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Abstract

The singular set of any Lipschitzian minimizer of a general quasiconvex func-
tional is uniformly porous and hence its Hausdorff dimension is strictly smaller
than the space dimension.

1. Introduction and main result

The present paper is about partial regularity of minimizers of integral functionals
of the general type

Flv] := / F(x,v(x), Dv(x))dx (1.1)
Q

defined for maps v: Q@ C R” — R of the appropriate Sobolev class. We are
concerned with the multi-dimensional case n, N = 2 and throughout the discus-
sion the set Q is a fixed bounded open domain in R”. The integrand F:  x RV x
RN*" _ R will be subjected to a set of conditions (listed below) that by now are
standard in the calculus of variations. Among these conditions we single out the
condition of quasiconvexity as introduced by MORREY in [31]. We recall that the
integrand is said to be quasiconvex provided

/ LF (x0. 0. 20 + Dp(x)) — F(x0. y0. 20)] dx =0 | (12)
(0’1)71

for every ¢ € C2°((0, 1)", RY) i.e. for every smooth and compactly supported
map, and for all xo € 2, yg € RN, zo € RN*"_ This condition replaces the
usual convexity condition in the multi-dimensional calculus of variations, and is
essentially equivalent to sequential lower semicontinuity in the weak topology of
appropriate Sobolev spaces [31, 1]. As such it is intimately linked to the existence
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of minimizers for F on Dirichlet classes of Sobolev maps and, as we recall below
and which forms the main theme here, quasiconvexity in a strict form allows us
to prove partial regularity of minimizers too. Hence quasiconvexity plays a role at
many levels, and moreover we note that certain aspects of the mathematical foun-
dations of non-linear elasticity and materials science [3, 9, 32] lead to models with
quasiconvex, non-convex integrands.

We next turn to the precise statements and a description of our results, and start
with the hypotheses for the integrand, listed below in (1.3), (1.4), (1.5), (1.6), (1.8)
and (1.10). As we confine attention to the case where the integrand exhibits qua-
dratic/super-quadratic growth (i.e. p = 2), our hypotheses are identical to those of
[20] Chapter 9 (cf. (9.31)—(9.34) and (9.66) there). These conditions are standard
in the calculus of variations.

Our first assumption is that for each fixed x € Qand y € R" the partial function
F(x,y, ) is twice continuously differentiable:

2+ F(x,y,z) is C%. (1.3)
The second assumption is a growth and coercivity condition:
f@=F(x,y,2) = L0+ [z|P) (1.4)

forallx € Q,y € RY and z € R¥*" where L > 0 and p = 2 are constants and
f:RN*" _ R is a continuous function with p-growth, i.e.

|f(@ = L+ z|”)

and, for some positive constant v € (0, L],
/ f(Dp(x))dx = V/ |Dp(x)|” dx,
O,n" O,

forallz e RV*" andall ¢ € C (0, n)", R™). The third condition is a reinforced
version of the quasiconvexity condition in (1.2). We assume that F' is uniformly
strictly quasiconvex in the sense that

2\ 252 2
v (I+1Dp(x)|7) 7 |De(x)|” dx
O,1)"
< / [F(x0, Y0, z0 + Do(x)) — F(xo, yo, z0)] dx (1.5)
0,1

for all xg € 2, yo € RN, 70 € RV*" and every ¢ € C2°((0, )", RM). Condition
(1.5) was first considered in the context of regularity theory by EVANS in [14].

Regarding the dependence upon “the coefficients” (x, y) we shall assume the
following (non-uniform) continuity condition

|F(x1, y1,2) — F(x2, y2, 21 £ LO(y1l, Ix1 — x2l* + [y1 — y2/)(1 +1217)(1.6)

forall x;,x2 € Q,y,y1,» € RY and 7 € RV*" Here L 2> 1is a constant and the
function 8: RT x RT — R is assumed to be of the form

O(s, t) = min{l, oo(s)w ()} , (1.7)
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where gg: R™ — R7* is non-decreasing and w: Rt — R™ is a modulus of
continuity, by which we mean a non-decreasing concave function such that w (0) =
0. Finally, following [2], we shall assume a no growth condition on the second
derivatives of F with respect to the gradient variable z, F,, but only the existence
of a (non-uniform) modulus of continuity, that is, a separately increasing function
y:RT x Rt — RY, such that (-, 0) = 0 and

|Foz(x,y,21) = Frz(x, y, 22l S vyl + lzil + 22l lzn — 22D (1.8)

foreveryx € Q,y € RY and z;, 70 € RV*", For later convenience, we define the
“growth function" of F; as

F ) y» &
G(M) := sup [Foz(x, ¥, 2)]

Mz0. (1.9)
Wl <mren 1t 12P72

Let us briefly comment on the last three assumptions. The condition (1.6) quantifies
the continuity of the integrand F'(x, y, z) with respect to (x, y). In particular, when
we assume that

o) <rY? ) ae(0,1] (1.10)

then (x,y) — F(x,y,z)/(1 + |z|?) is Holder continuous with exponent « uni-
formly in z. Assumption (1.8) is mild; for example, it is automatically satisfied by
product type functionals of the form

V> /c(x, v)g(Dv)dx , (1.11)
Q

where ¢ = c(x, y) is a Holder continuous function with values in the interval [v, L]
and g = g(z) satisfies the quasiconvexity condition (1.5) and has p-growth.

The crucial point, mentioned briefly above, is that the quasiconvexity condition
(1.5), together with the other conditions, allows us to prove the so-called partial
regularity of minimizers, as first shown in [14]. To be more precise, define

Qu:={xeQ:uech AR,

for some o > 0 and some neighborhood A of x} (1.12)

as the set of regular points of . Then it can be shown that the open set €2, has full
measure

2\ Q=0 (1.13)

1a/2
loc

Tui= 2\ Q (1.14)

and that, assuming (1.10), u € C (2, RY) (see [14, 2, 13]). The closed set

is called the singular set of the minimizer u. It is in general non-empty, already
in the classical case where F' = F(z) is strongly convex, as shown by celebrated
examples [7, 34, 38]. The above results motivate the quest for better size bounds
of the singular set X, of a minimizer u. A natural and well-established way of
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measuring the size of a set is by its Hausdorff dimension. In the following we
denote the Hausdorff dimension of a set A C R” by dimy;(A). The first step is to
exclude that ¥, could be n-dimensional. In the special case where F = F(z) is
a strongly convex function, the estimate dimy(Z,) < n — 2 is a classical result
dating back to the 1970s. We recall that it is obtained by using the difference-
quotient method to the Euler-Lagrange system of the functional, whereby it is
shown that u € Wli’cz. General results about Wlﬁf maps then imply the desired
singular set estimate (see [20] Chapter 2 for details). The problem for the general
case when z — F'(x, y, z) is strongly convex was raised later (see for instance the
open problems in 3 page 269 from [16] and (a) page 117 from [19]) and, essentially
under the assumptions considered above, it was settled in [24], where we proved
that

dimy(Z,) £ n — min{e, p(s — 1)} . (1.15)

