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Abstract

We prove the higher differentiability of integer order of locally bounded minimizers of
integral functionals of the form

F(u,Ω) :=

n∑
i=1

1

pi

ˆ
Ω
ai(x)|uxi |pidx−

ˆ
Ω
ω(x)u(x)dx,

where the exponents pi ≥ 2 and the coefficients ai(x) satisfy a suitable Sobolev regularity.
The main novelty consists in dealing with non-autonomous, anisotropic functionals, which
depend also on the solution.
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1 Introduction
The aim of this paper is to investigate the differentiability properties of locally bounded

minimizers of convex functionals, exhibiting an orthotropic structure, depending also on the
x-variable and on the minimizer itself. More precisely, we consider

F(u,Ω) :=

ˆ
Ω

[f(x,Du)− ω(x)u(x)] dx, (1.1)

where Ω ⊂ Rn is an open subset, n ≥ 2, u : Ω → R, and f : Ω×Rn → [0,+∞) has the following
form

f = f(x, ξ) =
n∑

i=1

ai(x)

pi
|ξi|pi , (1.2)
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with ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ..., ξn) ∈ Rn. Here, we assume that 2 ≤ p1 ≤ · · · ≤ pn and ai(x) : Ω → R are
bounded, measurable coefficients such that, for every i = 1, ..., n,

0 < λ ≤ ai(x) ≤ Λ,

for some positive constants λ, Λ and for a.e. x ∈ Ω.
One can easily check that there exist positive constants L, l depending on λ,Λ, pi such that

⟨Dξf(x, ξ)−Dξf(x, η), ξ − η⟩ ≥ l
n∑

i=1

(|ξi|2 + |ηi|2)
pi−2

2 |ξi − ηi|2 (A1)

|Dξf(x, ξ)−Dξf(x, η)| ≤ L

n∑
i=1

(|ξi|2 + |ηi|2)
pi−2

2 |ξi − ηi|, (A2)

for a.e. x ∈ Ω and all ξ, η ∈ Rn. Concerning the dependence on the x-variable, we assume that

ai(x) ∈ W 1,r
loc (Ω) ∀i = 1, . . . , n,

so that, denoting by g(x) = max
i

{|Dai(x)|}, we have that g(x) ∈ Lr
loc(Ω) and the following

inequality

|Dξf(x, ξ)−Dξf(y, ξ)| ≤ |x− y| (g(x) + g(y))
n∑

i=1

|ξi|pi−1 (A3)

holds for a.e. x, y ∈ Ω and every ξ ∈ Rn.
For the exponents pi, we shall denote by p = (p1, p2, . . . , pn) and by

W 1,p
loc (Ω) =

{
u ∈ W 1,1

loc (Ω) : uxi
∈ Lpi

loc(Ω), i = 1, . . . , n
}
,

the corresponding anisotropic Sobolev space.
We denote by p the harmonic average of pi and by p∗ the Sobolev conjugate exponent of p, i.e.

1

p
=

1

n

n∑
i=1

1

pi
, p∗ =

{
np
n−p

if p < n,

any exponent in [1,∞) if p ≥ n.
(1.3)

For an exponent 1 ≤ s ≤ ∞, we will denote by s′ the Hölder conjugate of s.

In the following, we will assume that the function ω(x) belongs to the Sobolev space W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω),
with p+2

p+1
= (p1+2

p1+1
, p2+2
p2+1

, . . . , pn+2
pn+1

).

Let us recall the following definition of local minimizer.

Definition 1.1. A function u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω) is a local minimizer of (1.1) if, for every open subset

Ω̃ ⋐ Ω, we have F(u; Ω̃) ≤ F(φ; Ω̃) for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω̃).

The energy densities f that satisfy anisotropic growth condition fit into the wider context
of those with (p, q)-growth condition as follows

|ξ|p ≤ f(x, ξ) ≤ (1 + |ξ|2)
q
2 , 1 < p < q,

where p = c(pi) and q = max{pi : i = 1, . . . , n}.
The study of regularity properties of local minimizers to functionals with non-standard growth
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started with the pioneering papers by Marcellini [43, 44]. It is now well understood that,
in order to obtain some regularity for the local minimizers of functionals with (p, q)-growth,
p < q, a restriction between the exponents p and q must be imposed (see the counterexamples
in [31, 45]). Indeed, the gap q

p
cannot differ to much from 1 and sufficient conditions to the

regularity can be expressed as

q

p
≤ c(n) → 1 as n → ∞,

according to [43, 44].
In recent years there has been a considerable of interest in variational problems with (p, q)-

growth conditions (see, for example, [3, 5, 6, 21–29, 34, 40–42] and references therein). It is
impossible to give a complete overview on the subject, however we refer the interested reader
to the recent survey [46, 47].
Compared to the above mentioned papers, the difference with our work lies in the fact that the
behavior of our functional at (1.1) depends on the components of the gradient and, although
they exhibit (p, q)-growth, they need to be treated with appropriate arguments.
Actually, the regularity of local minimizers of functionals with orthotropic structure as in (1.1) is
a well-studied problem: some results can be found in [6, 7, 9, 13, 14, 48, 50], for the homogeneous
case ω = 0, and for the non-homogeneous one, we refer to [11, 20].
In the autonomous case, i.e. ai(x) ≡ 1, for all i = 1, ..., n, it has been proved in [10], for the

sub-quadratic case with ω ∈ L
1+ 2

p1
loc (Ω), that any local minimizer u ∈ W 1,p

loc (Ω)∩L∞
loc(Ω) satisfies

|uxi
|
pi−2

2 uxi
∈ W 1,2

loc (Ω), i = 1, . . . , n. (1.4)

For the super-quadratic case, Brasco et al. [11] consider the following widely degenerate or-
thotropic functional

F (u; Ω) =
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Ω

1

pi
(|uxi

| − δi)
pi dx−

ˆ
Ω

ω u dx,

with δi ≥ 0, pi ≥ 2, u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω)∩L∞

loc(Ω) and ω ∈ W 1,p′

loc (Ω), p′ = (p′1, · · · , p′n), where p′i is the
Hölder conjugate of pi. The authors proved the higher differentiability of the local minimizers,
that is

(|uxi
| − δi)

pi
2
+

uxi

|uxi
|
∈ W 1,2

loc (Ω), i = 1, . . . , n.

In particular, for local weak solutions of the anisotropic orthotropic p-Laplace equation (i.e.
the case δi = 0), they get the regularity at (1.4).

