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of quasiconvex integrals

by

Mariano GIAQUINTA and Giuseppe MODICA
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Universita degli Studi di Firenze Via di S. Marta, 3,
1-50139, Firenze, Italia

ABSTRACT. — We consider variational integrals

j F(x, u, Du)dx
Q

with integrands F(x, u, p) growing polynomially and of class C? in p and
Hoélder-continuous in (x, #). Under the main assumption that F(x, u, p)
is strictly quasiconvex we prove that each minimizer is of Class C'** in
an open set Q, = Q with meas (Q — Q,) = 0.

REsUME. — On considére des fonctionnelles du Calcul des Variations

'[ F(x, u, Du)dx
Q

et on suppose que F(x, u, p) ait une croissance polynomiale en p et soit
de classe C? en p et Holderienne en (x, u). Sous ’hypothése que F(x, u, p)
soit strictement quasiconvexe nous démontrons que les minima ont les
dérivées premieres Holderiennes dans un ouvert Q, < Q de mesure totale
égale a Q.

Mozts-clés : Calculus of variations, quasiconvex integrands, Caccioppoli inequality,
Holder regularity.
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186 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the regularity of derivatives of the minimizers
of variational integrals

(1.1) Flu; Q] = f F(x, u, Du)dx
Q

with integrands F(x, u, p) uniformily strictly quasiconvex.

Here Qisan opensetin R, n>2,u:Q -» RNN > 1, Du= { D'},
1 <a<n 1<i<N, stands for the gradient matrix of v and F:
Q x RN x R™ — R is a function satisfying

(1.2) Alpl"m—a<Fxup <Alp"+a A>0

where m is a real number larger than or equal to 2.
A minimizer of the functional & is a function ue WL™(Q, RY) such that

for every ¢ e W™(Q, RY) with supp u = Q
(1.3) Z[u;supp ¢] < F [u + ¢, supp ¢]

The regularity of minimizers of differentiable functionals and of the
weak solutions of related nonlinear elliptic systems has been intensively
studied in the last twenty years. It would be very difficult to list the various
contributions and we refer to M. Giaquinta [8] for that.

Except for the classical two dimensional result by C. B. Morrey, the
regularity of minimizers of non-differentiable functionals has been studied
only recently, see M. Giaquinta and E. Giusti [9] [10] [/]], M. Giaquinta,
P. A. Ivert [I3], see also [8].

In both cases the main assumption was the strong ellipticity :

m—2

(1.4) Fpplxu,p)ih = vl + | pI) = |EP VEeR™;  v>0

This is a natural strengthening of the convexity condition of F(x, u, p)
with respect to p. A typical integrand F which satisfies (1.4) is

(1.5) F(p)=(1+pP)? m=>2

As it is well known, the convexity of F(x, u, p) with respect to p is a
sufficient condition for the sequential weak lower semicontinuity of #
in WH™Q, RN) and therefore, together with the coercivity condition (1.2),
for the existence of a minimizer (subject to given boundary conditions)
for #. But in general it is a necessary condition only in the scalar case, N=1.

In 1952 C. B. Morrey [17] showed that a necessary and sufficient condi-
tion for the weak sequential lower semicontinuity of & is that F be quasi-
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PARTIAL REGULARITY OF MINIMIZERS 187

convex. This means that for almost every xo€Q, for all uge RN, p,e R™
and for all ¢ e C{(Q, RY) we have

1
(1.6) l—mj F(xo, ug, po + Do(x)dx = F(xo, uo, po)
Q

i.e. the frozen functional
FOolu; Q) = J F(xo, to, Du)dx
Q

has the (affine) linear functions as minimizers (see also C. B. Morrey [18]
(4.4), E. Acerbi, N. Fusco [/], J. Ball [2]).

Quasiconvexity is strictly weaker than convexity if N > 1 while it
reduces to convexity if N = 1. Note that it is a global condition; but if F
is of class C? in p, it implies the pointwise Legendre-Hadamard condition:

1.7) Fpip(x, u, p)E*EPmm; > 0 VEeR", Vr e RN

It is an open problem whether the converse is true in general.
As in the convex case, in order to study the regularity of minimizers,
it is natural, and in a certain sense necessary, to strengthen condition (1.6).

DErFINITION 1.1. — We say that F(x, u, p) is uniformly strictly quasi-
convex if for almost every xo€Q, for all ugeRY. poe R™ and for all
¢ € CHQ, RY) we have

(1.8 J [F(xo, to, po + D) — F(xo, uo, po) ldx
Q m—2
> Vj (1+1pol* + D¢ ?) > | D¢ |?dx.
Q

We moreover suppose m = 2.

Recently L. C. Evans [6], adapting the so-called indirect approach in [8],
showed partial regularity of minimizers of the functional (1.1) in the case
that the integrand F was uniformly strictly quasiconvex with m > 2 and
moreover it did not depend on x and u.

In this paper we extend Evans’ result proving the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.1. — Suppose that F(x, u, p) satisfies (1.2). Suppose moreover
that

i) F(x, u, p) is uniformly strictly quasiconvex
ii) for every (x,u)e Q x RN, F(x, u, p) is twice continuously differen-
tiable in p and we have

[ Fpplx, u, p) | < L(1 + | p|?)

m—2
2
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188 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

iii) for every peR™, the function (1 + |p|*) *F(x,u, p) is Holder
continuous in Q x RN uniformly in p.

