arXiv:2512.04281v1 [math.AP] 3 Dec 2025

Regularity for minimizers of degenerate,
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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,) = lei/g ai(x)\uzi\pida:—/Qw(x)u(w)dx,

where the exponents p; > 2 and the coefficients a;(z) satisfy a suitable Sobolev regularity.
The main novelty consists in dealing with non-autonomous, anisotropic functionals, which
depend also on the solution.

Keywords: Anisotropic growth, Sobolev regularity, Higher differentiability
MSC 2020: 35J70, 35B65, 49K20.

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, ) = /Q [f(z, Du) — w(z)u(z)] dz, (1.1)

where 2 C R™ is an open subset, n > 2, u: Q — R, and f : @ xR" — [0, 400) has the following

form
n

f=we =Y Migp, (12)

i=1 v
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with &€ = (&1, &2, ..., &) € R™. Here, we assume that 2 < p; <--- < p, and a;(z) : Q2 — R are
bounded, measurable coefficients such that, for every i =1, ...,n,

0 <A <a(x) <A,

for some positive constants A\, A and for a.e. x € ().
One can easily check that there exist positive constants L, [l depending on A, A, p; such that

(Def(x,€) = Def(w,n), & — ) = 1S (&P + 1ml) "% 16 — nil? (A1)
=1
Def(@.€) — Def(x,m)| < LY (&I + 1) = 1€ — nil, (A2)
=1

for a.e. x € Q and all £, € R". Concerning the dependence on the x-variable, we assume that

a;(z) e WH(Q)  Vi=1,...,n,

loc

so that, denoting by g(z) = max{|Da;(x)|}, we have that g(z) € Li .(Q) and the following

inequality
|Def(@,€) = Def(y, )| < |~ yl (g Z &7 (A3)

holds for a.e. z,y € () and every ¢ € R™.
For the exponents p;, we shall denote by p = (p1, ps, ..., ps) and by
WeP(Q) = {u e Wil (Q) tu,, € L

loc loc

(Q),i=1,...,n},

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

1 1 1 P if p < n,
D D A | r (1.3)
P n=pi any exponent in [1,00) if p>n.
For an exponent 1 < s < 0o, we will denote by s’ the Holder conjugate of s.
p+2
In the following, we will assume that the function w(z) belongs to the Sobolev space W, P™ (©),
with B2 — (m_+2 p2+2 pn+2)
p+1 p1+17 po+17 7" " pp+1/°

Let us recall the following definition of local minimizer.

Definition 1.1. A function u € YV;CP(Q) is a local minimizer of (1.1) if, for every open subset
Q € Q, we have F(u; Q) < F(p; Q) for all p € C(Q2).

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

P < f(z,6) < (1+1¢7)2:,  1<p<yq,

where p = ¢(p;) and ¢ = max{p; :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 ¢ must be imposed (see the counterexamples
in [31, 45]). Indeed, the gap  cannot differ to much from 1 and sufficient conditions to the
regularity can be expressed as

<c¢(n) —1as n— oo,

hSEIES]

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, ¢)-growth, they need to be treated with appropriate arguments.

Actually, the regularity of local minimizers of functionals with orthotropic structure asin (1.1) is
a well-studied problem: some results can be found in [6, 7, 9, 13, 14, 48, 50], for the homogeneous
case w = 0, and for the non-homogeneous one, we refer to [11, 20].

In the autonomous case, i.e. a;(x) = 1, for all ¢ = 1,...,n, it has been proved in [10], for the
2

Nz (Q), that any local minimizer u € W-P(Q) N L2, (Q) satisfies

sub-quadratic case with w € L, foe

Pyg

Pi—2 1.2 .
Uy, € W (Q), i=1,...,n. (1.4)

|umi

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

- 1
Fu;Q) = /— uxi—&-md:c—/wud:v,
) =3 [l o o

with 6; > 0, p; > 2, u € WP(Q) N L2 (Q) and w € I/Vlifl(Q), p = (py, - ,p),), where p; is the
Holder conjugate of p;. The authors proved the higher differentiability of the local minimizers,
that is

Py,

—6;) ¢

In particular, for local weak solutions of the anisotropic orthotropic p-Laplace equation (i.e.
the case §; = 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
a;(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 p, < p;+2 and Sobolev regularity on the coefficients a;(z) of the type W1 with
r > p, + 2, locally bounded minimizers u of the functional (1.1), with w = 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

cWQ), i=1,...,n.

|t



term w. We are interested in the conditions that must be imposed on the function w 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
a;(x) and of the forcing term w transfers into a higher differentiability of integer order for the
local minimizers of (1.1). Moreover, we will require a weaker differentiability assumption on

w with respect to the one made in [11]. Indeed, since 2t < p! we have the embedding

pi+1
/ 1,B£2
WP (©) = WEFT ().

We recall that recent studies have shown that the weak differentiability of the map D¢ f(z, §),

whether of integer or fractional order with respect to the z-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 V,(&) defined by

V(€)= e, (15)
for all £ € R™.
We will denote by
L_lygmprl o= / ifg<n, (L6)
7 n — pi+ 2’ ") any exponent in <(£> ,oo) if g >n. '

Our aim is to prove the following
p+2
Theorem 1.2. Let w € VV;’C"“ (Q) and let u € W,2P(Q) be a local minimizer of (1.1) under
assumptions (A1)—(A3), with exponents p; > 2,Vi =1,...,n, such that
min{ﬁ—* D1 +2} ifp<n
Pn < v’ ’ (1.7)
1+ 2 otherwise,

r
loc

and with a function g € L], (), where r satisfies the condition

> pp+ 2. (1.8)

Then,
V. (uz,) € WAQ)  Vi=1,...,n,

loc

and the following estimates

n
([ )
i=1 Brya



LPi(BR) + ||wrz

[ Pl
i=1 Br/a

<c (1 2 (Hum )+ el ez ) + el + g

i1 R)

) * Pl ”g””BR)>

<o (1 +3 (I

i=1
and

n

L"(BR)>

hold for every pair of concentric balls Brjy C Br € 2, where ¢ = c(n,p;, \, A, R, ||u||) and
o = o(n,p;,r) are positive constants.