In the paper [42] by Marcellini, it is clearly stated that currently there are few known
regularity results for problems of this type, in relation to the properties of the coefficients
ai(x). Indeed, as far as we know, few regularity results are available for the local minimizers of
functionals with an orthotropic structure in the so-called non-autonomous case (see [30, 50]).
More precisely, in the super-quadratic case it has been recently proved in [50] that, assuming
the condition pn < p1+2 and Sobolev regularity on the coefficients ai(x) of the type W 1,r, with
r > pn +2, locally bounded minimizers u of the functional (1.1), with ω ≡ 0, satisfy the higher
differentiability properties at (1.4).
Here, the main novelty with respect to the paper [50] is that we allow the presence of a forcing
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term ω. We are interested in the conditions that must be imposed on the function ω in order
to achieve analogous higher differentiability results for the solutions.
Actually, our main result consists in proving that a suitable Sobolev regularity of the coefficients
ai(x) and of the forcing term ω transfers into a higher differentiability of integer order for the
local minimizers of (1.1). Moreover, we will require a weaker differentiability assumption on
ω with respect to the one made in [11]. Indeed, since pi+2

pi+1
< p′i, we have the embedding

W 1,p′

loc (Ω) ↪→ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω).
We recall that recent studies have shown that the weak differentiability of the map Dξf(x, ξ),

whether of integer or fractional order with respect to the x-variable, is a sufficient condition to
achieve higher differentiability (see [17, 33, 34, 49] for the case of Sobolev spaces with integer
order and [4, 15, 36, 37, 39] for the fractional one) both in case of standard and non standard
growth.
In particular, the general requirement for obtaining higher differentiability for local minimizers
is a Sobolev-type regularity for the coefficients with an exponent r that is greater than or
equal to the dimension n. When dealing with bounded minimizers, the situation changes, and
sufficient assumptions on the Sobolev regularity of the coefficients can be made independently
of the dimension (see [12, 16, 17, 34]). Our result follows this approach. Even though the
order of summability of the coefficients depends on the dimension n, it does so only through
the bound that allows us to handle locally bounded minimizers.

In the statement our main result, we shall use the auxiliary function Vp(ξ) defined by

Vp(ξ) := |ξ|
p−2
2 ξ, (1.5)

for all ξ ∈ Rn.
We will denote by

1

q
=

1

n

n∑
i=1

pi + 1

pi + 2
, t :=


nq
n−q

if q < n,

any exponent in
((

p∗

pn

)′
,∞
)

if q ≥ n.
(1.6)

Our aim is to prove the following

Theorem 1.2. Let ω ∈ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω) and let u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω) be a local minimizer of (1.1) under

assumptions (A1)–(A3), with exponents pi ≥ 2,∀i = 1, . . . , n, such that

pn <

min
{p∗
t′
, p1 + 2

}
if p < n,

p1 + 2 otherwise,
(1.7)

and with a function g ∈ Lr
loc(Ω), where r satisfies the condition

r > pn + 2. (1.8)

Then,
Vpi(uxi

) ∈ W 1,2
loc (Ω) ∀i = 1, . . . , n,

and the following estimates
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|uxi
|pi+2dx

)
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≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥ω∥Lt(BR) + ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ

and

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|uxixj
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)

≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥ω∥Lt(BR) + ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ

hold for every pair of concentric balls BR/4 ⊂ BR ⋐ Ω, where c = c(n, pi, λ,Λ, R, ∥u∥∞) and
σ = σ(n, pi, r) are positive constants.

Remark 1.3. We observe that condition (1.7) in Theorem 1.2 ensures that u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω). Indeed,

by Lemma 2.12, the assumption ω ∈ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω) implies ω ∈ Lt
loc(Ω), where t was defined at

(2.4). Thus, assuming that the exponents t and pi satisfy the relation pn < p∗

t′
, we obtain that

local minimizers of (1.1) are locally bounded in Ω (see Theorem 2.3 below). If ω ∈ L∞
loc(Ω), then

this relation becomes pn < p∗, which is the usual one when dealing with bounded minimizers
(see [19]). If p ≥ n, this condition disappears, since according to (1.3) we can choose p∗ large
enough so that p1 + 2 < p∗

t′
.

Moreover, since pi ≥ 2, for every i = 1, ..., n, it holds q < p. Therefore, if p < n, the exponent
t appearing in (1.7) is equal to nq

n−q
.

Eventually, we note that the exponents p∗ and t depend on pi, hence the condition pn < p∗

t′
is

necessary, since is not satisfied for any choice of exponents pi.

Now, we briefly describe the strategy of the proof, which, as usual, will consist of an ap-
proximation argument, a uniform a priori estimate, and a passage to the limit. It is well known
that the a priori estimate needs to be established for sufficiently regular minimizers. Therefore,
the first step is to establish higher differentiability for minimizers of functionals with Lipschitz
continuous coefficients, since this result is not available in the literature. As usual the higher
differentiability is achieved with the use of the well known difference quotient methods that is
frequently used in this context.
More specifically, for a given ε ≥ 0, we investigate the function

fε(x, u, ξ) =
n∑

i=1

bi(x)

pi
|ξi|pi + ε

(
1 + |ξ|

pn
2

)2
− ω(x)u

where the coefficients bi(x) : Ω → R are non-negative and satisfy the following condition

Li = sup
x,y∈Ω,x̸=y

|bi(x)− bi(y)|
|x− y|

< ∞.

The first goal is to analyze the regularity properties of minimizers of the following functional

Fε(u,Ω) =

ˆ
Ω

fε(x, u,Du) dx.
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After, we aim to establish an uniform a priori estimate, which plays a crucial role in the proof of
our main result. Finally, Theorem 1.2 follows by proving that the a priori estimate is preserved
in passing to the limit.

The plan of the paper is briefly described. After summarizing some known results and
fixing a few notations, we prove a lemma for approximating functionals to be used in the a
priori estimates in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of some a priori estimates for
solutions to a family of approximating problems. Next, in Section 5, we pass to the limit in the
approximating problems.

2 Preliminaries
In this section we introduce some notations and collect several results that we shall use to

establish our main result. We denote by c or C a general constant that may vary on different
occasions, even within the same line of estimates.

In what follows, B(x, r) = Br(x) = {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| < r} will denote the ball centered at
x of radius r. We will omit the indication of the center x when no confusion arises.

Now, we recall a well-known iteration lemma (see [35, Lemma 6.1]).

Lemma 2.1. Let Z(t) : [ρ,R] → R be a bounded nonnegative function, where R > 0. Assume
that for ρ ≤ t < s ≤ R it holds

Z(t) ≤ θZ(s) + A(s− t)−α +B(s− t)−β + C

where θ ∈ (0, 1), A, B, C ≥ 0, α > β > 0 are constants. Then there exists a constant
c = c(α, θ, β) such that

Z(ρ) ≤ c

(
A(R− ρ)−α +B(R− ρ)−β + C

)
.

At this point, we recall a result that will become significant later (for the proof see [9,
Proposition 4.3]).

Proposition 2.2. Let u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω) and assume that there exists k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} such that

|uxkxk
|2|uxk

|pk−2 ∈ L1
loc(Ω).

If u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω), then uxk

∈ Lpk+2
loc (Ω) and there exist constants C = C(n, pk) > 0 and γ = γ(pk)

such that for every pair of concentric balls Bρ ⊂ BR ⋐ Ω, it holds the following
ˆ
Bρ

|uxk
|pk+2dx ≤ C||u||2∞

(ˆ
BR

|uxkxk
|2|uxk

|pk−2dx+

(
1

R− ρ

)γ ˆ
BR

|uxk
|pkdx

)
. (2.1)

We shall use the following local boundedness result for minimizers of the anisotropic func-
tional defined at (1.1), whose proof can be found in [18, Corollary 2.4].

Theorem 2.3. Let f = f(x, ξ) be the integrand defined at (1.2) and assume that ω ∈ Lt(Ω),

with
(

p∗

pn

)′
< t ≤ ∞, where p̄∗ is the Sobolev exponent of p̄, with p̄ defined at (1.3). Then,

every local minimizer u of (1.1) is locally bounded in Ω.
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2.1 Algebraic inequalities

For the function Vp(ξ), defined at (1.5), we recall the following estimate (see e.g. [35, Lemma
8.3]).