Let ue WE™Q, RY) be a minimizer of the functional (1.1). Then there
exists an open set Q, = Q such that u has Holder continuous first derivatives
in Qy. Moreover we have meas (QQ — Q) = 0.

We conclude this introduction with a few comments on the method
of proof, the so-called direct approach in [8], which strongly relies on
Caccioppoli’s type inequalities.

From the previous work, see [8], and especially from [9] [10] [11] the
crucial role of the so-called Caccioppoli’s inequality clearly appears, in
dealing with the regularity of minimizers and solutions of nonlinear elliptic
systems. This inequality, in the simplest case, amounts to the following:
Let u be a minimizer. Then for all balls Bgr(xo) = Q we have
c

(1.9) J | Du |2dx < lu — ug, g |2dx
Br/2(x0)

R? Br(x0)
Here u,, g denotes the average of u on Bg(xo) 1. €.
1

UgoR = :f udx = udx
Br(x0) Br(x0) JBr(xo)

On the basis of a result on reverse Holder inequalities with increasing
supports, see F. W. Gehring [7], M. Giaquinta, G. Modica [/4] and [8],
chap. V (1.9) implies that Du lies in some LY, (Q) with p > 2, and moreover

we have
1/p 1/2
(J; |Du|"dx> Sc(f | Du |2dx> .
Br/2 Br

This is actually the main point.

In the scalar case, a modified version of (1.9) implies even Hoélder-
continuity, see [4] [8] [//], and a Harnack inequality [5] for the mini-
mizers.

The work of L. C. Evans [6], see also [/5], and this paper shows that a
second Caccioppoli’s inequality is crucial for the regularity: for any poe R™
and any uy e RN we have

(1.10) | Du — po |Pdx < — |t — g — po(x — xo) [2dx

- 2
Br/2(x0) R Br(xo)

We shall prove in section 4, that it implies the following reverse Holder
inequality: for some p > 2 and for every By

1/p 1/2
(f | Du — (Du)xor/2 |de> < C(f | Du — (Du),, & |2dx>
Br/2(x0) Br(xo)
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PARTIAL REGULARITY OF MINIMIZERS 189

The fact that the uniform strict quasiconvexity permits a proof of ine-

quality (1.10) was pointed out by L. C. Evans [6], see section 4 in our
situation.

We would like to remark that inequality (1.10) relies heavily on the
minimizing property of u and on the quasiconvexity assumption. As a
matter of fact, even the first Caccioppoli’s inequality (1.9) may not be true
for solutions of quasilinear systems

DyA¥(x, D) =0 i=1,...,N
with coefficients satisfying the strengthened Legendre-Hadamard condition
A(x, u)e*ePrm; > | E1P | m | VéeR", VneRN
see M. Giaquinta, J. Soucek [/6].

2. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES
In this section we collect as lemmata a few simple remarks, mainly
of algebraic nature, that we shall use in the sequel.
LEmMMA 2.1. — For 6 = 0, and for all a, be R* we have

j 1+ |ta+ (1 —t)b|?)°dt

2.1 272049 < <22
2D (A +lal*+ b2

and

J 1+ lta+ (1 —t)b|?)2dr
(’7 '7) 4 (1+29) <

(I+lal +1b—al?y?
Proof. — Let us prove inequality (2.1); (2.2) follows at once, as
1
5(1 +laP+|bP)<1+|aP+|b—alP<201+|al*+ b}

The inequality on the right follows immediately since for any te [0,1]
l+jta+(1—=0)b?<20+|al>+1b]?
In order to show the inequality on the left it suffices to notice that we

3
may assume that |a| > | b|, so forte(z, 1) we have
1
[ta+ (1 —t)b|>t|la|l —(1 —t)1b|22(|a|+|b|) Q.E.D.

Vol. 3, n° 3-1986.



190 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

For 6 > 0, and any p e R* define the vector valued function

2.3) Vap) = (1 + | p»)p
LEMMA 2.2. — We have
+ 2 —
2.4) 5—(1 2) < | Vs(p) — Vilq) | <1 + 8)2%2

S+ 1P +1aP p -4
Proof. — The inequality on the right follows at once, using lemma 2.1,
since

| Va(p) — Vs@) | < J

0

1

dt

d
5 ep + (1= 1))

1
g(1+5)J A+1tp+(1—20)p|dt|p—q]
0

In order to prove the inequality on the left we suppose without loss in
generality that | p| > |q|, and we distinguish the case | p| > 2]|q] in
which we have

3
— < —
lp ql_zlpl

A+ 1pP+1gP)? <220+ | pP)7?

and the case || < |p| < 2]|q]|
In the first case, since | V(p)| is an increasing function of | p |, we have

>1 V
_§| (12]

1
| Vs(p)—= V(@) | = | V(p) |- V(@ | = V(P)— ’ V(E p)
hence the inequality follows immediately using (2.5). In the second case
we note that for every 1 > 1 we have |[tp —q| > |p — q| hence, setting

W(g) =1+ 1q1)"
we get

W(p)
[ Va(p) — Vs@) | =W(q)|’“%)’l7—‘1’zw(4)|l7—4|

The result then follows, because
A+ |pl?+1q? < 5W(q) Q.E.D.

The next lemma is an easy consequence of lemma 1.1 of [9].

