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REGULARITY FOR MINIMIZERS OF FUNCTIONALS WITH
NONSTANDARD GROWTH BY A-HARMONIC
APPROXIMATION

JENS HABERMANN AND ANNA ZATORSKA-GOLDSTEIN

ABSTRACT. We prove partial regularity for minimizers of quasiconvex func-
tionals of the type fQ f(z, Du) dx with p(z) growth with respect to the second
variable. The proof is direct and it uses a method of A-harmonic approxi-
mation.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the regularity properties of local minimizers of a
variational functional

]-'[u]:/Qf(x,Du)dx,

where v : Q — RY, Q is a bounded domain in R™ and the integrand f : Q x
Hom(R"™; RY) — R satisfies the growth condition of the type
flz, A) = (L4 |AP)P@2,

for p: Q@ — (1, 00) beeing a Holder continuous function. For the precise statement
of the conditions see section 2.

Definition 1.1. A function v € Wl})cl

functional F if |Du[P®®) € L}, () and
Flu] < Flu+¢],

(€;R™) is called a local minimizer of the

for all p € Wol’l(Q; RY) with compact support in €.

The main statement is the following

Theorem 1.2. Let u € Wl})cl (;RN) be a local minimizer of the functional F

fulfilling the assumptions A1 — A3 (see page[d). Let v2 be an upper bound for the
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exponent p and assume that the modulus of continuity w of p satisfies the condition

(1.1) w(p) < Lp*,

for some L > 1, a € (0,1] and all p < 1. Then there exists an open subset Qo C
with L(Q\ Qo) = 0 such that Du € C)2 () with 8 = min{1, 2}5.

loc

The proof of the theorem (with different ) was done by E. Acerbi and G.
Mingione in 2001 [3]. The key step is to establish a certain excess—decay estimate
for the so called excess function ®, which is defined as

1/2
(1.2) d = P(xg,p, A) = <]ZB - Vi, (D) — Vi, (A)? dx) ,

where po denotes the maximal exponent p(z) in a neighbourhood of xy and with
Vp: RF — R* given by

(1.3) V(&) = (L+1%) " e

The function ® provides an integral measure of the oscillations of the gradient Du
in a ball B,. The excess-decay estimate leads to Holder continuity of Du in B,
via the integral characterization of Holder continuous functions due to Campanato
(see [6]). The excess-decay estimate was established by Acerbi and Mingione in
an indirect way, using the blow—up technique.

We present here a more direct proof of the result. Applying the variational
principle of Ekeland we obtain a comparison function, i.e. a function which is an
almost minimizer of the functional with frozen z—coefficient and which is close to
our local minimizer in an appropriate Sobolev norm. Having such a comparison
function at hand, we are able to use the results for almost minimizers of variational
functionals with constant p growth. In particular, we obtain straightforward a
Cacciopoli type inequality for local minimizers of the functional F. Then, instead
of blow—up arguments we use a method of A-harmonic approximation to obtain
an excess-decay estimate.

The method originates in a work of L. Simon. It is based on the fact that
one is able to obtain a good approximation of a function w € W2(B; RY), which
is approximately A-harmonic in a certain sense by an A-harmonic function h €
W12(B;RYN), in both the L2 topology and the weak topology in W12, Here h is
called A-harmonic on B if there holds

/ A(Dh,Dy)dz =0 for any ¢ € C3(B;RY),
B

where A is a bilinear form on Hom(R";RY) which is (strongly) elliptic in the
sense of Legendre-Hadamard, i.e. for all n € R” and & € RY there holds:

A @ &n® &) > rnl?|¢.
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We can assume that our exponent function p varies in some bounded interval
[v1,72]. However we have to be able to consider both cases 72 > 2 and 1 < 2 < 2.
For p > 2 it is straightforward to adapt the standard .A-harmonic approximation
lemma by using the L?-theory combined with a standard Sobolev inequality. For
1 < p < 2 we do not have the access to the L?-theory for functions in W' but
still it is possible to generalize the approximation lemma directly. This was done
in [9].

Apart from the fact that the proof is very clear, the method provides better
control of the constants. We have to admit that the proof of the A-approximation
lemma itself is done by contradiction. In direct way we show that a local minimizer
is approximately A-harmonic, where A = D?f(zq, (Du)4,,). The A-harmonic
approximation lemma guarantees the existence of a certain constant which is,
admittedly not in an explicit form, determined by a property of constant coefficient
elliptic systems, and we will later use the constant in the regularity proof. This
constant, however, does not have an influence on the final Hélder exponent of Du.
We should mention that by our method we end up with a final Holder exponent

B8 = min{1, 2/72}%

for the function Du, where a: denotes the Holder exponent of the exponent function
p and 7y is the global bound for p. This is, in fact, a slightely better result than
stated in [3].