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < +∞. There exist positive constants c1 and c2, depending only on n
and p, such that

c1(|ξ|2 + |η|2) p−2
2 ≤ |Vp(ξ)− Vp(η)|2

|ξ − η|2
≤ c2(|ξ|2 + |η|2) p−2

2 ,

for any ξ, η ∈ Rn, with ξ ̸= η.

For further needs we state the following lemma for the function Zδ(ξ) = (1 + |ξ|2) δ
2 ξ, whose

proof is obtained by combining [32, formula 2.1] and [1, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.5. Let δ ≥ 0. There exists a constant c1 = c1(δ) > 0 such that

c1⟨Zδ(ξ)− Zδ(η), ξ − η⟩ ≥ |ξ − η|2(1 + |ξ|2 + |η|2)
δ
2 ,

for any ξ, η ∈ Rn.

We conclude this section with an algebraic inequality, which can be found in [8, 35].

Lemma 2.6. For any α > 0, there exists a constant c = c(α) such that, for all η, ζ ∈ Rn \ {0},
we have

1

c

∣∣|η|α−1η − |ζ|α−1ζ
∣∣ ≤ (|η|+ |ζ|)α−1 |η − ζ| ≤ c

∣∣ |η|α−1η − |ζ|α−1ζ
∣∣ .

2.2 Difference quotient

In this section we recall some properties of the finite difference quotient operator that will
be needed in the sequel.

Definition 2.7. Let F be a function defined in an open set Ω ⊂ Rn, let h be a real number,
the finite difference operator τs,hF (x) is defined as follows

τs,hF (x) := F (x+ hes)− F (x),

where es denotes the direction of the xs axis.

The function τs,hF is defined in the set

Ω|h| := {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) > |h|} = {x ∈ Ω : x+ hes ∈ Ω}.

We start with the description of some elementary properties that can be found, for example,
in [35]. When no confusion can arise, we shall omit the index s, and we shall write simply τh
instead of τs,h
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Proposition 2.8. Let F ∈ W 1,p(Ω), with p ≥ 1, and let G : Ω → R be a measurable function.
Then:
(i) τhF ∈ W 1,p(Ω|h|) and

Di(τhF ) = τh(DiF ).

(ii) If at least one of the functions F or G has support contained in Ω|h|, then
ˆ
Ω

FτhGdx =

ˆ
Ω

Gτ−hFdx.

(iii) We have
τh(FG)(x) = F (x+ h)τhG(x) +G(x)τhF (x).

The next result about the finite difference operator is a kind of integral version of Lagrange
Theorem.

Lemma 2.9. If 0 < ρ < R, |h| < R−ρ
2

, 1 < p < +∞ and F, DsF ∈ Lp(BR), thenˆ
Bρ

|τs,hF (x)|pdx ≤ c(n, p)|h|p
ˆ
BR

|DsF (x)|pdx.

Moreover, ˆ
Bρ

|F (x+ h)|pdx ≤
ˆ
BR

|F (x)|pdx.

We conclude by recalling the following

Lemma 2.10. If 0 < ρ < R, |h| < R−ρ
2

, 1 < p < +∞ and F ∈ Lp(BR). If there exists a
positive constant C such that ˆ

Bρ

|τs,hF (x)|pdx ≤ C|h|p, (2.2)

for every h, then the distributional derivative DsF belongs to Lp(Bρ).
Moreover it holds ˆ

Bρ

|DF (x)|pdx ≤ C. (2.3)

2.3 Anisotropic Sobolev spaces

Here, we collect some well-known inequalities in the setting of anisotropic Sobolev spaces.
Let pi ≥ 1, i = 1, ..., n. We denote by p the harmonic average of pi and by p∗ the Sobolev
conjugate exponent of p defined at (1.3).

We recall the following embedding results for anisotropic Sobolev spaces. We refer to [2,
30, 51].

Lemma 2.11. Let E ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and let pi ≥ 1, for all i = 1, ..., n. If
u ∈ W 1,p

0 (E), then there exists a positive constant c depending on n, pi and, only in the case
p ≥ n, also on p∗ and E, such that

||u||Lp∗ (E) ≤ c

n∑
i=1

||uxi
||Lpi (E).

8



Lemma 2.12. Let E ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and consider u ∈ W 1,p(E), with pi ≥ 1, for
all i = 1, ..., n.
If p ≤ n, then there exists a positive constant γ1 depending on n, pi and, only in the case p = n,
also on p∗ and E, such that

||u||Lp∗ (E) ≤ γ1

[
n∑

i=1

||uxi
||Lpi (E) + ||u||L1(E)

]
.

If p > n, there exists a positive constant γ2 depending only on n, pi and E, such that

||u||L∞(E) ≤ γ2

[
n∑

i=1

||uxi
||Lpi (E) + ||u||L1(E)

]
.

3 A regularized problem
In this section we prove a regularity result for more regular problems with respect to (1.1)

that will be needed in the approximation procedure. More precisely, for ε ≥ 0 we consider

fε(x, u, ξ) =
n∑

i=1

bi(x)

pi
|ξi|pi + ε(1 + |ξ|

pn
2 )2 − ω(x)u (3.1)

with bi(x) : Ω → [0,+∞), i = 1, . . . , n, non-negative, Lipschitz continuous coefficients, i.e., the
following conditions hold

Li = sup
x,y∈Ω,x̸=y

|bi(x)− bi(y)|
|x− y|

< ∞, i = 1, .., n. (3.2)

Setting f̃(x, ξ) =
∑n

i=1 bi(x)|ξi|pi , one can easily check that

|Dξf̃(x, ξ)−Dξf̃(y, ξ)| ≤ K|x− y|
n∑

i=1

|ξi|pi−1 (A3’)

for a.e. x, y ∈ Ω and every ξ ∈ Rn, where K = K(Li, pi) .
We recall a Lipschitz regularity Theorem for the minimizers of the functional

Fε(x,Dv) =

ˆ
Ω

fε(x, v,Dv) dx, (3.3)

that can be deduced by [35, Theorem 8.9] in the case p = pn, where fε was defined at (3.1).

Theorem 3.1. Let f̃ satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3’) and ω ∈ L∞(Ω). Let uε ∈ W 1,pn
loc (Ω) be a

local minimizer of (3.3). Then, uε ∈ W 1,∞
loc (Ω)

We shall use the higher differentiability of the minimizers uε of Fε that, as far we know, is
not available in literature and that is contained in the following

Lemma 3.2. Let f̃ satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3’) for exponents pi ≥ 2, ∀i = 1, . . . , n, and

assume ω ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω). Let uε ∈ W 1,pn
loc (Ω) be a local minimizer of the functional

(3.3). Then, we have
Vpi((uε)xi

) ∈ W 1,2
loc (Ω), ∀i = 1, . . . , n.

