
ar
X

iv
:2

20
7.

01
54

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  4
 J

ul
 2

02
2

A NOTE ON IMPROVED DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE BANACH-SPACE

VALUED FINSLER γ-LAPLACIAN

MAX GOERING AND LUKAS KOCH

MPI for Mathematics in the Sciences, Inselstrasse 22, 04177 Leipzig, Germany

ABSTRACT. We obtain improved fractional differentiability of solutions to the Banach-space

valued Finsler γ-Laplacian defined on a σ-convex, τ -smooth Banach space. The operators we

consider are non-linear and very degenerately elliptic. Our results are new already in the R-

valued setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open, bounded domain and let (X, ρ) be a σ-convex, τ -smooth Banach

space. Consider u : Ω → X and let F be a norm on X⊗ R
n. We study solutions of the problem

(1.1)

ˆ

Ω

〈

F (Du)γ−1(DF )(Du),Dϕ
〉

X⊗Rn =

ˆ

Ω
〈f, ϕ〉X ∀ϕ ∈ W1,γ′

0 (Ω;X),

for sufficiently regular f . We refer to (1.1) as the Banach-space valued Finsler γ-Laplacian. We

refer the reader to Section 2 for precise definitions and notation.

Given a norm ρ on R
n the (scalar) Finsler Laplacian

(1.2)

ˆ

Ω
〈ρ(Du)(Dρ)(Du),Dϕ〉 = 0 ∀ϕ ∈ W1,2

0 (Ω;R)

is closely related to the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality, [BFK03]. Under additional 2nd

order ellipticity conditions, the Finsler Laplacian has also been used to study bubbling phenom-

ena for volume constrained minimizers [DMMN18]. Some qualitative regularity for the Finsler

Laplacian was first shown in [FK09], where no quantitative regularity or convexity of ρ was

assumed.

Recently, extending results of [BFK03], the Finsler γ-Laplacian

(1.3)

ˆ

〈

ρ(Du)γ−1(Dρ)(Du),Dϕ
〉

= 0 ∀ϕ ∈ W1,γ′

0 (Ω;R)

has been studied in [KN08, Xia19, dBL20, KSYZ22] with a focus on spectral properties, due to

applications to the isoperimetric inequality and Finslerian analogs of other classical inequalities

in Riemannian geometric analysis. The study of the regularity theory of solutions to (1.3) was

initiated in [FK09] and substantially extended and strengthened in [Goe20], where a Harnack in-

equality and other quantitative regularity results for the Finsler γ-Laplacian are obtained without

quantitative regularity or convexity of ρ.
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Herein, we extend the weak formulation of the Finsler γ-Laplacian to functions taking values

in a σ-smooth and τ -convex Banach space (X, ρ). We obtain additional differentiability of solu-

tions in the scale of Besov spaces. The gain in differentiability depends upon the convexity and

smoothness of the Banach space. In the case that the norm is sufficiently smooth and sufficiently

convex, we both recover and extend [BI87] to norms beyond the Euclidean norm.

Our method of proof follows difference quotient arguments well-known in the study of solu-

tions to elliptic systems with p-growth or even so-called non-standard growth, see [Giu03] for

an introduction. There are, however, two key difficulties.

On the one hand, the Euclidean-norm is 2-smooth and 2-convex. Weakening these assump-

tions to τ -smoothness and ρ-convexity fundamentally changes the ellipticity. In particular very

degenerate ellipticity behaviour is possible (see Remark 1.4). This also changes the precise form

of growth bounds of the system (1.1). In fact, in the special case when (1.1) is orthotropic, im-

proved differentiability results, similar to ours, have been attained in [BCS10] and [BLPV17].

In both cases, the ellipticity and growth bounds that were used, heavily exploited the orthotropic

nature of the studied equation. We stress that not only do we deal with a much broader class of

problems, but our results also suggest new critical thresholds concerning the regularity of solu-

tions. These thresholds depend on the relationship between the smoothness and convexity of ρ

as well as the homogeneity γ of the equation.