In order to obtain regularity results for local minimizers of the functional F
we have to assume some continuity properties of the exponent p. The minimal
condition about the modulus of continuity of p is that

(1.4) lim sup w(p) log (1> < 0.

p—0 P
Dropping this assumption in general causes the loss of any type of regularity of
minimizers (see [I5]). By the result of Zhikov [14], (L)) is sufficient to obtain
higher integrability of the gradient of a minimizer. However, it is not sufficient to
obtain further regularity. Acerbi and Mingione [3] proved C%“ regularity for mini-
mizers for every a < 1, provided the modulus of continuity satisfies an assumption

(1.5) lim sup w(p) log (1> =0,

p—0 P
which is in accordance with the theory of functionals with constant p—growth
where an additional continuity assumption with respect to x is required to reach
any exponent o < 1. In order to prove C*® regularity of minimizers, in constant
p case (both for p € (1,2) and p > 2) assumption [T is not sufficient. In fact one
needs either that the modulus of continuity satisfies the so called Dini condition
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or that p itself is Holder continuous function, i.e.

w(p) = p°.
This condition was assumed by Acerbi and Mingione in the original proof of the
result of Holder continuity of the gradient of a minimizer in p(x) case.

2. SETTING

We impose the following structure conditions for the functional F:

A1l (growth): the function f(z,-) is of the class C? and there exist constants
p € (0,1], L > 1 such that for all z € Q and A € Hom(R™;RY) we have

(2.6) L7YAPE) < f(x, A) < L(p® + |AP)P@/2,

where p: Q — (1, 00) is a continuous function;

A2 (quasi-convexity): the function f(x,-) is (strictly) quasi—convex i.e.

(2.7) /B A+ D) — Sz, A)) do

1 plzg)—2
> [ AP+ D) Dl da
BP(IO)

for all 29 € Q, B,(70) € 2, A € Hom(R™;RY) and ¢ € C§°(B,(z0); RY);

A3 (continuity): the function f satisfies the following continuity condition with
respect to the first variable

(2.8)
£ 4) = J o, )] < Lol = mol) [ + |APPO2 + (2 + | AR 2]

1+ Nog(u? + 142)]],

for all 7,29 € Q and A € Hom(R",RY), where w : (0,00) — (0,00) is a modulus
of continuity for the function p, i.e. a non-decreasing, continuous function with
limpr_ow(R) =0 and

Ip(z) —py)| Sw(|z —y|) forall z,y € Q.
Remark that ({Z8) is a natural condition for f(z, A) = (1 4 |A[?)P(®)/2,

Since f(x,-) is quasi-convex and satisfies the growth condition (8 it is well
known that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(n, N, p(-), L) such that the first derivatives
of f satisfy the growth condition

(29) |Df($0,A)| < C(l + |A|p(m0)—1)'



REGULARITY RESULTS BY A-HARMONIC APPROXIMATION 5

We do not assume an explicit growth condition for the second derivatives of f. For
our purposes it is sufficient that for any M > 0 there exists a constant Kps 5, > 0
such that for A € Hom(R™; RM)
(2.10) sup |D?f(xg, A)| < K(M,x0).

|A|<M
Condition (Z0) implies also the existence of a modulus of continuity of D?f(x, )
on compact subsets of Hom(R"; RY) i.e. for any given constant M > 0

(2.11) |D? f (w0, A) — D* (w0, B)| < vara,(|A — BI),
for any A, B € Hom(R",RY) with |A],|B| < M + 1.

Remark. Since our results are of the local nature we will assume that there exist
1 < v <79 < oo such that

71 <p(x)<yy foralze

It follows that K(M,z) in [ZI) may be chosen independently of z. We will
therefore omit its dependence on x and write K (M).

Some notation: Within the whole paper we will write B(zg, p) for the open ball
with centre xp € R™ and radius p. Furthermore we write

1
(1), E][ uder = ——— wdx
or B(xo,p) |B(‘T07p)| B(zo,p)

for the mean value of the function u on the ball B(zg, p). jFrom time to time we
just write B, (zo), or if the center is clear from the context, B, instead of B(zo, p).
The same we do with the notation for the mean value, i.e. we just write (u),
instead of (u)g,,,. Concerning the constants appearing in the proofs we remark
that they may change from line to line. If a constant will be important for the
proceeding of the proofs, we will indicate this in an obvious way. From time to
time for clearness we will not show the dependencies of the constants within the
estimates, but at the end of them.

3. BASIC TOOLS

3.1. Higher integrability. We start with a higher integrability result due to
Zhikov, which in the form of the following statement appears in [2].

Lemma 3.1. Let u € WL Q,RN) with |DulP") € L} be a local minimizer of
the functional
w— | f(z, Dw(x))dx,
Q
where [ satisfies the growth and ellipticity conditions ), @) and assumption

@) on the modulus of continuity w holds. Furthermore assume that

/ |DulP® doe < M < .
Q
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Then there exist an exponent 6 = §(n,v1,v2,L,M) > 0, a constant ¢ =
c(n,v1,7v2, L, M) and a radius Ry = Ro(n,v1,w(:)) such that for any radius R <
Ry there holds

1
T+
][ | Du|P@A+0) gy <c <][ | Du|P®) dz + 1) .
Brj2 Br

The next lemma is an up-to-the-boundary result. The version we present
here, with balls of the same size on both sides of the inequality was proved in [I3]
in higher order case. The original proof (with a ball of double radius on the right
hand side) can be found in [1J, [3], [g].

