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Abstract

We consider a two phase elastic thin film with soft inclusions subject to bending domi-
nated deformations. The soft (void) phase may comprise asymptotically small droplets within
the elastic matrix. We perform a dimension reduction analysis and obtain a novel ‘Blake-
Zisserman-Kirchhoff’ functional on a natural space of ‘flat and fractured’ two-dimensional
isometric immersions that combines Kirchhoff’s classical plate theory with Blake-Zisserman
type surface energy contributions at cracks, folds and the boundary of voids.
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1 Introduction

We examine materials consisting of two phases: an elastic matrix and inclusions that do not show
any resistance to deformations such as voids. Such materials occur in a variety of quite different
applications ranging from biology to geophysics to material science to medicine. We refer to [54]
for a more detailed account of applications including references to the literature. Our focus in this
contribution lies on thin structures which are of particular interest in mechanical applications.
Mathematically such systems are modeled in the bulk by energy functionals of the form

WA~ [ W(Ty() e+ / B(r(A)) dH2. (1)
o\A Qno* A

Here the Lipschitz domain @ C R3? is the reference configuration of the body, y € WH2(Q,R?)
(say) is a deformation mapping whose elastic energy is given in terms of a stored energy function
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W :R3*3 5 R. A is a set of finite perimeter contained in € that represents the void part with
0*A and v(A) respectively denoting the measure-theoretic boundary and (exterior) unit-normal
of A. We refer to Section [2 for details on the notation used in this introduction. Finally, ¢ is a
norm on R3 that measures the surface energy per unit area of the material /void interface. Such
energy functionals and their relaxation have been considered in [13], motivated by investigations
on epitaxially strained films, cp. [12 20]; see also [24] for recent results and a comprehensive
account of the literature in this direction. As it turns out, the relaxed functional acts on pairs
(y, A) of SBV functions and sets of finite perimeter A (cf. Section 2]) where jumps in y may result
from thin channels forming in the void region.

Effective theories have been derived from (1) in the regime of linearized elasticity in [29] and
for membranes in our recent contribution [54]. There we have considered such functionals on thin
films with Q, = w x (0,h), 0 < h < 1, and have derived an effective dimensionally reduced two
phase theory for elastic membranes with soft inclusion in the limit h — 0, thus extending the
classical results [39] [I4] for purely elastic, respectively, brittle materials. Yet, while membrane
theories appropriately describe elastic deformations of rubber-like materials, they do not capture
the leading order effects in stiffer (and more brittle) materials that respond elastically only to very
small strains. In the absence of a significant plastic regime these typically develop cracks already
as a result of small displacements. E.g., a membrane theory, even if allowing for fracture, cannot
adequately describe a plate that develops bending cracks.

The envisioned extension to plates, which is the main aim of the present contribution, turns out
to be considerably more involved. Our main goal is to describe bending dominated deformations
in the elastic zone, so that the bulk energy will be of the order h3, 0 < h < 1 being the small film
height. At the same time, the surface area of significant cracks will typically scale with h and,
hence, a naive limit h — 0 for any fixed material will result in a purely elastic Kirchhoff plate
theory, cp. [32]. (In fact this is inline with the experience that even very brittle materials such as
glass may undergo large bending if only thin enough.) Yet, nontrivial results are obtained when
one considers the strength of the material, which specifies the relation of the surface energy to the
elastic moduli, as a second small parameter and consequently allows it to explicitly depend on h.
So in effect one is lead to investigate a sequence of thin films of specific materials asymptotically
as h — 0. The most interesting scenario (and mathematically the most demanding) is when
both bulk and surface energies contribute at the same scale, which in the present case leads us to
considering surface energy contributions scaling with h? per unit surface area. Then indeed, the
bending energy of the matrix and the interface energy are of the same order h?, and the limiting
functional will depend in a non-trivial way of both bulk and surface contributions. (Other scaling
regimes are significantly more elementary and will lead to either a pure Kirchhoff plate theory or a
degenerate trivial limiting functional.) We furthermore introduce a technical modeling assumption
by restricting our attention to inclusions that satisfy a suitable ‘minimal droplet assumption’, see
the discussion below.

In the absence of voids, the derivation of a dimensionally reduced theory for thin plates is a
classical problem in elasticity theory, |28 [38] 59], also cp. [44] 21}, 22]. Yet, first rigorous results on
variational convergence to effective limit models are comparably recent, [2,[6, 3L 39]. A fundamental
step towards much of the subsequent progress was achieved in [32] where a novel geometric rigidity
estimate was established that carries the Korn inequality to a nonlinear setting. It allowed the
authors to perform a rigorous passage from 3d nonlinear elasticity to Kirchhoff’s plate theory in
the bending dominated regime. As we will see, this indeed captures the behavior of the elastic
matrix also in our case. Both [32] and the hierarchy of plate models found in [33] have laid the
foundation to an abundance of extensions in different directions, among them shell theories [3T],42],
atomistic parent models [55] [I5], non-trivial elastic response as for incompressible materials [23]
or composites with highly oscillatory elastic moduli [50, [34] [35] and, notably, multilayers and non-
Euclidean plates [56] 57, 411 9] [40] [46], [26] 25] [1T]. Also the convergence of equilibria and dynamic
solutions have been established in special cases [49] 48] [I]. Of particular relevance to our set-up
are extensions to brittle materials. For membranes a dimension reduction has been carried out in
[I4] in the static case and in [7] for quasistatic evolutions. Beyond the membrane energy regime
little appears to be known except for a recent contribution on sheets folded along a pre-assigned



curve [8] and the derivation of a general ‘Griffith-Euler-Bernoulli theory’ for thin brittle beams
from a nonlinear 2d Griffith functional achieved in [58§].

In view of the above discussion on the scaling of energies we consider a Lipschitz domain
w C R2, we set Qp, = w x (0,h) and we study energy functionals of the form

WA b [ W) de +h / B(r(A)) dH2,
Qp\A QpNO*A

where W has a single non-degenerate potential well at SO(3). We seek to prove a I'-convergence
type passage towards a limiting plate functional as h — 0 under the hypothesis of a minimal
droplet assumption for the inclusion A. It guarantees that A cannot contain too many small
droplets of size < h which contribute significantly to its surface measure, while we remark that
droplets comparable to or larger than the film height are not restricted. We quantify this in (6]) in
terms of a growth condition on their tubular neighborhoods; in case of smooth inclusions compactly
contained in Qp, this growth condition naturally follows from an upper bound comparable to %
on the norm of the shape tensor of dA. (Indeed in Theorem [B:3]in the appendix we investigate its
validity for sets whose boundary is merely a varifold with bounded generalized second fundamental
form.)

The limiting functional is defined on a product space SBV.>*(w) x F(w), where SBV,>(w)
is the space of ‘fractured and creased flat isometric immersions’ and F(w) is the space of all sets
of finite perimeter in w. A map 7 lies in SBV,>?(w) if and only if » € SBV?(w,R?) and its
approximate gradient Vr = (917, or) lies in SBV?(w, R3*?) and satisfies the isometry condition
(Vr,01m Adar) € SO(3). Tf r € SBV,2?(w) then 7 is a W2 2-isometric immersion on w\ (J, U Jy,)
and consequently it is a ruled surface there (see [43, Remark 1.2]); however notice that the set
Jr U Jy, might be dense in w. Our limiting model thus takes the form

(7’, D) — 2—14 /w\D QQ(IIT> dz —+ 2\/‘](T’vr)mD0 1/}O(V(J(T,Vr)>> dHl 4+ / ’L/)O(V(D)) dHl

wNo* D

for deformations r belonging to the space SBVig(’)2 (w). Here II, is the second fundamental form
of the immersion r, which is computed from the approximate gradient V(Vr) of the approximate
derivative of Vr. Moreover, Q5 is a quadratic function derived from D?W (Id) and ) is an
effective surface energy density derived from ). The elastic bending energy contribution in the
bulk is given by the classical Kirchhoff plate theory in terms of a quadratic energy functional
acting on the second fundamental form associated of the immersion r. There is also an obvious
surface term measuring the length of the boundary 9*D. However, there are also surface terms
within w \ D which may arise from thin soft regions that separate parts of the matrix and whose
volume vanishes asymptotically. Hence, besides the limiting phase boundary 0*D, we also get
surface contributions both from cracks and folds in r(w \ D), corresponding to the jump sets J,
and Jy, on w \ D, respectively, so that our limiting functional will be a Blake-Zisserman type
functional, cp. [10, 16l 7] (also cf. the survey [18] and the references therein). We refer to the
main result in Theorem and to Section Bl for the precise statement and details.

We close this introduction with some comments on the technical challenges that have to be
overcome. A crucial observation is that even though our minimal droplet assumption imposes
only mild asymptotic regularity restrictions on the void sets, it is possible to partition the whole
plate into many small cubes where the number of ‘bad cubes’ that contain cracks is controlled. A
geometric rigidity result then allows to conclude that on ‘good cubes’ deformations are almost rigid.
Yet, the presence of a void region impedes any compactness in Sobolev spaces and we therefore
cannot proceed as in the elastic case (cp. [32]) in what follows. We overcome this difficulty by
carefully putting together individual rigid motions on the cubes in order to construct a sequence of
functions (r,) C SBV (w,R?) that-together with their approximate derivatives—converges to the
limiting r with controlled norms in SBV. The precise construction is, necessarily, rather involved
as the envisioned energy bounds do not allow for (too much) artificial fracture as e.g. in a piecewise
constant interpolation or (too high) artificial elastic energy as would result from mollifying within
regions that will eventually be fractured.



Furthermore there are two key steps to establish the lower bound estimates of our main theo-
rem: For estimating the surface contribution we design an auxiliary functional which essentially
tracks the surface energies along a given sequence and to which we apply a bulk relaxation result,
cf. [13L 54]. For the bulk part the main difficulty lies in the identification of the limiting strain,
more precisely, in showing that the limiting strain is asymptotically linear in the out-of-plane direc-
tion. We achieve this by considering a ‘flattened’ plate deformation and applying an S BV -closure
argument to such a mapping.

For the construction of recovery sequences we first provide auxiliary explicit 3d approximations
in which the deformation mappings may still be SBV functions. In a secondary step these are
then further approximated with the help of a bulk relaxation argument. The validity of a minimal
droplet condition is then examined for arbitrary norms with the help of local estimates for the
volume of tubular neighborhoods of the full crack set J, U Jy,UD, see (), that amounts to require
an outer Minkowski-content measurability condition (see comments and remarks after Theorem

B3).
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2 Notation and preliminaries

If z € R we denote its coordinates by = (x1,72,23) = (2/,23), where 2/ = (z1,22). More
generally, if X = (X X3 X3) is a (k x 3)-matrix, we write X’ = (X; X32) for the (k x 2)-matrix
obtained by considering only the first two columns of X. If v is a function defined on a (domain
of) R? with values in R¥ and Vo = (01v, dav, 03v) is its differential, then we write V'v = (Vv)' =
(8111, 821}).

