AMBROSIO-TORTORELLI APPROXIMATION OF COHESIVE FRACTURE
MODELS IN LINEARIZED ELASTICITY

M. FOCARDI - F. IURLANO

ABSTRACT. We provide an approximation result in the sense of I'-convergence for cohesive fracture
energies of the form

/31(e(u))dx+aH"_1(Ju)+b/ 282 ([u] © v) dH™ Y,
Q Ju

where 2 C R™ is a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, &y and 2 are coercive quadratic
forms on M?yxr,?, a, b are positive constants, and u runs in the space of fields SBD?(Q) , i.e., it’s a
special field with bounded deformation such that its symmetric gradient e(u) is square integrable,
and its jump set J, has finite (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure in R™.

The approximation is performed by means of Ambrosio-Tortorelli type elliptic regularizations,
the prototype example being

[ (vletp + S22 ool as,

where (u,v) € HY(Q,R")xH!(Q), e <v < 1and vy >0.

1. INTRODUCTION

The variational approximation of free discontinuity energies via families of elliptic functionals
has turned out to be an efficient analytical tool and numerical strategy to analyze the behaviour of
those energies and of their minimizers (see the book [12] for more detailed references). The prototype
result is the approximation by means of I'-convergence in the strong L' topology of the Mumford
and Shah energy defined as

/ Vul? do + a 1 (),
Q

a any positive constant and u in the space of (generalised) special functions with bounded variation,
ie. u € (G)SBV(Q) (we refer to Section 2 for all the notations and the functional spaces introduced
throughout this section). The two-fields functionals introduced by Ambrosio and Tortorelli [8] for
this purpose are of the type

Buwo) = [ (0 mlvul +

if (u,v) € HY(Q,R")x H*(€,]0,1]) and oo otherwise in L'(Q,R") x L(Q), with n, = o(e}) > 0.

The quoted result has been later extended into several directions with different aims: for the
purpose of both approximating energies arising in the theory of nematic liquid crystals [9], general
free discontinuity functionals defined over vector-valued fields [22, 23], the Blake and Zisserman
second order model in computer vision [5], fracture models for brittle linearly elastic materials
[14, 15, 26], and to provide a common framework for curve evolution and image segmentation
[29, 1, 2], and to give a regularization of variational models for plastic slip [7].

The condition 7, = o(eg) is instrumental for the quoted I'-convergence statement, this can be
easily checked by a simple calculation in 1d. In addition, choosing the infinitesimal 7, to be strictly
positive makes each functional Fj in (1.1) coercive, thus ensuring the existence of a minimizer
by adding suitable boundary conditions or lower order terms. The convergence of the sequence of
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minimizers of the E,’s to the counterparts of the Mumford and Shah functional is then a consequence
of classical I'-convergence theory (see [18]).

Instead, the regime 7y, ~ € has been investigated only recently in the papers [20, 26] to study the
asymptotics of some mechanical models proposed by Pham, Marigo, and Maurini [28] in the gradient
theory of incomplete damage in the isotropic and homogeneous antiplane case. To investigate those
models the functionals above are equivalently redefined as

Ek(u,v)/g(vvu|2+<1€:>

2

+ak|vv\2)dx (1.2)
if (u,v) € H'(Q,R")xV,,, where V, := {v € H(Q) 1 <v <1 L"ae. in Q}, co otherwise in
LY (Q,R™) x L' (). The constraint on the auxiliary variable v has the interpretation that complete
damage is forbidden (we refer to the paper [28] for more insight on the mechanical model, see also
[20, 26]). In this new regime an additional term in the limit energy appears in a way that not only
the measure of the jump set of the corresponding deformation is taken into account, but also a term
depending on the opening of the crack is present. More in details, from the variational point of view
of T-convergence, the asymptotic behaviour of the sequence (E}) is described by the cohesive type
energy

/ |Vul? dz + aH ™ (J,) +b/ |[u]|dH" 1,
Q u
for some positive constants a and b, and for all deformations v € SBV(€2).

In this paper we are concerned with studying the complete case of linearized elasticity, for which
several additional difficulties arise. Let us stress that we carry out our analysis for a broad class
of families of quadratic forms rather than the perturbation of the euclidean one in (1.2) (see the
definition of the energy Fj, in formula (3.1) and the successive assumptions (H1)-(H4)). Though, in
this introduction we stick to the simple case analogous to (1.2) for the sake of clarity:

Fr.(u,v) := /Q (v|e(u)|2 + (1;:))2 + 5k|VU|2>d:E (1.3)

if (u,v) € HY(Q,R")xV,,, where V., = {ve H'(Q):e, <v <1 L"ae. inQ}, co otherwise in
LY(Q,R™) x L'(2). Recall that e(u) denotes the symmetric part of the gradient field of u.

In what follows we shall prove that the I'-limit of the family (Fj) in the strong L' topology is
related to the functional

Pu) ::/gz\e(u)\zdat—&—a’}-t"_l(Ju)—i—b/J ] © vadH" L, (1.4)

for suitable positive constants a and b and for all fields w in SBD(Q2), the space of special functions
with bounded deformation, and F is oo otherwise in L!(2, R™). The symbol ® in (1.4) denotes the
symmetrized tensor product between vectors.