LEMMA 2.3. — Let f(t) be a nonnegative bounded function defined
for 0 < T, <t < T,. Suppose that for To <t < s < T, we have
fE)<Ais—t)*+Bis—1)F+ C+0f(s)
where A, B, o, B, 0 are nonnegative constants, and 0 < 1. Then there exists
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PARTIAL REGULARITY OF MINIMIZERS 191

aconstant co = co(0, o, B)suchthat for every p,R, Ty < p < R < T,, we have
f(p) < co[AR — p)™* + BR — p)~f + C].

The next lemma will be used quite often in the sequel. Consider the
vector valued function

m-2
Vip)=(1+1pP *p
defined for p e R™, and m > 2; and denote by

Pxor = J ¢dx = ¢dx
Br(x0)

| Br | JBr(xo)

the mean value over the ball By(x,) in R" of the vector valued function
¢: BR(X()) - RnN.

We have
LemMMA 2.4. — For any p > 1 there exists a constant c such that for any
ieR™
f | V(9) — V(¢xop) [Pdx < c(p) | V(¢) — V(4) |Pdx
Br(x0) Br(x0)

In particular

:f | V() — V(@xo0) IPdx < c(p) | V(¢) — V(@)xor |Pdx
Br(x0)

Br(x0)

Proof. — From lemma 2.1 we have
iF | V(¢) — V(¢ [Pdx
B,(x0)

m—2
—Qa P
<ci(l+] deorl?) * f

Br(x0)

| ¢— Dror IPdx+c4 f | ¢ — Do |2 dx
Br(x0)
m—2

n4 ﬂp
<c(1+|AP +] dror—AP) * pf |¢—¢xoR|pdx+Clj: | ¢—dxorl® dx
Br(x0) Br(x0)
m—2

sc3(1+u|2)_"f |¢-¢xo,R|de+c1f 1§ — Pror|? dx
Br(xo0) Br(x0)

m—2

% P
+c3<f |¢——}.|dx> f | ¢ — A|Pdx
Br(x0) Br(x0)

|¢—ll”dx+c4f I«I)—M%”dx

Br(x0)

m—2
<cy(1+]AP) 3 f

Br(x0)

scsf | V() — V(2)|?dx

Br(x0)

Vol. 3, n° 3-1986.



192 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

the second statement follows at once choosing 4 in such a way that

V(i) = V(@) r- Q.E.D.

3. REVERSE HOLDER INEQUALITIES

We shall denote by Qg(xo) the cube in R" centered at x, with sides of
length 2R parallel to the axes, i.e.

Qr(xp) = { xeR": | x; — x¢;| <R i=1,2,...,n}

while by Br(x,) we shall denote, as usual, the ball of radius R centered at x,,
ie.

BR(X()):{XRH:IX"X()|<R}

Let Q be a bounded open set in R” and let g € LYQ). We say that g satisfies
a reverse Holder inequality with increasing supports in Q if for some r < g
we have:

1/q 1/r
3.1 (f | g ]"dx) < b(f | g |’dx>
Qr/2(x0) Qr(x0)

for all Qgr(xo) = Q.
We recall the usual notations

1
8 = dx=——Jgdx
E Lg IE|Je

Reverse Holder inequalities with increasing supports play an important
role in the theory of the regularity of solutions to nonlinear elliptic diffe-
rential equations, see [8], chapters V, VI. In [/4] we proved (see also [8],
chap. V, [7] [8]) that whenever (3.1) is satisfied for all Qg(xo) < Q, then g
has higher integrability and satisfies a reverse Holder inequality with
increasing supports and exponents g + ¢ g. More precisely we proved
the following theorem which we now state in a slightly more general form,
and which will be used in the sequel.

THEOREM 3.1. — Let Q be a bounded open set in R". Suppose we harc

o 1/q 1/r 1/q
(3.2) g Iglqu) sbg |g|’dx> +<f |f|"dx>
Qr2 Qr Qr

Jor all Qg = Q, where qe LYQ), feL(Q)and0 <r < g <s < + oo. Then

<
Annales de I’Institut Henri Poincaré - Analyse non linéaire



PARTIAL REGULARITY OF MINIMIZERS 193

there exists a positive ¢ = &n, g, 1, s, b) such that geLi ¥(Q). Moreover for
any ' = < Q we have
1 1 1

(3.3) (f '| gl"”dx)q ’ < c[(f lgl“dx)q + <f Iflqﬂdx) :l

where c is a constant depending on n, g, r, s, b and on | Q |/dist (@', 0Q)" and
[Q1/1Q" .

REMARK 3.1. — On the left-hand side of the inequality (3.2) we may
have any cube Q,0 < 7 < 1, instead of Qg,,. Then the conclusions of

theorem 3.1 remain true of course with the constants ¢ and ¢ in (3.3)
depending on 7.

REMARK 3.2. — Obviously in (3.2) we can have balls By instead of
cubes Qg, and the same conclusions holds.

4. CACCIOPPOLrS INEQUALITIES
AND HIGHER INTEGRABILITY

Let F(x, u, p) : Q x RNxR™ - R be a Carathéodory function (i. . measu-
rable in x and continuous in u, p) satisfying condition (1.2), which we
rewrite, for simplicity, as
(H.1) F(x, u, p) satisfies the inequalities

|pI™ < F(x, u,p) < A(l + | p|?)?

where A > 0, and m > 2.

In M. Giaquinta and E. Giusti [I0], see also [/]] for a more general
statement, the following theorem was proved

THEOREM 4.1. — Let ue WL™Q, RY) be a minimizer of the functional
@.1) Flu; Q] = j F(x, u, Du)dx
Q

where the integrand F satisfies (H.1).
Then there exists an & > 0 such that Due LT 5(Q, R™).