The characteristic function of a set S is denoted by xs and the closure in R" of a set S is
denoted by S. We use | - | for the Euclidean norm and the scalar product is denoted by (-,-). If
A CR™ and 9 is a norm on R™, we define the t-anisotropic distance function from A by

disty (2, A) = inf{p(x —a) : a € A} for z € R"
and we denote by 9° the dual norm of 1, i.e.
¥°(u) = max{(u,v) : Y(v) <1} for u € R?.

We say that a Borel subset S C R” is countably H*-rectifiable if there are at most countably
many C' submanifolds of dimension k in Q that cover S up to an H* negligible set. If moreover
H*(S) < oo then we say that S is H”-rectifiable.

Suppose 2 C R” is an open set and u € L{ (Q,R™). We denote by S, the approzimate

discontinuity set of u, see [Bl Definition 3.63]. A point z € Q is called approzimate jump point of
u (see [5, Definition 3.67]) if there exist a,b € R™ and v € S"~! such that a # b and

lim p /B;(I,V) lu(y) —aldy=0,  limp /Bp(w) lu(y) — bl dy = 0.
Here Bf (z,v) = {y € By(z) : (y — x,v) > 0} and B, (z,v) = {y € B,(z) : (y —x,v) < 0}. The
triplet (a, b, v) is uniquely determined up to a permutation of (a,b) and a change of sign of v. We
denote it by (ut(z),u™ (z),v(u)(z)). Notice that J, and S, are always L"-negligible subsets of
and J, C Sy; see [0 3.64, 3.69].

A function v € L'(Q,R™) is said to lie in the space BV (2,R™) of functions of bounded
variation if its distributional derivative Du is a finite R™*"-valued Radon measure. The total
variation of u with respect to the Euclidean norm is denoted by |Du|. We also need to consider



the anisotropic total variation ¥(Du) of Du with respect to an arbitrary norm ¢ for a function
u € BV(Q): this is the Radon measure 1(Du) on € given by

D
»(Du)(B) = / ¢<—“) d|Du| for B € Q Borel,
5 \|Dul
where % is the | Dul-measurable function satisfying Du = %|Du|.

The Federer-Volpert theorem (see [5, Theorem 3.78]) ensures that if u € BV (Q,R™) then S,
is countably H"~l-rectifiable, H"~1(S, \ J,) = 0 and

Dul J, = @ut —u ) @v, H" 'L J,.

(Observe that |Du|(B) = 0 if either H*"1(B) = 0 or H" 1(B) < co and BN S, = 0 by [5]
Lemma 3.76]). Moreover the Calderon-Zygmund theorem (see [5, Theorem 3.83]) proves that u
is approximately differentiable (see |5, Definition 3.70]) at L™ a.e. 2 € Q and its approximate
differential Vu = (01u,...,0,u) is the density of Du with respect to L™ L Q. Denoting by D*u
the singular part of Du with respect to L™ L ), we have that

Du=Vul"LQ+Du=Vul"LQ+ (u" —u)@v(u)H" L J, + D,

where D = D%u L(2\ S,). We say that u lies in the space SBV (2, R™) of special functions of
bounded variations if and only Du = 0. For p > 1 we write

SBVP(Q,R™) = {u € SBV(Q,R™) : Vu € LP(,R™) and H""*(S,) < oo}
If E ¢ R™ is a Borel subset then we define for 0 < ¢ < 1 the set

E'={z eR":lim p "L"(B,(z)\ E) =t}
PN\O

and we set 9*F = R"\ (E° U E'). The set *F is the essential boundary of E. If Q@ C R™ is open
then we say that E has finite perimeter in € if and only if H" (2N 0*E) < oo, or equivalently
if and only if xg € BV (Q) (notice that xg € SBV(Q)); see |5, 3.5] for details. If F has finite
perimeter in Q we define v(E) : J,, — S"~! by

v(E) = —v(xs)

Notice that Jy,, C Sy, = QNI*E, H" 1 (QNI*E\ Jy,) = 0 and v(E) is the measure-theoretic
exterior unit-normal to E. We write F(Q2) to denote the collection of sets ' C ) of finite perimeter
in Q. Moreover if E € F(£2) and ¢ is an arbitrary norm then we notice that

W(Dxg) = p((E)H" ' L*E.

and the following anisotropic coarea formula for BV functions holds: if u € BV (Q), then {u > ¢}
has finite perimeter in Q for £' a.e. t € R and

+oo
$(Du)(B) = P(Dxqu>y)(B) dt (2)
for each Borel subset B C 2 (see [5, Theorem 3.40] and [54] page 5, eq. (1)]).

Remark 2.1. If ¢ :  — Q' is a bijective Lipschitz map with Lipschitz inverse and v € SBV (), R),
then uop € SBV(,R), Syop, = ¢ '(S,) and the approximate gradient of u o ¢ satisfies the
equation

V(uop)(x) = Vulp(z))Ve(x) for L™ a.e. x € Q; (3)
see [Bl exercise 4.5 at page 252|. Additionally, one can check that Jyo, = ¢~ *(J,,) with
e Ve @)
(uop)(x) Vo) (v (@) d (uop)™(z) (p(x)) (4)

for every = € Jyop-



3 Models and main results

Let w C R2 be a bounded open domain with Lipschitz boundary. For h > 0 we define the reference
configuration of a thin plate by

Qp =w X (0, h)
We fix a stored energy density W : R3*3 — [0, +00) for the elastic matrix which satisfies the
following standard set of assumptions:

e frame indifference: W(RX) = W (X) for all X € R3*3 R € SO(3),

e regularity: W is C? in a neighborhood of SO(3),

e single well and growth: W (Id) = 0 and there are constants ¢, C' > 0 such that
cdist*(X,S0(3)) < W(X) < C(1 +|X|*) for every X € R3*3,

We remark that, as a consequence, the quadratic form Q3 on R3*3 of linearized elasticity, given
by Q3(X) = D?*W (Id)[X, X] satisfies the linear frame indifference relation

Q3(X +A) =Q3(X) forall X,Ac R with A =—A".
Finally we fix a norm 1) on R? and we define the energy functionals
Tn s WE2(Q, R?) x F(,) = R
by

Tn(v, A) = W (Vo) da + h? / P(v(A)) dH2. (5)
Qn\A Qno* A
From now on we denote the tubular neighborhood of width r > 0 of a set A C R? with respect
to the fixed norm v as

A" = {z € R?: distyo (z, A) <7}

We say that a family (An)ne(o,1) such that Ay € F(§2y,) satisfies the y-minimal droplet assumption
in Qp, if and only if there exists an increasing positive function ¢ : (0,2) — R with lim; o+ ¢(¢) =0
such that

LA\ A) N Q) < (14 C(h+ s))sh/Q » Y(v(Ap)) dH? + C(h + s)sh? (6)

for all s € (0,1), where Q, = {z € Qj, : dist|. (2, 0w) > h}.

Remark 3.1. We remark that this condition can be interpreted as a (diverging) bound on the
curvature of boundary of the sets. Indeed, in the isotropic setting for a sequence of smooth
open sets Ay, C Q, satisfying A, C Qp, the minimal droplet assumption (@) holds if the second
fundamental form Ilg4, of DA satisfies |1ga, (z)| < Ch™! for every o € OA,.

The smoothness assumption is not necessary; indeed in the appendix we prove the minimal

droplet assumption (in the Euclidean setting) for sets of finite perimeter A € F(Q,) such that the
first variation in €, (in the sense of varifold’s theory) of the essential boundary 9* A is absolutely
continuous with respect to H"™ L 0*A and the generalized second fundamental form is controlled
by %
Remark 3.2. If ¢ is a uniformly convex C?-norm on R3, employing the classical notions of -
anisotropic mean curvature H}@ and v-anisotropic Gaussian curvature K }é} for a C?-hypersurface
M (see for instance |27, Definition 2.26]), it is still true (and this can be proved employing the
anisotropic disintegration formula in [36], Theorem 3.18]) that the ¥-minimal droplet assumption
holds for a sequence of smooth open sets A;, C €, satisfying A, C Q) and the bounds

C
|HY, ()] < — and Y, (2)] for z € OAy,.

=72



In order to formulate the problem in the fixed domain 2 := ) we change coordinates according
to y(x) = v(2', has) for & € Q, D, = diag(1,1,h~1)A,. We also define the rescaled gradient
operator Vj, as

Viy = (V'y, h=10sy)

and the rescaled exterior unit-normal v}, as
vp(A) = (V' (D), h™ v3(D)).
We denote the rescaled tubular neighborhoods by D()» = diag(1,1,h~')A(") and say that
(Dp)n>0 C F(2) satisfies the (rescaled) minimal droplet assumtion if A satisfies (@), i.e., if

53((D,<jh>h\ph)m)g(1+c(h+s))sh/w D) A 4 )sh, (D)

where Q7 = {z € Q; : dist||(2/,0w) > h}. We consider the rescaled functionals
En W QR x F(Q) = R

defined by

Euw, D) =h~? [ W(Viy)da + / P(on(D)) dH2.
o\D QMo*D

We extend these functionals to L*(Q, R3) x F(Q2) by setting
En(y, D) =+oo  if (y,D) ¢ WH(,R?) x F(Q).

With a slight abuse of notation, in the following we do not distinguish between functions defined
on w and functions on €2 that do not depend on x3. In particular, we make the identifications

SBV?(w,RY) = {u e SBV*(Q,R") : 05u =0, v3(u) =0},
F(w)={D e F(Q):v3(D) = 0}.

