

)

+
ν

p

(

ˆ

Ω
|Dw1 −Dw2|p(x) dx

) 1
p

≤
1

2

(

F (w1) + F (w2)
)

.

or

F

(

w1 + w2

2

)

+
ν

p





ˆ

Ω

n
∑

i=1

|Diw1 −Diw2|pi dx





1
p

≤
1

2

(

F (w1) + F (w2)
)

,
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respectively. Arguing as before, either estimate suffices to conclude that Duε → Du
almost everywhere in Ω.

We then have:

Theorem 7. Suppose g ∈ W 1+α,q(Ω) and F (x, z) satisfies assumptions (H2), (H3) and

either (H1.1) or (H1.2). Suppose 1 ≤ p < q < (n+α)p
n . Then the conclusion of Theorem

1 still holds. If in fact g ∈ W 1+max(α,1/q),q(Ω) and F (x, ·) satisfies in addition (H4),
then the conclusion of Theorem 2 holds.

Proof. For simplicity we only focus on the case p ≥ 2. The case p < 2 follows from
similar considerations. Assume first that (H1.1) holds. Using the notation of Section
2.3, extend p(x) to a C0,α-function on B(0, R) with p(x) ∈ [p, q] by setting

p(x) = inf
y∈Ω

(

p(y) + ‖p‖C0,α(Ω)|x− y|
)

.

for x ∈ B(0, R) \ Ω. The first change to the argument occurs in the proof of the a-priori
estimate in Lemma (3.1). Instead of (3.1) we obtain:

Fε(v + g) − Fε(vε + g) &

ˆ

Ω

(

µ2 + |Dv +Dg|2 + |Dvε +Dg|2
)

p(x)−2
2 |Dv −Dvε|

2 dx,

We now argue as before to conclude,

ˆ

Ω
|Dvε|

np(x)
n−β dx .

(

1 +
1

2
‖vε‖

p

W
1,

np
n−β (Ω)

+ C(θ)‖vε‖
θq

(θq−p)

W 1,p(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

.

Noting that
ˆ

Ω
|Dvε|

np
n−β dx .

ˆ

Ω
|Dvε|

np(x)
n−β dx+ 1.

we finish the proof without further change.
For the proof of Theorem 2 we only need to verify that (H1.1) holds for F s(x, ·). The

computation is straightforward.
We now assume that (H1.2) holds. Instead of (3.1) we have

Fε(v + g) − Fε(vε + g) &

ˆ

Ω

n
∑

i=1

(

µ2
i + |Dvi +Dgi|

2 + |Dvε,i +Dgi|
2
)

pi−2

2 |Dvi −Dvε,i|
2 dx.

Repeating the arguments given in Lemma 3.1 we use this to obtain

ˆ

Ω

n
∑

i=1

|Dvε,i|
npi

n−β dx .

(

1 +
1

2
‖vε‖

p

W
1,

np
n−β (Ω)

+ C(θ)‖vε‖
θq

(θq−p)

W 1,p(Ω) + ‖g‖qW 1+α,q(Ω) + ‖f‖q
′

Lq′ (Ω)

)

.

The proof now concludes by the same arguments as before by noting that

ˆ

Ω
|Dvε|

np
n−β dx . 1 +

ˆ

Ω

n
∑

i=1

|Dvε,i|
npi(x)

n−β dx

In the proof of Theorem 2 we need to verify that (H1.2) holds for F s(x, ·). The compu-
tation is straightforward.
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Remark 5.1. It is straightforward to adapt the arguments of Theorem 7 to to growth
conditions that combine (H1.1) and (H1.2):



















∑n
i=1

(

µ2
i + |zi|

2 + |wi|
2
)

pi(x)−2

2 |zi − wi|
2 ≤ F (x, z) − F (z,w) − ∂zF (x,w) · (z − w)

where zi = (zi)
j
1≤j≤n, wi = (wi)

j
1≤j≤n and 1 < p ≤ pi(x) ≤ q.