The natural compactness for the problem and the identification of the domain of the possible
limits are two main issues. Solving the former fixes the topology to be the strong LP one for all
p € [1,1*), while the latter is given by the space SBD?(Q), an appropriate subset of SBD(Q). To
prove such assertions we establish first the equi-coercivity in the space BD of the energies Fj, in (1.3)
(see (4.7)). Given this, we use a global technique introduced by Ambrosio in [3] (see also [22, 23])
to gain coercivity in the space SBD. To this aim we construct a new sequence of displacements,
with SBV regularity, by cutting around suitable sublevel sets of v in order to decrease the elastic
contribution of the energy at the expense of introducing a surface term that can be kept controlled
(see (4.13)). Thus, the SBD compactness result leads to the identification of the domain of the I'-
limit, and it provides the necessary convergences to prove the lower bound inequality for the volume
term in (1.4) simply by applying a classical lower semicontinuity result due to De Giorgi and loffe
(see estimate (4.4)).

From a technical point of view, the preliminary BD-compactness step is instrumental in order to
fulfill the assumptions of the compactness theorem in SBD without imposing L*° bounds on the
relevant sequences as it typically happens in problems of this kind (see for instance [14, 15] and the



AMBROSIO-TORTORELLI APPROXIMATION OF COHESIVE FRACTURES 3

related comments in [19]). Therefore, our proof is completely developed within the theory of the space
SBD, without making use of its extension GSBD, i.e. the space of generalised special functions
with bounded deformation. Recently, the latter space has been introduced in [19] as the natural
functional framework for weak formulations of variational problems arising in fracture mechanics in
the setting of linearized elasticity. Roughly speaking, it provides the natural completion of SBD
when no uniform bounds in L can be assumed for the problem at hand, analogously to SBV and
its counterpart GSBV.

The two (n — 1)-dimensional terms in the target functional in (1.4) are the result of different
contributions: the H" ! measure of the jump set is detected as in the standard case by the Modica-
Mortola type term in (1.3) and it quantifies the energy paid by the function v, being forced to make
a transition from values close to 1 to values close to e (see (4.5)); the cohesive term, instead, is
associated to the size of the zone where v takes the minimal value e, and, in the general case, it is
related to the behaviour close to 0 of the family of quadratic forms in (3.1) (see assumption (H4)). A
refinement of the arguments developed in establishing the compactness properties referred to above
and the blow-up technique by Fonseca and Miiller are then used to infer the needed estimate (cp.
with (4.6)). All these issues are dealt with in the proof of Theorem 3.3 below.

Technical problems of different nature arise when we want to show that the lower bound that we
have established is matched. Recovery sequences in I'-convergence problems are built typically for
classes of fields that are dense in energy and having more regular members. Recently, this issue has
been investigated for linearly elastic brittle materials in the paper [27] in the functional framework
of GSBD fields. Such a result allows the proof of the full I'-convergence statement in the regime
nr = o(eg), thus completing the conclusions obtained in the papers [14, 15] under the usual L*°
restriction. In our setting the density result established in [27] enables us to prove the sharpness of
the estimate from below only for bounded fields in SBD?(2) (see Theorem 3.4). Actually, we can
extend it also to all fields in SBV?2(Q, R"™) by means of classical density theorems (see Remark 4.5
for more details). Clearly, these are strong hints that the lower bound we have derived is optimal,
and that we cannot draw the conclusion in the general case for difficulties probably only of technical
nature.

Eventually, let us resume briefly the structure of the paper: Section 2 is devoted to fixing the
notations and recalling some of the prerequisites needed in what follows; the main result of the
paper, Theorem 3.2, is stated in Section 3, where some comments on the imposed hypotheses are
also discussed; finally, in Section 4 the proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4 are presented, from which
that of Theorem 3.2 eventually follows.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let n > 2 be a fixed integer. The Lebesgue measure and the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure
in R™ are denoted by £" and H*, respectively. For every set A the characteristic function y 4 is
defined by xa(z):=1if x € A and by xa(z) :=0if z ¢ A.

Throughout the paper €2 is a bounded open subset of R”, and ¢ denotes a generic positive constant
that can vary from line to line. We shall always indicate the parameters on which each constant c
depends in the related estimate.

Let us denote by M, () the set of all bounded Radon measures in  and by M; () the set of
nonnegative ones. Given py, u € My(2), we say that pp — p weakly™ in M,(Q) if

/ pdu, — / pdp  for every p € CJ(Q).
Q Q
For the definitions, the notations and the main properties of the spaces BV and SBV we refer
to the book [6]. Here, we only recall the definition of the space SBV?2(Q, R") used in the sequel:
SBV?(Q,R") := {u € SBV(Q,R") : Vu € L*(Q,M"*") and H" "' (J,) < +o0},

being M"™*"™ the space of all nxn matrices.
Instead, we recall briefly some notions related to the spaces BD(2) and to its subspace SBD(2).
For complete results we refer to [31], [30], [10], [4], [11], and [21].
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The symmetrized distributional derivative Eu of a function u € BD(fQ2) is by definition a finite
Radon measure on ). Its density with respect to the Lebesgue measure on € is represented by the
approximate symmetric gradient e(u), the approximate jump set .J,, is a (H"~*, n — 1) rectifiable set
on which a measure theoretic normal and approximate one-sided limits u® can be defined H" '-a.e..
Furthermore, we denote by [u] := u™ — u~ the related jump function.