9



Proof. We start by observing that uε solves the following Euler-Lagrange system
ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x,Duε(x)) + ε(1 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 Duε(x), Dφ(x)⟩ dx =

ˆ
Ω

ω(x)φ(x) dx, (3.4)

for every φ ∈ W 1,pn
0 (Ω) and that by Theorem 3.1 uε ∈ W 1,∞

loc (Ω).
Fix a ball BR ⋐ Ω and consider radii 0 < ρ < t < R, a cut-off function η ∈ C∞

0 (Bt), with
η = 1 on Bρ, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, |Dη| ≤ c

t−ρ
and |h| ≤ R−t

2
. We test (3.4) with the function

φ = τj,−h

(
η2τj,huε

)
thus obtaining

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x,Duε(x)) + ε(1 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 Duε(x), τj,−hD
(
η2τj,huε(x)

)
⟩ dx

=

ˆ
Ω

ω(x)τj,−h

(
η2τj,huε(x)

)
dx ,

and hence, by (ii) of Proposition 2.8,
ˆ
Ω

⟨τj,hfξ(x,Duε(x)) + ετj,h(1 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 Duε(x), D
(
η2τj,huε(x)

)
⟩ dx

=

ˆ
Ω

τj,hω(x)η
2τj,huε(x) dx . (3.5)

Since
D(η2τj,h(uε)) = 2ηDητj,h(uε) + η2τj,hDuε

and

τj,hfξ(x,Duε(x)) + ετj,h

(
(1 + |Duε(x)|2)

pn−2
2 Duε(x)

)
= fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))

+ fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))− fξ(x,Duε(x))

+ ετj,h

(
(1 + |Duε(x)|2)

pn−2
2 Duε(x)

)
,

we may rewrite equality (3.5) as follows

0 =

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x)), η
2τj,hDuε(x)⟩ dx

+ 2

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x)), ηDητj,huε(x)⟩ dx

+ 2

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))− fξ(x,Duε(x)), ηDητj,huε(x)⟩ dx

+

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))− fξ(x,Duε(x)), η
2τj,hDuε(x)⟩ dx

+ 2ε

ˆ
Ω

⟨τj,h
(
(1 + |Duε(x)|2)

pn−2
2 Duε(x)

)
, ηDητj,huε(x)⟩ dx
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+ ε

ˆ
Ω

⟨τj,h
(
(1 + |Duε(x)|2)

pn−2
2 Duε(x)

)
, η2τj,hDuε(x)⟩ dx

−
ˆ
Ω

τj,hω(x)η
2τj,huε(x) dx

=: J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5 + J6 + J7.

Therefore
J1 + J6 ≤ |J2|+ |J3|+ |J4|+ |J5|+ |J7|. (3.6)

From (A1), we infer

J1 =

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x)), η
2τj,hDuε(x)⟩ dx

≥ l

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
(x)|2dx =: lRHS (3.7)

The integral J6 can be estimated by using Lemma 2.5 with δ = pn − 2, as follows

J6 ≥
ε

c

ˆ
Ω

η2(1 + |Duε(x+ hej)|2 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 |τj,hDuε(x)|2 =:
ε

c
RHS, (3.8)

where c = c(pn) is the constant appearing in Lemma 2.5.
Now we consider the term |J2|. By hypotesis (A2) and by Young’s inequality, we get

|J2| = 2

∣∣∣∣ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x)), η ηxi
τj,huε⟩ dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ 2c

ˆ
Ω

η
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
||τj,huε||ηxi

|dx

≤ β

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x)(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

RHS

+ cβ

ˆ
Ω

n∑
i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huε|2 |ηxi
|2dx

≤ β RHS +
cβ(∥Duε∥∞)

(t− ρ)2

ˆ
Bt

|τj,huε|2dx

≤ β RHS +
cβ(R, ∥Duε∥∞)

(t− ρ)2
|h|2
ˆ
BR

|(uε)xj
(x)|2dx

≤ β RHS +
cβ(R, ∥Duε∥∞)

(t− ρ)2
|h|2, (3.9)

where to estimate the last integral in the right-hand side we used Lemma 2.9 and that Duε is
locally bounded.

Now, we turn our attention to |J3|. From condition (A3’) and the properties of η, we get

|J3| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))− fξ(x,Duε(x)), 2ηDητj,huε⟩ dx
∣∣∣∣
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≤ |h|K
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Ω

2η|ηxi
||τj,huε| |(uε)xi

|pi−1dx

≤ |h|c(K)

t− ρ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

|τj,huε| |(uε)xi
|pi−1dx

)

≤ |h|2 c(K,R)

t− ρ

n∑
i=1

||(uε)xi
||pi−1
L∞(BR)

(ˆ
BR

|(uε)xj
(x)|pjdx

) 1
pj

≤ |h|2 c(K,R, ∥Duε∥∞)

t− ρ
, (3.10)

where, as before, we used Theorem 3.1, Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9.
Similarly as for the estimate of J3, from condition (A3’) and the properties of η, we obtain

|J4| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Duε(x))− fξ(x,Duε(x)), η
2τj,hDuε⟩ dx

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
Ω

n∑
i=1

η2(bi(x+ ejh)− bi(x))|(uε)xi
|pi−1 τj,h(uε)xi

dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ c|h|K

n∑
i=1

ˆ
Ω

η2|τj,h(uε)xi
| |(uε)xi

|pi−1dx

≤ β

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

RHS

+ cβ|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt

η2|(uε)xi
|pi dx

≤ βRHS + cβ|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt

|(uε)xi
|pi dx

≤ βRHS + cβ(R, ∥Duε∥∞)|h|2. (3.11)

Now, we take care of |J5|. From Lemma 2.4, Young’s inequality with exponents (2, 2) and the
properties of η, we get

|J5| ≤ 2ε

ˆ
Ω

|τj,h((1 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 Duε(x))| |η||Dη||τj,huε| dx

≤ cε

ˆ
Ω

(1 + |Duε(x+ hej)|2 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 |τj,hDuε(x)| η|Dη||τj,huε| dx

≤ ε

2c

ˆ
Ω

η2(1 + |Duε(x+ hej)|2 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 |τj,hDuε(x)|2 dx︸ ︷︷ ︸
RHS

+
cε

(t− ρ)2

ˆ
Bt

(1 + |Duε(x+ hej)|2 + |Duε(x)|2)
pn−2

2 |τj,huε|2 dx

≤ ε

2c
RHS +

c(∥Duε∥∞)ε

(t− ρ)2

ˆ
Bt

|τj,huε|2dx
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≤ ε

2c
RHS +

c(∥Duε∥∞)ε

(t− ρ)2
|h|2
ˆ
BR

|Duε|2dx

≤ ε

2c
RHS +

c(R, ∥Duε∥∞)ε

(t− ρ)2
|h|2, (3.12)

where we used that Duε is locally bounded, by Theorem 3.1, and Lemma 2.9.
From the assumption on ω and since uε is locally Lipschitz continuous in Ω, we may use Hölder’s
inequality and Lemma 2.9, thus getting the following estimate for |J7|

|J7| ≤
ˆ
Bt

|τj,hω| |τj,huε| dx

≤
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,hω|
pj+2

pj+1 dx

) pj+1

pj+2
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,huε|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

≤ c|h|2
(ˆ

BR

|ωxj
|
pj+2

pj+1 dx

) pj+1

pj+2
(ˆ

BR

|(uε)xj
|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

≤ c|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx

) pi+1

pi+2

, (3.13)

where we also used the properties of η.
Inserting (3.7), (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.13) in (3.6) and reabsorbing the

term RHS , we obtain

l

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx+

ε

2c
RHS

≤ 2β

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx

+
cβ

(t− ρ)2
|h|2 + c(K)