Moreover, for every xoeQ and R, with 0 < R < dist (xq, 0Q) we have
1

1

mte mte m \m

4.2) (J (1+|Dul?) 2 dx> < cq (1 + | Du |2)2dx)
Br/2(x0) Br(x0)

with c independent of R and u.

Vol. 3, n°® 3-1986.



194 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

Theorem 4.1 is a consequence, see [9], of theorem 3. 1 and of the following
inequality proved in [9].

Caccioppoli’s first inequality: Under the assumption of theorem 4.1, for
every xo€Q, p, R, with 0 < p < R < dist (xq, 0Q), we have

c
—_ |u — uyr ™dx + c | (Br(xo) |
®R - oy LR<xO> . e

In the next proposition we shall prove, using an idea of L. C. Evans [6],
an inequality for the mean oscillation of Du of the same nature of (4.3).
In order to do that, we need some additional hypotheses on F. We collect
here these hypotheses and some simple consequences as (H.2) ... (H.6);
as in (H.1) m is larger than or equal to 2.

(H.2) F(x,u,p) is of class C* with respect to p and
m—2
IFpp(x> “,P)I < cl(l + |P|2) 2

(4.3)f | Du ["dx <
Bo(x0)

Taking into account lemma 2.1, (H.2) implies immediately the following
statement that we number as (H. 3)
(H.3) The derivatives of F(x, u, p) with respect to p satisfy

m—2

| Fpx, u,p) — Fle,u, @) | < (1 + | p> +1q) 2 | p—q|

In the next section we need a stronger version of (H.2).
(H.4) F(x,u, p) is twice continuously differentiable in p, uniformly with
respect to x, u; more precisely there exists a continuous, non negative,
bounded function o(t, s) increasing int for fixed s and in s for fixed t, concave
in s, with o(t, 0) = 0, and such that for every (x, u)e Q x RN and p,q e R™
we have

m—2
| Fpplx, , p) — Fpplx, u, @) | < c3(1 + | p > + 1q1?) 2 o(Ipl1p—ql)

H.5) 1+1p IZ)—EF(x, u, p) is Holder-continuous in (x, u) uniformly with
respect to p, i.€.

|F(x, 4, p) — F(y, 0, p) | < cal + | p P20l ul, |x — y| + |u—o])

where
n(t, s) = A (t) min (s°, L)

for some 6,0 <6< 1, and L >0, and A (t) is an increasing function.
Notice that #(t, s) is concave in s for fixed t. Finally

(H.6) F(x,u, p) is uniformly strictly quasiconvex in the sense of defi-
nition 1.1, or equivalently (compare lemma 2.2) there exist a positive
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PARTIAL REGULARITY OF MINIMIZERS 195

constant v such that for almost every x,€Q, for all uge RN, poe R™ and
for all ®e CL{Q, RN) we have

Vj [V(po + D®) — V(po) ?dx < f [F(xo,u0, po+D®) — Fxo,uo,po)ldx
Q Q

where, for all pe R™, V(p) is the vector valued function defined by
m—2

Vi) =(1+1p») % p

Let ue L™Q, RY) be a minimizer for the functional % [u;Q] in (4.1).
For x4, y€Q, ug, vo € RY, po e R™, we define

Px) = {Px)}i=1...,N;  Px) = up + pouxs — Xoa)

and we simply write
4.4 P(x) = ug + polx — Xo)
Moreover we set
(4.5) alx)=2H(lvo|)min { [|x—y|+|ux)—vo|+|u(x) — Px)| J’,L}
(4.6) G*(x) = (1 + | po|* + | Du |*y™* min (1, a(x))
We have

PROPOSITION 4.1. — (Caccioppoli’s second inequality). Let ue Wi;7(€Q, R")
be a minimizer of the functional & [u; Q] in (4.1). Suppose that the integrand F

satisfies (H.1) (H.2) (H.3) (H.5) and (H.6). Then for every x,, yeQ,
g, vo € RN, po € R™ and every p, R with 0 < p < R < dist (xo, 0Q) we have

m—2
4.7 J [ +1pol?) * |Du—pol*> + | Du — po ["]dx
B, (x0)

< c{ 1 j (1+] |2)1;—2| P|2d + ! J | P|™d
= —_ )4 u— X o u— X
(R —)? Jorcxo 0 (R—=p)"™ Jorcxo)

+ j G2dx } .
Br(x0)

If moreover the integrand F does not depend explicitly on x and u, then we
may take G = 0 in (4.7).

Proof. — Let 0 < p < s <t < R and choose & e C§(B,(x,)) satisfying
0<&<1,&=1 on Byxg), | DE| < c/(t — s). Define

O=¢(u—-P) ¥=(1-¢ @m—-P)
so that
OP+¥Y=u—-P D® + DY = Du — py

Vol. 3, n° 3-1986.