For ug,u € BD(R2), we say that uj, — u weakly* in BD(Q) if uy, — u in L'(Q,R") and Fu, — Eu
weakly™ in M (Q,M2X™) | where MZX" is the space of all nxn symmetric matrices.

sym sym
We define SBD?(Q) by
SBD?*(Q) := {u € SBD(Q) : e(u) € L*(Q,M_") and H""'(J,) < +oo}. (2.1)

Fixed £ € S"! := {£ € R" : [{| = 1}, let m¢ be the orthogonal projection onto the hyperplane
¢ = {y eER”:y- &= 0}7 and for every subset A C R" set
AS:={teR:y+t{c A} foryecll.
Let v:Q — R and u : Q@ — R"”, then define the slices Ug,ug : Qg — R by
vg(t) = v(y + t&) and ug(t) =u(y +t€) - & (2.2)
We recall next the slicing theorem in SBD (see [4]).

Theorem 2.1. Let u € L'(Q,R"™) and let {&1,...,€n} be an orthonormal basis of R™. Then the
following two conditions are equivalent:

(i) For every§{ =¢ +&;,1<4,j <n, ug € SBV(Qg) for H" -a.e. y € II and

/ | Dus | (5) dH" " (y) < oo
G

(ii) w € SBD(Q).

Moreover, if u € SBD(Q) and & € R™\ {0} the following properties hold:
(a) V(u§)(t) = e(u) (y +1t&) &€ for L1-a.e. t € O and for H" *-a.e. y € II%;
(b) Jus = (Jg)z for H' L-a.e. y € TI¢, where

Ji=A{w € Ju: [u)(x) - € # 0}

(c) for H" 1-a.e. £ € S"1
H LT\ JS) = 0. (2.3)

Note that, if ug,u € L*(Q,R") and ug — u in L'(£2,R™), then for every £ € S*~! there exists a
subsequence (ug;) such that

: 1 n—1
(uk])g — ug in L (Qg) for H" "-a.e. y € me(2).
Finally, for the definitions and the main properties of I'-convergence we refer to [18].

3. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Let Q C R™ be a bounded open set, let 1 < p < oo, and let g, > 0 be an infinitesimal sequence.
Consider the sequence of functionals Fy: L'(Q, R")x L'(Q) — [0, +00c] defined by

w(v) p—1 D . 1 n
Fi(u,v) = /Q (Q(v,e(u)) + = +ve, |V )dx if (u,v) € HY(Q,R")xV,,, (3.1)
400 otherwise,
where 0 < v < oo and
¥ € 0°([0,1]) is strictly decreasing with (1) = 0, (3.2)

Ve, = {v € Wl’p(Q) e <wv <1 LMae in Q}

Moreover, the function 2 : (0, 1]xM27x" — R satisfies

sym
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(H1) 2 is lower semicontinuous and for every A € M{ " the function 2(-,A) is continuous as
sT1;

(H2) for every s € (0, 1], the function 2(s,-) is a positive definite quadratic form;

(H3) for every s € (0,1] and A € M7X" the following inequalities hold

sym
018|A|2 < 2(s,A) < 02$\A|2, (3.4)

for suitable positive constants ¢; and cs;
(H4) the quadratic forms s~'2(s, -) converge uniformly on compact sets of M7 to some function
Dy as s 0T,
Note that by items (H3) and (H4) above 2 is a quadratic form satisfying

c1lA? < Zy(A) < o] A2 for every A € MTX™

sym*

1 1/2 1 nxn
In particular, 2,"" is a norm on M ", and

c31s 29(A) < 2(s,A) <35 29(A)  for all (5,A) € (0,1] x MZX" (3.5)

sym
with c3 := co cfl > 1.
Remark 3.1. Let us stress that thanks to (H2) and (H3), assumption (H4) is rather natural as it

is satisfied by families EEIQ(E]C, ), ek 4 07, up to the extraction of subsequences.

For instance, given 2y and 2 two coercive quadratic forms on M{y P, the family 2(s,A) =

$(s21(A) + (1 — 8)20(A)) satisfies all the assumptions (H1)-(H/) above.

The asymptotic behaviour of the family (F},) is described in terms of the functional ®: L'(Q, R™) —
[0, 4+00] given by

/ 21 (e(w)dz + aH"  (J) +b [ 28 ([u] ® v)dH" if u € SBD2(9),
Q

d(u) T (3.6)
400 otherwise,
where we have set 21(A) := 2(1,A) for all A € My ", and
! 11
a:= 2q1/q(fyp)1/p/ YYa(s)ds, b:=2'2(0), with » + p =1. (3.7)
0

The I'-limit of the sequence Fy is identified in suitable subspaces of L'(Q,R")xL*(Q) (cp. with
Theorem 3.2 and Remark 4.5 below).

Theorem 3.2. Assume the conditions in (3.1)-(3.7) to be satisfied, and let Q be a bounded open set
with Lipschitz boundary. The T-limit of (Fy) in the strong L'(Q, R™)x LY(Q) topology is given on
the subspace L>(Q,R™)x L1(Q) by

Fu,v) = {‘I’(W ifo=1L"a.e. inQ,

+o00  otherwise.

(3.8)

As usual, we shall prove the previous result by showing separately a lower bound inequality and
an upper bound inequality. To this aim we define
F’ :=T-liminf F} and  F" :=T-limsup Fg. (3.9)
k—o0 k—o0
Then, Theorem 3.2 follows from the ensuing two statements, in which on one hand we establish the
lower bound inequality in full generality, and on the other hand we prove the upper bound inequality
on L™ (and SBV) due to a difficulty probably of technical nature (see Remark 4.5).