Here o > 0 is the Holder continuity exponent of (x, y) — F(x, y, z) appearing in
(1.10), and s is the higher-integrability exponent of the gradient whose existence
is guaranteed by Gehring’s lemma,

|[Dul? € L},.(2) s=sn,N,p,L/v)>1 (1.16)
(see again [24] for details). Similar results hold for weak solutions to elliptic sys-
tems [28, 29]; for an account of results on partial regularity and singular sets of
minima we refer to [30]. The proof in [24] relies on a localization technique that
makes once again essential use of the Euler—Lagrange systems of certain convex
comparison functionals, and finally leads to us establish a higher (fractional) differ-
entiability of Du, which again by general results entails (1.15). An approach based
on the Euler—Lagrange system and some kind of difference-quotient method seems
to require convexity. In fact, for the quasiconvex case, the Euler—Lagrange system
in itself cannot yield regularity results. This was recently shown by MULLER &
SVERAK in [33], where they demonstrated even the absence of partial regularity for
critical non-minimizing points of uniformly strictly quasiconvex integrals

V> /F(Dv(x))dx. (1.17)
Q

That the situation is equally hopeless when the above quasiconvexity condition on
the integrand F is strengthened to polyconvexity was demonstrated more recently
by SzEKELYHIDI in [39]. Therefore the task of estimating the size of the singu-
lar set of minimizers in the quasiconvex (and polyconvex) case appears to require
different methods. Hence, despite attracting some attention (see [17] Section 4.2),
it has remained an open problem since [14] as to whether the singular set of a min-
imizer of a uniformly strictly quasiconvex (or polyconvex) integral (1.17) could be
n-dimensional.

In the present paper we take the first step, by considering the case of Lipschitzian
minimizers of the general quasiconvex functional F in (1.1), and proving
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Theorem 1.1. Letu € W°(Q2, RY) be a minimizer of the functional F under the
assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). Then there exists a positive number § > 0, depending
onlyonn, N, p,v, L, L, [t || y1.00, the modulus of continuity y (-) in (1.8), and the
Sfunctions 0o(+), G(+) in (1.7)—=(1.9), but otherwise independent of u, of the exponent
o in (1.10), and of the integrand F, such that

dimp(2,) < n — 6. (1.18)

In fact we obtain the stronger result that the singular set is uniformly porous,
see Theorem 5.1 and Section 2 for terminology. Using porosity properties to get
dimension bounds is a strategy followed also in other contexts, and our approach
undoubtedly has similarities to some of the methods developed in the parametric
setting [4, 6, 36]. An important point, cf. Remark 3 below, is that the number §
can be bounded explicitly in terms of the data, and, on the contrary to the bound
in (1.15), it is independent of the Holder continuity exponent «. For Lipschitzian
solutions this improves the results in [23, 24] for minimizers of convex integrands
when the Holder exponent « is small. Finally, by the method employed here, the best
result we can hope for is getting 6 = 1, cf. Remark 1 below. This is in accordance
with the results for functionals with convex dependence on the gradient variable,
see in particular Theorem 1.2 in [24]. Further results and extensions are proposed
throughout the paper; in particular, the result of Theorem 1.1 also holds for the so-
called w-minima, see Section 3, and for solutions to quasimonotone systems, see
Section 6. Moreover, in Section 4 we shall prove regularity properties of the gra-
dient of minima stated in terms of certain Carleson-type estimates. The derivation
of these estimates relies crucially on the Caccioppoli inequalities.

Finally, let us comment on the a priori Lipschitz continuity condition on the
minimizer in Theorem 1.1. This is a restrictive hypothesis, which is not always
satisfied, even in the classical basic case (1.17) when the integrand F is strongly
convex (see [38]). However, it nevertheless happens to be automatically satisfied
for large classes of quasiconvex functionals of the type (1.17). More precisely, start-
ing from the work of CHIPOT & EVANS [5], it is known that in order to prove the
Lipschitz continuity of minimizers only the behavior of F(z) for large |z| matters;
more precisely, assuming that F(z) is suitably close in a C? sense to the model
integrand z — |z|?, for large values of |z|, we can prove that any local minimizer
of the functional in (1.17) is locally Lipschitz continuous. Then an estimate of
the type (1.18) holds in the interior of €2, that is, for any subset ¥, N ', where
Q' cC Q, and with § depending also on dist($2’, 32). We refer to Section 6 for a
brief discussion and further references on these matters.

A brief outline of the organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we
have collected some preliminary material, notably the connection between porosity
and Hausdorff dimension, and a special case of a square-function characterization
of Sobolev maps. Section 3 is devoted to an integral characterization of regular
points. Section 4 combines the square-function characterization of Sobolev maps
with a Caccioppoli inequality to obtain a Carleson condition for the excess. This
condition is used together with the integral characterization of regular points in Sec-
tion 5 to prove that the singular set is uniformly porous. Theorem 1.1 follows then
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by the discussion in Section 2. Finally, in Section 6 we discuss various extensions
and, as mentioned above, the Lipschitz condition imposed on the minimizer.

2. Preliminaries

In this paper we shall adopt the usual convention of denoting by ¢ a general,
positive and finite constant, that may vary from line to line. Special occurences will
be denoted by ¢y, ¢ and so on. The most relevant dependencies will be indicated.
With xg € R” and R > 0, we denote by Bg = B(xg, R) :={x e R" : |x —xp| <
R} the open (Euclidean) ball with radius R and center xg. Often it is clear from
the context that the balls under consideration all have the same center and in such
cases we merely write By etc.

The space of real N x n matrices, denoted by RY*" is considered with the
usual Frobenius (i.e. Euclidean) norm and its elements are often denoted by z, zg
etc.

We use standard notation for maps and function spaces (e.g. as in [20]). In par-
ticular, for an integrable map g: B(xgp, R) — Hl, where H is a finite dimensional
inner-product space, we denote its average by one of the following symbols

1
(8B = (xR 1=][ gx)dx i= ———— gx)dx,
0 B(x0.R) |B(x0, R)| JB(xo.R)

where | B(xp, R)| denotes the Lebesgue measure of B(xq, R).

Set porosity and Hausdorff dimension. For a subset A of R", a point x in R"” and
a positive number r > 0 we define

p(A, x,r) :=sup{o: B(y,0) C B(x,r)\ A for some y € R"}. 2.1
Note that 0 < p(A, x,r) < rforall x and that 0 < p(A, x,r) < r/2 for x € A.

Definition 1. For numbers « > 0, » € [0, 1/2] we say that the subset A C R”" is
(A, k)-porous provided p(A, x, r) = Ar holds for all x € R” and all r € (0, «).

This terminology is taken from [37]. We refer the reader to [27], page 156, for fur-
ther background and references on this subject. Besides the above notion of uniform
porosity we also consider another aimed at describing “non-uniform porosity” of
sets, where the “size of the holes” in a ball with radius r is allowed to depend on r
itself.

Definition 2. Let « > 0 and m: (0, k) — (0, 1/2] be a function. We say that the
subset A C R" is (m(-), k)-porous provided p(A, x,r) = m(r)r holds for all
x € R"and all r € (0, k).