On the other hand, the special structure of (1.1) allows us to exploit ideas from convex du-

ality theory in order to obtain better results than a straightforward application of the difference

quotient techniques would obtain. Duality ideas in the context of the calculus of variations

already appear in [ZKO94] and were used in the context of integrands with linear growth in

[Ser93]. More recently, such ideas have been employed in the context of linear growth [KK22],

standard growth [CMP05, CP06, CKP13], faster than exponential growth [BCM12, BC13], and

(p, q)-growth [dFKK22].

As a further technical point, we prove an inequality concerning the so-called V -functional

that is heavily used in the study of systems with p-growth, for general norms. Since this result

may be of independent interest in the study of Banach-space valued problems in the calculus of

variations, we state it here:

Lemma 1.1. Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space. Then, for any τ > −1,

ρ (ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τv) ∼ (ρ(u) + ρ(v))τ ρ(u− v).

The implicit constants depend only on τ .

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Fix 1 < γ < ∞, τ ∈ (1, 2], and σ ∈ [2,∞). Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space,

Ω ⊂ R
n a domain, and any σ-convex and τ -smooth norm F on X⊗ R

n satisfying

F (z ⊗ ξ) ≤ ρ(z)|ξ| ∀z ∈ X ∀ξ ∈ R
n.

Suppose f ∈ Lmin(γ,τ)−1(Ω;X∗).
If u ∈ W1,γ(Ω;X) solves (1.1), then

(1.4) F (Du)γ−1(DF )(Du) ∈ B
min(γ,τ)−1,γ′

∞,loc (Ω; (X∗ ⊗ R
n, F∗))
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and

(1.5) Du ∈ B
min(γ,τ)
max(γ,σ)

,γ

∞,loc (Ω; (X ⊗ R
n, F )).

Moreover,

(1.6) F (Du)
γ−σ

σ Du ∈ B
min(γ,τ)

σ
,σ

∞,loc (Ω; (X ⊗ R
n, F ))

and

(1.7) F (Du)
γ

τ ′ (DF )(Du) ∈ B
min(γ,τ)

τ ′
,τ ′

∞,loc (Ω; (X∗ ⊗ R
n;F∗))

We remark that in the very special case of the spatially homogeneous, scalar-valued Finsler

γ-Laplacian with the additional assumption that

(1.8)
〈

D2ρ(ξ)ζ, ζ
〉

∈ [λ,Λ]

for some 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞ for all ξ, ζ ∈ R
n \ {0}, we recover classical results of elliptic

divergence form equations and systems [BI87],[Uhl77, Lemma 3.1]. To be precise, Theorem

1.2 in this case reduces to the following statement.

Theorem 1.3. Fix 0 < λ ≤ Λ < ∞, γ ≥ 2, and suppose ρ ∈ C2(Rm ⊗ R
n \ {0};R) satisfies

(1.8). If u ∈ W1,γ(Ω;Rm) solves (1.2) then ρ(Du)
γ

2 (Dρ)(Du) ∈ W2,2
loc(Ω;R).

Remark 1.4. Due to the name, Finsler γ-Laplacian, it is easy to assume the PDE has some

notion of ellipticity or at least degenerate ellipticity. Here, we emphasize that the ellipticity

behaviour can be badly behaved, even in relatively simple cases, and when γ = 2.

Consider ρ = ‖ · ‖ℓp for some p > 2. Then, the Finsler Laplacian takes the strong form,

−div
(

D|∇‖ · ‖
2
p

)

= 0 = −div (A(x)Du) ,

where

(A(x))ij = ‖Du(x)‖2−p
p |∂iu(x)|

p−2δij .

Thus when Du(x0) = λei for some standard basis direction, it follows A(x0) has precisely

1-nonzero entry, no matter the size of λ = |Du(x0)|.

We close the introduction by providing some examples of Banach spaces (X, F ) to which our

results apply.

Example 1.5. (1) When X = R and F = ρ, (1.1) recovers the scalar-valued Finsler γ-

Laplacian.

(2) When X = R
m and F = ‖ · ‖ℓp(Rm⊗Rn), then F is 2-smooth and p-convex whenever

p ≥ 2 or 2-convex and p-smooth whenever p ≤ 2.