(t− ρ)
|h|2 + cβ|h|2 +

cε

(t− ρ)2
|h|2

+ c|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx

) pi+1

pi+2

. (3.14)

Since RHS is non-negative, we obviously have

l

2

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx

≤ l

2

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx+

ε

2c
RHS. (3.15)

Hence, from (3.14) and (3.15), choosing β = l
4

and reabsorbing the first term in the right-hand
side by the left-hand side, we get

l

2

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|(uε)xi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |(uε)xi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,h(uε)xi
|2dx
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≤ cβ
(t− ρ)2

|h|2 + c(K)

(t− ρ)
|h|2 + cβ|h|2 +

cε

(t− ρ)2
|h|2

+ c|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx

) pi+1

pi+2

, (3.16)

with a constant c = c(l,K,R).
Applying Lemma 2.4 in the left-hand side of (3.16) and using that η = 1 on Bρ, we get

n∑
i=1

ˆ
Bρ

|τj,hVpi((uε)xi
)|2dx ≤ |h|2

{
cβ

(t− ρ)2
+

c(K)

(t− ρ)
+ cβ +

cε

(t− ρ)2

+
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx

) pi+1

pi+2

}
,

and so

n∑
i=1

ˆ
Bρ

|τj,hVpi((uε)xi
)|2dx ≤ c|h|2

[
1 +

n∑
i=1

∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

]
, (3.17)

for a positive constant c = c(n, pi, ρ, R, λ,K, ||Du||∞). Then we have that

Vpi((uε)xi
) ∈ W 1,2

loc (Ω), ∀i = 1, . . . , n,

which implies in particular that

|(uε)xixj
|2|(uε)xi

|pi−2 ∈ L1
loc(Ω), ∀i = 1, . . . , n and ∀j = 1, . . . , n.

4 A priori estimates
The main aim of this section is to establish the following a priori estimate which is the main

step in the proof of our main result.

Theorem 4.1. Let ω ∈ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω) and let u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω)∩L∞

loc(Ω) be a local minimizer of (1.1)
under assumptions (A1)–(A3), with exponents pi ≥ 2,∀i = 1, . . . , n, such that pn < p1 +2, and
with a function g ∈ Lr

loc(Ω), where r satisfies the condition (1.8). If we assume that

Vpi(uxi
) ∈ W 1,2

loc (Ω), ∀i = 1, . . . , n, (4.1)

then the following estimates

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|uxi
|pi+2dx

)
≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)γ

(4.2)
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and
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|uxixj
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)γ

(4.3)

hold for every pair of concentric balls BR/4 ⊂ BR ⋐ Ω, where c = c(n, pi, λ,Λ, R, ∥u∥∞) and
γ = γ(n, pi, r) are positive constants.

Proof. We start by observing that, thanks to assumption (1.7), Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 2.12,
we have u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). Therefore, by virtue of the local boundedness of u and of assumption
(4.1), an application of Proposition 2.2 gives that

uxk
∈ Lpk+2

loc (Ω) for every k ∈ N. (4.4)

Fix a ball BR ⋐ Ω and consider radii R
4

< ρ < s < t < t′ < σ < R, a cut-off function
η ∈ C∞

0 (Bt), with η = 1 on Bs, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, |Dη| ≤ c
t−s

and |h| ≤ t′−t
2

. We test the Euler-
Lagrange equation of (1.1) with the function

φ = τj,−h(η
2τj,hu),

thus getting

0 =

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x)), η2τj,hDu⟩ dx

+

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x)), 2ηDητj,hu⟩ dx

+

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x))− fξ(x,Du(x)), 2ηDητj,hu⟩ dx

+

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x))− fξ(x,Du(x)), η2τj,hDu⟩ dx

−
ˆ
Ω

τj,hω(x)η
2τj,hu(x) dx

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

From the previous equality, we deduce that

I1 ≤ |I2|+ |I3|+ |I4|+ |I5|. (4.5)

By virtue of assumption (A1), we infer

I1 =

ˆ
Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x)), η2τj,hDu⟩ dx

≥ l

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx =: lRHS. (4.6)

Now we consider the term |I2|. By using hypotesis (A2), Young’s inequality, we get

|I2| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x+ ejh))− fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x)), 2η ηxi
τj,hu⟩ dx

∣∣∣∣
15



≤ 2L

ˆ
Ω

η
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
||τj,hu||ηxi

|dx

≤ 2ε

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

RHS

+ cε

ˆ
Ω

n∑
i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,hu|2 |ηxi
|2dx

≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2

ˆ
Bt

n∑
i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,hu|2dx

≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi
2 dx

) pi−2

pi ·

·
( ˆ

Bt

|τj,hu|pidx
) 2

pi

≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,hu|pidx
) 2

pi , (4.7)

where in the last two inequalities we used that |Dη| ≤ c
t−s

, Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9.
For the estimate of the last term in (4.7), we have to distinguish between two cases, as done in
[11].
Case 1: i ≤ j ≤ n. In this case we have that pi ≤ pj and this allows us to apply Hölder’s
inequality as follows

ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|pi dx ≤ c(R, pi, pj)

(ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|pj dx
) pi

pj

≤ c(R, pi, pj)|h|pi
(ˆ

Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) pi
pj

. (4.8)

Case 2: j+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now, it holds pi ≥ pj, but, by assumption (1.7), we know that
pi ≤ pn ≤ p1 + 2 ≤ pj + 2. Therefore, by Hölder’s inequality we deduce

ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|pi dx ≤ c(R, pi, pj)

(ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|pj+2

) pi
pj+2

≤ c(R, pi, pj)|h|pi
(ˆ

Bt′

|uxj
|pj+2

) pi
pj+2

, (4.9)

where the last integral is finite by (4.4).
Next, inserting (4.8) and (4.9) in (4.7), we infer

|I2| ≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2
|h|2

j∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
cε

(t− s)2
|h|2

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj+2

) 2
pj+2
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≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2
|h|2

j∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
cε,β

(t− s)2
|h|2

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj + β|h|2
ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj+2,

where, in the last line, we used Young’s inequality. Therefore, we conclude that

|I2| ≤ 2εRHS +
cε

(t− s)2
|h|2

j∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
cε,β

(t− s)2
|h|2

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj + β|h|2
ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj+2. (4.10)

From condition (A3), Lemma 2.9, the properties of η and Hölder’s inequality, we derive

|I3| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x))− fξ(x,Du(x)), 2ηDητj,hu⟩ dx
∣∣∣∣

≤ 2|h|
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Ω

η|ηxi
||τj,hu|

(
g(x+ h) + g(x)

)
|uxi

|pi−1dx

≤ c

t− s
|h|

n∑
i=1

ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|
(
g(x+ h) + g(x)

)
|uxi

|pi−1dx

≤ c

t− s
|h|
(ˆ

BR

g(x)rdx

) 1
r

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|
r

r−1 |uxi
|
r(pi−1)

r−1 dx

) r−1
r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

. (4.11)

Notice that
1

pj + 2

r

r − 1
< 1

if and only if

r >
pj + 2

pj + 1
. (4.12)

Inequality (4.12) is satisfied by virtue of assumption (1.8), once we observe that

r > pn + 2 ≥ pj + 2 >
pj + 2

pj + 1
.