For our purposes it is important that (A, x)-porous sets have dimensions strictly
below n. The main point of interest for us is that porosity allows us to reduce the
Hausdorff dimension. The following is an elementary result whose proof can be
found for instance in the Introduction of [37].
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Lemma 2.1. There exists a strictly decreasing and continuous function d,, : Rt —
R* with d,,(0) = n, such that whenever A is a non-empty bounded (X, «)-porous
subset of R", where k > 0 and A € (0, 1/2), then

dimy(A) < dy(A) <n . (2.2)

Note that in the previous proposition the dimensional bound is actually independent
of the number «, a fact that we shall use later. The following upper bound is an
immediate consequence of the proof in [37]:

log((4ﬁ/k)n + 1)
1og(4ﬁ /h+ 2) '

Note that the right-hand side is strictly less than n and that it increases to n when
AN 0.

Remark 1. The notion of porosity as considered here cannot bound the dimension
beyond n — 1. Indeed a theorem of MATTILA [27] states that

limd,A) =n—1,
AL

dn(A) =

and actually a more precise result is due to SaLLI [37]:

dimy(A) Sn—1+ (2.3)

c
In(1/(1 —=21)) °
where the constant ¢ = c¢(n) only depends on n. As observed in [37] this bound
exhibits the correct asymptotic behavior of dimy/(A) as A 1/2. As our bounds on
the dimension of the singular sets are derived from porosity, the number § appearing
in (1.18) cannot exceed 1, cf. Section 5. We finally note that not only the Haus-
dorff dimension but also the (potentially larger) upper Minkowski dimension can be
bounded using uniform porosity (see [27, 37]). We have chosen not to highlight this
in a theorem for the reason that uniform porosity is an even stronger property (which
does not follow from dimensional bounds, Hausdorff, Minkowski or otherwise).
The result about uniform porosity of the singular set is stated as Theorem 5.1.

A result of Dorronsoro, revisited. The following result about general Sobolev
maps is instrumental to our proof of Theorem 1.1. We state it in a slightly elabo-
rate form which is the one required in Section 4. The result can be inferred from
[10] when performing a certain localization argument. For the convenience of the
reader we present an elementary proof that avoids the more sophisticated machinery
required for the general results presented in [10].

Lemma 2.2. There exists a constant ¢ = c(n) depending only on n such that for
any ball B(xg,2R) C R" and any w € WL2(B(xg, 2R), RN) the inequality

R 2 dr
/B(xo,R)/O ]{%x,r)

dy —dx
r

w(y) — (W)x,r — (Dw)y (y — x)
r

§c/ |Dw|>dx  (2.4)
B(x0,2R)

holds.
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Proof. We start the proof with some simplifications. First, by considering the map

- 1

w(y) = Ew(m + Ry), y < B(,2),
instead of w and making appropriate substitutions in (2.4) we see that it suffices
to consider the case where xo = 0 and R = 1. Next, as (2.4) remains unchanged
under translations w — w + k we may also assume that

(w)o,2 =0. (2.5)

For notational convenience we write B for B(0, 1) and r B for B(0, r) in the fol-
lowing. Let p: R” — [0, 1] be a C! cut-off function verifying

p=1on2B, p=0on R"\ (3B) and |Dp| < 2.
Define
w(x) ifx € 2B
w(l%lc)p(x) if x e R"\ 2B).
Then w € Wl’Z(R”, RM) is supported in 3B and since for |x| > 2,

2x \ Idx>—2x ®x
Dv(x) = Dw 22— =

2
e NG p(x”w(ﬁ) ® Dpo).

where Id denotes the n x n identity matrix and ® denotes the vector tensor product,
we find after a routine estimation

/ |Dv? dx gc/ (|w|2+|Dw|2)dx.
R"\(2B) 2B

In view of (2.5) Poincaré’s inequality yields f23|w|2dx <c fzngw|2dx SO we
arrive at

|Dv|?dx < c/ |Dw|*dx , (2.6)
Rn 2B

where ¢ = c¢(n). Now

1 d
/ / ][ () = W)y — (D) (v — )2 dy 5 dx
BJO JB(x.r) r

o d
<[ 0= @ = Do =Py
nJ0 B(x,r) r

o0 2 dr
= / ][ lv(x +y) = Wx,r — (DV)xryl"dxdy —
0 rBJR" r
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where in the last equality we changed the variables and integration orders. For each
fixedr > Oandy € rBthemapx € R" = v(x+y) — (v)y,, — (Dv) ,y is square
integrable. Recall that the Fourier transformation on L? is defined as

h(€) := lim L/ h(x)e ™€ dx,
(2m)2 JixIsk

k—o00

where the convergence is in the L? sense. Hence by Plancherel’s theorem and
further elementary properties of the Fourier transform we have

dr

00
/ ][ lv(x + y) - (U)x,r - (Dv)x,ry|2dx dy 3
0 rBJR"

L

A . iz 2 dr
—][Bv@)@(zs)e dz-y‘ ds dy =

H(g)eVE —][ D(€)e'*E dz
rB

=/an<s)|5|2|ﬁ(s)|2ds,

where

1 [ . . .
m(§) = _2/ ][ eVrE — ][e‘”E dz —iy-r& ][e’”‘g dz
1E1<Jo Jg B B

We assert that this multiplier is in fact a (finite) constant: m(£) = mg for all £ #~ 0.
This will be obvious once we have shown that m(£) is finite and well defined for
all £ # 0. To this end we start with the observation

2
dr
dy —.
Y3

fértaz = g wiel
B

(rlg)?

where J z denotes the Bessel function of the first kind of order n/2 and ¢ = c(n) is
a constant that only depends on n. Hence by standard properties of Bessel functions
we get for some (new) constant ¢ = c¢(n) that

][ei“f dz — 1| < cr?ig)> for rlg| £ 1 (2.7)
B
and
][ei”f dz| £ —5— for rlg| > 1. 2.8)
B rligh >

Consequently, by splitting the r-integral in the expression for m (&) as

|$|2m($):/ooo("')f_;:Aé(".)f_g+/1w(.'.)i_§’ (2.9)

]
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using the inequalities

eiy-ré;' _ ][eizré dZ —ly 'ré ][eiz.rE dZ
B B

2
][eiz'rg dz —1
B

eV 7E — 1 —iy-rgl S er?lgl? (vl < 1andrlg| £ 1),

2 : 2
< 2|e'y'r§ —1—iy-r&

+2|11 +iy - ré)?

s

and (2.7) on the first integral in (2.9), and the inequality

Ve ][ei”*E dz —iy-r& ][e"“S dz
B B

and (2.8) on the second integral in (2.9), we get

2 2
<242 ‘][e"”é dz| (r|g)?
B

sup |m(&)| < c(n) < oo.
£

Now we can check that m(0&) = m(§) and m(t§) = m(&) for all orthogonal
matrices O € O(n), numbers ¢ > 0 and & # 0 by making the appropriate substitu-
tions in the integral defining m. The multiplier m is therefore constant as asserted.
The proof is concluded by use of Plancherel’s theorem and (2.6).

3. An e-regularity result

In the remainder of the paper, unless mentioned otherwise, instead of merely
considering minimizers, we shall consider the more general w-minimizers. These
intervene in many contexts when dealing with regularity problems in the calculus
of variations [8, 13, 20, 23].

Definition 3. A map u € W'?(Q, R") is an w-minimizer of the functional F
if and only if

/ F(x,u(x),Du(x))dx§[1+w(R2)]/ F(x, v(x), Dv(x))dx (3.1)
Bg B

R

foranyv € Wl”’(BR, RN) suchthatu—v € W(;’p(BR, RN),Wherea): Rt —» Rt
is a non-decreasing concave function satisfying w(0) = 0, and B CC 2 is an
arbitrary ball with radius R.