Our limiting deformations 7 turn out to be isometric immersions away from the jump set J(, v,y =
J U Jy,. To describe them we introduce the space

SBV2(w) = {r € SBV?(w,R*) N L™ (w, R?) :
Vr € SBV?(w,R**?), (Vr, 011 A Oar) € SO(3) ae.}

To a mapping r € SBVizf (w) we associate its second fundamental form as being given by

II(.T/) = — (&jr . (617“ A\ 627‘))

1<i j<2

We also introduce the condition

2/ Yo (v(Jrvry)) dH! +/ Yo(v(D)) dH?
J(r,vryNDO wnNo*D

e, 12 2. 3
:hg{r}lfﬁ L (wﬂ{xeR .dlstwg(ac,J(nVT)UD)St}\D),

(8)

for (r, D) € SBV.2?(w)x F(w). It can be interpreted as an ‘outer Minkowski-content measurability’

property of the set J(,. v,y UD. In particular this is satisfied provided H! (&uﬁa(e](nv” UD)) =0,
I(J(rwry UD) is H ! -rectifiable and
(B (z)) = yr Vo€ d(Jy vy UD)Vre(0,1)

for a constant v > 0 and a finite measure 1 on R? with ¢ < H!, cp. Theorem [A 1l



Our main result is the following I'-convergence type result towards a limiting ‘Blake-Zisserman-
Kirchhoff” plate functional

£(r,D) = % / |, Qmar

Lo / B0 (o)) dH! + / So((D)) dH!
J(r gy NDO wnd*D

for (r,D) € SBV,2?(w) x F(w) and = 400 elsewhere on L'(Q,R3) x F(Q). Here the relaxed
quadratic form @y on R?*2? and relaxed norm vy on R? are given by

X c X c
X) = mi — mi
@2(X) = miy FHO o]~ min HHW o

Po(x1,22) = mine (1, z2, ¢).
ceR

and

The factor 2 multiplying the jump part arises from cracks outside of D can develop as a result
of asymptotically thin tubular neighborhoods of J(, v,y whose boundary is asymptotically twice
as big as the surface area of J,. v,) N DO,

Theorem 3.3. (i) Let (r,D) C L>=(Q,R3) x F(Q). A sequence (yn, Dp) C L>®(,R?) x F(Q)
verifies

lim inf &, (yn, Dr) > E(r, D),
h—0

provided y, — v in L*(Q,R3), xp, — xp in L*(,R) with limsupy, |ysllr~ < oo and
(Dp)o<h<1 satisfying the 1p-minimal droplet assumption.

(ii) For any (r,D) C L>=(Q,R3) x F(Q) there exists a sequence (yn, D) C L®(Q,R3) x F(Q)
with yp, — v in LY(Q,R3) and xp, — xp in L'(Q,R) such that

lim gh(yha Dh) = 5(7‘, D)
h—0

Moreover, there is a universal constant co such that ||yp|| L < ||yllzes + coh. There is also
a universal error function Co such that for any (r, D) € SBV.2?(w) x F(w) that satisfy (&)
the sets Dy, can be chosen such that (Dp)o<n<1 satisfies the ¥-minimal droplet assumption

As a consequence to our compactness Theorem ] below we also have that any sequence
(yn, Dp) C L>®(Q,R3) x F(Q) satisfying ([7) and

limsup (En(yn, Dn) + ynllLe=) < oo.
h—0

has a subsequence (not relabeled) such that xp, — xp in L'(Q) and xo\p,yn — Xw\DT in
L(Q,R3). This complements the convergence Theorem B3 as &, (yn, Dp) and E(r, D) indeed only
depend on (xp, yn, Drn) and (xpr, D), respectively.

Remark 3.4. 1. The constant ¢y and error function (p are universal in the sense that they
only depend on the norm . In particular, they are independent of the specific limiting
configuration (r, D). Our working with L° bounded deformations can thus be justified by
assuming the plate to be restricted to a bounded laboratory by requiring ||yn|| < M + coh,
M > 0 a given constant. This constraint can be energetically enforced by (re-)defining
En(y, D) = oo if ||ly|| > M + coh and E(r, D) = oo if ||r|| > M. Likewise the minimal droplet
assumption (7)) can be installed energetically by moreover requiring that &,(y, D) = oo if
[@ is violated for (p.



2. Instead of surface energies scaling with A2 in (f) one may look into more general scalings
h®. For v < 2 one obtains a purely elastic Kirchhoff plate theory in the limit A — 0 as then
our results show that bounded energy sequences cannot develop nontrivial voids, cracks or
folds in the limit. Conversely, if & < 2 one would arrive at a trivial theory as there may be
infinitely long cracks at zero energy in the limit.

In order to arrive at an interesting limit functional in this case, one is lead to rescale the
bulk part by h~*! insead of h~3 and to consider a different plate theory than Kirchhoff’s

theory, cf. [33].

3. We remark that Theorem raises two interesting questions which are beyond the scope
of this contribution: First, one might wonder if the minimal droplet assumption (@) in (i)
and in the Compactness Theorem ] can be dropped. In view of recent results in [29] it
seems plausible that this condition might be further weakened. Yet, in order to understand if
such a condition could be dropped completely, as in the two-dimensional seeting [58], would
require an extension of the quantitative rigidity results in [30] to the three-dimensional
setting which appears highly non-trivial. Second, it would be interesting to investigate if
for general (r, D) € SBV*(w) x F(w) recovery sequences (yn, Dj) with Dj, obeying the
minimal droplet property (@) can be constructed. This would follow from Theorem if
one knew that the space of configurations (r, D) satisfying (&) is dense in SBV,>(w) x F(w).

iso

4 Compactness

Our first aim is to prove compactness of bounded energy sequences (yn, Dp). To this end, we
consider a modification D} D Dy, of Dj, which is obtained from a suitable covering by cubes and
which satisfies £3(D) \ D) < Ch.

Observe that, if (A) satisfies the minimal droplet assumption, for each given s € (0, %) we
may choose s, = s;(4y) € (s2,5) and set o, = sph such that

Oh 1 + h + 3 h + 3
/Qhﬂa*AS"’h) 1&(1/(14513 ))) dH? < % /B*Aﬂgh W(v(Ap)) dH? + % ()

To see this note that

3sh((h + 3s) 4+ 3sh(1 4+ ((h + 3s))1(Dxa, ) ()
> L3((APMN A4,) N Q)

:/ (V distye (-, Ap)) d
(AFMN\ARNQ;,

3sh
_ /0 P (Dx ) ()

3s
> h/3 ’l/)(DXA(hth)) (Q;) dt

SZ

> 3sh(1 = $)U (DX 40 ) ()

for some s, such that 3s, € (352, 3s).

We can now define our covering cubes. Given (vp, Ap), respectively their rescalings (yp, D),
and fixing an s € (0,1) we classify the elements of {a’ € hZ? : (a’ + (0,h)*) Nw # 0} and
corresponding cubes Q(a’) = (a’,0)+ (0, h)3 and rescaled cuboids Qp,(a’) = (a’,0)+(0, h)% x (0,1)
based at these points into the following types:

o If Qn(a’) C Qp and Qp(a’) N GAE;T’L) = (), then we write @’ € G;, and say that the cuboids
Qu(a’) and Qu(a’) are good. We also set Gy = {a’ € Gy, : Qu(a’) C A;;Th)}, Gl =G, \Gy.



e In case Qp(a’) C Qp and Qp(a’) N GAE;T’L) # ) we say that Qn(a’) and Qp(a’) are interior
bad cuboids and write a’ € BiI.

o If a' € B® or Q(a’) N AN, # 0, we write a’ € By, and call Qp,(a’) and Qp(a’) bad cuboids.
We then set

i = diag(1,1,h)D), = U Qn(a).
a’EQ;UBh

Theorem 4.1. Suppose (yn, D) is a sequence in W12(,R?) x F(Q) with

lim sup (Eh(yh,Dh) + HthLOO) < 00 (10)
h—0

and (Dp)o<n<1 satisfying the y-minimal droplet assumption. Then there exists (r, D) € SBViz(’)2 (w)x
F(w) such that, up to subsequences,

L3(D},ADy) — 0, (11)
XD Yh = Xw\DT i L?, (12)
X\, Viyh = XD (V'r, 01 A Oar) in L2 (13)

Here the terms on the right hand sides are to be interpreted as functions of x = (a/,x3) € Q
that only depend on 2’ € w.

Remark 4.2. Tf r € SBV,2?(w) is such that H'(J,) < oo, it follows from [I9, Theorem 3.1] that
the measure

0 D1 (0273) — D2(017)

Curl(VTi) - Dg(@lm) — Dl(agh') 0

€ M(w, R**?)

is absolutely continuous with respect to H' L J,.. for i = 1,2, 3. Therefore,
01(02r)(x) = 02(O17)(z) for L% ae. 2z € w.

Proof. The number of bad cubes. We proceed to show that the number of bad cubes is
bounded by Ch~!. Set ¢; = mint)/| - |. We first prove that there is a constant ¢ = ¢(s) > 0 such

that for each x € aAgf’”) N Qy, with dist(z’, dw) > 2¢1h we have
LA\ A) N Zn(a))) > ch?, (14)

where Zj(2') is the cylinder Z,(2') = {y € R® : |y — 2| < 2c1h, 0 <y3 < h}.
Indeed, for such an x there is a y € A, N Zp,(2') with ¢(z — y) = o}, and the portion

B={z€ Zy(2') :p(z —2) < op and ¢(z —y) < o1, }
of the intersection of the open -balls around x and y of radius o}, within Zj(2’) satisfies
BcC (AYN\A)NZ,(a') and L3(B) > ca(s°h)?
for a constant ¢y only depending on 1.
Let now Bj, = {a’ € By, : dist(a’,0w) > (V2 + 2c1)h}. For each o' € By, fix an z(a’) €
8A§fh) N Qp(a’). Using () we get that
#B, <7D LA((A N\ A) N Zy (2 (o))
a’eB;,
< Ch73 L2 (A \ A) N Q)

< Ch™2s(1 4 ((h +s)) /M ) dH? + Ch™ls(1 4 ((h + 5)),

10



where we have used (@) and h=lo, = s, < s and ((h + s5) < ((h + s). As a direct consequence
of the energy bound and the fact that dw is Lipschitz we thus get

#By, < #Bj, + CH' (Ow)h™' < Ch™*, (15)

As by (@) and the energy bound also

3D\ D) < Ch, (16)
we obtain from
DyADy =Dy \ Dy < | Qnla) U (DE™"\ Dy), (17)
a’€By,

the estimate £3(Dj ADy) < Ch and hence () follows.

Estimates on a good cube. Fix a’ € Gfl. We use the rigidity theorem [32, Theorem 3.1] to
select a constant C' and a rotation Ry, o+ € SO(3) such that

/ |V, — Rp.o|*dz < C dist?(Vup, SO(3)) da
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)

and, by rescaling, we obtain

/ |Vhyh — Rh,a|2 dx < C/ diSt2(Vhyh, SO(3>) dx. (18)
Qn(a’)

Qn(a’)

We define the piecewise constant function Ry, : w — SO(3) so that

Ry (x

Ry. ifaz’ €a' +(0,h)? with o’ € G,
,){ ha if 2" €a’ +(0,h)* with o’ € Gy, (19)

Id otherwise.