(3) When (X, ρ) is a σ-convex and τ -smooth Banach space, we can identify X⊗R
n with the

space of ”matrices” with n columns, where each column is an elements in X after some

choice of basis. This is analogous to how R
m ⊗ R

n is often identified with the space of

m× n matrices. Then, if F : X⊗ R
n → R is defined by

(1.9) F (x1, . . . , xn) = ‖(ρ(x1), . . . , ρ(xn))‖ℓ2(Rn) ∀xi ∈ X

it follows F is a σ-convex, τ -smooth norm. The details behind this example are con-

tained in Proposition 2.9.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout, given any number p ∈ (1,∞) we let p′ denote its Hölder conjugate.

2.1. Vector-valued Sobolev and Besov spaces. We present the relevant theory of vector-valued

Sobolev spaces as found in [HvNVW16] or alternatively [Kre15]. All integrals in this section

are to be interpreted in the sense of Bochner integration. Recall that Ω is an open domain in R
n.

We introduce Lp-spaces as in the R
N -valued case.

Definition 2.1. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. We say a measurable function f : Ω → Y lies in Lp(Ω;Y) if

|f | ∈ Lp(Ω;R) and define the Lp-norm as ‖f‖Lp(Ω,Y) = ‖|f |‖Lp(Ω;R).

We remark that, as in the scalar-valued case, we interpret functions in Lp as equivalence

classes of functions equal almost everywhere. It is straightforward to prove that Lp(Ω) is a

Banach space. Further we note that Hölder’s inequality holds in this set-up.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose f ∈ Lp(Ω,Y) and g ∈ Lp′(Ω,Y′) where 1
p +

1
p′ = 1. Then

‖〈f, g〉‖L1(Ω;R) ≤ ‖f‖Lp(Ω,Y)‖g‖Lp′ (Ω,Y′).

Here 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality pairing of Y and Y
′.

We next introduce Sobolev and Besov spaces.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and m ∈ N. The Sobolev space

Wm,p(Ω,Y) = {u ∈ Lp(Ω): ∇αu ∈ Lp(Ω,Y), ∀α ∈ N
n, |α| ≤ m}

equipped with the norm

‖u‖Wm,p(Ω,Y) =
∑

|α|≤m

‖∇αu‖Lp(Ω,Y)(2.1)

is a Banach space.

Let 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. Then we define

Bα,p
∞ (Ω) = [Lp(Ω),W 1,p(Ω)]α,∞

where [·, ·]s,p denotes the real-interpolation functor.

We will require a characterisation of Sobolev and Besov spaces in terms of difference quo-

tients. It is useful to denote, for a given function u defined on Ω, ∆hu(x) = u(x) − u(x + h).
Such a characterisation does not hold in general, but rather requires Y to be a Banach space

satisfying the Radon-Nikodým property.

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. Suppose Y is a Banach space satisfying the

Radon-Nikodým property. Then u ∈ Bα,p
∞ (Ω,Y) if and only if u ∈ Lp(Ω,Y) and there is a

constant C > 0 such that, for all subsets ω ⋐ Ω and h ∈ R
n with |h| ≤ dist(ω, ∂Ω), we have

‖∆hu‖Lp(ω) ≤ C|h|α.

Moreover we may choose C = ‖u‖Bα,p
∞ (Ω).

Finally, we remark that we will use the results of this section with the choice Y = X ⊗ R
n.

In particular whenever X is reflexive, so is X ⊗ R
n, see Proposition 2.9, and consequently both

X⊗ R
n and its dual have the Radon-Nikodým property.
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2.2. Banach space geometry. Let (X, ρ) be a real Banach space and (X∗, ρ∗) denote its dual.

The modulus of convexity

σρ(ǫ) = inf

{

1− ρ

(

x+ y

2

)

: x, y ∈ {ρ = 1}, ρ(x− y) ≥ ǫ

}

and the modulus of smoothness

τρ(ǫ) =
1

2
sup {ρ(x+ y) + ρ(x− y)− 2 : x ∈ {ρ = 1}, ρ(y) ≤ ǫ}

are fundamental in understanding the geometry of X. For any γ > 1, under the assumption that

X is reflexive, we define the duality mapping

(2.2) jγρ (x) = ∂

ˆ ρ(x)

0
tγ−1dt.