196 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

As ¢ = 0 on 0B,, the quasiconvexity assumption (H.6) implies for every
yeQand vy e RN

m—2
(4.8) vf [@+1pol?) 2 |D®? + | D®|"]dx
B,
< L [F(y, vo, po + D®) — F(y, vy, po)Jdx

We now rewrite the right-hand side of (4.8) as

(49) [F(ya Vo, Do + D(D) - F(ys Vo, PO)]dx

JB:
r

= iF(xo, ug, Du — DY¥) — F(x, ug, Du)]ldx

+ [F(y, vy, Du) — F(x, u, Du)]dx

+ [F(x,u, Du) — F(x,u — ®, Du — D®)]dx

+ | [F(,u — @, po + D¥) — F(y, v, po + D¥)]dx

r

+ | [F(» vo, po+D¥)—F(y, vo, po)ldx=(I)+(II)+(IID)+(IV)+(V)

JB:

and we notice that (III) < O because u is a minimizer, and that (II) and (IV)
are zero if the integrand F does not depend explicitly on x and u.
We have, using (H.3) and lemma 2.1,

1
(I)+(V)=l[ de [F,i( ¥, vo, Po+ DY) —F,:(y, vo, Du—1D¥) D, ¥idr
: 0 ® a
m-2
s| A+1pol*+IDul>+|D¥?) ? (|Du—po|+|D¥|)| DY |dx
B,
Then we observe that | D'V | has support in B, — B, and that

|DT|<06|D““P0|+

lu - P|
so using the elementary inequality a™~2b% < @™ + b™, we conclude

J (1 +|Po|2) T |u — P|%dx

(4.10) (I)+(V)3c7{

1 m-2
+ f |u—Pl"'dx}+Csf [(A+]2o P) % |Du—po| >+ | Du—po|™ldx
(t=9)" Js, B.—B,
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On the other hand, (H.5) and (H.1) imply
4.11) (@D)+AV)<co { J min (o(x), 11 +| Du |2)%dx
B

+ j min ((x), 1)(1+| po+D¥ |2)%dx } <cqo { J‘
B,

B

1
SCH{J G2Zdx + "'_[ |u—P|’"dx+J IDu—pOI"'dx}
B. (t—s)" Js, B.—Bs

Therefore, from (4.8) ... (4.11) we conclude

G2dx+ j | DW ["dx }
B:

m—2
j [(1+1pol?) * |Du—pol* + | Du—po["]dx
Bs

1 i m—2 1
<l ——=| 22 |y_PP _ppm
Clz{(t_s)th( +1pol?) = |u—P]| dX+(t_S),,,JBt|u P|"dx

m—2
+J szx} + Cuj [(A+1pol?) * |Du—pol*+|Du—po|™ldx .
B, Bt_BZ

Now we fill the hole, i.e. we add c,, times the left-hand side of (4.12) to
both sides of (4.12) and we get

B
+——+C+ 0f(2)

fo =2
t—s)?  (t—s"

with
m=2
f(t)=j [(L+1pol® % |Du—pol* + | Du— pol™]dx
B:

r~

m-2
A=cia| (L+1pol) * |u—Pdx
JBr

B=Clz Iu—ledx

JBr
C = ch G2
JBr
0= €12 <1
14+ ¢z
Hence the result follows at once from lemma 2.3. Q.E.D.

Now we show how Caccioppoli’s second inequality permits us to prove
a useful reverse Holder inequality for V(Du) — V(Du),, . V being the
function defined in (H.6).
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We choose in (4.7), p = R/2, uy = u,, g- and we recall the well-known

Sobolev-Poincaré inequality; for any p > " 1 define
n—
np
Pe= n+p

then there is a constant ¢ = c(n, p) such that

p/py
J Iu—uxO,R—po.(x—xO)Ide§c<f | Du—p, I"*dx)
Br(x0) . Br(x0)

We estimate the first two terms on the right-hand side of (4.7) first by

C13 ) m;2 2/24 C13 me
=5 (1+1[pol?) | Du—po|*dx ) +—— | Du—po [™dx
R Br(x0) R Br

and then, noticing that m, < 2,m, with a simple use of Holder inequality by
Cia "'_;2 2/2«
F{L [(1+|P0 1?) 2 |Du—po|*+|Du—pp lm]z‘dx} .
Taking into account lemma 2.2 and 2.4, Caccioppoli’s second inequality
implies

1/2
(4.13) (f | V(Du) — V(po) |2dx>
Br/2(x0)

1/2, 1/2
< c{<:f | V(Du) — V(po) lz*dx> + <f szx) }
Br(x0) Br(x0)

In case F does not depend explicitly on x and u, and therefore G = 0,
inequality (4.13) together with theorem 3.2 (applied to | V(Du)— V(po)|)
implies that

i/p 1/2
(f | V(Du) — V(po) l”dx) < cg | V(Du) — V(po) Izdx>
Br,2 Br

for some p > 2. Therefore, choosing for each Bg(xo) po in such a way that
V(po) = V(Du),, g we get

THEOREM 4.2. — Let ue Wi;™(Q, RY) be a minimizer of & [u:Q]in (4.1)

oc

suppose that the integrand F does not depend explicitly on x and u and satisfies
(H.2) (H.3) (H.6). Then there exists a p > 2 such that for all Bg(x,) = Q
we have

1/p
4.14) <f | V(Du) — V(Du),, &2 Ipdx)
Br/2(x0) 1/2
< cg | V(Du) — V(Du)y x |2dx> .
B

Rr(x0)
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In general we have

THEOREM 4.3. — Let ue Wi™Q, RY) be a minimizer of % [u;Q] in
(4.1), suppose that the integrand F satisfies (H.1) (H.2) (H.5) and (H.6).
Thenthereexistsa p > 2,ay > 0and a constant ¢ suchthat for all Bg(xo) = Q
we have

2/p
4.15) (J; | V(Du) — V(Du),, r/2 |"dx>
Br/2(x0)
< } | V(Du) — V(Du),, g [2dx + R¥h( | o r | +] (DU)sor | +P(xo, R)Y™
Br(x0)

where h(t) is an increasing function and Y(x,, R) is defined by

Y(xo, R) = j | Du — (Du)y g I"dx .