Remark 1.3. We observe that condition (1.7) in Theorem 1.2 ensures that u € L2 (S2). Indeed,

p+2

by Lemma 2.12, the assumption w € VVIZCW(Q) implies w € Lt (), where t was defined at
(2.4). Thus, assuming that the exponents t and p; satisfy the relation p, < T;—,*, we obtain that
local minimizers of (1.1) are locally bounded in Q (see Theorem 2.3 below). Ifw € L2.(QY), then
this relation becomes p, < p*, which is the usual one when dealing with bounded minimizers
(see [19]). If D > n, this condition disappears, since according to (1.3) we can choose p* large
enough so that p; + 2 < T;—f.
Moreover, since p; > 2, for every i =1,....,n, it holds g < p. Therefore, if p < n, the exponent
t appearing in (1.7) is equal to n"—_qq.

-

Eventually, we note that the exponents p* and t depend on p;, hence the condition p, < % is

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

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 € > 0, we investigate the function

f€(x>u7£) = Z %Kl

%

2

pi+5<1+\€|p7n) w(x)u

i=1
where the coefficients b;(z) : 2 — R are non-negative and satisfy the following condition

|bi(z) — bi(y)]

Li= sup —F—F——F— <o00.
z,yEQTAY |z =y

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

Fe(u, ) Z/Qfa(x,u,Du) dz.



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(z,r) = B,(x) = {y € R" : |y — x| < r} will denote the ball centered at
x of radius r. We will omit the indication of the center z when no confusion arises.

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

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

Z(t)<0Z(s)+A(s—t) “+B(s—t)" +C
where § € (0,1), A, B, C > 0,a > B > 0 are constants. Then there exists a constant
¢ =c(a, 0, ) such that
Z(p) < c(A(R —p)*+B(R—p)" + 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,-P(Q) and assume that there exists k € {1,2,...,n} such that

loc
|u33k93k |2|u$k |pk_2 € Llloc(Q>‘

If u € L2.(Q), then u,, € L (Q) and there exist constants C' = C(n,pg) > 0 and v = v(py)

loc loc

such that for every pair of concentric balls B, C Br € (), it holds the following

1 2l
e < Ol ([ Pl e+ () [ ae) . @)
Br p Br

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].

By

Theorem 2.3. Let f = f(x,€) be the integrand defined at (1.2) and assume that w € L'(Q),
N

with (g—n> < t < oo, where p* is the Sobolev exponent of p, with p defined at (1.3). Then,

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

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

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < +o00. There exist positive constants c¢; and co, depending only on n
and p, such that

| AR

a(jE? +n?)= < T < oo(JE]> + n]») "=,

for any &, m € R™, with £ # .

For further needs we state the following lemma for the function Zs(¢&) = (1 + [€]?)3¢, whose
proof is obtained by combining [32, formula 2.1] and [1, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.5. Let 6 > 0. There exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(6) > 0 such that

s
2

ci(Zs(&) = Zs(n), & —m) > |€ = 0P (L + [ + [n]*)z,
for any &, n € R™.
We conclude this section with an algebraic inequality, which can be found in [8, 35].

Lemma 2.6. For any o > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(«) such that, for all n,{ € R™\ {0},
we have

1 —
et = (¢ < (nl + 16D I = ¢l < e Il = [¢* e

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  C R", let h be a real number,
the finite difference operator 75, F () is defined as follows

T F(x) := F(x + he) — F(x),
where ey denotes the direction of the x4 axis.
The function 7,5 F is defined in the set
Q= {z € Q : dist(x,0Q) > |h|} = {z € Q: 2+ he, € Q}.

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 7,
instead of 7,



Proposition 2.8. Let ' € W'?(Q), with p > 1, and let G : Q — R be a measurable function.
Then:
(i) TnF € WhP(Qyp) and

Di(ThF) = Th(DzF)

(ii) If at least one of the functions F' or G has support contained in ), then

/FTthZB:/GT_hFdZB.
Q Q

T(FG)(z) = F(z + h)m,G(z) + G(z)mF(x).

(11i) We have

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

Lemma 2.9. If0 < p< R, |h| < ?, 1 <p<+oo and F, D,F € LP(Bg), then

|Ts 1 F'(z)|Pdx < c(n,p)|h|p/ | D F(z)Pdz.

B, Br

Moreover,

|F(x+h)|pdx§/ |F(z)|Pdx.

B, Br

We conclude by recalling the following

Lemma 2.10. If0 < p < R, |h| < &2, 1 < p < 400 and F € LP(Bg). If there exists a
positive constant C' such that

. |Tsn F'(2)[Pdx < C|h|P, (2.2)

for every h, then the distributional derivative D F' belongs to LP(B,).
Moreover it holds

|DF(z)|Pdx < C. (2.3)

By

2.3 Anisotropic Sobolev spaces

Here, we collect some well-known inequalities in the setting of anisotropic Sobolev spaces.
Let p; > 1,7 = 1,...,n. We denote by p the harmonic average of p; 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 C R" be a bounded open set and let p; > 1, for all i = 1,....,n. If
u € Wol’p(E), then there exists a positive constant ¢ depending on n, p; and, only in the case
D >n, also on p* and E, such that

n
]| 7 (B) < CZ| |Uxi||L”i(E)-
=1

8



Lemma 2.12. Let E C R"™ be a bounded open set and consider v € WYP(E), with p; > 1, for
alltv=1,....n.