We recall the sub-gradient on the right is single valued, and hence j
γ
ρ is a well-defined function,

whenever X is uniformly smooth, that is if limǫ↓0 τρ(ǫ)ǫ
−1 = 0. Moreover, j

γ
ρ is surjective if

and only if X is reflexive, see for example [XR91, Properties (J2,J3)]. Finally, we recall that

a Banach space is reflexive if and only if it is uniformly smooth or uniformly convex [LT13,

Proposition 1.e.3].

For τ ∈ (1, 2] and σ ∈ [2,∞), we define a Banach space X to be σ- convex if

σρ(ǫ) & ǫσ ∀ǫ ∈ [0, 2]

and X is called τ -smooth if

τρ(ǫ) . ǫτ ∀ǫ ∈ (0,∞).

We recall

Proposition 2.5. A Banach space (X, ρ) is σ-convex and τ -smooth if and only if (X∗, ρ∗) is

τ ′-convex and σ′-smooth.

It is also well-known that if τ ∈ (1, 2] and σ ≥ 2 then

(2.3) jγρ ◦ jγ
′

ρ∗ = IdX∗
and jγ

′

ρ∗ ◦ j
γ
ρ = IdX,

see for instance [BM20].

Example 2.6. We note the following examples of σ-smooth and τ -convex spaces.

(1) ‖ · ‖ℓp is max(p, 2)-convex and min(p, 2)-smooth for p ∈ (1,∞).

(2) ‖ · ‖Lp is max(p, 2)-convex and min(p, 2)-smooth for p ∈ (1,∞).
(3) Note that for p ∈ (1,∞), Wm,p(Ω,Yn), equipped with the norm (2.1) is not τ -smooth

or σ-convex. However, due to the above examples, endowed with the norm

‖u‖Wm,p(Ω,Y) =





∑

|α|≤m

‖∇αu‖2Lp(Ω,Y)





1
2

it is max(p, 2)-convex and min(p, 2)-smooth.

We now recall the main results of [XR91] which are relevant to this article, restated in the

special case of σ-convex and τ -smooth Banach spaces.
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Theorem 2.7. Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space. The following are equivalent:

(1) ρ is σ-convex

(2) For all γ > 1 and every x, y ∈ X

(2.4) 〈jγρ (x)− jγρ (y), x − y〉 &γ (ρ(x) + ρ(y))γ−σρ(x− y)σ.

(3) There exists a γ > 1 so that (2.4) holds.

Alternatively, the following are equivalent:

(a) ρ is τ -smooth

(b) For all γ > 1 and every x, y ∈ X

(2.5) ρ∗
(

jγρ (x)− jγρ (y)
)

.γ (ρ(x) + ρ(y))γ−τ ρ(x− y)τ−1.

(c) There exists a γ > 1 so that (2.5) holds.

Remark 2.8. In light of Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 2.7, we note the following dual charac-

terization of σ-convexity and τ -smoothness of (X, ρ). Namely, ρ is τ -smooth if and only if for

every γ > 1

(2.6)

(ρ∗(x
∗) + ρ∗(y

∗))γ
′−τ ′ ρ∗ (x

∗ − y∗)τ
′

.γ

〈

jγ
′

ρ∗(x
∗)− jγ

′

ρ∗(y
∗), x∗ − y∗

〉

∀x∗, y∗ ∈ X
∗,

while ρ is σ-smooth if and only if for every γ > 1,

(2.7) ρ
(

jγ
′

ρ∗(x
∗)− j

γ′

ρ∗(y
∗)
)

. (ρ∗(x
∗) + ρ∗(y

∗))γ−σ′

ρ∗ (x
∗ − y∗)σ

′−1 .

We gather some information about the relationship between Banach spaces (X, ρ) and (X ⊗

R
n, F ) where F is as in (1.9).

Proposition 2.9. Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space and define F : X⊗ R
n → R by (1.9).

Then

(i) (X ⊗ R
n, F ) is a Banach space and (X∗ ⊗ R

n, F∗) is its dual. Here we have denoted

F∗( ~x∗) =
(
∑

i ρ∗(x
∗
i )

2
)1/2

.

(ii) (X⊗ R
n, F ) is reflexive if and only if (X, ρ) is reflexive.