Br(x0)
Proof. — Choosing uy = u N from Caccioppoli’s inequality (4.7);
XO,E
using as before Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, we get

1/24

1/2
(4.16) <f | V(Du) — V(po) |2dx> < C(:f | V(Du)— V(po) |2‘dx)
1/2
+ c(if szx> .
By,

We note, theorem 4.1, that (1 + | Du|?)™? e LLI%(Q), so that G € L{(Q)

m +
2<s<2m T8 get

m

ax) = K(|vo|)min { [|x — y| + |u(x) —vo| 1>, L}
We have

4.17) f szxsjj &Nl + | po > + | Du|?)2dx
BAR B2

IR

+ :f K(|vol) min { L, (Ju—uo|+]pol1x—xol)° } (1 +|po|*+| Du|?)%dx.
B2
IR
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We estimate the second integral on the right-hand side using theorem 4.1
and Poincaré inequality as follows:

(4.18) t{: K(|v0|)min{L,(Iu—u0|+|po|Ix—xol)“}(l—i—lpol2 m
B2p + | Du |?)%dx

ms \2/s
< k(|”o|)<f (1 + [pol? + | Du?)? ZdX>
B2

=R
3 1 2

—_— 1-=

- e °
min {L,(|u —uo| +|pollx —x0|)} “dx
BzR

2
1-= .
< Ck(|”0|)<:f (1+]po I>+|Du Iz)idx<R"'f | Du ™+ po |"'>dX>
Br . Br

2-=
s

m(, 2 m
< ok(lvo DRV )(f (1+|P0|2+|Du|2)2dx>
Br

1

m(l——l—) m
< ck(|vo|)R** ¥ (1 + | pol*>+|Dul?) dey=51—;.
Br

1
Note that for s close to 2, m(l — —) is close to ﬂ.
Set now for R, fixed 5 2
g%(x) = | V(Du) — V(po) I?

m ml1-L
FHx) = &x)1+] po I*+] Du(x) ) +k(| vo | )RE'(L+| po I +| Du |?) (1)

From (4.16) (4.17) (4.18) we deduce
freli(Q) forsome t>1

and for all R < Ry, voe RN, yeQ, poe R™ we have

1/2 1/2, 1/2
(:f gzdx) < c(if; gz*dx) + c<:{/ f de) .
Br/2 Br Br

Applying theorem 4. 1 we conclude that there is an exponent p > 2 such that

1/p 1/2 1/p
4.19) (f g"dx) < c(f gzdx> + <:f ﬂ’dx)
Bro/2 Brg Bgro

Now for each Bgy(xo) we choose y = xq, Vg = Uy, ro» Po in such a way
that V(po) = V(Du),,r, and we estimate the last integral in (4.19) as in
(4.18). Then the result follows at once. Q.E.D.
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5. PARTIAL REGULARITY

In this section we shall prove theorem 1.1 which was stated in the
introduction. Through the whole section ue Wim™Q, RY) will denote a
minimizer of the functional

5.1 Flu; Q] = f F(x, u, Du)dx
Q

with integrand F satisfying the main assumptions (H.1)... (H.6) of
section 4. V(Du), simply written V, when no confusion may arise, will
denote the vector valued function in (H.6) defined as

m—2

V(Du) = (1 + |Dul? 2 Du

Let us first consider the case that the integrand F does not depend expli-
citly on x and u. So let u e Wj(Q, RY) be a minimizer of

(5.2) J F(Du)dx

with F satisfying (H.2) (H.4) (H.6). We have, see also [6].
THEOREM 5.1. — There exists an open set Qo < Q such that
V(Du) e C%%(Qo, R™)  for every o€(0.1).
We have Q — Q, = X, U X,, where
T ={xeQ: i‘ir(’)”llxo,al + | (Dwxor|) = + 0 }

Zzz{xer:liminff IV—VxO,plzdx>0}
Bp(xo)

p—0*

In particular meas (Q — Qg) = 0.
Moreover, for every fixed o €(0,1) and M, there exist positive constants

£o(My), Ro(Mo) such that, if for some xo€Q, R < Ry we have

(5.3) ltxor | + [ (Dit)sor | < Mo, f | V= Vior |%dx <

Br(x0)

then for all p, R, 0 < p < R < Ry, we have

20
(5.4) f [V -V, Pdx < c(ﬂ) f |V — Vg I%dx
B, (x0) R Br(x0)

REMARK 5.1. — The first part of theorem 5.1 follows actually from
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the second part. In fact, (5. 3) clearly holds almost everywhere in Q, and since
lucr| + [(Dw),r| and j [V — Veg [Pdy
Br(x0)

are continuous functions of x, the inequalities (5.3) are satisfied in a
neighbourhood of x, whenever they hold for x,. Therefore (5.4) holds,
with x, replaced by x for x in a neighbourhood of x,. The first part of the
theorem then follows immediately taking into account Campanato’s
characterization of Holder-continuous functions, see e. g. [8], p. 70.

REMARK 5.2. — Theorem 5.1 implies that ue C*9(Q,, RY) for every
ae(0,1).
In the general case we have, compare also remark 5.3.