Let x5 = xo p; be the characteristic function of {J,, cgsl Q. Tt follows from (IB) and the energy
estimate (I0) that

/ Xil(x)|vhyh(z) — Rh(z/)|2 dx < C’/ le distQ(Vhyh, SO(3))dx < Ch?. (20)
Q Q

We define
Ch.a! :]Z (vp(x) — Rp, o) dz
Qn(a’)

and the linear map rp, o : R3 — R? by
Th,a’ (:C) = Rh,a’ (:L'/a hl‘3) + Ch,a'’-

Note that the ¢ are uniformly bounded since ||yn|lcc < C. Thus we also have ||rp.q||cow < C
for a suitable constant C' > 0. We apply the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality to estimate

hiQ/A lyn — Thya/|2 dz = h73/ lon(x) — 7o (2, hz3)|2 dz
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)
< Ch! / Vo, — Rh,a’|2 dz = C/ IV rhyn — Rh,a/|2 dz.
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)
Applying (I8)) we infer

/ lyn — rh.a|* do < ChQ/ dist*(Vuyn, SO(3)) da. (21)
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)

11



We now define the piecewise linear function rj, : w — R3 so that
(@) rha(2’,0) if 2’ € a’ + (0,h)? with o’ € g,‘;l,
rp(x') =
" (2',0) otherwise

and notice that
[7h.ar (2) = Th,ar (2, 0)| = |Rpar (0,0, has)| < h. (22)

From (2I0), (22)) and the energy estimate we get
[ 3@ t) = raf@) da
< Ch? /Q X5 (1 + dist®(Viys, SO(3))) dz < Ch?
and, since ||yn|| 1= (o) < C, we may use (I5) to conclude

Tim (155 (yn = a)ll2(@) = 0. (23)

Estimates on two adjacent good cubes. If a’,b’ € hZ? and |a’ — V'| = h we define

JE— —_— 0 —— Ee—

Qn(a',b) = (Qu(@) U Qn(@))",  Qu(d, b)) = (Qu(a’) UQn(a))".

We fix a’, b’ € G' with |a’ — b'| = h. We apply again [32, Theorem 3.1] to select a constant C' and
a rotation Ry such that, after rescaling, we have

/ |Vhyh — Rh,a,b|2 de < C X distQ(Vhyh, SO(S)) dz. (24)
Qn(a’,b’) Qn(a’,b")
Therefore combining (I8]) and 24]) we get
|Rh.at — Rharp|* < 2][A IViyn — Rp.a|* dz
Qn(a’)
+ Qf IViyn — Rparp|? da
Qn(a’)

< Cf dist?*(Vuyn, SO(3)) dz. (25)
Qn(a’,b")
The same inequality is valid with ¢’ and ¢’ interchanged, whence we deduce
|Rh,a/ — Rh,b’ |2 < C]Z: diStQ(vh’yh, SO(3)) dz. (26)
Qn(a’,b')

We define
Ch,a’ b’ 2][ (vn(z) = R px) dz
Qn(a’,b)
and the linear map 75, o/ p : R® — R? by
Thoat b (%) = Riar e (2, h3) + choar -

We use now the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality on the domain Qp(a’,b") and 24]) to estimate

[ |y — Thoar p | dz = h™! / lon (@) = T p (2, has)|* do
Qn(a’ b’ Qn(a’,b')
< Ch/ |V, — Rpar | doe
Qn(a’b")

< Ch? / dist*(Vhyn, SO(3)) d.
Qnla’ )

12



Combining this inequality with ([2I]) we get

/ ["hat pr — Thar|* dz < CR? / dist?*(Vuyn, SO(3)) dz. (27)
Qn(a’) Qn(a’,b)

Now we notice that the constants satisfy the relation
Ch,a’ + Ch,ty — 2Ch,a’ b

:]l (Rh,a'py — Rhor)r da Jr]Z (Rh,a,y — Rpp)x da;
Qn(a’) Qn(b)

then employing Jensen’s inequality and (23] we estimate

|Ch,a’ + Chy — QCh,a/,br|2 <C : diSt2(Vhyh, SO(S)) dx.
Qn(a’,b")

By ([@5) we then infer

|Th,b/ (:L') + Th,a' (:L') — 2rh,a’,b/ (.CC)|2 S C]Z: distQ(Vhyh, 80(3)) dx
Qn(a’,d")

whenever x € €; hence we conclude with the help of (27)

/ [Thy — Tha|? dz
Qn(a’)

< 2/ |Th,b/ + That — 27"}17,1/71,/ |2 dx + 2/ |2rh,a’,b/ — 2Th7a/|2d:6
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)
< mﬂf dist?(Vyn, SO(3)) da.
Qn(a’,b")
If ¢ € hZ? a change of variables and (Z8]) give

/ |Th,b’ — Th,a' |2 dx
Qn(c’)

< 2/ [Thpr — Thar |2 dz + 2/ |(R;Lb/ - R%ya/)(a' - c/)|2dz
Qn(a’) Qn(a’)
<C(h*+1d — c’|2)f dist?(Vayn, SO(3)) dz.
Qn(a’,b")
Together with ([22) this yields

/ [T (2,0) — 1par (2, O)|2 da’
' +(0,h)2

<C(h*+1d — c’|2)f dist*(Vyn, SO(3)) dz + Ch*. (28)
Qn(a’b’)
Interpolation. For o’ € hZ? and t > 0 we define the parallel squares Qj, ,(a) = a’ + (Bt ikt

We fix n = %h, we define
wp =w\ U Qh pin(@).

a/eQ}VLUBh

For later use we remark that, similarly as in (7)), (I6) and (&) imply that Q \ (wp x (0,1)) D
Dj;, D Dy, satisfies

L2\ (wn x (0,1))\ Dy,) < Ch. (29)
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Let {¢.o : @’ € hZ?} be a family of smooth functions such that 0 < ¢y, o <1,

Pt Unar C Qhpin(@), Yna =1on Qhp (@), Y tno=lonw

a’ €hZ?

and, moreover, ||V, o ||co < 101, We define Ry i w — R3%3 and 7, : w — R3 such that

Ru(2') = Z U, () Ry, if 2 € wp, Ru(z)=1d if 2’ € w\ wp,
azegel
Z Yo (@) h.a (2,0) if ' € wp, (') = (2/,0) if 2’ € w\ wp.
a’egs!

Notice R, € SBV (w,R3*3) and 7, € SBV (w, R?) with
1Bhlloc <C and [[7nfloc < C (30)

for some C' > 0 and all h > 0. Since J;, and Jg, are contained in w N dwy, which is covered by
Uaren, 9Qh piy(@’), we use (I3) to conclude

H' (Jr, UJg, ) < Ch#By < C. (31)

Let @’ € hZ?. For L*-a.e. ' € Q) (a’) we remark that there are three possibilities for the number
of (enlarged) squares containing z': #{b' € hZ? : Q}, ., (V') > =} € {1,2,4}. For 2’ € Q}, ,,_, (a’)
this number is 1. Near the corners, on

o(a’) := U Q)N Q;I,h-l-n(b/)’
b’e{atheithes}

it is 4. Finally, near the lateral boundary but away from the corners, on

o'(a) == Qi) \ @, (@) Uoe(d)

it is 2.

Estimates on the interpolation error. Next we prove that
/ IRy, — Ry|*da’ < Ch?, / |7, — rp|? da’ < Ch2. (32)
Wh Wh

The proof is respectively based on the key estimates ([28) and ([28). We prove in detail only the
second inequality, since the first can be proved along the same lines.
Suppose a’ € G§l. We consider the three parts of @} (a') separately.

1: Othh 77( a’) one has 7, = .

2: On o'(a’) we use [28) with ¢/ = a’ in order to estimate

/ |7’h — Th| dx < Z / |7"h,b’ — Th,a/|2 dx
ol(a)Nwp, /

blegel h h(a’)ﬁQ;l’thn(b )
[b'—a'|=h
<cnt > ]l dist*(Vpyn, SO(3)) dz 4+ Ch*.
Veap a’ b)
[b'—a'|=h
3: On 0°(a’) we first note that if o, ;, (a) := Q}, ;,(a’) N QY 1, (b') Cwp for ' = a’ + s1e1 + s2e2

with s1, 82 € {—h,+h}, then b/ (i1,i2) = @’ +i181€1 + ias2e2 € g;;l for all 0 < 41,42 < 1 and

/ ( ) |fh — Th|2 dSC S / ( Z |Th,b’(i1,i2) — Th,a’|2 dSC

c ’ c ’ —
s152 Ts1s9\@ ) 0<i1,i2<1
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The summands corresponding to (i1,42) # (1,1) can be directly estimated using (28] with ¢’ = a’;
instead, for the summand corresponding to (i1, i2) = (1,1) we first notice

2
/ Th,br(1,1) = Th,at|“d
)

<2
Q;z,ha

and then apply ([28); hence

/ |fh77’h|2d1'§0h2
N

(33)
) |Th,b’(1,1) - Th,bf(1,0)|2 dz + 2/ @) |7’h,b’(1,0) - Th,a/|2 duz,

! ’
h,n\@

f dist*(Vyn, SO(3)) dz + Ch*.
Qn (b (i1,i2))

0<iy+i2<1

Summing over b’ we obtain

/ |7 — rp|*daz < Ch? Z ][ dist*(Vpyn, SO(3)) dz + Ch*.
oc(a’)Nwp, b eas, Qnr(b)
[’ —a’|<V2h

Combining these estimates and summing over a’ € QZI, we get the second inequality in (B2
with the help of the energy estimate.

Since [|7p,qo|| Lo () < Cforalla’ € G, it follows that ||7, —7p || < C; moreover | Rp—Rploo <
C. Since 7 (2') = (2',0) = rp,(2') and Ry (') = Id = Ry,(2') for z € Qpy pin(a’), ' € Gy, it follows

from (32) and (3] that

%11}% IRy, — RhHLZ(w) =0, %1{}% l7n — thL?(w) =0. (34)
Gradient estimates for the interpolation. We prove now
/ |VRy,|?dx < C, / |Vin|?de < C. (35)

As for (32)) the proof of these inequalities is respectively based on (20) and [28) and we provide
details only for the second. We notice that

V7Th = Xwp, (Gh + R;I) + Xe\wn Id’

where Gj, = Za/egzl That @ Vi ar. Since |R)||oo < C, it remains to prove that Gull22(w,) < C.
To this end we again estimate on the three parts of a square Q},(a’), @’ € G5!, separately.

1: On Q%yhin(a’) we have G, = 11,00 @ Vhp, o» = 0.