If p < n, then there exists a positive constant v, depending on n,p; and, only in the case p = n,
also on p* and E, such that

ull 7 (my <™ [ZH%

i=1

ri(m) + Hu||L1(E>] :

If p > n, there exists a positive constant ~o depending only on n,p; and E, such that

[lull e () < 72 [ZII%
i=1

ri(m) + ||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 € > 0 we consider

flen€) =30 2PN 20 +16]%)? - (e (3.1
i=1 !
with b;(x) : Q — [0, +00), i = 1,...,n, non-negative, Lipschitz continuous coefficients, i.e., the

following conditions hold

b; —b;
Loy @b
z,yeQaty |z — y|

Setting f(ac,é’) =", bi(x)|&

<oo, i=1,.,n. (3.2)

Pione can easily check that

Pt (A3)

Def(2,€) = Def(y, &) < Klz —y| > _1&
i=1

for a.e. z,y € Q and every £ € R", where K = K(L;,p;) .
We recall a Lipschitz regularity Theorem for the minimizers of the functional

Fg(x,Dv):/Qfa(x,v,Dv)dx, (3.3)

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

Theorem 3.1. Let f satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3") and © € L®(Q). Let u. € WP"(Q) be a
local minimizer of (3.3). Then, u. € W>(Q)

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

Lemma 3.2. Let [ satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3’) for exponents p; > 2,¥i = 1,...,n, and
+2

L
assume W € L>(€) N VVI(IJ::pH (Q).  Let u. € WLP(Q) be a local minimizer of the functional
(3.3). Then, we have
‘/Pz((UE)%) € I/Vlif(Q), Vi = 1,,n

9



Proof. We start by observing that u. solves the following Euler-Lagrange system

/Q (fe(w, Duc(2)) + (1 + | Due(2)[2) 7 Duc(x), Dol)) di = / o(@)p(e)de,  (34)

for every ¢ € Wy " (Q) and that by Theorem 3.1 u. € WL™(Q).
Fix a ball Br € 2 and consider radii 0 < p < t < R, a cut-off function n € C§°(B;), with
n=1on B, 0<n<1 [Dnf <5 and [h] < Bt We test (3.4) with the function
Y =Tj—h (nQTj,hue)
thus obtaining

pn—2

> Du.(z),7j_pD (7]2Tj,hu€($))> dx

[ et Ductw) + 1+ D))
— /w(x)rj,_h (nQTj,hug(x)) dr ,
Q
and hence, by (i7) of Proposition 2.8,

pPn—2

3 Due(x)7 D (7727_j,hu5(w))> dx

[ i fele Ducta) + eria1 -+ 1Duo))
= / 700(2)n* T pue(z) do . (3.5)
Q
Since

D(n*1jn(ue)) = 2nDnrjp(us) + n°7j 0 Du.

and

T e, Duc(w)) + 7 ((1+ |Duc(@) )™ Duc(a))

= fe(x + ejh, Duc(x + ¢ejh)) — fe(x + e;h, Du.(z))
+ fe(z + ejh, Due(x)) — fe(z, Duc())

Pn

+ T ((1 + |Du.(z)]?) 272Du5($)>’

we may rewrite equality (3.5) as follows
0= /Q(fg(l‘ + ejh, Du(x + e;h)) — fe(z + ejh, Du.(x)), n*1jDu.(x)) dx
42 /Q (el + e5h, Dua(e + e;h)) — fela + e;h, Dua (), nDnrpue () de
2 [ (ot . Do) = fela Do) Dy (o) o
+ [ Uela+ esh Dula) = felo, Duca)) oy Duc(a) do

2 /Q (1 (1 1Duc(2) )7 D () ). n D () d

10



Pn

+5A@m<u+umgmm fD%@»m%mD%u»m

— / Tjﬁw(x)n%'j’hue (x)dx
Q

:2J1+J2+J3+J4+J5+J6+J7.

Therefore

J1+ Js < || + |Js| + |Ja| + | 5] + | J7]- (3.6)

From (A1), we infer

J, = /<f§(.’13 +ejh, Du.(xz + ejh)) — fe(x + ejh, Du.(z)), nQTj,hDug(a:)) dx

Pi—

> Q??2 Z (I(ue)a, (z + e5h)|* + \(us)xi(l’)IQ)TQ 7.1 (te), (2)[*dz =: IRHS  (3.7)

The integral Jg can be estimated by using Lemma 2.5 with 6 = p,, — 2, as follows

Joz [P Due + hep P+ (D)) " Do)  SRES, (39
Q

where ¢ = ¢(p,,) is the constant appearing in Lemma 2.5.
Now we consider the term |J5|. By hypotesis (A2) and by Young’s inequality, we get

| Jo| =2 ‘/ (fe(x + ejh, Duc(w + ejh)) — fe(x + ejh, Duc()), 10, Tjnte) do
Q

p;—2

< QC/Q”Z (1), (& + 5 + () (@)*) 2 |75 (1), dz

pi—

<3 / Y () () + e + () ()

2dx

2
|Tj,h (us)xz

~
RHS
P;—2

tes [ 3 (wdafo+ P+ @F) el o

2dx

(t —p)?
Cﬁ(Rv HDUEHOO)
(t = p)?
CB(R7 HDUsHoo)
(t —p)?

Duel o
< SRHS + M/ 7 e Pd
By

< SRHS + |h|2/B |(ue)s, (2)]*d

< BRHS + |h|?, (3.9)

where to estimate the last integral in the right-hand side we used Lemma 2.9 and that Du, is
locally bounded.
Now, we turn our attention to |.J5|. From condition (A3’) and the properties of 7, we get

| J5| =

/Q<f§(x + e;h, Du.(z)) — fe(x, Du.(x)), 2nDnt; pu.) dx

11



<55 [ 2ot ] (o)
=1

c(K) < .
< |h|t _ Z (/B |7y ntte | [ (e, | ldx>
i=1 t

P =
( [ <x>rpfdx)”
L>(Bp) e)z;
Br

c(K,R) <«
< |h|2ﬁ ZH(Ue)ri
=1

K R, || Du.||s
§|h|26( 7{” UH )’
—p

(3.10)

where, as before, we used Theorem 3.1, Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9.
Similarly as for the estimate of J3, from condition (A3’) and the properties of 7, we obtain

|y = ’/Q<f§(x + ejh, Du(x)) — fe(x, Du.(z)), 0’7 Du.) dv

[ 30 ) = i) 0 P )