(iii) If ρ is τ -smooth then so is F .

(iv) If ρ is σ-convex then so is F .

(v) F (x⊗ ξ) = ρ(x)|ξ|.

Proof. (i) follows from the linearity of the tensor product and (ii) follows from (i).

To check (iii), let ~x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ X ⊗ R
n and ~y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ X ⊗ R

n for some

xi, yi ∈ X we observe

(2.8) j
γ
F (~x) = (jγρ (x1), . . . , j

γ
ρ (xn)) ∈ X

∗ ⊗ R
n.

By Theorem 2.7, (iii) follows given any γ > 1 so (2.5) holds with F,F∗. To this end, we use

(i) and (2.8) to compute

F∗

(

j
γ
F (~x)− j

γ
F (~y)

)

= F∗

(

(jγρ (x1)− jγρ (y1), . . . , j
γ
ρ (xn)− jγρ (yn))

)

=

(

n
∑

i=1

ρ∗
(

jγρ (xi)− jγρ (yi)
)2

)1/2

.
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Now applying the τ -smoothness of ρ, and choosing some γ > τ the above imply

F∗

(

j
γ
F (~x)− j

γ
F (~y)

)

.

(

n
∑

i=1

(

ρ(xi − yi)
τ−1(ρ(xi) + ρ(yi))

γ−τ
)2

)1/2

≤ (F (~x) + F (~y))γ−τ

(

n
∑

i=1

ρ(xi − yi)
2(τ−1)

)1/2

.n (F (~x) + F (~y))γ−τ

(

n
∑

i=1

ρ(xi − yi)
2

)
τ−1
2

= (F (~x) + F (~y))γ−τF (~x− ~y)τ−1,

where the last inequality follows by Jensen’s since 1 ≤ 1
τ−1 < ∞. By Theorem 2.7(c) this

confirms the τ -smoothness of F .

To prove (iv), note that by Proposition 2.5, ρ is σ-convex if and only if ρ∗ is σ′-smooth. Thus

by part (i) and (iii) of this Proposition, F∗ is σ′-smooth. Another application of Proposition 2.5

implies (F∗)∗ = F is σ-convex as desired.

Finally (v) is a straightforward computation, since x⊗ ξ = (ξ1x, . . . , ξnx). �

2.3. A vector identity in Banach spaces. We provide an elementary proof of a well-known

property of V -functionals in the case when X = R
m and ρ is the Euclidean norm. For the

convenience of the reader, we restate the lemma here.

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space. Then, for any τ > −1,

(2.9) ρ (ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τv) ∼ (ρ(u) + ρ(v))τ ρ(u− v).

The implicit constants depend on τ only.

Proof. Case 1: τ ≥ 0.

For any u, v ∈ X, convexity of ρ implies the difference quotient

g(t) =
ρ(u+ tv)− ρ(u)

t

is a non-decreasing function for t ∈ [0,∞). We assume without loss of generality ρ(u) ≥ ρ(v)

and define κ = ρ(v)
ρ(u) . Since τ ≥ 0 ensures κ ≤ 1, it follows

ρ (ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τv) = ρ(u)τκτ
ρ(u− κτv)− ρ(u)

κτ
+ ρ(u)τ+1

≤ ρ(v)τ [ρ(u− v)− ρ(u)] + ρ(u)τ+1

≤ ρ(v)τρ(u− v) + (ρ(u)τ − ρ(v)τ )ρ(u)

. (ρ(u) + ρ(v))τρ(u− v),

where the last line follows from the mean-value theorem applied to x 7→ xτ on [ρ(v), ρ(u)].
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We now prove the converse in this case. Without loss of generality, we further assume that

ρ(u) > ρ(v), since the identity is trivial when ρ(u) = ρ(v). We have

ρ (ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τv) = ρ(u)τρ(u− κτv).

In particular, it suffices to prove for any u, v ∈ X with ρ(v) < ρ(u) and µ ≤ 1

ρ(u− v) . ρ(u− µv).