Theorem 3.3. Assume (3.1)-(3.7). Let (u,v) € LY(Q,R")xLY(Q) be such that F'(u,v) is finite.
Then, v=1 L"-a.e. in Q and
D(u) < F'(u,1). (3.10)
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Theorem 3.4. Assume (3.1))-(3.7)) and assume that §) is a bounded open set with Lipschitz bound-
ary. Then, for every u € L>=(Q,R™) we have

F(u,1) < ®(u). (3.11)

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We start off by establishing the lower bound estimate. We need to introduce further notation:
we consider the strictly increasing map ¢: [0, 1] — [0, 00) defined by

o(t) := /0 YY(s)ds for every t € [0,1]. (4.1)

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By the definition of I-liminf it is enough to prove that if (u,v) belongs to
LYQ,RY)x L' () and if (ug,vr) € L' (Q,R")xL(Q) is a sequence such that

(ug, ve) — (u,v) in LY(Q,R")x L1 (Q), (4.2)
sup Fi (ug,vg) < L < 00, (4.3)
k

then u € SBD?(Q), v =1 L"-a.e. in , and the ensuing estimates hold true with X € (0,1)

iminf [ 2(op, e(ur))de > /Q 2, (e(u))da, (4.4)

mint [ (B T )do > 2010 P (00) - 6O)H (), (49
k—o0 Q\Qﬁ Ek

and with fixed 6 > 0 there is A5 > 0 such that for all A € (0, As)

1iminf/ (Q(vk, e(ur)) + M)dw > 21/11/2()\)/ 22w O v)dH™ + 0(5),  (4.6)
k— o0 ) €k Ju
where we have set ) := {vy < A}. Given (4.4)-(4.6) for granted, we conclude (3.10) by letting first
A4 0 and then § | 0.

In order to simplify the notation, we set

I,% = (v, e(ug)) dx,
o\

I? ::/ <1/)(Uk) +’)’€£1|V'L)k|p> dx,

o) \ Ek

I} .= /m (Q(vk7e(uk)) + M) dz.

€k

Clearly, if (uy,vy) satisfies (4.2) and (4.3), then vy — v = 1 in LY(Q). The fact that u belongs to
SBD?*(Q) and inequalities (4.4) and (4.5) can be obtained as a by-product of a slicing argument,
following the lines of [27, Theorem 4.3]. Here, we pursue a global approach, arguing as in [23, Lemma
3.2.1] (see also [22]).

We first notice that (uy) is pre-compact in the weak* topology of BD(f2). To verify this it is
sufficient to prove that

Sup/ le(ug)|dx < oo. (4.7)
k Ja
Now, on one hand by (3.4) and the Jensen inequality we have
A 2
Il = Dy, e(uy))dz > ¢ )\/ le(up)Pda > -+ (/ e(w)ldz)”,  (4.8)
o o0 L)\ Joran
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and on the other hand by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we find

w(;;k))da: > 1k /Qé le(ug)|?dx + %}:\)5"(92)

1= [ (e +

> 9(ey (V)2 / le(u)lde. (4.9)

Q)

Estimates (4.8), (4.9) together with (4.3) eventually imply
[ letun)ldn < (@2 + 1) <
Q

for some positive constant ¢ = ¢(Q, A, 1, L, ¢1). In conclusion, (4.7) follows.
From (4.7), as uy converges to u in L*(£2,R"), we deduce that u € BD(f) and that actually
up — u weakly*-BD(Q).

Proof of estimate (4.4) and that u € SBD?*(Q). We construct a function @ in a way that it is
null near the jump set J, of u and coincides with u; elsewhere.

Recalling the very definition of ¢ in (4.1) we have that ¢(vx) € W1P(Q), and moreover, Young
inequality and the BV Coarea Formula yield

2> gy p)lr / BV () Vg da
o\

(1)
=aan) | o VRl = ) /¢ |, Per(fo) > .2 (110

Fix A" € (A, 1), the Mean Value theorem ensures for every k € N the existence of ¢ € (¢(X), p(N))
such that

1
/:j)) Per ({¢(vk) > t}, Q)dt = ($(X) — ¢(A))Per ({p(vk) > £}, ). (4.11)
Set A, := ¢~ (tx), then note that Q\ Qp* = {@(v) > t&} is a set of finite perimeter satisfying by
the latter inequality and (4.3)

Per (Q\ O3, Q) < ¢ (4.12)
for some ¢ = ¢(A\, N, ¢,L). Let now uy := X\ Uk then the Chain Rule Formula in BV [6,
Theorem 3.96] yields that @, € SBV(Q,R") with

D, = Xg o2 VUL LQ + g @ vy, o0 H'HLO" 0"

In particular, H" 1 (Jz, \8*92") =0, then by (4.8), (4.10) and (4.12) the functions @y, satisfy
/ le(iiy)|*dz + H" (Ja,) < c (4.13)
Q
for some ¢ = ¢(A\, N, ¢, L, c1) < 00, and in addition

[ae = ullLrorn) < lluk — ullLr@rn) + /m |uld. (4.14)
k
As vp — 1 in LY(Q2) we find £7(Q3) J 0, thus (4.14) implies that @, — u in L'(Q,R"). Since we
have established that v € BD(2), it is easy to deduce from the SBD Compactness Theorem [11,
Theorem 1.1] (see also [14, Lemma 5.1]) and from inequality (4.13) that actually u € SBD?*(Q),
with

e(ig) — e(u) weakly in L*(Q,MZ"), (4.15)
and
HL(T,) <liminf H" 1 (Jg,). (4.16)

k—o0
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Eventually, by taking into account that

lim inf D (vg, e(ug dx—hmlnf/ 2D (vg, e(tr))

(4.4) follows from (4.15), from the convergence vy — 1 in L'(£2), and from [13, Theorem 2.3.1].