<Ky / 7l (1),
i=1 Y&

<8 | 13 (o + )P + 0 @F) ™ ()

pi_ldl’

(Ue) e,

2dx

J/

RHS

pi di[;

FeslhP S /B 72l(ute )
=1 t

< BRHS + c5|h? Z/B (1),
=1 t

< BRHS + c5(R, || Duc o). (3.11)

pi d[lf

Now, we take care of |J5|. From Lemma 2.4, Young’s inequality with exponents (2,2) and the
properties of 7, we get

Pn,

-2
| J5| < 26/Q 75 (1 + | Duc(2)[*) "= Duc(2))| [nl| Dl |7 nue| da

<o [ (14 1Ducto+ hep)P + D)) Do) nl Dl d
Q

< % / n*(1 + |Due(x + hej)|2 + \Due(x)|2)pn7272|7'j,hDu5(x)|2 dx
Q

J/

-~

RHS
+ ﬁ/ (1+ |Du.(z + hej)|2 + |Du€(ar:)|2)pnTiQ|7'j,hu€|2 dx
_ 5

S a1l Du ||
< ° RHAS +—C(H te| )6/ |7 nuePdx
2c (t_p>2 By ’

12



DITO ‘D € 1100
< S RAS +M‘h‘2/ | Du|?dz
Br

T 2 (t—p)?

€ e, (B [ Duclloo)e 1o
< —RHS 12
<3 M T I (3.12)

where we used that Du, is locally bounded, by Theorem 3.1, and Lemma 2.9.
From the assumption on w and since wu, is locally Lipschitz continuous in €2, we may use Holder’s
inequality and Lemma 2.9, thus getting the following estimate for |J;|

91 < [ sl e do
By

Pj+1 1
RN vz, \ P
R pi+1 ) j
< |7j pw| it da |75 hue [P da
Bt Bt

pj+1

RN 7
< dJf? (/ |wxj|pj+1dx) (/ |<u5>xj|w+2dx)
Bgr Br
pit+1
<c|h|? E (/

p;t+2
Pt dx) : (3.13)
where we also used the properties of 7.
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

- pi—2 € ——
l/ 1Y (Iue)s, (@ + €h)[* + |(u)a, (2)*) 7 |7in(ue)s, *da + 5 RHS
Q@ i ¢

2dx

|Tj,h (Ue)a;

<26 [ 3 (whalo+ ) + () (@)F)

Cp 2 o(K) 2 2

S ( |
; R

=1

|l*

ce
(t —p)?
p;+1

pi+2 Pit+2
pitl dx) . (3.14)

Since RHS is non-negative, we obviously have

pi—2

3,720 (00l P+ 0 Iraluc)a P

l Pi—2 € ——x
<3 / 7Y (1we)a (@ + e+ (e (@))% |rya(ue)ePde + o RES. (3.15)
i=1

Hence, from (3.14) and (3.15), choosing 3 = L and reabsorbing the first term in the right-hand
side by the left-hand side, we get

pi—2

3,720 (00ale + M+ (0 F) 7 Iralic)a P

13



Cp 2 c(K) 2 2 ce 2
< h? + h% + cg|h|? + h
(t—p)2| | = )I |* + cslh| (t—p)2| |
pit+1
p;+2
+ c|h|? Z(/ Wy, bt dw) : (3.16)

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

- - w . 2 s c(K) c ce
izl B,,| ]7’1‘/;71:(( e)e:)|"dz < |h] {(t—p)2 + (t —p) tep+ (t —p)?

pitl
+Z(/ We; pl+1dl’>pi+2}a

and so

n

Yo 1wV ((ue)s)Pde < clhf?

i=1 7 Bo

1+ ZZI mezHLZzi? (BR)] ) (317)

for a positive constant ¢ = c(n, p;, p, R, \, K, ||Dul|s). Then we have that
Vi, ((uc)z;) € VVli’CQ(Q), Vi=1,...,n,

which implies in particular that

Pi=2 ¢ L (Q), Vi=1,...,nand Vj=1,...,n

|(u€)x¢xj |2‘ (Ue ) s

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.

pP+2

Theorem 4.1. Let w € W, P (Q) and let u € W,oP(Q) N L2.(Q) be a local minimizer of (1.1)

loc loc

under assumptions (A1)—(A3), with exponents p; > 2,¥i =1,...,n, such that p, < p1 +2, and
with a function g € L] (2), where r satisfies the condition (1.8). If we assume that

V. (uz,) € WHAHQ),  Vi=1,...,n, (4.1)

loc

then the following estimates

n 7
Z / g, [P 2dr | <c|1+ Z (H%HL% (Br) T ||wxl|| pit2 ) + 19ller(Br) (4.2)
BR/4 (BR)

=1 i=1

14



and

n
Z / | Ui 12t
Bprya

i=1

ri(Br) + llwe,

,
Lﬁiﬁ(m) ' HgHLT(BR))

(4.3)

pi—2dx> <c <1 + Z (||u$

=1

hold for every pair of concentric balls Brjy C Br € 2, where ¢ = c(n,p;, \, A, R, ||u||) and
v =y(n,p;,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 € L2 (). Therefore, by virtue of the local boundedness of u and of assumption
(4.1), an application of Proposition 2.2 gives that

loc

Uy, € LPT*(Q)  for every k € N. (4.4)
R

Fix a ball B € Q and consider radii § < p < s <t <t < 0 < R, a cut-off function
n € C(By), withn =1on B,, 0 <n <1, |Dn| <% and |h] < £=L We test the Euler-
Lagrange equation of (1.1) with the function