However, by the triangle inequality,

ρ(u− µv) + ρ((µ − 1)v) + ρ(µv) + ρ(u− µv) ≥ ρ(u− v) + ρ(u),

from which we deduce, using that µ ≤ 1 and that ρ(u) ≥ ρ(v),

ρ(u− µv) ≥
1

2
(ρ(u− v) + ρ(u)− ρ(v)) ≥

1

2
ρ(u− v).

Case 2: −1 < τ < 0
Note in this case κ−τ ≤ 1. We estimate

ρ(ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τv) =ρ(v)τκ−τ ρ(κ
τu− v)− ρ(v)

κ−τ
+ ρ(v)τ+1

≤ρ(v)τκ−τ (ρ(u− v)− ρ(v)) + ρ(v)τ+1

=ρ(u)τρ(u− v) + ρ(v)τ+1 − ρ(u)τρ(v)

.(ρ(u) + ρ(v))τρ(u− v),

where the last line follows since

ρ(v)τ+1 − ρ(u)τρ(v) ≤ρ(u)τ+1 − ρ(u)τρ(v) ≤ ρ(u)τρ(u− v).

We now prove the converse and assume without loss of generality ρ(u) > ρ(v) > 0, as the

claim is trivial if ρ(v) = ρ(u) or 0. For λ > 0 to be determined at a later point, we consider

(2 + λ)ρ(ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τ v) = (2 + λ)ρ(u)τρ(v)τρ(ρ(v)−τu− ρ(v)−τv)(2.10)

By the triangle inequality

2ρ(ρ(v)−τu−ρ(u)−τv)+ρ(u)−τρ(v)+
(

ρ(u)−τ − ρ(v)−τ
)

ρ(v) ≥ ρ(v)−τρ(u)+ρ(v)−τρ(u−v).

Further, for any λ > 0,

λρ(ρ(v)−τu− ρ(u)−τv) ≥ λρ(v)−τρ(u)− λρ(u)−τρ(v).

Adding these estimates, we deduce

(2 + λ)ρ(ρ(v)−τu− ρ(v)−τv) ≥ (1 + λ)ρ(v)−τρ(u)− (2 + λ)ρ(u)−τρ(v)

+ ρ(v)−τρ(v) + ρ(v)−τρ(u− v).(2.11)

Now consider the function

f(x) = (1 + λ)ρ(u)x−τ−1 + x−τ .

Note that as x → 0 and as x → ∞, f(x) → ∞. Moreover, f(ρ(u)) = (2 + λ)ρ(u)−τ . Further

we note

f ′(x) = 0 ⇔ x =
1 + τ

−τ
(1 + λ)ρ(u).
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Thus, if λ is chosen sufficiently large that 1+τ
−τ (1 + λ) ≥ 1, f(x) ≥ (2 + λ)ρ(u)−τ in (0, ρ(u)].

So, for any such λ, ρ(v) (f(ρ(v)) − f(ρ(u))) ≥ 0. That is,

(2.12) (1 + λ)ρ(v)−τρ(u)− (2 + λ)ρ(u)−τρ(v) + ρ(v)−τρ(v) ≥ 0.

Chaining together (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12) yields the desired result

(2 + λ)ρ(ρ(u)τu− ρ(v)τ v) ≥ ρ(u)τρ(u− v) ≥ (ρ(u) + ρ(v))τ ρ(u− v).

�

3. STATEMENT AND PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

We use the notation from Section 2 to re-write Theorem 1.2 in a way that better elucidates the

symmetry between convexity and smoothness.

Theorem 3.1. Fix 1 < γ < ∞, τ ∈ (1, 2], and σ ∈ [2,∞). Let (X, ρ) be a Banach space,

Ω ⊂ R
n a domain, and fix any σ-convex and τ -smooth norm F on X⊗ R

n satisfying

(3.1) F (z ⊗ ξ) . ρ(z)|ξ| ∀z ∈ X ∀ξ ∈ R
n.

If α∗ = min(γ, τ) − 1, f ∈ Bα∗,γ′

loc,∞(Ω;X∗), and u ∈ W1,γ(Ω;X) solves (1.1), then

(3.2) j
γ
F (Du) ∈ Bα∗,γ′

∞,loc(Ω; ((X ⊗ R
n)∗, F∗))

(3.3) Du ∈ Bα,γ
∞,loc(Ω; (X⊗ R

n, F )) where α =
min(γ, τ)

max(γ, σ)
.