Lemma 3.2 (Higher integrability up to the boundary). Let B(xg,p) € Q and p
be a constant such that 1 < v < p < ~s. Assume g: Q X R™ — R is continuous
and for all z € R™ there holds

(3.12) L7 2lP < g(w,2) < L (2] + a(2)),
with L>1,0<a€ LY (B,), v>1.

Let h € W (B,) with ¢ > p and v be a solution of the Dirichlet problem

(3.13) min { /B

Then there exists € = € (y1,72, L, m) € (0, m) with m = min {7 -1, % — 1} and a

g(x, Dw) dz, w e h+Wy? (Bp)}.

P

constant ¢ = ¢ (y1,72, L) such that

— :
P € P
][ | DoPA+) dy <c ][ |Dv|? dx
B, B,
FeRaD) P+
+ ]Z | DR|POF™) dyg: + ][ a' ™™ dx .
B, B,

3.2. Ekeland variational principle. In order to obtain a comparison function,
i.e. an almost minimizer of the functional with frozen coefficients we apply a well
known variational principle of Ekeland (see [I]).

Lemma 3.3. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and G : X — (—o00,+00] a
lower semicontinuous functional such that inf x G is finite. Given e >0 let u € X
be such that G(u) < infx G 4+ €. Then there exists w € X such that
dlw,u) < 1,
G(w) < G(u),
Gw) < G)+edw,w), foranyvelX.
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3.3. Algebraic properties of the function Vj,. Let the function V =V, : RF —
R* be defined by
p—2

(3.14) Vp(z) = (L+1]2]*) * =
We recall algebraic properties of the function V), (for a proof of the properties see
e.g. [8]).
Lemma 3.4. Let p>1 and let V =V, : R* — R¥ be as in @IA). Then for any
z,m € RF there holds

i) |V (tz)| < max{t,t?/2}|V(2)|, for anyt > 0;

ii) IV + )l < c([VE]+ V)

iii)
1y, V(z) = V() o
el S G rye-aa < A
Moreover for any z € RF
iv)
. 1 . /2 : /2
ifpe(1,2): ﬁmln{IZI, 2[P/=} < [V (2)] < min{[z], |2["/"};
if p>2: max{|z],[2["/*} < |V(2)] < V2max{|z], [2["/*};
v)
ifpe(1,2): |V(z)=V(n)| <cV(z=n)l, foranyneR";
ifp=2: |V(z) =Vl <c(M)[V(z=n)|, for|nl < M;
vi)

ifpe(1,2): [V(z—n)| <c(M)|V(2)=V(n)l, for|n| <M;
ifp>2: [V(z=n)|<c[V(z)=V(n), foranyneRY;

with ¢c(M),c = c(k,p) > 0. If 1 < v < p < 2 all the constants c(k,p) may be
replaced by a single constant ¢ = c(k,y1,7v2).

3.4. A-harmonic approximation and a priori estimates for A-harmonic
functions. The key ingredient of the proof is the following A-harmonic approx-
imation lemma. The proof for the case p > 2 can be found in [I0]. The case
1 < p < 2 has been proved in [9].

Lemma 3.5. Let p > 1 and k, K be positive constants. Then for any € > 0 there
exists 0 = §(n,N,k,K,e) € (0,1] with the following property: for any bilinear
form A on Hom(R™;RN) which is elliptic in the sense of Legendre-Hadamard
with ellipticity constant k and upper bound K and for any v € Wl’p(Bp(:Eo); RY)
satisfying

][ |V,(Dv)|?de <4* <1 and
BP(IO)
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f  ADeDez <38 swp (Dgl for all g € CYB(aa)iRY),
BP(IO)

Bp(zo)

there exists an A-harmonic function h satisfying
—~h
]1 V,(Dh)[2dz <1 and ][ v, <” 7 >
By (x0) By (z0) p

In Section BTl we will use a priori estimates for solutions of linear elliptic
systems of second order with constants coefficients (see e.g. [8] and [9]).

2
dr < y%e.

Lemma 3.6. Let h € W (B, (x0); RY) be an A-harmonic function, i.e.
/ A(Dh,Dy)dx =0,
By (z0)

for any ¢ € C4(B,(20);RY), where A € Hom(R™;RY) is elliptic in the sense
of Legendre-Hadamard with ellipticity constant k and upper bound K. Then h €
C>®(B,(z0); RY) and

p sup |D?h|+ sup |Dh|§ca]l |Dh| dz,
B, /2(zo) B, /2(zo) By (z0)

where the constant ¢, depends only on n, N,k and K.

4. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

As remarked before, since our results are of the local nature we will assume
that there exist 1 < v; <2 < 0o such that

1 <p(x) <ve forallz € Q,

and moreover
| Du|P®) da < oo.
Q
Let § be the higher integrability exponent from Lemma Bl and let from now on
the radius R be so small that

w(R) <

IR

Subsequently we will always assume that p < R. Take a ball By,(zg) and define
p1 = inf{p(z) : x € Bap(x0)}, p2:=sup{p(z) : & € Bay(w0)}

Let furthermore x,,, € Ba, (o) be the point, where the function p reaches the value
P2, i.e. p2 = p(xy). Then by p2 —p1 < w(R) < 6/4 we get

(4.15) po(1+8/4) < pi(1+8) < p(a)(1+9).
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4.1. Comparison.