¢ =T n(’Tjnu),

thus getting
0= /Q<f5(x + e;h, Du(x + e;h)) — fe(x + ejh, Du(z)),n*tj,Du) dz
+ /Q(fg(l‘ +e;h, Du(x + ejh)) — fe(x + e;h, Du(x)), 2nDn; pu) da
+ /Q(fg(x +e;h, Du(x)) — fe(x, Du(z)), 2nDnTj pu) do
+ /Q(fg(l’ + ejh, Du(z)) — fe(z, Du(z)), 0’1, Du) dx

_/Tj7hW($)n27j7hu(x) dx
::z+]2+13+]4+]5.
From the previous equality, we deduce that
I < Dol + ||+ 1Tl + |15 (45)

By virtue of assumption (A1), we infer
L = /Q<f§(m + ejh, Du(z + e;h)) — fe(x + ejh, Du(z)),n*1;, Du) dx
> Z/Qn2 Zn: (|ua, (x + €;h)|* + Jug, (2)]? )pl?j |7 ntie, |Pdz =: IRHS. (4.6)
i=1
Now we consider the term |/5|. By using hypotesis (A2), Young’s inequality, we get

|Io] =

/<f£($ + ejh, Du(x + ejh)) — fe(z + e;h, Du(x)), 2n 1y, 7; pu) da
Q

15



3

p;—2

/ Sty @+ €51) 2 + ks (2)2) T 175tk ] 1

i=1

3

Pi—2

U/ Ejh%x+%>F+mwm%%1mwm2

dx

7

vV
RHS

n pi—2
%/Ej(WAx+%MF+wm@W)2|nﬂwmm%x
Qo

§25RHS+ / Z |, (2 + €;0))? + |tg, ()] ) \T]huy dx
B 5
b\ P2
< 2:RHS +WZ (/ (s, (o -+ ) + s, (@) ) ¥ i) 7™
7= B
. ( |75 nut pidaz) v
By
c n pi—2 2
< 2¢RHS + < (/ Uy, (x)|P? dx) P (/ Tinu pidm) " 4.7
(t_5)2izzl: Bt/| () Bt‘] ( )
where in the last two inequalities we used that |Dn| < %, Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9.

For the estimate of the last term in (4.7), we have to dlstmgulsh between two cases, as done in
[11].
Case 1: 1< j<n. In this case we have that p; < p; and this allows us to apply Holder’s

inequality as follows
i /
B

/ |7jnu
By

Case 2: j+1<i<n. Now, it holds p; > p;, but, by assumption (1.7), we know that
Pi < pp < p1+2 < p; + 2. Therefore, by Holder’s inequality we deduce

Pi

\uxj|pjda:) . (4.8)

Pi

Pidy < c(R, pi,p;) (/ |75 P dx) N < ¢(R,pi,pj)
By

t/

Py

pi pit2 "
tdx S C<R7p27p]) |Tj»hu| !
By

|7jnu
By
Y

pj+2
() (49)
By

C<R7pl7p])

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

2

) [P d:c) : (/ |y, [P da:)
By

2

Es)
| / g, 42 )
Bt’ !

|12|<2gRHs+ |h[22 / |ug, (2

\MQXI / e

i=j+1

)|P? dw)

16



2

- ( [ s da:>
By

< 2eRHS 4 = ||§:(/ g, (2 ww@
c (P —2)(p;+2)
=5 ‘h‘z Z / (2

i=j+1

B,

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

|h\2 / e
WZ / e

i=j+1

2

)|P? d:v) . (/ |y, |P7 dx)
B,

(P;—2)(Pj+2)

pz d:l:) PiPj + B|h‘2/ |U:ch |pj+2.
B

!

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

7 = ] | eta+ esh Dute) — fele. Dute)). 20Dim ) d

<ony / D,
=1

pi—ldx

riaal (9(z + 1) + g(2)) fu,

(9 +B) + g(@) ) s, " da

“t—s i1 B
" r(p;— r
< (/ ($)Td$> ( ‘T]hu’T T g, | T dx)
t= Br i=1 \/ Bt

[\ J/

~~
J

S =

Notice that

1 r
<1
pj+2r—1
if and only if
pj+2
>
pi+1
Inequality (4.12) is satisfied by virtue of assumption (1.8), once we observe that
pj+ 2
r>p,+2>p;i+2 >
p pj p; + 1

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

(r=1)(p;+2)—r

7pjl+2 n (pj+2)(p;—1)r r(pj+2)
g ([ mapan) S ([ F
Bt Bt

i=1

Notice that

(pj +2)(pi — Dr
RN R

17

) +6mP/ g |72,

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)



if and only if

r> (pi +2)(p; +2)

4.13
3p; —pi+4 (4.13)
Inequality (4.13) is satisfied by virtue of assumption (1.8) and since
4+ 2)(ps +2
mt 2+ L,
3pj —pi+4
once we observe that
pi < 2pj +2
holds true by assumption (1.7).
Hence, we can apply Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.9 to infer
e o
P+ p;+
J < c(R) </ |7 pu|Pit? da:) ’ Z ( |, [P dx)
By — \Un,
_1_ p Pi—l
p;+2 p;+2
< ¢(R)|h| ( / [y, [P+2 dx) Oy ( g, Pt daz) . (4.14)
B — \Un

Now inserting (4.14) in (4.11), using twice Young’s inequality and denoting by a = ’”T” the

42
? 22 - 1, we have
(0%

) 2\ / r )‘;‘ ( +2 )”312
I < h z)" dx Uy [P dx
1 g () o [ Jus
+ |h|252/ |y, [P da
i=1 Y By

ad

+ |h|QBZ/B |y, [P da
=1 t!

ad

conjugate of the exponent I’;: and ¢ the conjugate of

SNEE / g, 124 d
By

Cp 2 / r >T 2 - )
<——1|h g(x)" dx + |h|* 5 /ugcipz dz
(t_S)MH(BR() i3 [
S8 S [ ke
i=1 Y By

_ ald

C/@ 2 / r )T 2 - / pi+2
< ———1h g(x)" dz + |h|728 Ug, dz. 4.15
el (BR (2) 253 [ (4.15)