THEOREM 5.2. — Let ue WL™Q, RY) be a minimizer of the functional
in (5.1) and (H.1) ... (H.6) hold. Then there exists an open set Q, < Q
and a o € (0.1) such that V(Du) e C°°(Qo, RY). We have Q — Qq = =, U Z,,
hence meas (Q — Qg) = 0. Moreover there exist positive constants €y, My,
Ry such that, if for some xy € Q, R < Ry (5.3) hold, then (5.4) holds.

Both theorems follow in a standard way, see e.g. [8], p. 197-199, from
the following proposition.

PropPOsSITION 5.1. — Set
(I)(xo, R) = IV - on,R |2dx

Br(x0)

Then for every xo € Q, ¢ > 0, and for every p,R, 0 < p < R < dist (x,, 0Q)
we have

D(xo, p) < C{(%> +&+ (%)ndX)X(xO, R)}(D(xo, R) + R*"H(xo, R)

where y > 0, and .
(5.5) x(x0, R) = 9| tgor | + | (D)o | + (x0, R)?, Plxo, R))

0 , if Fisindependent of x and u

H(xo, R)=< - 1
(xo’ ) { h( quo,R | + I(Du)xo,Rl +q)(x09 R)z OtherWise

1(t, s) being an increasing function in t going to zero as s goes to zero uni-
formly for t in a bounded set, and h(t) an increasing function of t.

Proof. — Fix a point x, € Q and a radius R < dist (x,, 0Q). Set

Ug = Uxy,R/2
Po = (D), g)2
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and denote by F°p) the frozen integrand
FO(P) = F(xo, Up, P)
Define the integrand G: R™ — R by

o 1
G(p) = F%po) + Fp(poXp' — Pba) + =

5 Foi o7 (PoXPe — PoclPh — Phs)

and notice that (H.4) implies >

(5.6) |F(p)—G(p)l<cl(1+]po I2) 2 p— P0|2+|P —po "X po ;| P—Pol)
Since (H.3) (H.6) imply (see [29], theor. 4.4.1) that

m=2
Wi+|pol?) 2 1E1P Il <Fppfpo)eefmim;
m=2

<dl+lpo®) 2 [EP|n?  VEeR" VmeRY

the elementary Hilbert space theory together with Gérding inequality
ensure the existence and uniqueness of a solution v € W'%(Bg,,(x,), RY) of

f G(Dv)dx — min
Br/2(x0)
v — ue Wg?(Bgja(xo), RY).
Note that v is the solution of the Dirichlet boundary value problem
{F&p;(po)lﬂ)lgvi =0 j=1,...,N in Bg,(xo)
V—u= 0 on 0BR/2(xo)
for an elliptic system with constant coefficients. Therefore we have, see

R
e.g [8], chap. III, for any A € R™ and for any p < 5

5.7 f |Dv—A|2dx3cf | Du — A |%dx
Br/2(x0) Br/2(x0)

(5.8) :f |Dv?dx < ¢ f | Do |2dx
B,(x0) Br/2(x0)
0\?
5.9 f | Dv—(Dv),, , [?dx < c(—) f | Dv—(Dv) g |%dx
B,(x0) R/ JBr/a(x0) o3

Moreover, from the LP-theory for elliptic systems we deduce that if
ue WHP(Bg,»(xo), RN), p > 2, then v e WHP(Bg,a(x,), RY) and

(5.10) j IDv—AI"decj | Du — A |Pdx
Br/2(x0) Br/2(x0)

p
(5.11) | Do — (Do), , [Pdx < c<ﬂ> f | Dv—(Dv) g |Pdx
R/ JBg/axo) x0.3

B, (x0)
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Notice that the constant ¢ appearing in (5.7) ... (5.11) does not depend

on p,.
From lemma 2.2, (5.9) (5.11) we deduce

f | V(Dv) — V(Dv)y,,, 12dx
Bp(xo) )

m—2

<c(14](Dv)s, ,P) 2 f |Dv—(Du)xo,p|2dx+cf | Do— (D), ,|"dx
B, (x0) By(x0)

m—2

2 —_—
SC<£) 1+ (Do)s,, ) 2 J |Dv—(Dv)_ g |*dx
R Br/2(x0) )

+c(£> j |Dv — (Do) & ["dx.
~\R BR/2(x0) X0z
On the other hand from (5.8) we get

| Do |2dx < cf | Do |?dx

Br/2(x0)

| (D)x,,p | < ff

By (x0)

SC|(DD)x R +cj‘
o3

Br/2(x0)

|Dv — (Dv) g |%dx.
xo,i

Hence we have

j | V(Dv) — V(Dv)y,,, |2dx
B,(x0)

m—2

2 ———
< c(ﬂ) 1+ |MDv) &* ? ff | Dv—(Dv) gr|%dx
R xo.3 Br/2(x0) )

p 2 mf2 p m
+ c<—> ({f |Dv—(Dv) g |2dx> + c<—> J; |Dv—(Dv) gr|™x
R Br/2(x0) ) R/ JBrja(x0) ¥z

Taking into account lemmata 2.2 and 2.4, we then conclude

(5.12) IV(Dv)—V(Dv)xo,,,Fdxsc(£>2 f |V(Dv)—V(Dv) gfdx
Br/2(x0) xoz

B,(x0)

and therefore

(5.13) | V(Du) — V(Du),, , [*dx
By(x0)
p n+2
sc(—> f | V(Du) — V(Du) & |2dx+cf | V(Du)— V(Do) Pdx.
R Br/2(x0) X0z Br/2(x0)
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Now we estimate the last term in (5.13). Using lemma 2.2, it is not diffi-
cult to see that Ve > 0

