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ABSTRACT. For p > 1, we prove that all the functions of Wi’f (R?) satisfy the Whitney
property, i.e. if u € W2’p(]R2) is such that Vu = 0 (in the sense of capacity) on a connected
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set K C R?, then u is constant on K.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with Whitney property for Sobolev functions. In a regular context, a
function u € CF(RY), k > 1, is said to have the Whitney property if the following holds: for
every connected set K C R¥ such that Vu(z) = 0 for every = € K, then u is constant on K.

Whitney property is clearly implied by the assumption that the set of critical values of u
(namely the image of critical points) has zero measure. The problem of estimating the M-
dimensional measure of the critical values of a function v € C*(RY,RM) is the main object
of the so called Morse-Sard Theorem: it turns out [19] that if £ > max{N — M, 0}, then the
M-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the critical values of u is zero. In the pioneering paper
[21], Whitney constructed a function v € C*(R?, R) which is not constant on a connected set
of critical points. This example can be generalized to a N-dimensional setting proving that
the requirement k& > max{N — M, 0} in the Morse-Sard Theorem is sharp.

The problem of weakening the differentiability assumption in the Morse-Sard theorem has
been addressed in several papers: we refer the reader to the articles of Bates [4], [5] and of
Norton [17], where the cases of u € CN~M(RN RM) N > M, with DV~My belonging to
Holder continuous functions or to the Zygmund class are considered.

Morse-Sard Theorem in the context of Sobolev spaces has been studied by De Pascale in
[11] (see also [6] for some related results). He considers functions u € VV{Z’f(]RN ,RM) with
N>M,k=N—M+1and p> N: in this setting v has a C! representative by the Sobolev
Embedding Theorem, so that the set of critical values is classically defined, and he proves
that it has zero M-dimensional measure. In the case M = 1 and N = 2, this result implies
that a function u € VV@’?(RZ) with p > 2 satisfies the Whitney property.

In this paper we discuss the Whitney property for Sobolev functions u € VVlif (R?) with
1 < p < 2. This situation is critical for De Pascale [11] and the Morse-Sard theorem has an
open issue (functions are not anymore C'). Nevertheless, these functions admit continuous
representatives, while their gradients, as elements of VVlif (R%,R?), admit quasicontinuous
representatives which are well defined up to sets with ¢,-capacity zero (see Section 2 for the
precise definitions). As a consequence, we consider sets K which are contained in the set of
critical points of u € W2’p(R2), up to a set of zero capacity, i.e. Vu(z) =0 for ¢p-q.e. z € K.
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The main result of the paper consists in proving that all the functions of VVﬁ)’f(RQ) with
1 < p < 2 have the Whitney property in the following sense (see Theorem 4.3): if K C R? is a
connected set, and u € I/Vlzof (R?) is such that Vu = 0 cp-q.e. on K, then u is constant on K.
In the case p = 2 and for compact connected sets K, the result was stated (without proof)
by Sverdk in [20]. Our approach is based on methods from potential theory for Sobolev maps
and on a duality argument which is proper of the two dimensional context.

First, we consider the case in which K is bounded and connected, and u € W2P(R?). Using
capacity properties of connected sets in the plane, and using p-finely continuity properties of
functions in WP (see Lemma 4.1), we prove that it is not restrictive to consider K closed,
i.e. compact. For some bounded open set € containing K, we prove that for every function
v e WH2(Q\ K) we have (see Theorem 4.3 in Section 4)

(1.1) RVu-Vvdr =0
Q\K

where R denotes a rotation of 90 degrees counterclockwise. The Whitney’s property follows
since (1.1) turns out to imply (without any restriction for Vu on K') the fact that u is constant
on K (see Lemma 2.1). Notice that this is certainly the case if 0K were smooth enough to
perform an integration by parts. In fact, since RVu is divergence free, the left-hand side of
(1.1) reduces to an integration of the tangential derivative D,u on 9QUOIK against (the trace
of) v, and so D;u should vanish since v is arbitrary. Here we prove that (1.1) implies that u
is constant of K assuming only connectedness for K, and no other geometric restrictions on
its shape.

Second, the case of an arbitrary connected set K is obtained by means of a slicing argument
in polar coordinates, and employing classical Sard’s theorem for the periodic one dimensional
slicings in association with the first step. We emphasize at this point that the passage from
bounded to unbounded sets K is not of topological nature, and we give an example of a
continuous function which is constant on all bounded connected subsets of an unbounded
connected set K, but which is not constant on the set K.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some basic facts concerning
capacity for Sobolev spaces and some results employed in the proofs of the main theorems.
In Section 3 we derive some properties of connected sets in relation with capacity which are
essential in the proofs of the main results contained in Section 4.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce the basic notation and recall some notions employed in the
rest of the paper, which we give in a general N-dimensional setting even if our main result is
two dimensional.

If @ C RV is open and 1 < p < +o0, we denote by LP(£2) the usual space of p-summable
functions on  with norm indicated by | - ||,. WYP(Q) will denote the Sobolev space of
functions in LP(£2) whose gradient in the sense of distributions belongs to LP(£2, RY), and we
denote by T/VO1 P(Q) the closure in W1P(Q) of smooth functions with compact support in Q.
With Wﬁ)’f(RN ) we denote the space of function whose restriction to every relatively compact
open set Q2 C RY belongs to WP(Q).

If E C RN, we denote by E° its complementary set, and by |E| its N-dimensional Lebesgue
measure. For z € RY and r > 0 we denote with B, the open ball with center x and radius
r. Finally, by a curve v connecting two points z,¢ € RY we mean a continuous function
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7 : [a,b] — R¥Y such that y(a) = z and (b) = & we will denote by Yz, the compact and
connected image ~([a, b]).