Proposition 4.1. Let Ba,(z9) € Q and assume that (|DulP?)z, 2, < M < oo.
Then there exist a constant C(M) = C(M,v1,7v2,L,a) > 0 and a function w €
u+ Wy (B, (x0); RN) such that

(4.16) ]l |Du — Dw[P2dx < C(M)pP2/2,
By(z0)
and
(4.17)
f o tempwis <] jnDut Dot e+ Dap
By (x0) By (z0) By (zo0)

for any ¢ € WyP* (By(w0); RY).

Proof. Consider the function g(z) := f(xm,,2). Then g satisfies the growth condi-
tion (ZB) with exponent py = p(,,). Let v € u + W, **(B,;RY) be the unique
solution of the Dirichlet problem

U,

v exists as f is quasiconvex. Lemma B2 with p = pa,q = p2(1+6/4) and a(z) =1
provides € = e(y1,72, L) and ¢ = ¢(v1, 72, L) with 0 < € < /4 such that

7079
<]Z |Dv|pz(1+a) dx)
By(z0)
1/p2 TS/
<c ][ |Dv|P? dx + ][ (|DufP> + 1)/ 4 .
By (z0) By (z0)

Higher integrability for the function u (Lemma Bl) gives us

g(Dw): we u—l—Wol’pQ(Bp;RN)}.

P

]l | Du|P2(AH9/4) do < C(M).
B,
For v we get by the minimality and the growth condition
][ |Dv|P? do < L? ][ 1+ |Du|P? dx,
B, B,

so that together with the estimate before and the higher integrability for u we
have

]1 | Do|P2(1+9) dz < C(M),

P
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with 0 < ¢ < /4 and C(M) also depending on n, L, y1,v2. We now estimate the
difference

£ @D ~ g0 ds = { (F(e D0) = f(a, D)) do
B

P BP

—f (@ Dw - 1, D0) ds
B,

—|—]{3 (f(xz, Dv) — f(xm, Dv)) dzx

P

—|—]{3 (f(xm, Du) — f(x, Du)) dx

P

=)+ 1)+ (I1I).

By the minimality of u we have (I) < 0. For (IIT) we get by the continuity of f
in the first variable and the higher integrability of u

(I1D)] < c@)(p) {_ (DulP(9/9 4 1) d < CQYp),
BP
By the same arguments for the function v we have

(I1)] < e(e)w(p) 7[ (IDw[2049) 1+ 1) de < C(M)w(p),

P

so overall, using ([Il) we get
(4.18) £, l9Du) = (D) ds < cwlp) < COD

with the constant C'(M) depending additionally on n, L,y1,v2. Let 0 < pu < a,
X :=u+ W, "*(B,;RN) and

1/p2
d: X xX —[0,00), d(z,w)= ; <][ |D(z — w)|P? dx) .

C(M)p* \ /B,
On the complete metric space (X, d) we consider the functional
G: X >R, G(2) :2][ g(Dz) dz,
BP
which is clearly lower semicontinuous. By G(v) = minx G and EI8) we have
G(u) < inf G + C(M)p~

Therefore the Ekeland variational principle (Lemma B3]) provides a function w €
u+ Wy (B,; RN) with the properties

][ |Du — Dw|P? dz < C(M)pHP>  and

P



REGULARITY RESULTS BY A-HARMONIC APPROXIMATION 11

1/?2
§ gwuyiz<f gDusDoydo st (Do)
B B, B

P
for all ¢ € Wy**(B,;RY). We estimate the second integral of the second inequal-
ity simply applying Bernoulli’s inequality:

1/p2
<][ | De|P? dx) < (1 —i—][
B B

Thus choosing © = /2 we obtain the assertion.

P

1/p2
u>wwzdx> <clp)f (1+]Dpl) do

P 3 By

4.2. Caccioppoli inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let M, M > 0. Assume that u is a local minimizer of the functional
F with (|DulP?)py0, < M and A € Hom(R™;RN) with |A] < M. There exist
constants pg = po(M, M, ) and c. = co(M) such that for every € € RN and every
ball B(xo, p) € Q with p < po there holds:

][ Vi, (Du — A) | dx
Bp/?(mf))

< ce ][
BP(IO)

Proof. By Proposition BTl there exists an almost minimizer w of the frozen func-
tional Fql] = pr(iﬂo) f(@m, - ) dz, such that

(4.19)

v (u—{—A(z—x0)>

2
dx + pa/2
p

(4.20) ][ |Du — Dw[P2dz < C(M)pP22/2,
By(z0)

and w satisfies (EIT), so that by Lemma 3 in 9] with w(p) = p®/? we have

f WaDu- )P
Bp/2(zo)

e Alx — 2
SC][ v, <w ¢ (x xo))’ dw—i—cpo‘/Q,
BP(IO)

p
where ¢ = ¢(M). By Lemma B (i7) and Hélder’s inequality we have in the case
p2 =2

(4.21)

][ [Vp, (Du — Duw)|* da
B2

1,

2/?2
u— Dw x + u— Dw X
D Dw|P? d D Dw|P? d
B2

p/2
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< c(p;vza/Q +p0¢) .