Moreover,

(3.4) F (Du)
γ−σ

σ Du ∈ B
min(γ,τ)

σ
,σ

∞,loc (Ω; (X ⊗ R
n, F ))

and if γ ≤ σ,

(3.5) F∗

(

j
γ
F (Du)

)
γ′−τ ′

τ ′ j
γ
F (Du) ∈ B

min(γ,τ)

τ ′
,τ ′

∞,loc (Ω; (X∗ ⊗ R
n;F∗))

Remark 3.2. A direct comparison of (3.4) and (3.5) follows from the identity

F∗

(

j
γ
F (Du)

)
γ′−τ ′

τ ′ j
γ
F (Du) = F (Du)

γ−τ ′

τ ′ j2F (Du).

Proof. Suppose 3B ⊂ Ω and let η ∈ C∞
c (Ω;R) be a smooth non-negative function supported

on 2B with |Dη| . 1 such that η = 1 on B. Let h ∈ R
n and write uh = u(x + h) for

|h| < 1
2d(B, ∂Ω). Recall that we denote ∆hu = u(x) − u(x + h). Testing (1.1) against

∆−hη
γ∆h and using a change of variables, we find

I :=

ˆ

〈∆hj
γ
F (Du),D(ηγ∆hu)〉X⊗Rn =

ˆ

ηγ 〈∆hu,∆hf〉X =: II.

We write

I =

ˆ

〈∆hj
γ
F (Du), ηγ∆hDu〉X⊗Rn + γ

ˆ

ηγ−1〈∆hj
γ
F (Du),∆hu⊗Dη〉 =: A1 +A2.

To prove (3.2) - (3.5) we will repeatedly make use of

(3.6) A1 ≤ |A2|+ |II|



10 A NOTE ON IMPROVED DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE BANACH-SPACE VALUED FINSLER γ-LAPLACIAN

while estimating |A2| and A1 above and below by appropriate functions. The main estimate for

A2 follows from Fenchel’s inequality and (3.1),

|A2| .

ˆ

ηγ−1F (∆hu⊗Dη)F∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

)

.

ˆ

ηγ−1ρ(∆hu)F∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

)

.(3.7)

The only estimate on |II| uses Fenchel’s inequality,

|II| .

ˆ

ηγρ(∆hu)ρ∗(∆hf) . ‖ρ(∆hu)‖Lγ (2B)‖ρ∗(∆hf)‖Lγ′ (2B).(3.8)

Due to (2.4), (2.3), and (2.6), the main estimate for A1 is

A1 &

ˆ

ηγ (F (Du) + F (Duh))
γ−σ F (∆hDu)σ

+

ˆ

ηγ
(

F∗(j
γ
F (Du)) + F∗(j

γ
F (Duh))

)γ′−τ ′
F∗(∆hj

γ
F (Du))τ

′

.(3.9)

We now split into three cases to verify (3.2) and (3.3).

Case 1: γ ≤ τ .

Since γ′ ≥ τ ′, (3.9) and the triangle inequality further bound A1 below

A1 &

ˆ

ηγF∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

)γ′

.(3.10)

Via Young’s inequality the bound on |A2| in (3.7) becomes

|A2| .

ˆ

sptDη
ρ(∆hu)

γ +
1

2

ˆ

ηγF∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)γ

′

)

.(3.11)

Combining (3.6), (3.8), (3.10), and (3.11) before dividing by |h|γ , we find

ˆ

B
F∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

|h|γ−1

)γ′

.

ˆ

2B
ρ

(

∆hu

|h|

)γ

+

(
ˆ

2B
ρ

(

∆hu

|h|

)γ) 1
γ

(

ˆ

2B
ρ∗

(

∆hf

|h|γ−1

)γ′
) 1

γ′

.

Since f ∈ Bγ−1,γ′

loc,∞ and u ∈ W
1,γ
loc it follows the RHS is bounded as h ց 0. Theorem 2.4 and

a standard covering argument now verify (3.2) when γ ≤ τ .