For notational convenience we used the function @ from (1.6) also in (3.1). It
will however be clear from the proof that different choices are possible as well.
Of course, a minimizer is also an w-minimizer (with @ = 0), while w-minima
enjoy the same partial regularity properties of minima described in Section 1 when
assuming (1.10) for some « > 0, see [13, 20, 23].
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In the sequel we refer to points in €2, (defined at (1.12)) as regular points of
the fixed w-minimizer u of the functional F. The main result of this section is an
integral characterization of such points, stated as Proposition 3.2 below. As the
specialist will realize, the result is not really new; rather it is a careful re-reading/
re-adjustment of the proof of Proposition 9.3 in [20] under the additional assump-
tion that the w-minimizer is Lipschitz continuous. We follow the proof given in
[20] (which in turn is taken from [18]) mainly for two reasons. First, we want a
good estimate of the constant § in Theorem 1.1, so we have to keep control of all
the constants appearing in the estimates, that is, we have to refer to a direct proof
of partial regularity of w-minimizers (not involving indirect arguments such as the
blow-up technique [2, 14] and the A-harmonic approximation [13] etc.). Second,
the direct proof of [20] provides a decay estimate that allows us to use in an optimal
and direct way our Lipschitz regularity assumption. However, the proof in [20, 18]
is unfortunately affected by a few inaccuracies, detectable in Theorem 9.1 and The-
orem 9.5 from [20]. We shall briefly sketch how to amend these and simultaneously
take the opportunity to put certain estimates in a particular form that we need later
(in particular, the Caccioppoli inequality in Proposition 3.1 below).

Following the exposition in [20] the computations are conveniently carried out
in terms of the auxiliary map

-2
V@) =04z 7Tz, zeRV (3.2)

The corresponding excess functional is then
E(xo, R) := ][ |V (Du(x)) = V((Du)x,r)|* dx. (3.3)
B(xo,R)

However, in view of the inequalities

B _ V@) = V@) =

< c(l i+ |Zz|2) (3.4)

1+ 1 +122P) :
|z2 — z1]

that are valid for all matrices z1, zo € RV*", where ¢ = ¢(n, N, p) is a constant,
see Chapter 9 of [20] (or [21]), it is easily seen that for Lipschitzian maps u the
excess in (3.3) is equivalent to

H(xo, R) := ][ | Du(x) — (Du)y, r|* dx. (3.5)
B(xo,R)

More precisely, for each u € W1’°°(Q, RN ) we have for all balls B(xg, R) C Q
that

¢ 'E(xo, R) £ H(xo, R) < cE(xo, R), (3.6)
for some constant ¢ = c(n, N, p, |lu|wi.«). We start with the following

Caccioppoli-type inequality (following the terminology of [20] a “Caccioppol-
i inequality of the second kind”):
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Proposition 3.1. Ler u € WP(Q,RN) be an w-minimizer of the functional F
under the assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). For every polynomial map a(x) = ug +
(o, x — x0), with ug € RN, zo € R¥N*" such that lug| + |z0| < M/2 for some
M > 0, and every ball B(xg,2R) C 2, we have

/ (|Du — Dal® + |Du — Da|l’) dx (3.7)
B(xo,R)
C C
< = lu—al*dx + — lu —al? dx
B(x0.2R) R? JB(x0.2R)

+c/ [a)(4R2) + 9(|u0|, AR 4 |u — u0|2)](1 + |DulP) dx,
B(x0,2R)

where the constant ¢ only depends onn, N, p, v, L, L, G(M) and M.

Proof. Let us set, for any z € RN xn
g(2) := F(xq, ug, zo + 2) — F(x0, uo, z0) — (Fz(x0, uo, o), z),

and w(x) := u(x)—a(x). Then, with B(xo, s) = By, and using mean value theorem
as in [2], we find a constant ¢ = c¢(n, N, p, L, G(M)) > 0 such that

g(2) £ cMP2|V () (3.8)

and, using quasiconvexity of F,
v/ |V (Dg)*dx < / 8(Dy)dx (3.9)
B By
for any ¢ € C2°(Bs, RY) . Moreover we have

/ g(Dw)dx §/ g(Dw + Dg) dx (3.10)
By .

By

+c/ [w(4R2) +0(|u0|,4R2 ol — uo|2)](1 +|Dul” + |Dg|P) dx,

forevery s < 2R, and ¢ € CX° (B, RN), while ¢ depends here on n, N, p, L, L.
In order to prove the previous inequality we use (3.1) and the very definition of w
to compute
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/ g(Dw)dx

By

= / [F(.X, u, Du) - F(.XO, uop, ZO) - <FZ(-xOs uo, ZO)? DU))] dx
B

+/ [ F(xo, uo, Du) — F(x,u, Du)]dx
B

S / [F(.X, u, Du + D(P) - F()CO, uo, ZO) - <FZ(-xO’ uop, ZO)» Dw + Dfﬂ)] dx
By
+a)(4s2)/ F(x,u, Du+ D¢)dx
B,
+/ [F(xo, ug, Du) — F(x, u, Du)] dx
By

< / g(Dw + D) dx + cw(d@R*) [ (1+ |Dul” + |Dg|?) dx
By By

—I—/ [F(xo, ug, Du) — F(x, u, Du)] dx
By

+/ [F(x,u, Du+ Dg) — F(xo, ug, Du + Dg)] dx
By

and then (3.10) follows by estimating the last two integrals by means of (1.6) and
using the properties of 0. Now letus take R < ¢t < s < 2R, and letn € C°(By) be
a cut-off function such thatn = 1 on By, and |Dn| < 4/(s —t). Letus set ¢; := nw
and ¢y := (1 — n)w, so that D¢ + D¢ = Dw. Then using first (3.9), and then
(3.10), we have

”/B V(D) dx §/B ¢(Dg) dx =/B ¢(Dw — D) dx
=/B g(Dw)dx +/B [g(Dw — D¢y) — g(Dw)]dx
< / g(D¢) dx +/ [¢(Dw — D¢) — g(Dw)] dx
Bs\B: B\ B;

+c(M)/ [a)(4R2)+9(|u0|,4R2+|u—u0|2)](1+|Du|p) dx,
B,

where we used (3.10), and, at the end, the fact that | D¢ |? < c(|Dul|? + |z0|?) <
c(M)(1 + |Du|P). Using (3.8) and the fact that |V (2)|*> ~ |z|* + |z|P, we easily
get

2 14

dx

s —1t

|V (Dw)|* dx < c/
s —1

|V (Dw)|* dx + c/
By \ By

By

By

+c/ [a)(4R2) +9(|u0|, AR? 4 |u — uo|2)](1 + |Dul?) dx.
Bs

The assertion now easily follows by “filling the hole”, that is adding the quantity
] B, |V (Dw)|? dx to both sides of the previous inequality, and then applying a
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standard iteration lemma, i.e. Lemma 6.1 from [20]. See [2] for further details. In
such a proof, all the constants can be estimated explicitly in terms of the data.