In the case 1 < ps < 2 we directly estimate

]l |Vp, (Dw — A)|? da S][ |Du — Dw|P? da < cpP2®/2,
By /2(0) By /2(x0)

and thus in every case we have

][ |Vp2(Du—A)|2d3:
B2

< c(p2)

][ |Vp2(Du—Dw)|2d:1: —l—]l |sz(Dw—A)|2d:1:
B2 B2

< c(p2) [pmﬂ + o+ ]1 [V (Dw — A)P dx] .
B

p/2
On the other hand, again by the properties of the function V,,, we estimate
2

f ()
ceo [, o (A e (55 o]

Since u —w € WO1 P2(B,;RY), we apply Poincaré’s inequality on the second term
of the right hand side, finally obtaining (again using properties of the function

Vis)
2
]l Vb, <u—w)‘ dx < c]l Vo (Dw — Du)|* dz < c(pp2°‘/2 _|_pa) .
B, p B,

Hence from Z0) and {ZI]) we obtain

f o WaDu- )i
By, /2(x0)

ppga/Q +][
By (z0)

The claim follows since pP>®/2 < p/2, O

<c

4.3. Approximate A-harmonicity.

Lemma 4.3. Let M, M > 0. Assume that u is a local minimizer of the functional
F with (|DulP?)zy 2, < M and A € Hom(R™;RN) with |A| < M. There exist a
constant ¢e = ce(n, N, pa, L, M, M) and a radius po = po(a) such that for every
ball B,(xo) € Q with p < py we have
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]Z sz(.IO’A)(DU—A,DgD)d.I
BP(IO)

<ce (<I>2+ Vi1 00 (@) P + \/OTp)) sup |Dgl,

By (z0)

for all ¢ € CE(B,(x0); RY).

Proof. First we assume |[Dy| < 1. Let 0 < s < 1. We start by showing the
following inequality:
(4.22)

D?f (20, A)(Du — A, D) dx

B,

Zé l]ZBP /Os (Df(ImDu) - Df(xO,DzH—ngp))DgpdT dx

+s]{3 /01 (D2f(:v0,A) — D*f(20, A+ 7(Du — A))) (Du— A,Dcp) dr dx

—aw(p)

=(4) + (B) + (O).
with ¢ = ¢(M,p2,§). To see that let us start with the difference
£, (. Du) = fao, Du+ sDp)) do.
B,

Introducing two additional differences we get

J

P

(f(xo, Du) — f(xo, Du+ sDy)) dx :]{3 f(xo, Du) — f(x, Du) dx
+]{3 flx, Du) — f(x, Du+ sDy)dx
+]{3 f(x, Du+ sDy) — f(xg, Du+ sDy) dx

g]f \F(z, Du) — f(z0, Du)| dx
B

P

—l—][ |f(z, Du+ sDy) — f(xzg, Du+ sDyp)|dx
BP
(1) + (1)

since there holds

]{3 f(z,Du) — f(x, Du+ sDy)dx <0,
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because of the minimality of the function w. To estimate the first term, we use
the continuity condition for f with respect to the variable z as follows:

(1) <
]ZB (| = aol) [(1+ [Dul) @72 4 (1 -+ [ Dul?))/2] (1 + log(1 + | Dul?)) da

P

By the elementary inequality
log(1 + |2]?) < C(a)|z]* forall0<a <1,

and the fact that ps > p(x) for all x we see that

[(1+ [Duly @72 4 (14 [Duf2) /2] (1 4+ log(1 + | Dul?)) <
c(p2, 8)(1 + [DuP1H010),

where 0 is the exponent of Lemma Bl Higher integrability of u gives us (together
with estimate ([EIH) for the exponents)

][ | DP9/ g 3][ | 4 [Dufr@ (40 gy < ][
B B B

P P

146
|Du|P@®) 41 dx) .

P
This leads to

(1) < cw(p)(1+ M)
For (II) we follow the same way as for (I), additionally using [Dy| < 1: The

continuity condition in the variable x together with the estimates for the exponent
p lead to

(1) < w(p) ][ (14 |Duf* + s*|Dg|*)P*/*(1 + log(1 + [Dul* + s*| Dg|?)) da
Using |Dyp| < 1 we immediately get
(IT) < e(p2)w ][ (14 |Du|P2(F/D) dg
B

P

< c(q2, 6)w(p) (1 + M),
Finally we conclude

429 (70, Du) = fao, Du+ sDp)) do < (N, 72, Bhslp),

P

and hence

—]/ / D f(xo, Du+ 7Dp)Dpdr dz — cw(p) < 0.
0
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Secondly we see that (remark that ¢ € C}(B,,RY))
1
][ / D? f(xg, A+ 7(Du — A))(Du — A, D) dr dx
B, Jo

= ]{9 (D f(x0, Du) — Df(x0, A)) Dy dx

P

= Df(zo, Du)Dydzx.
B,

It follows then that E2Z) is true.