Similarly as for the estimate of I3, we obtain

7 = ' [ e+ e Du(e)) = fetr, Dut)) 7D

18



< clh] Z/ 0|7 (9(z + h) + g(2) [ug, |~ dz

2dx

<e/ Z i, (2 + &) 2 + iy (2)) T |7yt

RHS

v

P (g(x + h) + g(x))* da

w3 [ o
—2

< eRHS + ¢, |h|? Z(/BR de) (/ g, |2 d ) . (4.16)

i=1

We note that

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

2
2 2
|I,| < eRHS + c.|h|? Z (/ (x)" da:) (/ = pi+2dm>
BR Bt
p;+2 n
< eRHS + ¢, 5|h| Z (/ ) d$) + |h|2ﬁ2/ |u$i|pi+2d.’£
Br i=1 Y By

~ n
< eRHS + c. g|h|? (/ g(x)" dm) + |h|252/ |y, [Pt 2dz, (4.17)
Br i=1 Y By

r—2)>1<=r>p +2

Pq

pz” and pz” and v = v(p;).

By applying Hélder’s inequality, Lemma 2.9 and Young s inequality, we estimate |I5| as
follows

where we used Young’s inequality with exponents

L] < / 730 ] d
By

<(f et )™ () i)
Bt Bt
pitl 1
w Pj+2 Pj+2
< c|h|? / |wg, |77 da /|uxj]pj+2dx
B By

t’
n
pi+2 9
Wy, | Pt dx + B|h] Z/ |,
i=1 Y By

n
<alify [ |
i=1 Y Br

Pit2 dy, (4.18)

p+2

where we also used the properties of 1 and that w € VV;C"+1 (Q).
Inserting (4.6), (4.10), (4.15), (4.17) and (4.18) in (4.5), we get

—2

/ Z gy (@ + D) + 1ty (2)]2) T |7t e

19



n p;—2

<3 / S (i@ + 1) + iy (@)2) T [t Pl
Q

=1
2

. / |Uzj |Pj dz
By

p;—2

m?i ( / e ()" o) 7

(P —2)(p;+2)
Z / ’Uzl pz d:lj) Pi P} + 5ﬁ|h| Z/ ’uxl pi+2
i=j+1
B as
Cs 2 "
e ([ ater o)
(t —s) ; Br
+ ¢ 5|h|? (/ g(x)" dm)
Br
- pi+2
+ cgyhPZ/ |wa, | P da. (4.19)
i=1 Y Br

Choosing ¢ = L, we can reabsorb the first integral in the right-hand side of (4.19) by the

left-hand side thus getting

-2

/ Z tay (& + 1) 2 + oty (2)2) T |yt Pl

Sy TE |h|2i ( / () )

. /lumj|pjd$
By
S ([ bt

(pi— 2)(pj +2)
i=j+1

pi+2

Jrde) 4 5glAP Z /e

)

Cp 2 B
s ([ oty o)
(t—s5)* ; Br
vt ([ gtor ac)
Br
selPy [
i=1 Y Br
Then, by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.10, letting |h| — 0, we obtain

([ o)
i=1 Y/ Bs
c J p;—2 %
< — (/ Uy, (T pidm) o </ uz.pjda:)
e 2\, g, (7) BR| n

(Pi—2)(p;+2)
pi d:B) Pi Pj

p;+2
|wy, | Pt d. (4.20)




ad

+ﬁ é (/BRg(ﬂf)’"dl‘)r
+Cep (/ g(z)" alas)7 + 561.2:;/3,5, |tz

+c52/

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

pi+2

x Pﬂrl dm

i pp—2

pi—2 Ph Pro |

/ it Pt P2l < > (/BR (1) ) (/BR e,
(pp—=2)(Pi+2)

2 Z / |uzh |ph df)?) o

h=i+1
as

N Z(/ o)

=1

+Cop ( /B g(x)rdx) +5/32 /B g, [P +?
R h=1 t/

n

Ppt
+ cp E / W), BT dz.
h=1"Br

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

Z (/B U, |* pi_zd:p)
tﬂ2ZXX/Vm|m@%auQ%@

|u:cz'

2
Pg
pi dl’)

1 h=1
(pp—2)(Pi+2)
E E Ph Ph Pi
t— S / ‘uxh | d.T)
=1 h=i+1
as
t_ S a6 Z (/ )
h=1

+c€,5(/BR( dx) +5ﬁz</ h|ph+2>

+ %Z/ |Wa, If”h+1 dx

§7%3§G+i/|%@W@m
S ([

=1 h=i+1

(pp—2)(P;+2)

ph dx) Ph Pi

21
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. Pi
pi dw

> (1 +Z/B |t () [P dx)

(4.21)

(4.22)



h=1"Br
c
S W = <1 ) Z/ e dm) Z (1 D THETE da:>
=1 h=1 R
w
(t—s)? Z Z / |, () [P d:B) n Pi
i=1 h=i+1

ad

! @—C%Z(/ g(x)rdg;)r
T (/ oty ir) +5ﬁ2< / |uxhrph+2>

+ 052/ |wx |ph+1 dl’]

n g
< G _CS 5 n? (1 + Z/ g, (2)[P" dx) <1 + Z/ |, ()P dm)

(Pp—2)(Pi+2)

(t—s) 2 Z Z / |ty () PP dx) Ph Pi

=1 h=i+1

N (
(t—s)o h=1

- Ppt2
t CBZ/ ’th|ph+1 dx

(p=2)(Pi+2)

t — 5 Z Z / \uxh |Ph d:lj') PhPs

22



+ ¢ glh|? (/BR g() dx) +5BZ (/t |uwh|ph+2>

+ 052/ |wWa, |Ph+1 da:] (4.23)

where & = max{pl ,i=1,...,n} and B:max{j%,i =1,...,n}.
From the hypoth681s

Vo (ta;) € Wiz ()

loc

and Proposition 2.2 together Theorem with 2.3, we have
e LPTQ), Vi=1,...,n

loc

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

1 Y
[ttt <l [ ([ Pl ae) + = ([ i) |
2 2 1 K
< cllul|oo / Uy, pi d:l:) 4+ — (/ Uy, p’dx) } , 4.24
e [( B[,‘ (c—t) BR‘ (4:24)

with ¢ = ¢(n,p;) and v = v(p;).
Summing the inequality (4.24) over ¢ = 1,...,n and inserting the resulting inequality in (4.23),
we find that

pizdx)