Thanks to Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9, we get

J ≤
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,hu|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

|uxi
|
(pj+2)(pi−1)r

(r−1)(pj+2)−r dx

) (r−1)(pj+2)−r

r(pj+2)

Notice that
(pj + 2)(pi − 1)r

(r − 1)(pj + 2)− r
≤ pi + 2
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if and only if

r ≥ (pi + 2)(pj + 2)

3pj − pi + 4
. (4.13)

Inequality (4.13) is satisfied by virtue of assumption (1.8) and since

(pi + 2)(pj + 2)

3pj − pi + 4
< pi + 2,

once we observe that
pi < 2pj + 2

holds true by assumption (1.7).
Hence, we can apply Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9 to infer

J ≤ c(R)

(ˆ
Bt

|τj,hu|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

) pi−1

pi+2

≤ c(R)|h|
(ˆ

Bt

|uxj
|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

) pi−1

pi+2

. (4.14)

Now inserting (4.14) in (4.11), using twice Young’s inequality and denoting by α = pi+2
3

the
conjugate of the exponent pi+2

pi−1
and δ the conjugate of pj+2

α
> 1, we have

|I3| ≤
cβ

(t− s)α
|h|2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α
r
(ˆ

Bt

|uxj
|pj+2 dx

) α
pj+2

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

≤ c̄β
(t− s)αδ

|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ |h|2β
ˆ
Bt

|uxj
|pj+2 dx

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

≤ c̄β
(t− s)αδ

|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2 dx

≤ c̄β
(t− s)αδ

|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ |h|22β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2 dx. (4.15)

Similarly as for the estimate of I3, we obtain

|I4| =
∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω

⟨fξ(x+ ejh,Du(x))− fξ(x,Du(x)), η2τj,hDu⟩ dx
∣∣∣∣
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≤ c|h|
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Ω

η2|τj,huxi
| (g(x+ h) + g(x)) |uxi

|pi−1dx

≤ ε

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx︸ ︷︷ ︸

RHS

+ cε|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Ω

η2|uxi
|pi (g(x+ h) + g(x))2 dx

≤ εRHS + cε|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)rdx

) 2
r
(ˆ

Bt

|uxi
|
pir

r−2dx

) r−2
r

. (4.16)

We note that
(pi + 2)

pir
(r − 2) > 1 ⇐⇒ r > pi + 2

which is true by assumption (1.8). Therefore applying Hölder’s inequality in (4.16), we infer

|I4| ≤ εRHS + cε|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)rdx

) 2
r
(ˆ

Bt

|uxi
|pi+2dx

) pi
pi+2

≤ εRHS + cε,β|h|2
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

) pi+2

r

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2dx

≤ εRHS + cε,β|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ |h|2β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2dx, (4.17)

where we used Young’s inequality with exponents pi+2
pi

and pi+2
2

and γ = γ(pi).
By applying Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.9 and Young’s inequality, we estimate |I5| as

follows

|I5| ≤
ˆ
Bt

|τj,hω| |τj,hu| dx

≤
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,hω|
pj+2

pj+1 dx

) pj+1

pj+2
(ˆ

Bt

|τj,hu|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

≤ c|h|2
(ˆ

Bt′

|ωxj
|
pj+2

pj+1 dx

) pj+1

pj+2
(ˆ

Bt′

|uxj
|pj+2 dx

) 1
pj+2

≤ cβ|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx+ β|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2 dx, (4.18)

where we also used the properties of η and that ω ∈ W
1,p+2

p+1

loc (Ω).
Inserting (4.6), (4.10), (4.15), (4.17) and (4.18) in (4.5), we get

l

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx
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≤ 3ε

ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx

+
cε

(t− s)2
|h|2

j∑
i=1

( ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
cε,β

(t− s)2
|h|2

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj + 5β|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2

+
c̄β

(t− s)αδ
|h|2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ cβ|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx. (4.19)

Choosing ε = l
6
, we can reabsorb the first integral in the right-hand side of (4.19) by the

left-hand side thus getting
ˆ
Ω

η2
n∑

i=1

(
|uxi

(x+ ejh)|2 + |uxi
(x)|2

) pi−2

2 |τj,huxi
|2dx

≤ c

(t− s)2
|h|2

j∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
cβ

(t− s)2
|h|2

n∑
i=j+1

( ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj + 5β|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2

+
c̄β

(t− s)αδ
|h|2

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ cβ|h|2
n∑

i=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx. (4.20)

Then, by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.10, letting |h| → 0, we obtain

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bs

|uxixj
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)

≤ c

(t− s)2

j∑
i=1

( ˆ
BR

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) pi−2

pi ·
(ˆ

BR

|uxj
|pj dx

) 2
pj

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj
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+
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

i=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2

+ cβ

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxi
|
pi+2

pi+1 dx, (4.21)

which in particular yields for every i = 1, . . . , n
ˆ
Bs

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx ≤ c

(t− s)2

i∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) ph−2

ph ·
(ˆ

BR

|uxi
|pi dx

) 2
pi

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
h=i+1

( ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi

+
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx. (4.22)

Summing over i = 1, . . . , n, the previous inequality, we infer
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
Bs

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)

≤ c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

i∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) ph−2

ph

·
(ˆ

BR

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) 2
pi

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

n∑
h=i+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi

+ n

[
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

)

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]

≤ c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) pi−2

pi

·
n∑

i=1

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) 2
pi

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

n∑
h=i+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi
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+ n

[
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

)

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]

≤ c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

)α̃

·
n∑

i=1

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

)β̃

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

n∑
h=i+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi

+ n

[
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cβ

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

)

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]

≤ c

(t− s)2
n2

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

)α̃

·

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

)β̃

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

n∑
h=i+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi

+ n

[
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ cε,β|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

)

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]

≤ n2c

(t− s)2

(
1 +

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

)α̃+β̃

+
c

(t− s)2

n∑
i=1

n∑
h=i+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxh
(x)|ph dx

) (ph−2)(pi+2)

ph pi

+ n

[
c̄β

(t− s)αδ

n∑
h=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r
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+ cε,β|h|2
(ˆ

BR

g(x)r dx

)γ

+ 5β
n∑

h=1

(ˆ
Bt′

|uxh
|ph+2

)

+ cβ

n∑
h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]
, (4.23)

where α̃ = max{pi−2
pi

, i = 1, . . . , n} and β̃ = max{ 2
pi
, i = 1, . . . , n}.