(H1.3)

6 Examples

In this section we list a number of examples to which our theory applies. We highlight
in particular that we can treat the double-phase functional (iii), the anisotropic p(x)-
Laplacian (v) as well as more general anisotropic functionals, e.g. (iv). The theory
developed in this paper applies to all the functionals listed below:

(i) F1(u) =
´

Ω a(x)F (Du) dx, where 1 ≤ a(·) ≤ L,

(ii) F2(u) =
´

Ω

∑n
i=1 ai(x)Fi(Diu) dx, where 1 ≤ ai(·) ≤ L,

(iii) F3(u) =
´

Ω |Du|p + a(x)|Du|q dx where 0 ≤ a(x) ∈ C0,α(Ω),

(iv) F4(u) =
´

Ω |Du|p + |ai,jα,β(x)Diu
αDju

β|
q
2 dx where ai,jα,β(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω) and for all

x ∈ Ω and ξ ∈ R
n×m,

λ(x)|ξ|2 ≤ ai,jα,βξ
α
i ξ

β
j ≤ Lλ(x)|ξ|2

with L ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ λ(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω). where 0 ≤ ai(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω), and further
1 < p ≤ pi ≤ q,

(v) F5(u) =
´

Ω

∑n
i=1 |Diu|pi(x) dx, where p ≤ pi(x) ≤ q and pi(x) ∈ C0,α(Ω),

(vi) F6(u) =
´

Ω |Du|p(x) log(1 + |Du|) dx, where 1 < p ≤ p(x) ≤ q,

(vii) F7(u) =
´

Ω |Du|q + a(x) max(|Dnu|, 0) dx where q > 2, 0 ≤ a(·) ∈ C0,α(Ω),

(viii) F8(u) =
´

Ω F (x,Du) dx where F (x, z) = h(a(x), z) where

(i) t → h(t, z) is increasing

(ii) h(x, z) is convex in the second argument

(iii) a(x) ∈ C(Ω)

(iv) F (x, z) satisfies (H1)-(H3) (or one of (H1.1), (H1.2) instead of (H1))

The first five examples are standard. (vi) has been studied as a model case (with
p(x) = const > 1) in [37]. (viii) is inspired by [40], whereas the last example is taken
from [18].

Before making two observations that are helpful to verify that W 1,q-regularity holds
for minimisers of these examples, let us extract the precise statement for the proof of
which we use (H4).

27



Corollary 2. Suppose Ω is a C1,α-domain. Suppose g ∈ W
1+max

(

α, 1
q

)

,q
(Ω). Assume

F (·) satisfies (H1)-(H3) with 1 < p ≤ q < (n+α)p
n . Suppose u is a pointwise minimiser

of F (·) in the class ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) and one of the following holds:

(i) There is a sequence uk ∈ W 1,p
g (Ω) ∩W 1,q

loc (Ω) such that uk ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p(Ω)
and F (uk) → F (u) as k → ∞.

(ii) There is ε0 > 0 such that for ε ∈ (0, ε0),

F (x,Du ⋆ φε) . 1 + (F (·,Du(·)) ⋆ φε)(x).

Then u ∈ W 1,q(Ω).

Proof. Item (i) is precisely the conclusion from Lemma 2.9 we need in order to run the
proof of Theorem 2. Item (ii) is the conclusion of Lemma 4.1 which is the only place
(H4) is used. Hence the proof of Theorem 2 remains unchanged.

We highlight two ways of combining functionals for which the assumptions of Corol-
lary 2 hold. First, if each Fi(x, z), i ∈ { 1, . . . , N } for some N ∈ N satisfies assumption
(ii) of Corollary 2, then

∑

i Fi(x, z) also satisfies the assumption.
Second, assume G(x, z) satisfies(H1)-(H3) and (i) in Corollary 2. Consider F (x, z)

and suppose that

G(x, z) − 1 . F (x, z) . G(x, z) + 1. (6.1)

Then from Lemma 2.9 applied to G(x, z) there is uε ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩ W 1,q
loc (Ω) such that

uε ⇀ u weakly in W 1,p(Ω) and
´

Ω G(x,Duε) dx →
´

ΩG(x,Du) dx. Thus by a version of
the dominated convergence theorem and (6.1)

´

Ω F (x,Duε) dx →
´

Ω F (x,Du) dx. Hence
F (x, z) also satisfies assumption (i) of Corollary 2.

References
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