We start now taking a look at the right hand side of [ZZZ). In what follows
we will distinguish the sets

B:EBPQ{IE:|DU—A|>1} and B, =B,N{z:[Du— Al <1}.

Let us remark that by Lemma B4l in the case |[Du — A| > 1 we have for both
1 < pa < 2 and ps > 2 the estimate

|Du — AJP2 < e(v2, M)|Vpy (Du — A < ¢ Vpy (Du) = Vi (4.
In the case |Du — A| <1 we obtain for all po > 1

|Du— AP? < (2, M)|Vy, (Du — A)? < el Vpy (Du) = Vpy (A)2.

We first estimate [(A)]. On the set B

,» we put (A) in terms of the second
derivative of f by writing

/OS(Df(xo, Du) — Df(xzo, Du+ 17D¢))Dpdr

s 1
= / / D? f(x0, Du + o7 D) (1D, Dy) do dr.
o Jo

As we are on the set B, , we have |Du+o7Dg| < |Du— A|+ |A] + |Dy| < 24+ M
and therefore | D2 f (9, Du 4+ o7Dg)| < K (M), so we get

1y [* N
—‘/ (Df (w0, Du) — Df(;vo,Du-l-TDgo))DcpdT‘ < gK(M).
$lJo

On the set B by ([Z3) we get

l‘/s(Df(,To,Du) — Df(xo, Du+ TDQD))D(pdT’
stJo

< 2 [ (1Df(0, Du)| + D (a0, Du+ D) Dl dr
0

< c(y2, L) [1+ |Duf>1].
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Since |Du — A| > 1, we have |Du|P2~! < |Du — AP2~! + |A|P2=1 < |Du — A|P2 +
MP2=1 < (14 MP271)|Du — A[P2. Therefore the last term of the estimate above
can be further estimated by

C('YQ,M,L,TL)|DU - 14|p2 < C|VP2 (DU’) - VP2 (A)|2

Summing up the arguments before we get

()] < 0, L) Vi (D) = Vi (A di o+ SK () = e 4 SK(AD)

B,

To estimate |(B)], on the set B, we use the fact that [A+7(Du—A)| < M+1

and by (T and ZI0) we obtain
|D? f(x0, A) — D*f(20, A+ 7(Du — A))|

= (|D2f(x0, A) — D*f(xo, A+ 7(Du — A))|2)

< [2 sup |D?f(B)| vy, (|Du— Al)
|BI<M+1 ’

= \2K(MD), [y, (|Du — Al).

1
’/O [D?f (20, A) — D f(zo, A+ 7(Du — A))] (Du— A, Dy) dr

1/2

Therefore

1
§/ |D?f(xg, A) — D*f(20, A+ 7(Du — A))||Du — A||Dy| dr
0

< \/2K (M) \/VM110(|DU — A|) |[Du — A

< e\ 2K (M) vy 4, (Vi (D) = Vo (A)]) [V (D) = Vi (A)].

On the set B; we write

1
]/0 (D2 f (w0, A) = D*f (w0, A+ 7(Du — A)))(Du — A, Dg) dr|

= |D2f (@0, 4)(Du — 4, D) + (D (0, A) = Df (wo, Du)) Dy
=: (%).

The first term is estimated by K (M + 1). For the second term we use again the
growth condition for Df and follow exactly the same way as above for |(A)| on
the set B, to get

(¥) < e[Du— AJP* < c|Vp, (Du) = Vp, (A)
with ¢ = ¢(n, N,pa, L, M, M) Putting the estimates together, we deduce
(4.24) (B < ¢ (\frg.0,(@)0 +02).
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We choose s = y/w(p) < 1 and get

(A +IB) +1(C)] < ¢ (024 fryy ,, ()0 + V()

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, N, vz, L, M, M) Altogether we have shown

]{BP D?f(z9, A)(Du — A, Dp) dx > —c(@2 + A/ Vit 2y (P)P + m)

The estimate for fD f(zo, A)(Du — A, D) dz from above is shown exactly in the
same way. This gives the lemma for the case |[Dy| < 1 and the general result can
be achieved by rescaling.

O

5. PROOF OF THE RESULT

5.1. Excess-improvement lemma. Let M > 0 be fixed. Consider a point xg €
Q such that [(Du)z,,2,| < M and ®(x¢,2p) < 1., where ® is the function defined
in (C2) with A = (Du)g,,p, i-e.