From the hypothesis
Vpi(uxi

) ∈ W 1,2
loc (Ω)

and Proposition 2.2 together Theorem with 2.3, we have

uxi
∈ Lpi+2

loc (Ω), ∀i = 1, . . . , n

and the following estimate holds for every i = 1, . . . , n
ˆ
Bt′

|uxi
|pi+2dx ≤ c∥u∥∞

[(ˆ
Bσ

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
+

1

(σ − t′)γ

(ˆ
Bσ

|uxi
|pidx

)γ]
≤ c∥u∥∞

[(ˆ
Bσ

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
+

1

(σ − t′)γ

(ˆ
BR

|uxi
|pidx

)γ]
, (4.24)

with c = c(n, pi) and γ = γ(pi).
Summing the inequality (4.24) over i = 1, . . . , n and inserting the resulting inequality in (4.23),
we find that

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
Bs

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)

≤ β c̃∥u∥∞
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
Bσ

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
+

n2c

(t− s)2

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

)α̃+β̃

+
c2

(t− s)2

n∑
j=1

n∑
i=j+1

(ˆ
BR

|uxi
(x)|pi dx

) (pi−2)(pj+2)

pi pj

+
c1

(t− s)αδ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

)α δ
r

+ c3

[(ˆ
BR

g(x)r dx

) pn+2
r

+
n∑

h=1

ˆ
BR

|ωxh
|
ph+2

ph+1 dx

]

+
c4

(σ − t′)γ

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

|uxi
|pidx

)γ

. (4.25)

Setting

ϕ(ρ) =
n∑

i=1

(ˆ
Bρ

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
dx,

inequality (4.25) can be written as follows

ϕ(ρ) ≤ βc̃∥u∥∞ϕ(σ) + c3 +
c2

(t− s)2
+

c1
(t− s)αδ

+
c4

(σ − t′)γ
(4.26)
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Choosing β > 0 such that θ = βc̃∥u∥∞ < 1 and since (4.26) holds true for every radii ρ < s <
t < t′ < σ, we may select radii selecting radii

s = ρ+
σ − ρ

4
, t = ρ+

σ − ρ

2
, t′ = ρ+

3(σ − ρ)

4
,

so that t− s = σ − t′ = σ−ρ
4
. Hence, (4.26) becomes

ϕ(ρ) ≤ θϕ(σ) + c3 +
c̃2

(σ − ρ)2
+

c̃1
(σ − ρ)αδ

+
c̃4

(σ − ρ)γ
. (4.27)

Since (4.27) holds true for every R
4
< ρ < σ < R, we are legitimate to apply Lemma 2.1 to the

function ϕ : [R
4
, R] → R, thus getting

ϕ

(
R

4

)
≤ c3 +

c̃2
R2

+
c̃1
Rαδ

+
c̃4
Rγ

. (4.28)

Recalling the definition of ϕ(t), (4.28) yields that

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|uxixi
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx ≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ

,

(4.29)

where c = c(pi, n, l, L,R, ∥u∥∞) and σ = σ(n, pi, r). Putting (4.29) in (4.24), we derive also

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|uxi
|pi+2dx ≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ

, (4.30)

for positive constants c = c(n, pi, λ,Λ, R, ∥u∥∞) and σ = σ(n, pi, r).
Now, inserting (4.30) in (4.21), we infer for every j = 1, . . . , n

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|uxixj
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx

)
≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥uxi

∥Lpi (BR) + ∥ωxi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ

,

(4.31)

which concludes the proof.

5 Approximation
In order to perform the approximation argument, let us fix a non-negative smooth kernel

ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (B1(0)) such that

´
B1(0)

ϕ = 1 and consider the corresponding family of mollifiers
(ϕk)k>0. We set, for a given ball BR ⋐ Ω ,

aki = ai ∗ ϕk, ωk = ω ∗ ϕk,

gk(x) = max
i

{|Daki (x)|} (5.1)
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and, for x ∈ BR, we define

fk(x, ξ) =
n∑

i=1

aki (x)|ξ|pi , (5.2)

for every k < dist(BR,Ω). We shall use the following

Fk(v,BR) :=

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dv)− ω(x)v(x)

)
dx

and
Fk

ε (v,BR) :=

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dv) + ε(1 + |Dv|2)

pn
2 − ωk(x)v(x)

)
dx.

One can easily check that fk(x, ξ) satisfies assumptions (A1)–(A2) and (A3’), with
K = supBR

|gk(x)| that is finite since aki (x) ∈ W 1,∞(BR) and then gk ∈ L∞(BR).

We are in position to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We consider the variational problems

inf

{ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dv) + ε(1 + |Dv|2)

pn
2 − ωk(x)v(x)

)
dx : v ∈ W 1,pn

0 (BR) + uη

}
, (5.3)

where
uη = u ∗ ςη

is the mollification of the local minimizer u of (1.1), for a sequence of mollifier ςn.
It is well known that, by the direct methods of the calculus of variations, there exists a unique
solution uη

k,ε ∈ W 1,pn
0 (BR) + uη of the problem (5.3). Since the integrand

fk(x,Dv) + ε(1 + |Dv|2)
pn
2 − ωk(x)v(x)

satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

Vpi((u
η
k,ε)xi

) ∈ W 1,2
loc (BR) ∀i = 1, ..., n.

Hence we are legitimate to use estimate (4.2) of Theorem 4.1, to obtain that
n∑

i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|(uη
k,ε)xi

|pi+2dx

≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

|(uη
k,ε)xi

|pi dx+ ∥ωk
xi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥gk∥Lr(BR)

)σ

≤ c(λ)

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR

aki (x) |(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx+ ∥ωk
xi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

)
+ ∥gk∥Lr(BR)

)σ

, (5.4)

where c is a positive constant that is independent on ε, k and η and where we used that
aki (x) ≥ λ, ∀i, k. Now, by the very definition of fk, the minimality of uη

k,ε and using uη as test
function, we get

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

aki (x)|(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx
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=

ˆ
BR

fk(x,Duη
k,ε) dx

≤
ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη

k,ε) + ε(1 + |Duη
k,ε|

2)
pn
2 − ω(x)uη

k,ε

)
dx+

ˆ
BR

ω(x)uη
k,εdx

≤
ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη) + ε(1 + |Duη|2)

pn
2 − ω(x)uη

)
dx+

ˆ
BR

ω(x)uη
k,εdx

=

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη) + ε(1 + |Duη|2)

pn
2

)
dx+

ˆ
BR

ωk(x)(uη
k,ε − uη)dx. (5.5)

From the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality at Lemma 2.11, we derive that

∥uη
k,ε − uη∥Lp∗ (BR) ≤ c

n∑
i=1

∥(uη
k,ε)xi

− (uη)xi
∥Lpi (BR)

≤ c

n∑
i=1

(
∥(uη

k,ε)xi
∥Lpi (BR) + ∥(uη)xi

∥Lpi (BR)

)
,

and so the second integral in the right hand side of (5.5) can be estimated as follows
ˆ
BR

ωk(x)(uη
k,ε − uη)dx ≤ ∥ωk∥

L
p∗

p∗−1 (BR)
∥uη

k,ε − uη∥Lp∗ (BR)

≤ c(n, pi, R)∥ωk∥
L

p∗
p∗−1 (BR)

n∑
i=1

(
∥(uη

k,ε)xi
∥Lpi (BR) + ∥(uη)xi

∥Lpi (BR)

)
≤ λ

2

n∑
i=1

∥(uη
k,ε)xi

∥piLpi (BR)

+ c(n, pi, λ, R)

(
∥ωk∥

pi
pi−1

L
p∗

p∗−1 (BR)

+ ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)+

)
≤ 1

2

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

aki (x)|(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx

+
n∑

i=1

c(n, pi, λ, R)

(
∥ωk∥

pi
pi−1

L
p∗

p∗−1 (BR)

+ ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

)
≤ 1

2

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

aki (x)|(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx

+
n∑

i=1

c(n, pi, λ, R)

(
∥ωk∥

pi
pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

)
, (5.6)

where we also used Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and that ω ∈ Lt(BR) ⊂ L
p∗

p∗−1 (BR).
Putting the previous estimate in (5.5) and reabsorbing the term

∑n
i=1

´
BR

aki (x)|(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx
from the right hand side by the left hand side, we get

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

aki (x)|(u
η
k,ε)xi

|pi dx
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≤ 2

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη) + ε(1 + |Duη|2)

pn
2

)
dx

+
n∑

i=1

c(n, pi, λ, R)

(
∥ωk∥

pi
pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

)
.