2: For an estimate on o'(a’) we first observe that for v’ € {+he;,£hes} on the set o'(a’) N

Q) psn(V) Nwp (which is non-empty only if b’ € Gf') we have Vb, or + Vb iy = 0. Using [28) we
estimate

[ fe = Y
ol(a)Nwp,

/ ITh,ar @ Vhar + Ty @ Viby | da
Q) (@)@ (V)

b/egil
|6 —a’|=h
= > / (Phar = Thp) © Vipn,w|* da
b’egil /h’h(a/)mQ/h,h+n(b/)
b/ —a'|=h
< ChiQ Z / |Th,a/ — Th,b |2 dz
bleg}e;l ;l’h(a’)ﬁQ;l’thn(b’)
b/ —a'|=h
<Cc Y ][ dist*(Vpyn, SO(3)) dz 4+ Ch?.
vegn Jant@w)
[’ —a’|=h
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3: On o¢(a’) we can argue similarly. If of ,, (a) := @}, ,(a") N Q) j,, (V') Cwp for b’ = a’ +s1e1+

8182

so€9 with s1, 80 € {—h, +h}, then with b'(i1,i2) = a’ + 1811 + i252€2
Gp = Z Thob (in iz) @ VU (iy i)
0<i1,in<1

C

on oy,

(a’) and using Zogil,izgl Vb (i1 ,ip) = 0 on this set we get
/ |Grl? da < 4/ Z (Pt (ir i) — Thiat) @ Vh iy i) | da
08 s (a’) 05,62(0) o<y in<1

< Ch™2 Z |rh1b’(i1,i2) - Th,a’|2 da

95152(0") 0<iy in<1

<Cc >y ]l dist?(Vhyn, SO(3)) dz + Ch?

0<i1+ia<1 Qn (b (i1,i2))

with the help of (B3] and (28]) as above. This proves
/ GulPdz<C ) ~ dist?(Vayn, SO(3)) dz + CR2.
oc(a’)Nwp, v ege! n (V')
R
|b'—a/\§\/§h

Summing over good squares we find that |Gl 12(w,) < C.

Convergence. In view of (B0), BI) and BH) a standard SBV compactness result (cf. [5]
Theorems 4.7 and 4.8]) implies the existence of two maps r € L*(w,R3) N SBV (w,R?) and
R € L>®(w,R¥*3)NSBV (w, R3*3) with H'(J,) < oo, H!(Jr) < oo such that, up to subsequences,

= in L?(w,R?), V', = V'r in L (w, R3*?), (36)
Ry, — R in L?(w,R3*3), OiRy — O;R in L?(w,R3*3) for i = 1,2. (37)

We observe that R(x) € SO(3) for £? a.e. # € w. Moreover we can combine ([H), 20), @3],
B4, (B6) and @1 to conclude that, up to subsequences,

Lim X5 (yn = )l 22(0) =0, Lim X5 (Vryn = R)l| 12() = 0. (38)
Together with (1) this proves (I2)) and (I3)), as soon as we have shown that
R=(V'r,01r NOar) on w\ D. (39)

To see this we notice that |lyp|lee < C, HQ(JX;-:%) < C by @), V(x§'yn) = x§'Vy, and
V(xSy)ll 2 < C by . Then we apply the SBV compactness theorem to the sequence
Xn¥Y (€)
X5y, and we infer from (I2) that, up to subsequences,

xilyh — Xw\DT in L*(Q,R?), xZIVyh — xw\D(V’r, 0) in LY(Q,R**3).

Hence, x,\pV'r = Xu\pR' by ([[3). Since R € SO(3) a.e. this concludes the proof. O

5 The lower bound

In this section we prove Theorem B3|(i). Let (yn, Dp) be a sequence and (y, D) an element in
L (Q,R3) x F(Q) such that y, — y in LY(Q,R3), ||ynlle~ < C, xp, — xp in LY(Q,R) and
(Dp)o<h<1 satisfies the -minimal droplet assumption. Without loss of generality we pass to
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subsequences (not relabeled) in the following and assume that limp_0 En(yn, D) exists and is
finite. In particular, (y, D) € WH2(,R3) x F(Q) for all h and (y, D) € SBV.2?(w) x F(w) by

iso
Theorem [Tl We will moreover make use of the auxiliary functions defined and estimates obtained
in the proof of Theorem 1]

We will provide estimates from below on the elastic part and the surface part separately.

Lower bound for the surface part. We fix s < 1 and consider the layers ; = w X (L)1)

n ’'n

of height £, where n € N is such that s?n > 1 + max{¢)(y) : y € [-1,1]*}. On each such layer
we proceed exactly as in the previous section (with € replaced by Q;, h by % and (yp, D) by
(ynla,, DnN€Yy) to define interpolations 7, and R; ;. of rigid motions and rotations, respectively,
on cubes of side-length 2. By [B6), (87), (BJ) we have (passing to subsequences)

i =i in L*(w,R?), V'ijn = V'rjo in L?(w,R>*?), (40)

Rjn — Rjo in L?(w,R¥3), OiRjp — 0;R;o in L?(w,R33) i=1,2, (41)

for suitable (Tj,O;Dj,O) € SBV2’2(W) X f(w) and Rjo = (V/ijo,aﬂ"jyo N (927"]'70). (Note that

iso
Rjo=1d and rjo =id on D;¢ by construction.)
Observe that the set A} for the whole plate €, in particular contains the little cubes of
sidelength % within the j-th layer that intersect 02 or whose closure intersects the closure of

A,(laj’h/") since 0 j/n < s% < s?h < op. Thus Dj,NQ; D D’ ;,. As moreover £3((D;IﬂQj)\D;7h) <
L£3((Dy, \ Dp) N ;) — 0, we get from [[Z) in Theorem E.] for €,
XQ\D; Ynl9; = Xew\D;oT5,0l0,

while (I2) in Theorem AT for  gives

X\ D}, Yrl; = Xw\DT]0; -

It follows that r;0 =, Rjo = R and D, = D for each j.
Our choice of n guarantees that (—2,2)3 c {y € R? : ¢°(y) < s?h} and hence that any

interior bad cuboid of the layer ; is contained in Dfoh)h NQ;. Let 0, : Q — [0,1] be a smooth
cut-off function such that 6, =0 on D,(fgh)h and 0, =1 on Q\ D,(fgh)h. We recall from (I0]) that

£3(DP" AD,) < Ch. (42)

Let w' CC w have a Lipschitz boundary and set Q) = w’ x (1, L4). We define f;), €
Wl,Q(Q/_ R3 x RBXB) by
]7

Fin(x) = On(@) (751 (), Rjn(x)) + (1= O (x)) (2, 1d).
Recalling (B0) we see that || fj1|lcc < C. Moreover, by (B]) we also have
||vfj7hHL2(Q;\D’(I3“h)h) < C. (43)

Now consider the functionals K. on W?(€,R? x R3*%) x F()) given as

KAr.B)=c [

QN\E

V£ ()2 da + / ol (B)) + elvs (B)| dH2.

o*ENQY,
The L? bound in @3] shows that
(Bon)n 2 10 (Bon)n 2
P(vn (D)) dH” > bo(V' (D" ")) dH
oD nqy oD Ny,

> Ko (fjn, D7) — Ce.

17



By (@Q), @) and @2) we have f; 5, — (r, R) in L'(Q), R? x R**®) and x  @o,), — xp in LH(Q)).
h
We may thus invoke the general Relaxation Theorem to deduce

. . 30 T
lim inf Ke(fin, DY) > K2((r, R), D)
:5/ [(V(r, R)(:L')|2 dx+2/ Yo (V' (1, R)) + €|vs(r, R)|d7-[2
Q\D QN J(r, )N DO
[l (D) + (D) k2
QN9 D
It follows that

lim inf pBIn)n 2
lglﬁig /6* D;Sah)h noY. Q/J(Vh( h )) dH

> 2/ YoV (r, R)) dH? + / Yo (V' (D)) dH? — Ce.
Q;ﬁ.](TYR)ﬁDO Q;HB*D

We now sum over j and make use of our specific choice of oy, in (@). Noting that H2(2N Jirr) N
00Q;) = H*(QNJ*D N IQ;) =0 we arrive at

lim inf/ V(v (D)) dH?
0* DN

h—0

¢(4s)

1—s .. (Bon) 2
1 f D7 PN AHA - —————
oo /aD;;"whm/ YD) 1+((3s)

= T cas) T

> 2/ Yo(V(r, R)) dH? +/ Yo(V (D)) dH? — Ce.
Q'NJ(r, ryNDO

Q’'No*D

Now sending first &€ and then s to 0 and finally w’ 7 w, the monotone convergence theorem gives

lim inf / Y(vp (D)) dH?
h=0"Ja+D,na

> Q/J(T,R)HDO o (v (r, R)) dH +/ wo(v/ (D)) dHL.

wnNo*D

Lower bound for the bulk part. For the elastic contributions we have to quantify the deviation
of Vyyp from SO(3). Using the piecewise constant approximation Ry, the asymptotic energy can
readily be estimated in terms of the limiting strain G along the lines of [32]. However, due to
possible void sets Dy, the identification of G is more complicated. For this we use the smooth
approximation Ry, and an SBV closure argument.

First we recall Ry, from (I9), viewed as a function of = € € independent of x3, which by (34
and ([B7) converges to R in L?(w,R3*3) and by (20) moreover satisfies

[Xen (Vayn — Ra)l|72 < Ch2. (44)
We set,
Gh = Xwnh ™ (R} Viyn —1d).

By @) G, is L? bounded and we may pass to a subsequence such that Gj, — G for some
G € L2(,R?**3). Since Q\ Dy, D wy, x (0,1) we may proceed exactly as in [32] to see

1
liminf h =2 W (Vpyn) da > —/ Q3(G)dx. (45)
h—0 Q\Dh 2 O
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due to the frame invariance of W.
In order to identify G we also define the quantity

Gh = Xwnh ™ (R Vay, — 1d)

and note that R R R
Gh — Gn = Xw,h Y (RF R, — 1A)REV yn.

By 29) and (32)) we have .
Xunh ™ (R Ry —1d) = X\ pA

for some A € L?(w, R3*3) weakly in L?(w,R?*3). Moreover, by @) and 1) we have R} — R
boundedly in measure and by (I3) and @9) xw, Vryr — X\ pR in L?(Q,R3*3). Thus,

Gh — G, — Xw\pA
weakly in L?(w,R3%3).

We now determine the upper left 2 x 2 submatrix of the weak limit of Gj. Let Q' ccC Q. We
fix a z € R with |z]| < dist(€,99). Denoting by

Ag(z) = L (g(e' 22+ 2) - 9(2)

the difference quotient A® g : Q' — RN of a function g : Q@ — RY, in particular, we consider the
sequence of functions f, € SBV?2(Y,R3), defined by

(@) = Xen (&) AP R (@ )yn ().