Remark 2. Let us assume p = 2, and let us deal with genuine minimizers. By a
careful examination of the previous proof, and especially the derivation of (3.8), it
follows that in the case F = F(z), and assuming a growth condition of the type

|Fz() S L (G.1D
we can replace (3.7) by

C
/ |Du — Dal*dx < — lu—al’>dx , (3.12)
B(x0,R) B(x0,2R)

where the constant ¢ only depends onn, N, v, L.

Under the assumptions of the previous proposition, using inequality (3.7), and argu-
ing as in the proof of Theorem 9.5 from [20] with minor technical modifications,
we arrive at the following reverse Holder inequality, valid for any ball Bog CC €2,
and for any zg € RV*":

(][ |V (Du) — V(z0)|* dx)q <c ][ |V (Du) — V(z0)|* dx (3.13)
Br Bag

s+%
+CR“(][ (1+|Du|”)dx) "
Bor

Here the constants ¢ and ¢ > 1 depend on n, N, v, L, Z, G(M) and M, with
lzol £ M, and

2

The number s > 1 is the higher-integrability exponent appearing in (1.16). Con-
cerning the dependence of g we have

A}i}nooq(M) =1 ge(l,s). (3.15)

o 1
u:—(l——)>0. (3.14)
q

With (3.13) in our hands the proof of Proposition 9.3 from [20] can be carried out;
there the exponent r must be substituted by g defined in (3.13), while u is the
number defined at (3.14). Proposition 9.3 from [20] is all that we need to go on in
the following:

Proposition 3.2. Let u € W (Q, RN) be an w-minimizer of the functional F,
under the assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). Then there exists a positive universal constant
& > 0, depending only on n, N, p,v, L, Z, let||yy1.00, the modulus of continuity
y (+) in (1.8), and the function G(-) in (1.9), but otherwise independent of u, of the
exponent o, and of the integrand F, such that a point xo € Q2 is regular if and only
if there exists a radius R > 0 such that B(xg,2R) CC Q and

][ |Du(x) — (Du)y, 281> dx < & . (3.16)
B(x0,2R)

The constant ¢ is in particular independent of x.
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Proof. We start by recalling the result of Proposition 9.3 from [20] and describing
it in some detail. Given R > 0 such that B(xg, 2R) CC €2, we have the following
inequality, valid forany0 < o < R, 8 > 1, and any o > O:

2 n
pano S 4l (8) +(5) x|o+ G2 +conEmm)]| |
R n
E(x0,2R)+ H (E) RM. (3.17)

Such result holds for W7 -minimizers, without requiring their Lipschitz regu-
larity. In the previous inequality we have that

A= A(n N, p,v, L L @0 6]+ (D), 1)

is a computable non-decreasing function of any of its arguments. The expression
c(o0) is such that

lim ¢(0) = o0,
a\0

and it is bounded on the intervals [a, co) for each fixed a > 0. The function x also
depends on B, and is defined as follows:

X(Ex0,2R) = X (16000, 1] + (D). + B 30, 2R))

-1
= v (160, &1 + 21D 5l + B E(x0,2R))

Y E(xo, 2R)\ 7 (3.18)

The number p is defined in (3.14), while the exponent g > 1 is the one appearing in
(3.13), when applied with zg := (Du)y,, g. Recall that the function y (-) is the local
modulus of continuity defined at (1.8). Therefore, x is also an increasing function
of each of its arguments. The function H is

H = H(n N, p.v, L L 1@ vl + (Di)sg ] + Ex0,2R)),

and it is also an increasing function. Note that the functions A, H and x depend on
the quantity [(u)y,, g |+ |(Du)xy, r| also via G (| (u)xy, R + [(Du),, r|), and without
loss of generality we may suppose that G (-) is a non-decreasing function. We can
now start with the proof, which relies on (3.17), and is a variant of the standard
iteration argument used in partial regularity proofs. We make essential use of the
Lipschitz continuity of u, and start by setting

L
M = lull =@ +3(1 n ||Du||%m(m)2. (3.19)

As a first consequence we have that the number ¢ in (3.13) is uniformly bounded
away from 1 when x¢ and R vary, see (3.15); according to (3.14) u stays uniformly
bounded away from 0. Therefore, we can consider the values of ¢ > 1 and & > 0
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fixed for the rest of the proof, independently of the point xg € €2, and the radius
R > 0; their dependence is exactly as the one explained in the statement for the
number ¢. Now, E(xg, 2R) < M, and hence for any possible point xg, and radius
R, we have that

A+HZAn, N, p,v,L,L,M)+H(@®,N,p,v,L,L, M) =: Ao+ Ho.
Similarly, we have

[V (M + B, E(xo, 2R))]17$ + [E (x0, 213)]1—ql

=: xo(B, E(xo, 2R)). (3.20)

Merging the last two inequalities with (3.17) yields

E(xo,0) = Aol (%)2 + (g)"

[IA

x(E(x0,2R))

cl\o
X [0 + % + c(o) xo0(B, E(xo, ZR))} ]E(XOv 2R)
R n
+H (—) RM. (3.21)
o
Now, we observe that
prZ
E(x0.2R) < c(n, p) (14 1DuCOP + 1(Dwg 2r )
B(x0,2R)
x| Du — (Du)xy 2r|* dx
< ¢(n, p)M |Du — (Du)y, 21 |* dx . (3.22)

B(x0,2R)

At this point we can conclude in a standard way. We start taking a number v =
t(n,N,p,v,L, L, M, G(M)) € (0, 1) small enough in order to have

1
1240 < R (3.23)

Next, insert o := TR in (3.21), to get, after an elementary estimation,
1 3/2 | /2
E(X(),TR) é ZT +ZT

c(o)
x [o + e + c(o) xo0(B, E(xo, 2R))} ]E(XO, 2R)

1+ Hyt "RM. (3.24)

Taking into account the dependence upon the various quantities in 7, we take
o=o(nN,p,v,L,L,M,G(M)) = %2 /3 > 0.In turn this determines c(o) =
c(n,N,p,v,L,L, M, G(M)) < oo; then we choose

3c¢(o)

B=pn N,pv,L,L,M,GM)) =,/ —= < o0
‘[n+2
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Finally we are ready to choose ¢ appearing in the statement of the proposition;
it is at this point that the dependence on the continuity modulus y (-) from (1.8)
appears. Using (3.16), keeping in mind (3.22), the dependence upon the various
constants in c(o) and 7, and the definition of x( given in (3.20), we take ¢ =
e(n,N,p,v,L,L,M,G(M),y(-)) > 0 such that

‘("+2

x0(B,c(n, p)yMe) < m,

(3.25)
where c(n, p) is the constant appearing in (3.22). With these choices (3.24) can be
recast as

32
E(xo. TR) < ’TE(xo, R) + BRY,

and B = B(t) = B(n, N, p,v, L, I:, M, G(M)) is an absolute constant. Observe
that E(xg, 1) < T "E(x0, rkR), whenever t € (rk‘HR, rkR), for every k € N.
Therefore, assuming with no loss of generality that © < 3/2, we may apply Lemma
7.3 from [20] with the choice ¢(¢) := E(xo, t), whereby

m
E(xp,0) < C (%) E(xo, R) + CBo", (3.26)

for a constant C that only depends on n, N, p, v, L, Z,, llee]l 1.0, the modulus of
continuity y (-) and the growth function G (-); in particular, it is independent of the
point xg. It is clear from the above proof that (3.26) holds as soon as (3.16) does,
for the choice of € made in (3.25). In turn, by continuity, if (3.16) holds at x(, then
it holds for all points in a small ball B(xp, ), and therefore so does (3.26). At this
stage we may refer to a well-known integral characterization of Holder continuity
due to Campanato and Meyers (see Theorem 2.9 and Chapter 9 of [20]) to deduce
that Du is Holder continuous with exponent /2 in B(xg, 7/2); xo is therefore a
regular point and the proof is concluded.