For (3.3), since γ ≤ τ ≤ σ, Hölder’s inequality provides another bound for A1

(
ˆ

ηγF (∆hDu)γ
)

σ
γ

≤

(
ˆ

ηγ (F (Du) + F (Duh))
γ−σ F (∆hDu)σ

)

×

(
ˆ

ηγ (F (Du) + F (Duh))
γ

)
σ−γ

γ

.

The term in the second line is bounded above by a constant depending only on ‖u‖W 1,γ (3B), σ,

and γ.

Thus, combining this observation with (3.6), (3.11), (3.2), (3.8) and (3.9) we find
(

ˆ

B/2

(

F (∆hDu)

|h|
σ
γ

)γ)σ
γ

.‖F (Du)‖σ−γ
Lγ (3B)

(

‖u‖W1,γ (3B)‖j
γ
F (Du)‖

Bγ−1,γ′
∞ (3B)

(3.12)

+ ‖u‖W1,γ (3B)‖f‖Bγ−1,γ′
∞ (3B)

)

,
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verifying (3.3) in this case.

Case 2: τ ≤ γ ≤ σ.

Similar to the lower bound on A1 in the proof of (3.3) from Case 1, since γ′ ≤ τ ′, we bound

A1 below by

(
ˆ

ηγF∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

)γ′

)
τ ′

γ′

≤

(
ˆ

ηγF∗

(

j
γ
F (Du) + j

γ
F (Duh)

)γ′−τ ′
F∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)

)τ ′
)

×

(
ˆ

ηγF∗

(

j
γ
F (Du) + j

γ
F (Duh)

)γ′

)
τ ′−γ′

γ′

.(3.13)

By Hölder’s and Young’s inequality, we deduce from (3.7)

|A2| .

(
ˆ

3B
ρ(∆hu)

γ

) 1
γ
(
ˆ

ηγF∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)γ

′

)

) 1
γ′

.
1

2

(
ˆ

ηγF∗

(

∆hj
γ
F (Du)γ

′

)

)
τ ′

γ′

+

(
ˆ

3B
ρ(∆hu)

γ

)
τ
γ

.(3.14)

Combining (3.6), (3.9), (3.13), (3.14), and (3.8) implies

(

ˆ

B
F∗

(

∆h
j
γ
F (Du)

|h|τ−1

)γ′
)

τ ′

γ′

. ‖F (Du)‖W1,γ (3B)

(

‖u‖τW1,γ (3B) + ‖u‖W1,γ (3B)‖f‖Bτ−1,γ′

∞(3B)

)

.

A standard covering argument gives (3.2). Since γ ≤ σ, (3.12) holds by the same argument as

in Case 1. Taking into account that now j
γ
F (Du) ∈ Bτ−1,γ′

loc,∞ , this verifies (3.3).

Case 3: γ ≥ σ ≥ τ .

Since we never used γ ≤ σ in the proof of (3.2) in the previous two cases, we move directly

to proving (3.3). Since γ ≥ σ, the triangle inequality produces a bound on A1 analogous to the

proof of (3.2) in Case 1. This combined with (3.6), (3.11) and (3.8) imply

ˆ

B

F (∆hDu)γ

hτ
. ‖u‖W1,γ (3B)‖∆h(j

γ
F (Du)‖

Bτ−1,γ′
∞ (3B)

+ ‖u‖Ww1,γ(3B)‖f‖Bτ−1,γ′
∞ (3B)

.

This completes our casework verifying (3.2) and (3.3).

Next we prove (3.4) and (3.5). We return to (3.7) and estimate A2 by Hölder’s inequality

|A2| . ‖ρ(∆hu)‖Lγ (3B)‖ρ∗(∆hj
γ
F (Du))‖Lγ′ (3B).(3.15)

By (3.9) and Lemma 2.10,

(3.16) A1 &

ˆ

B
F
(

∆h

(

F (Du)
γ−σ

σ Du
))σ

+ F∗

(

∆h

(

F∗(j
γ
F (Du))

γ′−τ ′

τ ′ J
γ
F (Du)

))τ ′

.

Now (3.4) and (3.5) follow immediately from (3.6) by (3.16), (3.15), (3.8), (our bounds on A1,

|A2|, and |II| respectively) and the previous part of this theorem (3.2) and (3.3). �
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