By ([3) and (29) we have

Yoo (@ VRTTAB g (2) = X, /1 ™ 0syn (2, w3 + t2) dt
— XW\DOGM(:E’) A Oor() (46)
in L2(€,R3) and thus, in combination with (&),
fn— XW\DRT(GM A O2T) = Xu\DE3.
in L'(Q,R?). The absolutely continuous part of the derivative is given by
V= xwhifl ((%RZA(Z)%, 82R£A(Z)yh, 0) + xwhlflA(z)Rfv%.
By 7)) and [G]) the first summand on the right hand side converges to:
X\ D (alRT(alr A Dar), GQRT(Glr A Oor), 0) (47)
weakly in L!(Q/,R3*3). The second summand can be rewritten as
X hTAB) (R Wy, — diag(1, 1, h)) = diag(1,1,h)G),

and is thus bounded in L?(€,R3*3), too. As moreover H?(Js,) < H*(Ow N dwy) < C by ([IH),
the basic closure theorem in SBV (see, e.g., [, Theorem 4.7]) thus implies

th — Ves =0,
and so the second summand on the right hand side converges to the negative value of 1), i.e.,

W X, AP REVyn(x) = =X\ 0 (01 RT (D17 A Br), 0 R (917 A Dr), 0)
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weakly in L1(€Q/,R3%3).
This proves that
7 = Xon b (REV y, — 1)
— XQ\D (é(l'/) — X3 (61RT((’)1r A\ 627‘), RT(Glr A\ 627“)))
weakly in L?(w,R3*?) for some G € L*(w, R**2). So denoting the upper left 2 x 2 submatrices of
G, A and G by G”, A” and G”, respectively, we arrive at
G"(2) = X\ p (@) (G (@) + A" (2) + $11(2') + (23 — 3) 1(2")),

where II is the second fundamental from associated to r. .
The remaining part of the proof is analogous to the elastic setting in [32]: Using fo (SCg*%)d.ng =

0 and fol(acg — 3)%das = 5 one computes

/ 5@ de> [ Qu(@")dn
Q w\D

~ 1
= Q2 (G/I + A" + % II) da’ + D) / Q2(11) dz’
w\D w\D

and so (43)) implies

1
lim inf A2 W (Vpyn)de > — /
h—0 Q\Dy, ( 24 w\

6 The upper bound

We now prove Theorem B3|ii). First we construct a recovery sequence for general r € SBVig, (w)
with R = (01r,0ar, 017 A Oor) and D € F(w). To this end, we begin with an auxiliary 3d
approximation (wy, Ey) € SBV (Q;R?) x F(9).
Fix ¢ € C°(w;R?) and set f;, : R® — R3 by
fu(@) = (fia(@), fus(@)) = (2 = hlzs — 3)e(2), 3). (48)
For h sufficiently small f5(Q) C Q and f5,|(R? x (0,1)) is a diffeomorphism into R? x (0,1). Also
fix d € Wh2(w,R3) N L>®(w,R?). We then define wy, € SBV (£2;R?) (see Remark 1)) by setting
wp(z) = r(fi(2)) + h(zs — 3){ (01 A Qor)(f4,(2)) + (V') (fr,(2))p(a") } (49)
+ 2h% (x5 — 3)%d(2)).
(Viewing r and R = (017, 02, 017 A O2) as functions on 2 that do not depend on z3 we can replace

the arguments f; (x) by fx(z) here.) We first identify the absolutely continuous part of Dwy, with
the help of @)). For i = 1,2 we compute

Oywn (x) = V'r(f;,(x))0i fr(x)
+h(ws — 5){V' (017 A 0ar) (f4(2))0: f4 (@)
+ V'r(f(2))0ip + V2r(f5,(2))[0: f1(2), o)) }
+ %h2($3 — %)QGZ'CZ(,%/),
where 0; f1 (z) = e; — h(zs — 3)0ip(2'), and so
Oiwp (x) = Oir(f7,(x))
+ h 563 %

)
— h2 ($3 %

{V/(01r A Oar)(fr(@))ei + V2r(f;(x))[er, o(2)]}
)V (01 A Oar) (7, (2))Drp(”)
+ V2 (fi(2))[0ip(a"), p(2')] = 50id(a")}.
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Since h™105 f} (z) = —¢(x'), we obtain
h™ 05w (x) = =V'r(fi(2)(@) + (91r A Dar) (f () + (V') (4 () ()
= h(zs — 3){V'(0ur A Dar)(f1,(2))p(2)
+ V2r(f(2))[e(a’), p(2')] — d(z') }
= (017 A O2r)(f1,(2))
= h(as = 5){V'(01r A 8ar) (fi(2)) ()
+ V2r(fa(@)le(@), ¢(2)] - d(z')}.
Recall that 02,7 = 03,7 by Remark 221 We now make use of the relations
0ir - 0j(O1r A\ Oar) = afjr < (Oar A O17) =11,
(Ovr N Oor) - 0j(O1r N Oar) =0 as well as
o;r - 8%7" =0,

for i,5 € {1,2}. (These follow from 9;(RTR) = 0 and the product rule for bounded SBV
functions.) They show that

II; 1oy 0
RINV' (1r Ndor) = [1lo1 1l | and RTV?r[a,b] = 0
0 0 —aT'1Ib
for a,b € R%. So our calculations imply

R (fi(2))Vawn(w) = 1d +h(ws — 3)Gn(x)

(50)
= 1d +h(z3 — 3)An(x) + h*(z3 — 5)*Bi()
with
@) — [ OUE) | *H(f;i(x))sa(w’H(RT(f;Q(:c))d(:c’))’ )
\ (@) I(f (@) | (e@)T U(f@)e(') + (RT(f1(x))d(a'))s )
Ba(e) = [ —I(f} () V(') + %(RT(f,Q(w))V’d(w’))’ | 0)
(@) 1L}, (2))V' o (a") + S (RT (f(x))V'd(z'))s | 0)

We note that since f is a diffeormorphism on  with f;, — id and V f;, — Id uniformly as
h — oo we have that G, — G in L?(€; R3*3), where

G(x)_/ I | e+ (R7)
T | ST e+ (RTd)s)

(2).

But then we also have
h=2W (Id+h(zs — $)Gr) = 3Qs((23 — 3)G) = 3(z3 — 3)’Q3(G) (51)

in L1(Q;R3*3). To see this, we note first that W (Id) = 0 and VW (Id) = 0. On the one hand we
deduce form this that h=2W (Id +h(z3 — 1)Gr) — Qs((23 — 1)G) in measure by Taylor expanding
W around Id. On the other hand, it implies that there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that W (Id +X) < C| X |?
whenever | X| < ¢. By the growth condition W (X) < C(1 + | X|?) we then also have

W(Id+X) < C|X|?
for all X € R3*3. So
h72W (Id +h(zs — 3)Gh(2)) < |Gu(z)?
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and since (G},) is convergent in L? this proves that h=2W (Id +hG},) is uniformly integrable. So
(EI) follows form the Vitali convergence theorem.

Now we consider the jump part .Jy, of wy. We view r and R = (V'r,0; A Oa1) as SBV
functions in €2 that are independent of x3 with (cylindrical) jump sets J,., Jg C €, respectively,
and a normal v = (V/,v3) = (v, 0) given H?-a.e. on J,. U Jg. Then (cp. Section ) the jump set of
wy, satisfies

Jwy C £ (- U JR)

and a normal field on J,, is given by

for H*-a.e. x € Jy,,,

v(wn)(x) =

_ 1 / / /
see (@), where Vfn(x) =Id—h (s = Vo) | ol )\ It follows that

\ 0 |0 )
(Vi (@) v(fu(x))
= (V' (fu(2)) = h(xs — 5)(V'@(a") TV (fu (), —hep(z") - V' (fu(2)))
and so, since || = ] = 1,
v(wp) (@) = (V' (fu(x)) + O(h), —=he(a") - V' (fn(2)) + O(h?)).

Rescaling and making use of p(2’) = ¢(fr(x)) + O(h), when extended to 2 as a function indepen-
dent of x3, we arrive at

vn(wn)(x) = (V' (fa(2)), —(fn(@)) - V' (fa(2))) + O(R) (52)

for H?-a.e. ¥ € Jy,,.

We finally also view D as a (cylindrical) set of finite perimeter in  and define Ej, = f, (D).
Again we denote by v = (¢/,0) the unit outer normal to D. As xg, (z) = xp(fn(z)), the same
reasoning that led to (52) now shows that 9*E, N Q = f, ' (9*D) N Q and that the rescaled unit
outer normal to Ej, is given by

vn(En)(@) = (V' (fa(2)), —p(fn(@)) - V' (fn(2))) + O(h)

for H2-a.e. x € O*E), N .
Now we notice that both

Fh#H2 L Ty, < (1+O0(h)H? L(J, UJR) and

2 2 (53)
fn#tH LO*E, < (1+O(h))H* L O*D.
This follows since for any Borel set A C Q and Sj, = J,,, or S, = 0*E},

fa#H? L Sh(A) = H?(SK N £, 1 (A))
=H* (£, (n(Sn) N A))
< (1 + O(h))H2 (fh(Sh) n A)

where f,(Sr) C J. U Jg, respectively, f5(Sp) = 0*D and we have used the fact that fh_1 is a
Lipschitz mapping with Lipschitz constant bounded by 1 + O(h).

Combining (52)), (B2) and (B3) we find
2 /]%mE2 W (va(wp) (x)) dH? () + /Sma*Eh U (vn(En)(x)) dH? ()

=2 [ (@) o) ) A L, (2)
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+ | WV (@), —p(fn(@) - V' (fu())) dH* L 0" Ep(x) + O(h)
- 2/ (V' (y), —e(y) - V' (y) dfn#H L Ju, (y)

+ [ (), —e(y) V' (y) dfa#H? L 0" En(y) + O(h)
< 2/ DV (), —e(y) -V (y)) dH* L(J, U JR)

+ [ (V) —¢y) - V' (y)) dH* L 9" D + O(h),

where we have used Ef = f, (D) in the second step.
Together with (B0), (&), the fact that xg, — xp boundedly in measure and the frame
invariance of W we finally find that

lim sup {hQ W (Vywp(x)) de
h—0 Q\E),

" 2/ W (v (wn) () M (x) + / O (vn(En)(x)) dH? ()
Juwy, NE}, Qno*Ey,
< [ des-draeeasia [ ) -pte) /o) o
s @ e @) e
0* DN
= 2—14 /w\D Qs(G(x")) dz + 2/ (@), —p(a -V (2)) A ()

(JrUJr)NDO
+ / P (), —p(a) - v (') dH (z),
0* DNw

where we passed to the planar setting in the last step by integrating with respect to x3.