Remark 3. As also observed at the beginning of the section, in the previous proof
all the constants can be bounded explicitly in terms of the data by carefully keeping
track of the various estimates involved; therefore also the constant ¢ can be bounded
explicitly in the terms of the data, and this will finally reflect in the possibility of
an explicit bound for the number 6 in Theorem 1.1 in terms of the data.

Remark 4. The result of Proposition 3.2 remains true without assuming any a
priori Lipschitz regularity, in the situation considered in Remark 2, and provided
condition (1.8) is strengthened to

|Foz(z1) — Fez(22)] = v (l21 — 22) - (3.27)

Here y : Rt — R™ is abounded concave and increasing function such that y (0) =
0. Under these assumptions the number ¢ appearing in (3.16) depends only on
n, N,v, L and y (). The partial regularity proof of minimizers in this case is sim-
pler, and it can be found in Paragraph 9.4 from [20], where this model case is
considered. Other conditions on F(z) are discussed briefly in Section 6.
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4. A Carleson condition for the excess

In this section a regularity property for the gradient of an w-minimizer is estab-
lished. It can be viewed as a quantitative version of Lebesgue’s differentiation
theorem expressed in terms of a Carleson condition. We believe the result could be
of interest in itself and have therefore highlighted its statement in a theorem. We
formulate it in terms of the excess H (x, r) defined in (3.5).

Theorem 4.1. Letu € WH(Q2, RN) be an w-minimizer of the functional F, under
the assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). There exist two constants

Co=Co(n, N, p,v,L,L,G(), lullwre),  Ro= Ro(Cop, ), 4.1)

such that for all balls B(xg, 4R) C Q with radii R < Ry, the inequality

R dr
][ / ][ |Du(y) — (Du)y 1> dy — dx < Cy 4.2)
B(xo,R)J0 B(x,r) r

holds. In particular, C is independent of the Hélder continuity exponent o in (1.10),
and both Cy and Ry are independent of xg € 2.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 has two ingredients. The first is Lemma 2.2, which
expresses a general property of Sobolev maps. The second ingredient is a
Caccioppoli inequality of the second kind, which is specific to minimizers. In
fact, we stress that the proof of this Caccioppoli inequality makes essential use of
minimality and uniform strict quasiconvexity.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. For a ball B(x, 2r) C €, define the affine map a(y) :=
)y 2r + (Du)y 2, (y — x) and note that

sup |u — (u)x,2r| < 2mr, m:= llull o0 4.3)
B(x,2r)

By the very definition of H in (3.5) we get
H. S [ Du—DaPdy.
B(x,r)
so that, by Proposition 3.1

H(x,r) < ][ (|Du — Da* + |Du — Da|1’) dy
B(x,r)

c(m) c(m)

r2

A

|u—a|2dy+ lu —al|? dy

B(x,2r) P JBx,2r)

reom) f - Jor®) + (1wl 47 4+ = )|

x (1 + |Du|?) dy. 4.4
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The constant ¢, here as in the following, also depends on n, N, v, L, L. Here we
may estimate

cm clm
(2) lu—al®dy + () lu —a|? dy
r B(x,2r) r? JB(x2r)
cim
<SP ) £ w-abdy
r B(x,2r)
clm
o) ju — af*dy
r B(x,2r)

and, recalling that 6 (s, t) = min{1, go(s)w(¢)}, it follows that

com) f  Jo@r® +0(160xl 47 +lu = @) |1+ 1Dul”) dy
B(x,2r)

< c(m)(1+ go(m)) ][ o(4r + lu = @) 2 7) (0 + | Dul?) dy.

B(x,2r)

Since w(-) is concave we have, by Jensen’s inequality and (4.3),

f o o= wial)dy
B(x,2r)
§ w (][ (41‘2 + lu — (u)x,2r|2) dy)
B(x,2r)
< 0@ (1 +mHr?) £ w(cm)yr?) .

Collecting the above estimates we arrive at

Hx.r) < %][ lu — a*>dy + co(cr?) (4.5)
r B(x,2r)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, N, p,v, L, I:, 00, m, G(m)). We remark that the con-
stant ¢ in particular is independent of the modulus of continuity w(-). At this stage

we invoke Lemma 2.2. Fix a ball B(xg, R) with B(xg, 4R) C . Integrating (4.5)
we get

R d R d
/ / Hee,r) S dx §c/ wer?) 2 |Bxo, B)|
B(xo,R)JO r 0 r

R
ol 1
B(xo,R)JO B(x,2r)

2 dr
u(y) — (u)x,Zr - (Du)x,2r(y —X) dy I‘_3 dx.

Since

R dr
2
/ ][ lu(y) — (u)x,2r - (Du)x,Zr(y —x)|"dy 3
0 JB(x,2r) r

73

2R 2 dr
_4 / ][ () — (x2r — (D) (v — )2 dy L
0 B(x,r)
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we get by use of Lemma 2.2

R R
d d
/ /H(x,r)—rdxgc/ w(cr?) = |B(xo, R)|
B(x9,R)J0O r 0 r

+c/ |Du|2dx
B(x0,4R)
Ro dr
< (c/ w(cr?) — + 4"67112) | B(x0, R)I.
0 r

Under the assumption (1.10) we have
Ro d 5 4
/ o) == —(R) =1, (4.6)
0 r o
where the last inequality follows taking Ry = Ro(c, @) > 0 small enough. The
proof is complete.

Remark 5. We do not need the condition (1.10) on w (+) to conclude with inequality
(4.6). It suffices to have the following Dini condition:

2
/“’(r ) dr < 00 . 4.7
0

r

Indeed, under this condition we can still take Ry = Ro(c, w(-)) > 0 such that

Ry d 1 N d
/ oy = —/ o) Lar<1.
0 ro o r

This observation opens the way for an extension of our results to elliptic sys-
tems and quasiconvex functionals with appropriately Dini-continuous coefficients.
Indeed, in such cases it is still possible to prove partial regularity of weak solutions/
minimizers [11-13].