Proof of estimate (4.5). Regrettably, inequality (4.5) is not a straightforward consequence of the
previous arguments. Indeed, (4.10), (4.11), (4.16) and H" 1 (Ja, \ 9*Q*) = 0 lead to an estimate
differing from (4.5) by a multiplicative factor 2 on the left-hand side. Therefore, we need a more
accurate argument. To this aim, we note that by (4.10) and the Fatou Lemma we have

@(1)
liminf I? > ql/q('yp)l/p/ lim inf Per ({¢(v) > t},Q)dt
k—o0 ¢(}\) k—oo
then in order to conclude (4.5) it suffices to prove that

lim inf Per ({¢(vx) > t},Q) > OH"1(J,) forall t € (p(N), p(1)). (4.17)

This follows via a slicing argument as established in [23, Lemma 3.2.1]. We report in what follows
the proof of estimate (4.17) for the sake of completeness.

Fixed t € (¢()\), (1)) for which the right-hand side of (4.17) is finite, we define 7 := ¢~1(t) and
U7 == Q\ Q. For every open subset A C Q and vector £ € S"™!, we claim that

nmkmfﬂn—l(JW NA)>2 / HO(J e NA)dH T, (4.18)
* e (A) Y

for H"1-a.e. y € me(A) (recall the notations and the results in Theorem 2.1). Given (4.18) for
granted, the Coarea Formula for rectifiable sets and the Fatou lemma yield the following lower
semicontinuity estimate

limkinf Per ({¢(vg) > o(7)}, A)
= liminf H" ! (J,,, NA) > 2/ HO(J e NA)dH " = 2/ |Vy - E|dH™ . (4.19)
k k me(A) Y JENA
Since H" 1(J, \ JS) = 0 for H" l-ae. £ € S (see (2.3)), we infer from (4.19)

tim nf Per ({6(ux) > 6(r)}, 4) > 2 / v - €|dH" (4.20)

JuNA

In conclusion, inequality (4.17) follows from (4.20) by passing to the supremum on a sequence (&)
dense in S~ ! and applying [6, Lemma 2.35], since the function

A— limkinf Per ({¢(vg) > &(7)}, A)

is superadditive on disjoint open subsets of 2.
Let us finally prove (4.18). Note that there exists a subsequence (u,,v,) of (ug,vy) such that

umkinm"—l( oy NA) =lmH" (. 0 A), (4.21)
((ur)f/, (Ur)g) — (ug, 1) in L (Qy)xLl(Qg),for H' lae ye e (), (4.22)

and with fixed n > 0, for H" !-a.e. y € m¢(2) we find

r

€
- ¢ £v|2 Y ((UT)y) p—1 0
i (| (O IV (@I + 22 e (D)) i+ 0 g0 )) < o,
(4.23)
by (3.4), (4.3), our choice of 7, and the Fatou lemma.
Fix y € m¢(Q) be satisfying (4.22), (4.23), and assume also that H° (Jug N A) > 0. Moreover,

up to extracting a further subsequence (depending on y and not relabeled for convenience), we may
suppose that the lower limit in (4.23) is actually a limit.
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Let {t1,...,;} be an arbitrary subset of J ¢ N A, and let (I;)1<;<; be a family of pairwise disjoint
Y - =
open intervals such that t; € I;, I; CC Ag. Then, for every 1 <i <[, we claim that

s; := limsup i?f(vr)g =0.
T i

Indeed, if s;, was strictly positive for some h € {1,...,1}, then
. Y3 Sh
1£Lf (vj)y > 3
for a suitable subsequence (v;) of (v,), and thus (4.23) would give
2
[V ((uy)3)| dt < e,
I
for some constant ¢. Hence, Rellich-Kondrakov’s theorem and (4.22) would imply the slice ug to be
in Wht(I,,R™), which is a contradiction since by assumption H (Ju; N Ih) > 0. So let ! € I; be
such that
lim(vr)g(ti) =0,
and «y, B; € I;, with a; < ti < 8;, be such that
lim(v,)§ (o) = lim(v, )5 (8:) = 1.
Then, there follows
I 0 )
hmrlnf’H (JXWI)E nI)>2.
Hence, the subadditivity of the inferior limit and the arbitrariness of [ yield

lim inf HO(JX(W)é nA)> 27-[0(Ju§ N A).

Therefore, we obtain

vr)s »
limTinf (17 /A§ ((v,«)g |V((ur)§)|2+¢((€r)y)+7€f_l |V((vr)§)} ) dt-i—?’-lo(JX(UI)g

mA)) > 2M°(J,£NA),
which integrated on m¢(A) gives

hmkinffH”*l(J NA)>2 / HO(J e NA)dH " —ne
me(A) Y

-
XUk

for some positive constant ¢ = ¢(L). As 7] 0 we find (4.18).