1/2
®(z0,p) = (20, p, (Dtt)ay,p) = (ﬂ Voo (Du) — %((Du)m,p)lzdw) -

p(z0)

By properties of the function V,, (Lemma B4l we obtain

(1DulP?)zp2p < ZWJZB |Du — (D) 25|72 dzz + 27271 |(D) 2 P2

2p

< 2lef Y (Du— (D) do

2p

p2/2
+or2—le <][ Vi, (DU — (D) g 2, | da:) + P21 P2
sz

272"ty (M) [®P2 (0, 2p) + @ (0, 2p) + MP2]
2727 e (M)[2+ M™] = M,

IN A

where ¢1 (M) is the constant out of Lemma B4l Furthermore we remark that by
Holder’s inequality we immediately get

n n 1 n N _ 1
(5.25)  |(Du)sgpl < 2"(1Dul)ag 2y < 2"(|Duf??) /73, < 2" NIV/P> = I

By the quasiconvexity condition we get that A = D?f(xo, (Du)s4,,,) is elliptic in
the sense of Legendre-Hadamard with ellipticity constant x and upper bound K,
where

KR =

(14 M?P2=2/2 and K = Ky = sup |D? f (20, A)|.
A< N1

L)
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Recall now the notation for constants. We will skip their dependence on n, N, L
and 71,72 and remark their dependence on M and «. We will not remark the
dependence on M and M since the two constants are computed out of M, n,y1, V.
Denote

aa = (M) from Lemma B4l (v) and (vi) (properties of function V')
e = co(M) from Lemma B (estimates for .A-harmonic function)
ce = c.(M) from Lemma (Caccioppoli inequality)

po = po(M,a) from Lemma (Caccioppoli inequality)

ce = ce(M from Lemma (approximate A-harmonicity)

Lemma 5.1. Let M > 0 and 8 € («/4,1) be fized. There exist 0 = 6(5, M) €
(0,1/4] and 6 = 6(0) € (0,1] such that if xg € Q is a point such that

(Du)ao,20l < M,

Vir o (®(20,0)) + @(20,p) < 6/2,

IA
-

2\/§caclce\/<1>2(:co, p)+ (;izw(p)
hold for some p € (0, po, then
©%(x0,0p) < 0°P (w0, p) + p*/?,
with ¢ = ¢(M, 0).

Proof. With xg fixed we will write ®(p) instead of ®(z, p). Let 6 be a parameter,
which is free at first and will be fixed at the end of the proof. Set

o {9"+4 if py € (1,2),

5.26
( ) gr+p2+2 if po > 2,

and § = d(g) = () be the parameter out of Lemma (lemma on A-harmonic
approximation).

By Lemma B4l (v) and (vi) and using the fact that 6 < 1 we estimate

B0 = WD) Vo (D)
0o (z0

< of  Vn(Du~ (Dulay, — yDh(a)* da
B9P(I0)

(5.27) +¢|Via (Dt)zq,0p = (Dtt)ag,p — ¥Dh(0))I

with ¢ depending on n, N,~1,v2 and also on M (the dependence on M is due to
the constant ¢; (M)). We denote

I= ]1 [V (Du — (D)4, — YDh(0))|? de.
B9P(I0)
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To estimate the second expression on the right hand side of (BZ7) we split the
domain of integration into the subsets where |Du — (Du)g,,, — YDh(x)| > 1 and
|Du — (Du)g,,, — vDh(zo)| < 1. Applying Lemma B (iv) we obtain

(DWzpp = (Du)agy = 1Dh(ae)| £ |Du= (D =7 Dh(ao)] da
By, (z0)
< c(IVr2 + 1Y/2) for pe € (1, 2),
- 1Y/2 for py > 2.
Again applying Lemma B4 (iv) we get

V2V 4 TV2) <l for ps € (1,2),

V2 (1'/?) < (I +1P2/2) for py > 2.
Thus from ([27)) we conclude

cl for ps € (1,2),

5.28 ®2(0p) <
(5.28) (6p) < {c(1+ I72/2)  for py > 2,

with ¢ = ¢(M). In this place we distinguish the cases po € (1,2) and py > 2.
However, this is only for technical reasons, i.e. due to the difference in Lemma 4]
(1v). We will see later that in fact I is small and therefore we can skip the term
IP2/2 in the above estimate. We proceed then with the estimates for 1.

Set

v(p) = cice ¢2(p)+%w(p),

w u — (Du)gy,p(x — x0).

By Lemma B (vi) and the smallness condition we have
][ |V202(Dw)|2d55§01‘1>2(p) §72_
By (z0)

It follows from Lemma and the smallness condition that the function w is
approximate A-harmonic, i.e.

][ D (D)) (D, D) do
Bp o

< ce (<1>2(p) Vit e (B (0)) @ () + \/w(p)) sup Dyl

BP(IO)

<e. (<b<p>—+ w<p>) sup |Dyl
BP(IO)

<70 sup |Dy|.
BP(IO)
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Thus we are in the situation to apply Lemma (A-harmonic approximation)
providing a function h € W1P2(B,(z¢); RY) which is D? f(xo, (Du)s,,,)-harmonic,

such that
w — vh
sz ( )
P

(5.29) ][ |Vo, (DR)|?dz <1 and ][

BP(IO) Bp(wo)
Splitting the domain of integration in the first integral of (Z9) into the sets
{|Dh| > 1} and {|Dh| < 1} and using Lemma B4 (iv) we obtain the upper bound
for the mean value of |Dh]:

2
dr < 725.