(5.14) | V(Du)— V(Dv) |2dx

Br/2(x0)

m—2
< de) (I+1pol?) 2 IDW|2+IDWI"'dx+8J | Du—po "

Br/2(x0) Br/2(x0)

where w = u — v.
From the quasiconvexity assumption (H.6) we have

m-2
(5.19) VJ (1 +1pol®) * |Dw|* + | Dw|"dx
Br/2(x0)

< L ( )Fo(Po +Dw)— FO(Po)dx=j [F°(po+ Dw)— G(po+ Dw)]dx

Br/2(x0)

1 s 1 . ;
+ 3 L F p,(po)Dw‘]I?w'dxz(I)+ —J‘ Fpi,,j(po)Dw‘]/g)w’dx.

Rr/2(X0) a B @ Br/2(x0) « B @
On the other hand we have
J E,ipi( po)Dw"]?wjdx= J [G(Du) — G(Dv) Jdx
B, a

R/2(x0) a B Br/2(x0)
»

= [G(Du) — Fo%(Du)Jdx + J [F°(Du)—F(x, u, Du) Jdx
JBR/2(x0) Br/2(x0)

+ [F(x, u, Du)—F(x, v, Dv)ldx + j [F(x, v, Dv)— F%(Dv)]dx
JBR/2(x0) Br/2(x0)

+ [F°(Dv) — G(Dv)}dx = (II) + (III) + (IV) + (V) + (VI).
JBR/2(x0)

Therefore from (5.14) (5.15) (5.16) we conclude

(5.17) | V(Du)— V(Do) |2dx < «(D)+AD)+AI)+(AV)+(V)+ (VD).

Br/2(x0)

Notice that (IV) < 0, since u is a minimizer, while (III) and (V) are zero if F
does not depend on x and u.

In order to estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (5.17), it is conve-
nient to distinguish two situations.

a) F = F(p); in this case (ITI). (V) are zero. So we need to estimate (I)

Vol. 3, n° 3-1986.



206 M. GIAQUINTA AND G. MODICA

(IT) (VI). Using (5.6), the boundedness of w, lemmata 2.2 and 2.4, the
reverse Holder inequality (4 14) we obtain

(IH=< Cj [(X+1po 1) z | Du—po |>+| Du—po "X | po |, | Du—po |)dx
Br/2(x0)
< CI |V(Du)—V((Du)x ) Po(|(Du) grl,|Du—(Du) gr|)dx
Br2(x0) 32 ) X0, 3

2/p
< CR"<if | V(Du) — V((Du) 5) |P dx)
Br/2(x0) )

1-2

14
<f}; o(|(Du) || Du—(Du) gl)dX>
Bry2(x0) 2 *0:g

!

4
Scf V-V R|2dx<f of | (Dw)_ g, Du—(Dw) R|)dx>
Br(x0) *oz Br/2(x0) X035 X0, %

0:2

and by Jensen’s inequality, since w(t, s) is concave in s

1,2

m p
| Du— (D)o |"'dx) )

J |V =V rl%dx.
Br(x0)

Exactly in the same way, taking also into account (5.7) (5.10) we obtain

(5.18) (ID< cw( | (Du)xo .k |5 <f

Br(x0)

14

| Du— (D) x \"'dx)m)

J |V =V r |2dx .
Br(x0)

R
This, together with (5.13) (5.17) (5.18), gives (5.5) with H=0and p < TR

LRI

@, (VD =< Cw< | (DWxor |, C(:{/

Br(x0)

R
Since (5.5)istrivial for — < p < R, the proof of proposition 5. 1 is concluded
in this case. 2

b) The general case F(x, u, Du)—(I) (I) (III) (VI) can be estimated as
before, using (4.15) instead of (4.14). In this way on the right-hand side
of (5.18) the following extra terms appears

-2

1 1,
R™27h( | ug |+ (Dut)sor |+ Y(xo0, RYM)o( | (Dtt)yy - |, Yxo, RYY) 7
which gives a term of type R?>°H(x,, R) in (5.5).
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So, in order to conclude the proof, it suffices to estimate (III) and (V).
Assumption (H.5) implies, using also theorem 4.1

(m)s(:f (1D n(lu gl x—xo|+lu—u_g|)dx
Br/2(x0) xo.3 )

mie \mFE
gcknq (1+|Dul?) 2 dx) g n(lu_ vl lx—xol
Br/2(x0) Br/2(x0) *0. 3

e
+u—u_ gl)dx)""®
xOvi

m m+ ¢
Scj (14| Du iz)zdxf(luxo,kl)l:R+f |u—u Rldx:| .
Br(x0) Br/2(x0)

xo,i

Since

f |u —u RldecRJ; | Du|dx,
Br/2(x0) *o:3 Br/2

we then conclude .
‘j—

m m+e
(D) <R 2 A (|uy,1){  (1+|Du |2)2dx<1 + f | Du| dx)
<R™ 2yﬁ( %o, R) Br(x0) Br(x0)

for y > 0, when H is of the same type as H described in the statement of

the theorem.
This concludes the proof of the proposition, since, taking into account
(5.10), (V) can be estimated in the same way. Q.E.D.

REMARK 5.3. — Actually if F(x, u, p) is Holder-continuous in x with
exponent § and in u with exponent y then V(Du)e C°°(Q) with

(e )
20 = min | 1,
m-—y
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