Proof of estimate (4.6). We employ the blow-up technique introduced by Fonseca and Miiller in
[25]. First, we observe that by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have

(v, e(wr)) | YN . 12 2(vg, e(up)) |/
I} > ey /Q dz + L) > 2012 (N) /Q () dz, (4.24)

Vk Ek Vg

thus in order to get (4.6) it suffices to show that for all § > 0 there is A; > 0 such that for A € (0, \s)
we have

1/2

lim inf / ("9(”’“‘“’“))) do > / 22 ([u] @ )dH + O(3). (4.25)
k o Uk Ju

Actually the uniform convergence on compact sets of Mg} assumed in (H4) above implies that,

with fixed § > 0, for some As > 0 and all A € (0, \s) we have

Do)\ [ e elw)
/ﬂﬁ (H> = Qigvri?w( - )|e(uk)|dx

vk
z/m (0@3/2( clute) ) 5) |e(uk)|dxz/m DY (e(ur))dz — 8| Bur|(©),

le(u)]
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where we have set 2(A) := s712(s, A). Thus, inequality (4.25) is reduced to prove
lim inf 28 (e(up))dz > / 283 ([u) ® v)dH" Y, (4.26)
Qp Ju

being § > 0 arbitrary and (|Fug|(2)) being bounded as shown in (4.7).
Let (u,) be a subsequence of (ux) such that

lim inf Qé/Z(e(uk))dac = lim Qé/Q(e(ur))dm.
k o2 r Jax

In order to prove (4.26), for every Borel set A C Q we introduce

@)= [ 2 el

0,(A) ;:/ 282 (e(ur))de,
A
and
C’I‘(A) = Fr(ur; Ur, A),
where F,.(-,-, A) denotes the functional defined in (3.1) with the set of integration € replaced by A.
It is evident that the former set functions are finite Borel measures, with (u,), (6,) and ({)

actually equi-bounded in mass thanks to inequalities (4.3) and (4.7). Hence, up to subsequences not
relabelled for convenience, we may suppose that

pr =, 0. — 0, and (. — ¢ weakly® in M} (Q), (4.27)

for some y, 0 and ¢ € M (), respectively.
Being
lim 2,(2) > (),

to infer (4.26) we need only to show that

d
ﬁ > 2y ([ul @ va) H" lae.in iy, (4.28)
where —3— is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of j with respect to H" 1L J,.

dHr-1L g,
We shall prove the latter inequality for the subset of points zq in J,, for which the Radon-Nikodym

derivatives

W (), 2 (ag),
AR 1L, O gy, a1,

(o), (4.29)

exist finite,

d2y/* (HEu)| B

" (ng) = 2/%(] © 1) (w0) (130)
and .
p—0 P

where v := v, (z9), @, is any unitary cube centred in the origin with one face orthogonal to v, and
Q. (0, p) := 20+ pQ,. Formula (4.31) is a consequence of the (H" =1, n — 1) rectifiability of J,, (see
[6, Theorem 2.83]). Note that all the conditions above define a set of full measure in J,.

By selecting one of such points zg € J,,, we get

w(Qu (o, p)) pr(Qu (o, p))

1, o) = Joy TR = gl S
p—0
= lim lim (0:-(Qu (20, p)) — 0-(Qu (0, p) \ Qf))) , (4.32)

pE€Il T—00 pn_l
p—0



AMBROSIO-TORTORELLI APPROXIMATION OF COHESIVE FRACTURES 11

where
2
I:= { € (0, ——
peE( NG
Note that I is a subset of radii of full measure in (0, lndist(xo, 09)), and that the second equality

in (4.32) easily follows from the convergence i, — u weakly* in M;" ().
Further, we claim that

dist(z0, 092)) : 1(0Qu (w0, p)) = 0(0Qu(0,p)) = ((9Qu (w0, p)) = 0}.

lim lim 0T(Qu(x()7p) \ Qi\)

pel r—o0 pn—1
p—0

Indeed, the Holder inequality, the very definition of Fy in (3.1), and (3.5) imply

0,(Q, Q> 1 1/2
(Q (xglf) \ 7‘) _ — / Qé/Z(e(uT))dx g CTSL_l / Qii?m)(e(ur))dx
P P Qu (0,p)\ 2 P Qu(0,0)\ %)

L(Qu (o, ONV2 1 1/2
< (e CHGIN )) (- / 2y, oy (eur)) )
p p Qu (0,p)\ 2

< (03p)1/2)\_1/2 (Fr(u'ra Ur;fiu(%a P)))UQ _ (Cgp)l/Q)\—l/Z (Cr(QVn(f?(l)y p)) ) 1/2.

p P

Finally, equality (4.33) is a consequence of the latter estimate and condition (4.29).

By taking (4.33) into account, (4.32) rewrites as
du (o) = do

dH g, T dHn L,
The convergence of the symmetrized distributional derivatives, i.e.