We abbreviate S = J, U Jr U (9"D Nw) and select 73 € L7, | (w) such that

(V' (y), 73(y)) = vo(V (y)) for H'-ae.y € S.
Given € > 0 we then choose ¢ such that

1) + ota/) v/ are! < e
(Let p € C2°(w;R?) with ||p]lsc < 2 such that [ |/ — pu|dH' LS < e/(6]|7s]|z) and 6 € C(w)
|

such that [ |vg —0]dH' LS < /12, set ¢ = —Op and notice |73 — Op - V| < |3(V) — p) - V'] +
|(75 — @)y - '|.) Then we choose d such that

/ 1Qs(G (")) — Qu(II(x"))| dx < Le.

With these choices we have

lim sup {hQ W (Vywp(x)) de
h—0 Q\ B,

42 / (v (on) (@) AH (@) + / O (v (En) () dH2(a)
Ty, NEY QNo* By,

i4 /w dz (54)

/ ho(V/(2')) dH! +/ Yo(V' (') dH! +e.
(JrUJr)NDO 0* DNw
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In a second step we can now construct recovery sequences for (y, D). To this end we apply the
Relaxation Theorem [A2]to the functional &, : WH2(Q; R3) x F(Q) — R for fixed h, which can be
written as

e D)= [ Wi(Vy)da+ / Un(W(D)) A2,
Q\D QMo*D

where Wj,(X) = h2W (X', h=1X.3) and ¥y (z) = ¥ (2’,h~tx3). Theorem [A2[ii) provides a se-
quence (wp, Ep ) € WH2(Q;R3) x F(Q) such that wp — wy in L2(QR3), |lwpkllre —
HwhHL“’a XEnx — XE in Ll(Q) and

lim sup Sh(whyk, Eh,k) < W(Vhwh) dz + 2/ 1/)(I/h (wh)) dH?
k—o0 O\E, Ty NEY

+/ V(vn(Bp)) dH2.
QNo* Ey,

Now we can choose a diagonal sequence yj, = wp k,, Dy = Ej i, such that

1
limsup £ (yn, D) < — | Qs(1l(&')) dz + 2 / o (V' (/) dH?
h—0 24 w\D (JrUJr)NDO

+/ oV () dH +¢.
0* DNw

As € > 0 was arbitrary, the construction is complete.

We finally show that, in case (y, D) € SBV. 2 (w) x F(w) satisfies (8) (with 7 replaced by

y), the recovery sequence (yp, Dp) can be chosen such that (D)) satisfies the rescaled ¢-minimal
droplet assumption () with a universal function (o. We abbreviate J = J(, v,) and define

Fy ={x € R? : distyg (J U D,x) < s} fors>0.
Let € > 0 and we apply (§]) to choose 0 < 7 < € so that

L2(wNF-\ D)

T

- Q/MO ol + [ . bo(D) AR +<.

Applying the anisotropic coarea formula in (@) with u = —distye(J U D,-) and noting that
Yo(Vdistyg (JUD,x)) =1 for £L? a.e. z € R*\ JU D, we infer that

EQ(wﬂFf\D)z/

wNFE\D

’L/Jo(v distwg (J ubD, )) dc? = /T ’L/Jo(DXFt)(w) dt
0

and we conclude that 1o(Dxr,)(w) < 771L2(wN F, \ D) for uncountably many ¢ € (0,7). We fix
one of those ¢, which in addition satisfies H'(9* F; N Ow) = 0. (This expression can be positive for
at most countably many values of ¢.) Approximating the set F; by a sequence of sets with smooth

boundaries (see [54, Theorem 2.5]), we may choose an open set F} C R? with smooth boundary
such that Fy C F} C F,, HY(OF/ N 0w) = 0 and

/ Yo(v(F)))dH! < / Yo(v(Fy))dH! + ¢
wNOF/ wNo* Fy

(55)
<2 /] )+ / (D)) dH! + 2¢.

wNd* D

We recall the maps f;, and wy, from @8) and [@9), we define the sets

Evn = fi ' (F % (0,1))
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and we notice that H?(0E; ,N0Q) = 0 and J,,, C E; ,NQ by Remark 21l By possibly multiplying
with smooth cut-off functions that vanish on .J,,, but are equal to 1 outside E; j and such that still
wy, — rin L', we may assume without loss of generality that wj, € W12(Q;R3). The arguments
leading to (B4]) now imply that

: -2 1 /
tim sup /Q L W) e < o /w |, Qsllla) a2 (56)
and
timsup [ p((Bu)@) ) < [ o (@) e (57)
h—0 Jo B, ,nQ 8 FNw

In order to check for the minimal droplet assumption We rescale the sets E; j and also shift the
plate from ©, to the x3-symmetric domain Qf = w x (—%, ). We consider the (h independent)
function g : R® — R3,

( (:L'/ - 1'390(:6/)7 :CB)

)=

and observe that g(z/,h(z3 — 3)) = fa(z) for z € R3, g(Q}) C €}, and there is an hy > 0 such
h
2

that g : R? x (=%, 2) — R? x (=4 1) is a diffeomorphism for each 0 < h < hq (as f; is a

diffeomorphism for each 0 < h < hg). We define

Gen=g" (F/ x (~5.5)) = {(:c’,h(zg —2))me Etyh}.

For every 2 < g < b < h“ we notice that

272

“H(OF) nw) x (a,b)) = 0Gy n, N (w x (a,b))
and we infer that there exists a constant ¢y > 0 (depending only on g and 1) such that
gt (b—a)H' (wNOF]) < Y(Dxa, ) (Uas) < colb—a)H' (wNOF).

It follows that

/ P (Crpy)) dH? < (1 + cBes) / By )) AH? (58)
Qh+chsm6Gf ho

Q;ﬁaGtwhO

for every ¢ > 0 and for every 0 < s < 1.
For each 0 < n <1 let ¥, be a uniformly convex and smooth norm with

(L+m) "y <9 < (14 0)ty.
We denote the tubular neighborhood of a set X of radius r > 0 with respect to ¢ by B}(X).

Since GES: C B?1+n)sh(Gtaho) and Gy, N ()7 = G, N (2}) 7, we can apply the inequality in

(G9) in the Appendix [Alwith G = Gy, and ¢ = 9, to infer for 0 < h < hq that
LG5\ Gen) 0 (25)7)
sh £\ —
< £3<<G§,h3 \ Grno) N (25)7)
< LBl pysn (Gene) \ Geno) N (27)7)

1 hoo\?
< (1 n H—”)S) 1+ msh [ UaV(Grng)) A2
Y1 () 72(Gi,no ) Mmyen () NG g

< (1+C(mC(t)sh + 3n)sh/ V(W (Gp,)) dH?

;kz+c hsmaGt’hU
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for every 0 < s < so, where ¢; > 0 and 0 < sp < 1 are constant depending on ¢, and for a
t-dependent constant C(t) and an n-dependent constant C'(n). Combining with (E8) we get

LG\ Gon) N(95)7) < (14 a5+ e2C(H)C(n)sh + 3n)sh [ (o PG A
2N0* Gy,

for every 0 < s < sp and for a constant c2 > 0 depending on ¢ and g. Choosing n = n(h) N\ 0
so slowly that C(n(h))h — 0 we see that these sets satisfy the minimal droplet assumption for a
suitable (.

It follows from (B7)), (B3) and ([B6) that

1
lim sup lim sup &, (wp, Bt p) < 3 Qs(11(z")) d —|—/ Yo(V/ (') dH! + 4e.

0 h—0 ~ 24 Jo\p 9 DyMw

Since € > 0 was arbitrary we may pass to a diagonal sequence (yn, D) € W12(Q;R3) x F(Q) by
choosing 7 = 73, — 0 sufficiently slowly such that y, — = in L1(Q;R?), xp, — xp in L'(Q) and
limsupy,_,o En(yn, Dn) < E(r, D). O

A Auxiliary results

Minkowski content

Let ¢ be an arbitrary norm on R™ and ¢° its dual norm. The set W? = {z € R" : ¢°(x) < 1} is
a centrally symmetric convex body called the Wulff shape of ¢. If A C R™ we set B?(A) = {z :
R™ : disty(z, A) < r} for every r > 0.

We state a formula for the outer Minkowski content of sufficiently regular sets. In the global
anisotropic setting this has been obtained in [45, Theorem 4.4].

Theorem A.1l. Suppose E C R" is a closed set such that OF is H" ™! rectifiable and satisfies the
density condition

w(Bp(z)) >~yr""t Yz € 9E Vr € (0,1)

for a constant v > 0 and a finite measure p on R™ with u < H"*~ 1. If A C R™ is a Borel set with
H' Y OANOE) =0, then

L L((BHE)\ E) N1 4)

r—0 r

=2 ew@ENa s [ gE)an

The proof follows from the global result [45, Theorem 4.4] (for A = R™) and a local version of
the lower estimate [45, Eq. (4.8)]. Details are contained in the proof of [54] Lemma 3.7].

Anisotropic Steiner formula

Suppose now ¢ € C?(R™ \ {0}) is a uniformly convex norm. Then the dual norm ¢° is uniformly
convex as well and the Wulff shape W? is a centrally symmetric uniformly convex body.

Suppose G C R™ is an open set with C?-boundary. The exterior ¢-anisotropic normal of G is
the map v?(G) : 0G — OW? defined as

v?(GQ)(x) = Vo(v(G)(x)) = for x € 0G.

One observes that the tangential derivative Dv®(G)(x) of Vg at x is an endomorphism of Tan(9G, x)
(see [27, Remark 2.25]) that has n (counted with multiplicity) eigenvalues ng (@) < .0 <
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:‘ig n_1(2). These numbers are the ¢-principal curvatures of OG at x (with respect to the anisotropic
exterior normal v%(G)(z)); see [27, Definition 2.26]. We define the positive continuous functions

pg(z) =sup {s > 0:disty (z — sv?(GQ)(x), R™ \ G)=s} forz € daG,
pc(z) =sup {s > 0:dist (z — sv(G)(z),R" \ G) = s} for x € 0G,
p?(n) =sup {s >0 :disty (n — sv?(B1)(n),R" \ By) = s} forne B

and we observe by a scaling argument that

. @ S . ) . &
Jnf pc (@) 2 (zé%fap"(x)) (nénglp (77))-

Setting v(¢, G) = infyeaq p& (), 71(4) = inf,ean, p?(n) and 4(G) = infrepq pa (), we use [27,
Lemma 2.34] to conclude that
1 1
¢
k() < <
64" < S5 < SO0

Now for every Borel set E C R™ we can use the disintegration formula [36, Theorem 3.18] to
obtain

for every z € OG and for every i =1,...,n.