Fix an open subset Q' CC 2, and denote d := dist(Q’, Q) > 0. We recall that
a measure u on Q' x [0,d) is called a Carleson measure provided there exist
constants ¢ = c(u(-)) < oo and Ry € (0, d/4) such that

w(B(x,R) x[0,R)) ScR" YV Re(0,Ry) VxeQ. (4.8)
The result of Theorem 4.1 can be restated in this terminology as

Proposition 4.2. Let u € W-°(Q2, RYN) be an w-minimizer of the functional F
under the assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). There exist two constants ¢ and Rqy (as in
(4.1)) such that
d
H(x,r) a dx
r

is a Carleson measure in the sense of (4.8).
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Something can still be said when minimizers are not Lipschitz. Indeed, a certain
integral measure of the convergence rate of Du — (Du)y , in the sense of (4.2)
can be obtained in terms of powers of radii, essentially as a consequence of higher
integrability. We shall restrict ourselves now to the situation considered in Remark
2. Starting with (4.4) in the quadratic case p = 2, and using (3.12) instead of (3.7)
we get

C
H(x,r) £ = ][ lu —al*dy,
r B(x,2r)

and proceeding as after (4.5) we arrive at

R dr 5
H(x,r)—dx Zc |Du|” dx. 4.9)
B(x0,R)J0 r B(x0,4R)

Now fix 7 = 1; regardless of whether the right-hand side is infinite, Holder’s inequal-

ity gives
i 1
1 -2
/ |Du|? dx §c(/ |Du|2’dx) R"(1 f).
B(x0,4R) B(x0,4R)

Therefore, combining the last inequality with (4.9) we obtain the following weaker
Carleson-type decay estimate:

Proposition 4.3. Let u € W12(Q, RY) be a minimizer of the functional F, with
F = F(z), under the assumptions (1.3)—(1.5) with p = 2 and (3.11). There exists a
constant C1 = Ci(n, N, v, L) such that for all balls B(xo, 4R) C , the following
inequality holds:

R dr
2
/ / ][ |Du(y) — (Du)y ,|”dy — dx
B(xo,R)JO JB(x,r) r
1

T _1
<c (/ |Du|2’dx) g1, (4.10)
B(x0,4R)

where t 2 1. In particular;, (4.10) is non-trivial taking t = s, where s > 1 is the
higher-integrability exponent of Du defined in (1.16).

Though not sufficient to establish an estimate like (1.18), the previous result still
implies a certain degree of porosity of the singular set. The precise statement is in
Proposition 5.2 below.

5. Porosity of the singular set and proof of Theorem 1.1

Theorem 1.1, and its more general version concerning w-minima, is an imme-
diate consequence of Lemma 2.1 and the following result.
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Theorem 5.1. Letu € W (2, RN) be an w-minimizer of the functional F under
the assumptions (1.3)—(1.10). Then there exists a number

A=A, N,p,v,L,L,y(:),G(),000), lully=) € (0,1/2) (.1
such that for each Q' CC 2 there is a k > 0 for which Q' N T, is (A, k)-porous.

Proof. The proof is based on Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 4.1. Fix ' cC  and
let A := Q' N X,. Define

1
i = g min{dist(€', 92, Ro}, (5.2)

where Ry > 0 is defined in Theorem 4.1. Let xg € R” and note that

dist(€, 9S2)

dist(xg, Q') = g

= p(A,x0, R) = R/2 if R (0,«],
since, trivially, B(xg, R/2) N " = . Hence for the rest of the proof we may

assume without loss of generality that dist(xg, ') < dist($’, 9€2)/8. In this situ-
ation B(xg, 4R) C Q when R £ «, so by virtue of Theorem 4.1,

R dr
H(x,r) —dx < Co|B(xo, R)|, (5.3)
B(xo,R)J0 r

where H (x, r) is the excess defined in (3.5). For each A € (0, 1) we consider the
set

E :={x € B(xo,R/2): inf H(x,r)=2"¢},
AR<r<R

where the number ¢ > 0 is defined in Proposition 3.2. By routine estimations

& 1 R dr
ElS I~ g/ Hx ) 2 dx < ColBxo. B) (5.4)
2” A EJAR r
and thus
El  _2¥C

|B(xo, R/2)] ~ eln+

If therefore we take

22n+1 CO ) (5 5)

A :=exp (—
€

then |E|/|B(xg, R/2)| £ 1/2 and it follows that we can find x € B(xg, R/2) \ E,
that is, x € B(xg, R/2) and H(x,r) < 27 "¢ for some r € (AR, R). Now if
x" € B(x,r/2) C B(xg, R), then B(x', r/2) C B(x, r) and

H',r/2) < ][ |Du — (Du)y ,1*dy S2"H(x,r) <&,
B(x'.%)
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and therefore any such x’ is a regular point by virtue of Proposition 3.2; as a conse-
quence we have B(x, r/2)N %, = . To conclude the proof we take A := A /2, and
note that then B(x, AR) C B(x,r/2) C B(xg, R)\A, thatis p(A, xo, R) = AR for
R € (0, k], and the (X, k)-porosity follows. Note that by (5.5) the dependence on
the various parameters of A is inherited by the ones of ¢ and Co; this implies the
dependence stated in (5.1).

In the general case where minimizers are not assumed to be Lipschitz continuous
the singular set turns out to be non-uniformly porous in the sense of Definition 2;
we shall see this under the assumptions of Remarks 2 and 4.

Proposition 5.2. Let u € WH2(Q, RY) be a minimizer of the functional F, with
F = F(z2), under the assumptions (1.3)—(1.5) with p = 2, (3.11), and (3.27). For
every Q' CC Q there is a k > 0 for which Q' N T, is (m(-), k)-porous, where

rs

m(r) ;= %exp (— C,,2> , (5.6)

the number C; is a constant depending only onn, N, v, L, y (-), and where s is the
one from (1.16). Moreover, in (5.6) the exponent s can be replaced by any t > 1
such that Du € L (S, RN>").

loc

The significance of the previous result is clarified by the following observation:
whenever B(xg, R) CC 2 is a ball, by Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem it is
always possible to find a smaller ball B(x’, AR) C B(xp, R) such that H(x’, AR)
is small enough and, consequently, B(x’, AR/2) C Q\Z,. On the other hand, there
is no a priori lower bound on the size of A. Proposition 5.2 provides such a bound
in terms of the function m(-), and on the structural data n, N, v, L, y(-). This is
another weaker and geometric way to say that the singular set is small. Also note
that the integrability properties of the gradient play a relevant role in this situation,
exactly as in the convex case (see [24]).

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We follow the proof and the notation of Theorem 5.1.
Instead of using Theorem 4.1, we use Proposition 4.3, and instead of (5.3) we find

R d C
/ / H(x.r) = dx £ =L 1B(xo, R)|' 5, (5.7)
B(x0,R)J0 r Wy

where s appears in (1.16), and C; in Proposition 4.3. Estimating as in (5.4), and
denoting w, := |B(0, 1)|, we get

|E| - 22nC1
BGo. R/D| ~ w,eln LB, RS

We can conclude again that |E|/|B(xo, R/2)| < 1/2 provided this time we take

2n+1
A(R) = exp(—u). (5.8)

w2eRs
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The rest of the proof follows exactly as for Theorem 5.1, just taking

22n+l C
=210
w;e
and keeping into account of the dependence on the parameters of C; stated in Prop-
osition 4.3, and of the number ¢, stated in Remark 4. Also observe that the number
« can be just defined as « := 1/8dist(2’, 9L2).