Eu, = Fu weakly* in M, (Q,MZ2X")

=0. (4.33)

(@o). (4.34)

sym
is a result of (4.2) and (4.7), in turn implying that
dEu
0Quanp) = [ 2y (Gt e (4.35)
Qu(xﬂvp) 0 d|EU|
by the convexity of Q(l)/Q and the stated convergence. Thus, by (4.30) and (4.35) we get
do - 1 1/2( dEu 1/2
R > = . .
Ty, (@) 2 liminf —— /Q oo 2 (G 1B = 2 (W @ (@) (430
Eventually, (4.34) and (4.36) conclude the proof of (4.28), and then of (4.26). O

The proof of the I'-lim sup inequality in Theorem 3.4 takes advantage of the density theorems for
GSBD() [26, Theorem 3.1] and for SBV(Q,R") [17, Theorem 3.1] stated below for convenience
of the reader.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that Q has Lipschitz boundary, and let u € GSBD?*(Q) N L?(Q,R™). Then
there exists a sequence (ux) C SBV2NL>®(Q,R™) such that each J,, is contained in the union Sy of
a finite number of closed connected pieces of C-hypersurfaces, each uy, belongs to W12 (Q2\ Sy, R™),
and the following properties hold:

(1) [luk = ul[z2@@rn) — 0,
(2) ||e(uk) - e(u)HLQ(Q,M?yXJf) — 0,

(3) H" ™ H(Ju ATu) = 0,

(4) / luF —uE| A MdH™™ — 0, for every M > 0.
Jup, Uy

Remark 4.2. Note that the expression in (4) makes sense by [19, Theorem 5.2], since one can
define the traces u* of a function u € GBD(Q) on any C' submanifold of dimension n — 1.
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We recall next a density result in SBV, for which we need to introduce further terminology.
We say that u € SBV (£, R") is a piecewise smooth SBV-function if u € W™>(Q\ J,,R") for
every m, H" 1((J, N Q) \ J,) = 0, and the set J, N Q is a finite union of closed pairwise disjoint
(n — 1)-simplexes intersected with €.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that Q0 has Lipschitz boundary. Let uw € SBV? N L>®(Q,R™). Then there
exists a sequence (ug) of piecewise smooth SBV -functions such that

(1) [luk = ul[z2(rn) — 0,

(2) [[Vug = Vul|pz(9pmmxn) = 0,

(3) limsup/i oz, uf  uy vy, )dH" ! < /7 oz, ut,u™, v, )dH L,
k ANy, ANJy,
for every open set A C Q and for every function ¢ : QxR"xR"*xS"~ — [0, +00) upper

semicontinuous and such that
o(z,a,b,v) = p(z,b,a,—v) forz e,

lim sup o(y,a’ b, u) < +oo  forz € 09,
(y,a’,b' )= (z,a,b,v)
yeN

for every a,b € R", and v € S*~1.

Remark 4.4. Note that if @ C R" is an open cube, then the intersection J,, N is a polyhedron.
Therefore, adapting the arguments in [17, Remark 3.5] and [16, Corollary 3.11] we can construct a
new approximating sequence (i) satisfying all requirements of Theorem 4.3 and such that J5, CC Q.

Remark 4.5. The I'-limsup inequality in Theorem 5.4 is stated only for fields in the subspace
L®(Q,R™)x LY () of L' (2, R™)x L' (Q) since Theorem J.1 does not guarantee the convergence

[ - st =0 (4.37)
Jupy U

for every u in SBD?*(Q) N L?(Q,R™). If (4.37) was true, then Theorem /4.1 combined with Theo-
rem 4.3 would allow us to prove the I'-limsup inequality for those fields u that are piecewise smooth.
In such a case, the construction of recovery sequences follows quite classical lines, and by density
the T-lim sup inequality in L*(, R™)x L*(Q)) would be completely proved.

Nevertheless, this argument applies to fields in L (2, R™) since the approzimating sequence (ug)
in Theorem /.1 is constructed in a way that ||ug||L@rr) < [|ull Lo (@,rn)-

The same conclusion of Theorem 3./ can be drawn for all fields in SBVZ(Q,R™). Indeed,
the functional in (3.6) is continuous on sequences of truncations, therefore the conclusion fol-

lows by Theorem 4.3 and a diagonal argument. In this respect, take also into account the equality
GSBVZ(Q,R") N BD(Q) = SBV?(Q,R").

Finally let us prove the upper bound estimate.

Proof of Theorem 3.J. Let u € SBD?(Q2) N L>(Q,R"), then by the lower semicontinuity of F”
and Theorem 4.1 it is not restrictive to assume that u belongs to SBV? N L>(Q,R™). By a local
reflection argument we can also assume that 0 C R™ is a open cube and again by the lower semi-
continuity of F”, by Theorem 4.3, and by Remark 4.4 we can reduce ourselves to prove (3.11) for
a piecewise smooth SBV-function u with J, C . Finally, up to a truncation argument, condition
u € L>®(Q,R™) is preserved.

For the construction of the recovery sequence we shall follow the lines of [26, Theorem 3.3] (see
also [20, Theorem 3.3]).

Since J, is a finite union of closed pairwise disjoint (n — 1)-simplexes well-contained in €2, we
reduce to study the case when S := J, is a (n — 1)-simplex. In order to simplify the computation
we also assume S C {x,, = 0}, we denote the generic point x € R by x = (Z,x,) € R"! x R, and
we orient J,, so that v, = (0, 1).
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Let
0+ ::{xEQ::I:xn>0}
and let L be the maximum between the Lipschitz constants of v in Q1 and Q~. Let also
N 23 1/2 _
for every (T, x,) € Q. Being u™ and «~ Lipschitz functions, we deduce that oy, is in turn a Lipschitz
function and that
Vo (Z)| < cer, (4.39)

for L™-a.e. (T,x,) € Q and for a suitable constant ¢ = ¢(¢, L, Z2y) > 0. Moreover, o, = 0 on 95,
where 95 is the boundary of S in the relative topology of R~ x{0}.