T

LM((BS(G)\G)NE) < [ ¢w(G)(x)) /

xe(z + t?(G)(x)) ]:[ (1+ trd ,(z)) dt dH"(z)
oG 0 i=1

= (1 - 71(¢)72(G)) . /Bf?(E)naG PG (@) dH () (59)

for every r > 0.

Bulk materials with soft inclusions

We state here a version of a relaxation result for bulk materials from [I3] [54] adapted to our
needs. Suppose W : R3*3 — R is Borel function that satisfies the growth condition c|X|? —
C < W(X) < COlz|? + C for suitable ¢,C > 0 and all X € R3*3. We consider the functionals
G:WEL2(O;R3) x F(Q) — R, G : SBV2(;R3) x F(Q) — R given by

Gw.D)= [ W(Vy)de+ / $(v(D)) A",
Q\D QNo* D

G*'(y, D) = We(Vy) dz
Q\D

vz wewpan e [ seo)ane
J,NDO QNa*D
Theorem A.2. (i) Whenever (yx) C WH2(Q;R3) and (Dy) C F(Q) are such that y, — y in

LY(;R?), limsupy, ||y L~ < oo for some y € SBVZ(Q;R3) and xp, — xp in L*(Q) and
for some D € F(Q), then one has

lim inf Gy, Di) > G*(y, D),
k—o0
(ii) For each (y,D) € SBVZ2(Q;R3) x F(Q) and c1,ca,... € (0,L*(Q)] with ¢, — L™(D) there

are (yr) C C=(Q;R3) with y, — y in L*(Q;R3) and Dy, C Q with smooth boundary such
that xp, — xp in L*(Q), L"(Dy) = cx for all k and

lim G(yi, D) = G*(y, D).

and in addition im supy, ||kl L= = ||yl Lo

We refer to [54, Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.3]
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B Minimal droplet assumption and curvature

In order to state and prove the main theorem of this section (Theorem [B.3]) we need some prepa-
ration.

Varifolds We recall a few basic notions in varifold’s theory. We refer to [4] for details. Let
U C R™ be an open set and let 1 < k < n be an integer. Denoting with G(n, k) is the Grassmannian
of all k-dimensional linear subspaces of R, a k-dimensional varifold on U is a Radon measure V/
on U x G(n, k). If m: U x G(n, k) — U is the projection onto the first component, then we define
the mass of V' to be the Radon measure over U given by

IVII(S) = V(S x G(n, k)  for S C U.

By the classical disintegration theorem we see that there exists a ||V |-measurable map V() with
values in the space of probability measures on G(n, k) such that

[etwsaves) = [ ( [owsares)avie

for every ¢ € C.(U x G(n, k)). We say that V is k-dimensional integral varifold if and only if there
exists a countably H*-rectifiable set M C U and an positive integer-valued map 6 on M such that

IVII=60H"L M

and V(@) is the Dirac-delta concentrated on the singleton {Tan”(||V||,z)} for |V || a.e. z € U. We
denote with IV}, (U) the space of all integral k-dimensional varifolds on U.
If M is an H¥-rectifiable subset of U then v(M) is the k-dimensional varifold characterized by

[ ot 8) o) (w.8) = [ o Tant (0 L M) dHF )
M
for every ¢ € C}(U). Notice that ||v(M)| =H* L M.
A fundamental notion in varifold’s theory is that of first variation. Suppose V' is a k-dimensional
varifold on U. The Euclidean first variation of V is the linear map §V : C}(U,R") — R defined
by

5V (g) = / divsg(x) dV(z, S);

see [ 4.1, 4.2] for further details. If the total variation measure ||[6V|| of 6V (see [4 4.2]) is a
Radon measure on U absolutely continuous with respect to ||V, then

5V (g) = — / (Hy (), ) d[V[[(z)  for g € CL(U,R"),

where Hy € LY(||[V]|,R") is called generalized (Euclidean) mean curvature vector of V. In this
case, employing the C?-rectifiability of (integral) varifolds proved in [47] (see also [53]), one can
readily see that there exists a countable collection of k-dimensional C2-submanifolds M; C U such
that [|[V||(U\ U;2, M;) = 0 and there exists for ||V|| a.e. z € U a symmetric bi-linear form

Iy () : Tan® (| V|, z) x Tan®(||V]],z) = Nor*(|V||, )

such that trace ITy (x) = Hy (z). Here Tan®(||V||,z) is the approximate tangent space of the k-
dimensional rectifiable measure ||V|| and Nor®(||V||,z) = {v : (v,u) = 0 for u € Tan"(|V||,z)}.
Indeed IIy satisfies the locality property: if M C U is a k-dimensional submanifold of class C?
then IIy (z) coincides with the second fundamental form of M at ||V|| a.e. z € M. We refer to Iy,
as the generalized second fundamental form of V. We remark that if V' is a curvature varifold (see
[37]), then IIy coincides with its variationally defined second fundamental form, see [47, Remark
4.10).
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The following lemma follows from classical arguments.

Lemma B.1. Let U C R" be open and E € F(U) such that H* L{(UNJ*E\ 0*E) = 0.
Then there exists an open set P C U such that

H" (U NOP\O*P) =0, LY((P\E)U(E\P))=0
and spt(H" ' L 0*P) = OP.

Proof. We define P = {z € U : L"(B(z,p) \ E) = 0 for some p >0} and Q@ = {x € U :
L"(B(x,p) N E) = 0 for some p > 0} and we notice that they are open subsets of R™. It follows
from the relative isoperimetric inequality, see [3 eq. (3.43), pag. 152] that

spt(H" ' LO*E) =R"\ (PUQ). (60)

As E\P=(ENQ)U(E\ (PUQ)) and L"(U Nspt(H"~' L 0*E)) = 0, we infer from standard
density results that
LYE\P)=0 and L"(P\E)=0,

We deduce that 9* P = §*E and, since P C sptH"~' L 0*FE C 0*F by (60), we conclude from
the hypothesis that H"~Y{(U N 9P \ 0*P) = 0. O

For the next lemma we first need to recall a few notions about the theory of curvature for
arbitrary closed sets. We refer to [36] for details. If A C R™ we define

N(A) ={(a,n) € Ax S"" : dist|.|(a + sn, A) = s for some s > 0}

and N(A,a) = {n € S™ : (a,n) € N(A)}. The set 0% A is defined as the set of all a € A
for which there exist s > 0 and n € N(A,a) such that dist;|(a — sn,R" \ A) = s lies in the
interior of A and dist|.|(a + sn, A) = s. Notice that N(A,a) contains only one vector for each
a € 0YAand 9Y A C 9*A. The set N(A) is a countably H"~!-rectifiable subsets of A x S"~! and
ka1 <...<kan—1 denotes the principal curvatures of A, see [36, Defnition 3.6, Remark 3.7].

Lemma B.2. Suppose U C R™ is open, E € F(U), V =v(UNOE) € IV,_1(U), 0 <k < 0
and ||0V|| < k[|V]].
Then there exists C' C U relatively closed in U with non empty interior such that

(a) LY((C\E)U(E\C)) =0,
(b) MY (U NOC\ 92C) =0,
(c) v(UNO*E) =v(UNaoC),
(d) N(C,a) = {v(C)(a)} for every a € UNOLC and
HH((N(C)N (U x S" )\ {(a,v(C)(a)) :a € UNILC}) =0,
(e) The principal curvatures kc1(a,v(C)(a)) < ... < konla,v(C)(a)) are the eigenvalues of
(—ITy (a)(-, ), v(C)(a)) for |[V] a.e. a € U.

Proof. We notice that the (n — 1)-dimensional density @ of |[V| = H" 'L 0*F is ||V]-almost
everywhere equal to 1 and it is an upper semi-continuous function on U by [4] 8.6]. It follows that

O(x) =1 for every z € U N O*E,

whence we infer from standard density results that Hj_l(U NO*E\ 0*F) = 0. We employ now
[B1l to find an open subset P C U such that, for C = PN U, it holds that

H YU NIC\ 9*C) =0, (61)
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spt(H" 'L 0*C)=0C  and  L"(E\C)U(C\E))=0. (62)

Then @ is proved and 9*E = 9*C. Since p~!(C — ) converges in measure to an halfspace as
p — 0+ for H" ! a.e. x € UNO*C, denoting with p : R” x S"~! — R" the projection onto the
first coordinate, we infer from (61]) using |36, Lemma 3.25(c)] that

W U A p(N(C)\ 850) = 0

Notice that [(c)] also follows from (61)). Moreover, since H"~1(U NdC \ p(N(C))) = 0 (this follows
from (62) and [53, Theorem 1.3]), we readily obtain the conclusion in [(b)] The first part of [[d)]is
clear from the definition of 99 C; see [36, Remark 2.11]. Since, by [52] Theorem 3.8], it holds that

HHN(C)N (S xS" 1)) =0 whenever S C U with H"~(S) =0, (63)

we infer the second part of from @

Finally the assertion in|(e)| follows combining [51, Lemma 6.1] (see also [51] Definition 4.7 and
4.9]), the locality property of ITy, and (G3)). O

We use the notation Qg = w x (0,s), where s > 0 and w is an open set in R2.

Theorem B.3. Let (Ep)neo,1) € F(Qn), Vi = v(Qn NO*Ey) € IVa(Q,). Suppose there exist
0<C <o and0 < ey <1 such that

£3((E,(f) \En) N, \Q,_,) <Cst  for every h € (0,1) and t,s € (0,e0h),

[[6V4]| is a Radon measure on , absolutely continuous with respect to ||Vy]]
and |y, (z)] < Ch™! for ||V a.e. z € Qp.

If 4 is the Euclidean norm on R? then (Eh)he(o,l) satisfies the v-minimal droplet assumption
mn Qh.

Proof. We choose a sequence (¢€;);>1 such that 0 < ¢; < ¢;_1 for every ¢ > 1 and ¢; \, 0 as i — oco.
We define ¢ : (0,€e9) — (0, +00) by ((s) = (C? +2C)e; for €;+1 < s < ¢; and for i > 0. By Lemma
B2l we can assume that Ej, is relatively closed in €, and @ and @ of Lemma [B.2 hold with
C and U replaced by Fj, and €2,. In particular,

C
|ka,.i(a,v(Er)(a))| < n for H? a.e. a € Q, NOE), and i = 1,2.
For €;11 < s < ¢; we can use the disintegration formula in [36, Theorem 3.18| to obtain
LB\ By Q) < sh(1+Cs)*H2 (% N OLEy,)
and, since by assumption £3((E,(LSh) \ En) N (2, \Q,_.1)) < Ceish?, we infer that

L2((BE™M N\ E) N Q) < sh(l+ Cs)*H2(Q, N % E) + Ceysh?

<s
< sh(1+C(s))H (U, N 04 Ey) + sh*((s).
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