Inserting the previous inequality in (5.4), we obtain

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|(uη
k,ε)xi

|pi+2dx

≤ c

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη) + ε(1 + |Duη|2)

pn
2

)
dx+ ∥gk∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωk∥

pi
pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥ωk
xi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

, (5.7)

for a positive constant c independent of k, ε ans η. Since uη ∈ W 1,pn(BR), the right-hand side
of the previous estimate is finite, and therefore, the left-hand side of the previous estimate is
uniformly bounded with respect to ε, for ε ∈ (0, 1). Therefore there exists vηk such that, up to
a subsequence,

uη
k,ε ⇀ vηk weakly in W 1,p+2(BR) as ε → 0.

By the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, we get

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|(vηk)xi
|pi+2dx

≤ lim inf
ε

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR/4

|(uη
k,ε)xi

|pi+2dx

≤ c

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

fk(x,Duη)dx+ ∥gk∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωk

xi
∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ωk∥
pi

pi−1

Lr(BR) + ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

, (5.8)

where we used that, since uη ∈ W 1,pn(Ω), it holds

lim inf
ε→0

ε

ˆ
BR

(1 + |Duη|2)
pn
2 dx = 0. (5.9)

Using the definition of fk at (5.2), we have that∣∣∣∣ˆ
BR

fk(x,Duη)− f(x,Duη)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

|aki (x)− ai(x)| |uη
xi
|pidx. (5.10)

So the fact that
aki (x) → ai(x) uniformly on compact sets
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gives that

lim
k→0+

n∑
i=1

||aki (x)− ai(x)||∞
ˆ
BR

|uη
xi
|pidx = 0.

Therefore, passing to the limit as k → 0+ in (5.10), yieldsˆ
BR

fk(x,Duη)dx →
ˆ
BR

f(x,Duη)dx. (5.11)

By the properties of mollification it holds gk → g in Lr(BR), where gk has been found at (5.1)
and g is the function appearing in (A3). So, by (5.11), the right-hand side of (5.8) is uniformly
bounded w.r.t. to k. Therefore there exists vη such that, up to a subsequence,

vηk ⇀ vη weakly in W 1,p+2(BR) as k → 0.

Again by the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, (5.8), (5.11) and the property of mollifi-
cation, we get

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|(vη)xi
|pi+2dx

)

≤ lim inf
k

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|(vηk)xi
|pi+2dx

)

≤ c

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

f(x,Duη)dx+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωxi

∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ω∥
pi

pi−1

L
p∗

p∗−1 (BR)

+ ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

. (5.12)

Now, we note that∣∣∣∣ˆ
BR

f(x,Duη)− f(x,Du)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

(
ai(x) |uη

xi
|pi − ai(x)|uxi

|pi
)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

ai(x)
∣∣∣|uη

xi
|pi − |uxi

|pi
∣∣∣dx

≤ c

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

ai(x)
(
|uη

xi
|+ |uxi

|
)pi−1 |uη

xi
− uxi

|dx

≤
n∑

i=1

c(Λ, pi)

ˆ
BR

(
|uη

xi
|+ |uxi

|
)pi−1 |uη

xi
− uxi

|dx, (5.13)

where we used the left inequality in the Lemma 2.6, with ξ = |uxi
| and η = |uη

xi
| and α = pi.

Since, by property of mollification, it holds and

uη
xi
→ uxi

strongly in Lpi ,

passing to the limit as η → 0+ in (5.13), we haveˆ
BR

f(x,Duη) dx →
ˆ
BR

f(x,Du) dx. (5.14)
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By virtue of (5.14) and the fact that uη → u strongly in Lpi , we observe that the right-hand side
of (5.12) is uniformly bounded w.r.t. η. Therefore there exists v such that, up to a subsequence,

vη ⇀ v weakly in W 1,p+2(BR) as η → 0.

Once again, by the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, we derive

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|vxi
|pi+2dx

)

≤ lim inf
η

n∑
i=1

(ˆ
BR/4

|(vη)xi
|pi+2dx

)

≤ c lim inf
η

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Duη)) dx+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωxi

∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ω∥
pi

pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥(uη)xi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

= c

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Du)) dx+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωxi

∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ω∥
pi

pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥uxi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

. (5.15)

In order to conclude the proof, it suffices to show that u = v a.e. in BR.
By the weak lower semicontinuity of the functionals F and Fk in W 1,p(BR) , the weak conver-
gence of vη ⇀ v in W 1,p+2(BR), (5.11) and vηk ⇀ vη in W 1,p+2(BR), we get

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Dv)− ω(x)v) dx

≤ lim inf
η

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Dvη)− ω(x)vη) dx

≤ lim inf
η

lim inf
k

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dvη)− ω(x)vη

)
dx

≤ lim inf
η

lim inf
k

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dvηk)− ω(x)vηk

)
dx

≤ lim inf
η

lim inf
k

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Dvηk)) + ε(1 + |Duη

k,ε|
2)

pn
2 − ω(x)vηk

)
dx,

where the last inequality is trivial, by the non-negativity of the last term.
Thanks to the weak convergence of uη

k,ε ⇀ vηk in W 1,p+2(BR) and again the weak lower semi-
continuity of functional Fk

ε , we have
ˆ
BR

(f(x,Dv)− ω(x)v) dx

≤ lim inf
η

lim inf
k

lim inf
ε

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη

k,ε) + ε(1 + |Duη
k,ε|

2)
pn
2 − ω(x)uη

k,ε

)
dx
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≤ lim inf
η

lim inf
k

lim inf
ε

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη) + ε(1 + |Duη|2)

pn
2 − ω(x)uη

)
dx

= lim inf
η

lim inf
k

ˆ
BR

(
fk(x,Duη)− ω(x)uη

)
dx, (5.16)

where we used the minimality of uη
k,ε and (5.9).

By (5.16), (5.11) and (5.14), we deriveˆ
BR

(f(x,Dv)− ω(x)v) dx

≤ lim inf
η

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Duη)− ω(x)uη) dx

≤
ˆ
BR

(f(x,Du)− ω(x)u) dx, (5.17)

and then, by minimality of u, we inferˆ
BR

(f(x,Dv)− ω(x)v) dx =

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Du)− ω(x)u) dx.

By the strict convexity of ξ → f(x, ξ), we deduce that u = v. Then u ∈ W 1,p+2 and so we can
argue as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, thus obtaining

n∑
i=1

ˆ
BR

4

|uxixj
|2|uxi

|pi−2dx


≤ c

(
1 +

ˆ
BR

(f(x,Du)) dx+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

+
n∑

i=1

(
∥ωxi

∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ω∥
pi

pi−1

Lt(BR) + ∥uxi
∥

pi
pi−1

Lpi (BR)

))σ

≤ c

(
1 +

n∑
i=1

(
∥ωxi

∥
L

pi+2
pi+1 (BR)

+ ∥ω∥Lt(BR) + ∥uxi
∥Lpi (BR)

)
+ ∥g∥Lr(BR)

)σ̃

(5.18)

and this conclude the proof.
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