We set for p € (0,1)

fo = o= ar= ([ o ds) L and )= (700

and we introduce the infinitesimal sequence py := h™!(g;) having the property that

Hee) _ ek g s it oo, (4.40)

er 9lpk)
Denote by wy, the only solution of the following Cauchy problem in the interval [0, T}),

1/p
wp = (L) Vet ()

vp
wk(O) = &k,

(4.41)

where T}, € (0, 00] is given by
1/p !
Ty = (@> 5k/ YVP(s) ds.
q Ek

Furthermore, define py € (0, T%)

1/ 1—pg
HE = (%) psk/ YP(s) ds, (4.42)
€k

thus g is infinitesimal by (4.40).
We are now in a position to introduce the sets

Ay = {x eR™: (Z,0) € S, |z, < Uk(if)}a
By = {x eER": (7,0) €S, 0< |z, — ok(T) Suk},

Cy = {x eR™: (z,0) ¢ S, d(z,05) < ,uk},
where d(x,095) is the distance of the point = from the set 95.
Consider the sequence (uy,vy) defined by

Tn + 0% (T)
207, (T)

u(z) if v € Q\ Ag,

B (w(Z, ok (T)) — w(Z, —ok(T))) + u(T, —ok(T)) if x € Ay,
ug (T, xy) 1=

and
Ek ifz € Ak,
’wk(|l‘n|70'k(f)) if z € By,
vg(x) ==

wi(d(x,08) — o, (7)) if x € C,

1— pi otherwise.
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Then, (ug,vr) — (u,1) in LY(Q,R")x L*(2), moreover we shall show that it provides a recovery
sequence following the arguments used in [20, Theorem 3.3, inequalities (71)-(78)]. First note that,
for every component u}, of uy, for L™-a.e. (T,x,) € Ay we have that

| Djui, (T, )|

" Diow(@ u'(@,0k(7)) — (7, ~0x(7)) (T, —op(T)) — Dpu' (T, —0op (%)) Dok (T

<| 2 D@ - -+ D@~ 0u(@) - Do 7. @) Dy 0
+ ’Djui (T, 01(T)) + Dnu' (T, 01, (T)) Dok (T) — Dju' (T, —0x(T)) + Dpv’ (T, —0k(T)) Djor(T)
(' (@, 0)]]
< |D;ok(T)] (W + 4L) $3L<e, (4.43)
where j =1,...,n—1, and
Doty @ 20)| = | A Uk(x);a_kz)(x’ e ‘
Wi (@, o (@) — w' T (@,0) W (F,0) —u'(F,0) W' (F,0) — u (T, —ok(T))
20 (@) + 200 (@) + 200 (T)

[u'@,0)] _ ¢
<L+ 2or (@) S (4.44)

in the previous estimates ¢ = ¢(L) and we have used (4.39). In particular, we deduce that wuy is a

Lipschitz function.
For what the computation of the energy FJ(ug, vx) is concerned we shall mainly focus on the term

(v, e(ug))dz.
Ay
The others are estimated in an elementary way following [26, Theorem 3.3]. More precisely, we have
lim sup 2 (vg, e(ur))dx = limsup (v, e(u))dx < / 2 (e (4.45)
k Q\ Ay k Q\ Ay,

by dominated convergence thanks to assumptions (H1) and (H3); then as a result of a straightforward
calculation we infer

lim sup () dx
k A, €k

< h,ﬁn 1/2

/ 25 ([u] © en) dH"t = / 202 ([u] ® e,) dH™; (4.46)
Ju
furthermore from the very deﬁnltlon of wy and (4.42) we find

/B (%ﬁ’“) +7€Z_1|Vvk|p)d:c <2(1+ o(sk>)(w>1/pq1/Q(/1_pk H(s) ds)H”_l(Ju); (4.47)

€k

finally by the Coarea formula and again by the definition of wy, it follows that

1=pk
/ <¢ivk) 7 p_lwv’“'p)dx = c”k/ YMi(s) ds < cpu, (4.48)
Ch k

€k

where ¢ < co. Therefore, by collecting (4.45)-(4.48), to conclude we need only to verify that
lim [ (v, e(ur))d / 282 ([u] ® en)dH" .
Ak

To this aim, observe first that assumption (H3), the very definition of u, vy and estimates (4.43),
(4.44) imply

. Q(vk,e(uk))dx:/A Q(ek,%A(Dnuk,.. Dyuy =t 2D uk))dx—&— o(1), as k1 oo,
k k



AMBROSIO-TORTORELLI APPROXIMATION OF COHESIVE FRACTURES 15

where A : R” — MZ2*" is defined by

sym
(A(z1,...,20))i; =0 ifd,j<n, (A@i,...,2n))in:=z; ifi<n. (4.49)

In addition, the definition of o} in (4.38) and an easy computation yields
1 b _
[, 2 (o0 AP D 2D ) = 5 [ 2 (@) 25,0 © e
k w
where
— 1 1/= — 1/ — n—1/= — n—1/= —
Ck(T) = §A(u (T, 01(T)) —u (T, —0k(T)),...,u" (T, 01(T)) — " (T, —0k(T)),

2" (#,04(7)) — u" (7. ~01 (7)) )

Eventually, the conclusion follows by (4.49), by (H4), and by the dominated convergence theorem
as (k) converges uniformly to [u](-,0) ©® e, on S as k 1 c. O
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