S ([t
1 Bs

n
< Bellule ( [ Ml

i=1

tl

|,

|,

n &+
[, p"_2dx) + n—Qc 1+ Z/ |ths, () [P? dx
' (t—s) i—1 / Br '

(pi—2)(p;+2)

S (] o)
j=1i=j+1

asd

: ﬁ > (/W> |
(/BR 9(55)de> a2 . Z":/BR g, [P dx]

ek (),

-
Uy, pidm) . (4.25)
1=1

+Cg

Setting
¢(p) = Z ( |u$i$i|2|u$i|pi_2dx) dzx,
i=1 By
inequality (4.25) can be written as follows

Cy i C1 i Cy
(t—s5)? (=9 (o—t)

¢(p) < Bellullcd(0) + 3+ (4.26)
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Choosing 3 > 0 such that § = 3¢|ju/|s < 1 and since (4.26) holds true for every radii p < s <
t < t' < o, we may select radii selecting radii

o — o— 3o —
s:p+Tp,t:p+Tp,t'=p+%,

so that t —s = o —t' = 272, Hence, (4.26) becomes

¢(p) < 0¢(0) + s + o e ® T e (4.27)

Since (4.27) holds true for every % < p <o < R, we are legitimate to apply Lemma 2.1 to the
function ¢ : [%, R] — R, thus getting

R G Cy
¢<Z)§Cs+ﬁ+ﬁ+ﬁ' (4.28)

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

g Pl P2 < ¢ [ 1+ @%mmB T lwarll s )+wmu; ,
ZZ:;/BR/AL ; ) Lo (Br) -

(4.29)

where ¢ = ¢(p;,n, 1, L, R, ||u||) and 0 = o(n,p;,r). Putting (4.29) in (4.24), we derive also

g P 2de < o 14 (wwhmBHMM|ﬁz )+nmUB C(430)
;/BRM ; (Br) in“(BR) (Br)

for positive constants ¢ = ¢(n, p;, \, A, R, ||u]|~) and o = a(n, p;, 7).
Now, inserting (4.30) in (4.21), we infer for every j =1,...,n

n

gy, Pty %de | < (14 (wmmm T fwal )+wmw ,
Z </BR/4 ’ ; o) Lo (Br) -

. (4.31)

which concludes the proof. ]

5 Approximation

In order to perform the approximation argument, let us fix a non-negative smooth kernel
¢ € C3°(Bi(0)) such that [, 0@ = 1 and consider the corresponding family of mollifiers
(dr)k>0. We set, for a given ball Bg € Q) |

k k
ai:ai*¢k7 w :w*(bka

gr(x) = max{|Da; (x)[} (5.1)

24



and, for x € Bg, we define
n

i, = af(x)|¢

i=1
for every k < dist(Bg, §2). We shall use the following

pi (5.2)

F*(v, Bg) 3—/ (f*(z, Dv) — w(z)v(z)) dx

Br

and

Fhw.Bn) = [

Bgr

(fk(:c, Duv) + (1 + |Du|?) % — wk(:c)v(:c)) dz.

One can easily check that f*(x, ) satisfies assumptions (A1)-(A2) and (A3’), with

K = supg, |ge(2)| that is finite since af(2) € W*(Bg) and then g, € L>(Bg).
We are in position to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We consider the variational problems
inf {/ (fk(g;, Dv) + (1 + |Du]?) % — wk(x)v(x)> dr : ve W (Bg) + u"} . (5.3)
Br

where
ul = u* g,

is the mollification of the local minimizer u of (1.1), for a sequence of mollifier ,.
It is well known that, by the direct methods of the calculus of variations, there exists a unique
solution u _ € Wy (Bg) + u" of the problem (5.3). Since the integrand

fH(z, Dv) 4+ e(1 + |Dv)?)3 — Wk (z)v(z)
satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

Vo, ((u] )e,) € WeZ(Bg) Vi=1,...n.

loc

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

n
S [l
i=1 Y Br/a

<cl1+3(/ 1
i=1 Br
<o) (14X ([ d@lnl dos okl g ) e ) 6
i=1 Bgr LPit (Bg)

where ¢ is a positive constant that is independent on e,k and n and where we used that
af(x) > \, Vi, k. Now, by the very definition of f*, the minimality of u] _ and using u" as test
function, we get

i k . r
dx + H%HL%(BR)) + [lgllz (BR>>

n

3 / 0 (@)|(ul )P
i=1 Y Br ’
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f
§/ (fk(:v, Duz,e) +e(1+ |DuZ}€|2)p7" — w(m)uzs> dr + / w(m)uz,sd:v
BR BR

§/ fE(z, Du™) + (1 + |Du")?) — w(a:)u") dx +/ w(w)uy dv
Br B

R

:/B (f’“(a: Du") + £(1 + | Du])# ) dx + / wk(:v)(uzs —u")dx. (5.5)

Br

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

HukE unHLP (Br) = CZ ” (un)xz LPi(BR)
=1
<> (1] Dallerssr) + 1) 2i (8r))
i=1

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

k no_ . < LA — mo_
L e Ty o S v S P

< C(n,me)Hwkag*l( Z(H( allzei ) + (W), 2o (81))
Br) i=1
< _Z 1€k il (3,

Pg pz
+c<n,pi,A,R>( (R (UMY
LP**l(BR)
_E / uk‘emz
Br

Py _Py
+zc<n,pi,A,R>( (GES Uy

LP"=1(BR)

| /\

pi dl‘

=1
1”/

— a I
2 Br !