6. Additional results

6.1. Asymptotically regular integrands

For certain classes of quasiconvex integrals, where the integrand F(x, y, z) =
F(2) has a sufficiently regular behavior for large values of |z|, w-minimizers are
automatically locally Lipschitz. In the case of minima, this has been first pointed
out by CHIPOT & EvANS in [5] when p = 2, and subsequently extended by Ray-
MOND in [35] to the cases p > 2 and more general integrands of the form F =
Fo(z) + a(x, y). More precisely, letting

H(2) = (1+2H"?, ©6.1)
the integrand F(z) is assumed to satisfy

|F;;(2) — Hyz(2)] _

0. 6.2
|z]— 00 |Z|p—2 (6.2)
A typical model case consists of the functionals
V> / (1+|Dv)? + g(Dv)dx, (6.3)
Q

where g: RV*" — R* is a C? and quasiconvex function (not necessarily strictly),
such that g, (z)/|z|”_2 — 0 when |z| — o0. For such functionals we have local
Lipschitz continuity of W!? w-minimizers, and therefore it follows from Theorem
1.1 that for every ' CC €, there exists a positive number

8 =8Wwm,N,p,v,L,G(-),dist(Q,9Q)) > 0,
such that
dimy(Z, NQ)<n 4. 6.4

Finally, when assuming (6.2), and 32 sufficiently smooth, e.g. CZ, minimizing F
in a prescribed Dirichlet class ug + Wé’p(Q, RN), with ug € CLA(Q, RN) for
some B € (0, 1], that is, solving

min/ F(Dw(x))dx
w Q

w € ug + Wy P (, RN
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we obtain a globally Lipschitz continuous minimizer u € W% (Q, RV). In this
case estimate (1.18) remains valid with a § depending only on the “data”, that
isn, N, p,v, L, i, (), G(-), 082, |lug|lc1.5. For such global regularity results, as
well as for their validity in the case of w-minima we refer to a recent paper by Foss
[15]. Observe also that the proofs in [5] are indirect, i.e. they rely on a blow-up
argument. Nevertheless, using the direct proofs developed [35] and [15], it is pos-
sible to quantify the constants in the Lipschitz estimates, and therefore once again
the constant § in (1.18).

We end this brief discussion of Lipschitz estimates with the remark that other
choices, different from (6.1), are possible too. More precisely, what is required for
the comparison integrand H is that minimizers of

v / H(Dv)dx
Q

are fully regular. This is the case, for instance, when H(z) has the so-called
“Uhlenbeck structure”, i.e. H(z) := g(|z|), where the function g: R — R is
of class CO(R) N C2(R \ {0}) and satisfies suitable growth and monotonicity con-
ditions; see [30] Section 4.7. Another possibility is to use H(z) := |z|’"%(Az, z),
where A is a constant tensor, satisfying (Az, z) = v|z|2. When p = 2, this is the
original example considered in [5]. Another source of examples with this kind of
behavior for large |z] is [22].

6.2. Quasimonotone systems

The result of Theorem 1.1 also extends to weak solutions of so-called quasi-
monotone systems (see [26, 40])

div a(x, Du) =0, (6.5)

where the vector field a: Q x R¥N*? — RN*7 ig C1 in the last (gradient) variable,
and satisfies for some constants 0 < v < L the growth condition

—1
la(x, DI £ LA+ 127, (6.6)
for all x € Q, z € RV*", and the uniform strict quasimonotonicity condition:
2, 252 2
v (1 + [De(x)") 7" [De(x)|” dx
o,nH"

< / (a(x0, 20 + D@) — a(xo, 20). Do) dx. ©.7)
0,1

for every xo € Q, z0 € RV and ¢ € C2°((0, 1)*, RV). The last condition is
clearly analogous to (1.5). Finally we assume a Holder continuous dependence on
the coefficient x, that is

~ —1
la(x1.2) — a2, 2 £ Lixi =0l (1+ 12T, (6.8)
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forall x1, x» € Qand z € RV*" where L > land «a € (0, 1], and as for (1.8) and
the existence of the modulus of continuity y : RT™ x Rt — R™T as in (1.8), such
that

laz(x, z1) — a;(x, 22)| = y(z1| + |22, 21 — 220, (6.9)
forevery x € Qand z1, 22 € RN xn, According to (1.9), we define

laz(x, 2)|

G(M) = Rt
<Moxeq L 121772

M=0. (6.10)

A weak solution to (6.5), under the assumption (6.6), is of course a map u €
wbhp(Q, RV*") such that

/ (a(x, Du), Dp)ydx =0
Q

for every ¢ € W(}’p (22, RY). Under the assumptions (6.6)—(1.8) the partial C-%-
regularity in the sense of (1.12)—(1.13) of weak solutions to (6.5) has been estab-
lished by HAMBURGER, see Theorem 1.1 from [21], and this time it turns out that
u e Cllo’s‘ (2, RM). On the other hand, condition (6.7) is too weak to allow for the
application of any type of difference-quotient method, and therefore no dimension

estimate for the singular sets of weak solutions is available. Nevertheless we have

Theorem 6.1. Leru € WL°(Q, RY) be a weak solution to (6.5) under the assump-
tions (6.6)—(6.9), and let X, := Q2 \ Q, denote its singular set. Then there exists a
positive number § > 0, depending onlyonn, N, p,v, L, Z, [t || y1.00, the modulus
of continuity y (-) in (6.9), and the growth function G(-) in (6.10), but otherwise
independent of u, of the exponent a, and of the vector field a, such that dimy(Z,) <
n—é.

The proof of the previous theorem can be obtained by the procedure in Section
3, once the analogues of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 have been established. In turn
this can be done having as a starting point a suitable analogue of estimate (3.17),
that is estimate (5.1) from [21]. Some remarks; the number § here is once again
explicitly computable, since the methods in [21] are not indirect. The result of
Theorem 6.1 obviously applies to elliptic systems, that are a particular case of
strictly quasimonotone systems as considered above, and in some cases improves
the results in [29], where MINGIONE proved the estimate dimy(Z,) < n — 2a.
Here, in the case of Lipschitzian solutions the dimension estimate does not get lost
when @ — 0. Moreover, the result of Theorem 6.1 also extends to more general
systems of the type div a(x, u, Du) = 0, under the natural assumptions considered
in [21]. Finally, restricting to the autonomous case a(x, z) = a(z), the assump-
tion u € W2 (Q, R") considered in the last theorem is automatically satisfied
assuming the following condition, similar to the one in (6.11):

- K
m @K@, (6.11)
|z]—00 |z|P~



The Singular Set of Lipschitzian Minima of Multiple Integrals 367

where this time K (z) = (1 + |z|?)?~%/?z similarly to Subsection 6.1. A typ-
ical model example is given by a(z) := (1 + |z|2)(1’_2)/21 + b(z), where the
Cl-vector field b: RV*" — RN*" is quasimonotone and satisfies the condition
b, (2)/1z|P~2 — 0 when |z] — oo. This follows by use of arguments similar
to those applied in the case of functionals. Also for quasimonotone systems we
have a singular set estimate in the interior: we have that given a weak solution to
(6.5) u € WLr(Q, RY), then for every Q' CC €, there exists a positive number
8’ > 0 depending on the objects n, N, p, v, L, L, y (), G(-), dist(R', 9€2), such
that dimy (2, N Q') < n — §. Again, as for the case of functionals we can have
different choices for K(z) in (6.11). For instance we can take any vector field
K (2) := h(|z|)z, where h satisfies suitable growth and monotonicity conditions;
see again [30] Section 4.7.

Another possible extension of our results concerns the so-called W !4-local
minima (see [25]). As the Caccioppoli inequality in such cases only has been
established in a very weak form, the necessary modifications are somewhat more
involved and we plan to report on it elsewhere.
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