(5.30) ][ |Dh| dz < 2v/2.
BP(IO)
Lemma B8 provides
(5.31) p sup |D?*h|+ sup |Dh|< ca]l |Dh| dzx.
B, /2(0) B, /2(0) By, (z0)

By assumption there holds (Du)g,,, < M and since by the smallness assumption
2\/§ca7 < 1, we conclude with

(D).l + 7| Dh(z0)| < M + ”Yca][ |Dh|dx < M + 1.

Bp(zo)

Therefore we can apply the Caccioppoli inequality (Lemma E2) with & = yh(x)
and A = (Du)gz,,, + 7Dh(zo) obtaining

I=f  VulDu= (Dusyy = 1Dh(ao)) do
By (o)

<ce ][
B299(10)
fB29p(zO)

(5.32) + ]l
Bagp(z0)
The first integral on the right hand side of (B32) is estimated via ([2d) and

Lemma B4 (4)
2
w—vh) _n][ (w—wh)
Voo | —— dx < (260 Voo | ———
p2 ( 29[) ( ) Bp(wo) P2 29[)

][3299(10)
o 1 2 1 p2 9
(20) max{<%> , <%) }*y €

(5.33) = c(n)f*42,

2
v, (w — vh(z0) — yDh(wo)(x — $0)> ‘ di + p2

26p
w—vh
Ve ( 20p >

V., (Fyh — h(zo) — Dh(zo)(z — 3:0)) ‘2 de 4 o2

2

<c dx

20p

2
dzr

IN
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where the last inequality follows by the choice of ¢ [28]). To estimate the second

integral on the right hand side of (E32) observe that by @30), &3), applying
the Taylor theorem to h on ngp($0) we obtain

sup  |h(z) — h(xo) — Dh(zo)(z — 20)| < 4V2¢46%p.
Bag,(z0
Thus taking 6 sufficiently small we have
h — h(zo) — Dh(xo)(x — o)
7 20p
Applying Lemma B (iv) in both cases pa € (1,2) and ps > 2 we therefore obtain

S 2\/500,0'}/ S 1.

h — h(xzg) — Dh(xg)(x — 2
[ (bt = Dt =),
Bagp(z0) P
S]l 7h—h(gco) — Dh(mo)(z — z0) |? i
Bao, (z0) 20p

(5.34) < 8c26%42.
Alltogether, by (32), (33) and (E34) we end up with
I<c [09272 + 8c20%42 + po‘/ﬂ .
Taking 6 and p smaller if necessary we can have I < 1. Therefore, since
7 =t <‘1>2(p) + %pa> :
it follows from (E2]) that
O%(0p) < @@ (p) + ¢p/?,

with constants ¢ = ¢(M) and ¢ = é(M, 6,6) (obviously the constants depend also
on the structural constants n, N, L, vy1,72). We now fix 6 sufficiently small, so that

0% < 628,
Choice of 0 fixes € and ¢ and the claim follows.

O

5.2. Holder continuity of Du and a regular set. Let M, 60,0 be fixed. If we
assume that 1 > 0 is such that

Vire. M +n <0/2,

sLo

IN

1
2V2¢1c0ce\ [0 + 550(p) 1,

and moreover it satisfies some additional technical smallness conditions, and p; is
also sufficiently small, then, by a standard iteration technique one obtains

(5.35) D207 p) < 62512 (p) + (M, o, 0,8)(67 p)*/2,
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for 5 =1,2,... provided

2p < pu,

M

|(Du)96072p| < 7)
n

) < L,

(p) < Vo

n

d(2p) < —.
(2p) Vo

We define

¥ = {3:0 € Q: limsup [(Du)g,,p| < —I—oo},
0

Yo=qx0EQ: limsup]l |[Du — (Du)gy,p|Pdz =0 .
10 J B, (x0)

The set 31 Ny is a set of full Lebesgue measure, i.e. £ (Q\ (X1 NX2)) =0. The
assumptions of Lemma Bl as well as the above conditions needed for iteration

are satisfied in points zo € ¥; N Xo. By standard interpolation we obtain an
excess—decay estimate

3

N\ P
D(p,r, (Du),) <c l(;) ®(xo, p, (Du),) + p*/*

for all 0 < r < p and with § € (§,1). The regularity result then follows from the
fact that this excess—decay estimate implies

][B - |Vp2 (Du) — (Vp2 (Du))z,r|2 dy < ][B - |Vp2 (Du) — Vp2((Du)z,T)|2 dy

IN

)

c [(g)ﬁ B(xo, p, (Du),) + p/4

for any x in the neighbourhood of zy. From this estimate we conclude, by Cam-
panato’s characterization of Hélder continuous functions (see [6], [7]), that V,, (Du)
is Holder continuous with the exponent ¢ in a neighbourhood of z.

In order to pass over from Hoélder continuity of the function V,,(Du) to the
function Du itself, we use the following

Lemma 5.2. Let p > 1 and w : B — RY a function such that the function
Vpow: B — RY is Hélder continuous with an exponent . Then w is Hélder
continuous with the exponent B := min{1,2/p} c.
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From the above lemma we obtain that Du is locally Holder continuous with

the exponent
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