+ Z C(nvpia )‘7 R) <
i=1

IN

Pi d.flj

10

), ()) (5.6)

where we also used Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and that w € Lt(BR) c L# (BR)
Putting the previous estimate in (5.5) and reabsorbing the term 1" | [ By O af (x)|(w) )e, [P dx
from the right hand side by the left hand side, we get

n

3 / aH(@)|(ul )P d
i=1 Y Br ’
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§2/B £z Dur) + 2(1 + | DuP) ) d

n _Pi _Pi
+Y c(n.pi, A, R) (W Fe 1), Z;JBR))-

i=1

Inserting the previous inequality in (5.4), we obtain

+2
g / )a, [P dx
Brya

c<1 s / ( P4, Du) + (14 (DU do -+ g
Bgr

] _pi 7
+ Z (‘ BR) - “w %(BR) 1), zziéBR)) ) 7 o0

for a positive constant ¢ independent of k, € ans 7. Since u7 € WP (Bg), 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 ¢, for € € (0,1). Therefore there exists v} such that, up to
a subsequence,

up . — v weakly in W'P*?(Bg) as e — 0.

By the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm, we get

< c(l + fk(a:, Du")dx + ||gk||Lr(BR)
Bg

+Zownw

where we used that, since u” € WP (Q), it holds

liminfe/ (1+|Du"?) % dz = 0. (5.9)
e—0 Br
Using the definition of fj at (5.2), we have that

f*(x, Du") — f(x, Du")dx
Br

Pidy. (5.10)

ZL 2) — au(e)|

So the fact that
a¥(x) — a;(z) uniformly on compact sets
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gives that

Pidy = (.

lim Sl @)~ el [
=1 R
Therefore, passing to the limit as & — 0 in (5.10), yields
f*(z, Du")dz — f(z, Du")dzx. (5.11)
Br Br

By the properties of mollification it holds gy — ¢ in L"(Bg), where g; 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 v such that, up to a subsequence,

v] — v" weakly in WHPT2(Bg) as k — 0.

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

< c(l + | f(z,Du")dz + ||g||crBR)
Br

n _Pi_ _Pi 7
i=1

Now, we note that

f(z, Du") — f(x, Du)dx

Br

<

= ()|,

; /B (o) u,
- Z/B ai(a) |Jul,
< EZZ;/BR a;(z) (Jul | + [t

<Y e(hp) /B (16| + Jugs )P . — wgldz,  (5.13)
=1 R

pi)dm

pi

dx

pPi __ |Ua:1

i—1

where we used the left inequality in the Lemma 2.6, with { = |u,,| and n = |u] | and a = p;.
Since, by property of mollification, it holds and

u;) — Uy, strongly in L7,

passing to the limit as n — 0% in (5.13), we have

f(x, Du") dz — f(z, Du) dx. (5.14)

Br Br
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By virtue of (5.14) and the fact that u" — u strongly in LPi, we observe that the right-hand side
of (5.12) is uniformly bounded w.r.t. . Therefore there exists v such that, up to a subsequence,

v — v weakly in W'PT2(Bg) asn — 0.

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

£, )
i=1 Brya

< liminf Y / (67, de)
T Brya

< climinf (1 +/ (f(z, Du")) dz + ||gl| 1 (Br)
Br

n

n p = ’
i1
2 (AP T M UM ‘B’*)>>
— c(l +/ (f(z, Du)) dz + || gllLr(BR)
Br

n ; g
+ 3 (el gz o+ lolhy + s LPZ;BR))> - (5.15)
=1

In order to conclude the proof, it suffices to show that u = v a.e. in Bpg.

By the weak lower semicontinuity of the functionals F and F* in W'P(Bg) , the weak conver-
gence of v" — v in WHP*2(Bpg), (5.11) and v] — v" in W'PT2(Bg), we get

/B (f(z, Dv) — w(x)v) dw

< lim inf/ (f(x, Dv") — w(zx)v") dx

n

< lim inf limkinf/ (f*(z, Dv") — w(z)v") da
Br

n

< lim inf lirnkinf/ (f*(z, Dv}) — w(z)v}) da
Br

n

n

< lim inf limkinf/ (fk(a:', Dvl)) +e(1+ |Du278|2)p7n - w(m)vZ) dzx,
Br
where the last inequality is trivial, by the non-negativity of the last term.

Thanks to the weak convergence of ). — v in W'P**(Bg) and again the weak lower semi-
continuity of functional F¥, we have

/ (f(z, Dv) —w(z)v) dx

Br

gnminfnminﬂimmf/ (f’“(a:,DuZ’ )+ (1 + [Dul )% — w(z)ul )dx
Bgr

n k c k,e
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< lim inf lim inf lim inf/ (fk(a:, Du") + (1 + |Du") — w(x)u") dx
Bgr

n k 5
= lim inf limkinf/ (f*(z, Du") — w(z)u") dx, (5.16)
n Br

where we used the minimality of uj, and (5.9).
By (5.16), (5.11) and (5.14), we derive

/B (f(xz, Dv) —w(z)v)dx

< lim inf/ (f(x, Du") — w(x)u") dx
Bgr

S/B (f(z, Du) — w(x)u) dz, (5.17)

and then, by minimality of u, we infer
/ (f(x, Dv) — w(x)v)dx = / (f(x, Du) — w(x)u) dz.
Br Br

By the strict convexity of & — f(z,&), we deduce that u = v. Then u € WP and so we can
argue as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, thus obtaining

n

Z / ’“xzx;‘zmm

i=1 Br

< 6(1 +/B (f(z, Du)) dx + |9l - (Br)

n »: . -
p;—1 p;—1
T Zi:l (mel ng;ﬁ(BR) + ”w LZt(BR) + Huzl L;i(BR)> )

Pi—de

< C(l + ; (IlwxiHngﬁ(BR) + [lwllze(Br) + ||ua:i||Lm(BR>> + ||9||LT<BR)> (5.18)
and this conclude the proof. O]
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