Capacity. For convenience, we recall the definition of c¢,-capacity we use in the estimates of
the Wiener criterion but we refer the reader to [15] for details concerning capacity, quasi and
fine continuity. Let € be a bounded open set and K a compact subset of 2. We set

(2.1) (K, Q) := inf {/ Vol + |p|Pdx : ¢ € CZ(R2),¢ > 1 on K} :
RN

and extend this definition to open and arbitrary sets by interior and exterior approximation,
respectively. Properties holding quasi-everywhere (written c,-q.e.) are properties which hold
in the complement of a set of zero capacity (recall that if E C QN ', we have ¢,(E,Q) =0 if
and only if ¢,(E, Q') = 0, so that the notion of set of zero capacity is independent of €2, and
we can write simply ¢,(E) = 0).

Throughout the paper, we will identify a Sobolev function with its quasicontinuous repre-
sentative. Notice that for p > N, the continuous representative of u (which exists by Sobolev
Embedding Theorem) is precisely the quasicontinuous representative.

A representation result. We will use often the following representation result: for the
proof we refer to [10, Lemma 3.6] or to [13, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.1. Let 2 C R? be open and bounded, and let ¢ > 2. Let ¢ € Li(Q,R?) be such
that
/ Y -Vudr =0 for every u € WH2(Q).
Q
Then there exists ¢ € WH4(R?) constant on the connected components of Q¢ (in the case
q = 2 constant ca-quasi everywhere) and such that
Vo = Ry in Q,

where R(a,b) := (—b,a) denotes a rotation of 90 degrees counterclockwise.

3. CONNECTED SETS AND CAPACITY

In this section we briefly justify that a connected set K in RY is ”large” in the sense of
cp-capacity, i.e., if diamK >0,z € K and 0 <r < %diamK we have
Cp(K ﬂﬁxvr,Ba;’gT) > Cp([o, 1] X {O}Nﬁl,Bovg)

Cp (B:E,T7 B{E,QT‘) N Cp (BO,la BO,2)

The previous inequality was obtained in [8] in the case N = 2 and K compact, and extended
in [9, Lemma 5.2] for arbitrary N. In this section we justify (3.1) for sets K which are only
connected. We use the following inequality (see [9]) about capacity of curves. Let us consider
a curve Yz ¢ C By, in RY with extremes z and &, such that & € 0B ;. Then

(32) Cp (7[3:,5]7 Bw,?r) Z Cp([xa 6]7 B:c,?r)

where [z, ] denotes the segment with extremes z and . The proof of this result relies on the
Steiner symmetrization (see [7]).

(3.1)

Proposition 3.1. Let K C RY be a connected set with diamK > 0. Then for all x € K and
0 < r < diamK inequality (3.1) holds true.
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Proof. Let x € K. We have to evaluate c¢,(K N By, Byor). Recall that the capacity of
Kn EW« is the infimum of the capacity of all open sets in B, 2, which contain K OE;E,T. Let
U C B, 2, be such an open set, and let U; be the connected component of U containing x.
We claim that

(3.3) Ui N aBm #* 0.

In fact by contradiction, since € U; and U; is connected, we get Uy C B, ;.. As a consequence
we have that o

(K \ B“«) N oU;, = 0.
Clearly, since U contains K HELT and 9U; C QU we have

(K ﬂEx’r) NoU; = @,
so that we can write o

K:(KﬁUl)U(K\Ul)

which is against the fact that K is connected.

Taking into account (3.3), we can find & € U; with |[§ — x| = r. Since U; is arcwise
connected, there exists a continuous curve v, ¢ 1 contained in U; and joining x and &,. By
Lemma (3.2) we deduce that

Cp(U N Ex,ra Ba:,2r) > Cp (Ul N E;}:,ra Bx,2r) > Cp ('7[:5757.} N Ew,ra Bx,ZT) > Cp([$, £r]> Bac,Zr)>

where [z, ;] denotes the segment joining x and .. Taking the infimum on U, we have the
estimate

Cp (K N Exyr, Bm,Zr) > Cp([$a &), B%?T)‘

Since
CP([xa&"]aB:p,%) B Cp([O, 1] X {O}N_lvBO,2)

Cp (Eaz,r, B(L‘,QT) B Cp (Eo,h BO,2)
the proof is concluded. ]

9

(From Proposition 3.1 we get the Wiener’s type formula (3.4) for K: the limitations N—1 <
p < N come from the fact that the result is trivial for p > IV since points have positive c,-
capacity, while inequality (3.1) (which we use to derive the result) gives no useful informations
for p < N — 1 since segments have zero c,-capacity.

Proposition 3.2. Let K C RY be a connected set with diamK > 0, € K and let N — 1 <
p < N. Then

1 1
KNBy+, B -1 dt
(3.4) / (Cp( — ””’Zt)> RN
0 ¢p(Ba,t, By ot) t
Proof. Let A €]0,1[. Then we have the inequalities
Cp(K N Bw,ta B:D,Qt) > Cp(K N B:c,)\ta B:r,Qt) > C)\Cp(K N Bx,)\t7 Bx72)\t)7

where the last one comes by means of a rescaling argument for a suitable constant Cy > 0.

Taking into account that c,(Bg ¢, Beaxt) = ¢p(Bgat, Bz o), the result follows immediately
from (3.1) since the right-end side is strictly positive for N — 1 < p < N. O

The previous proposition can be restated saying that a connected set K in RY is p-thick
or equivalently is not p-thin at © € K for N —1 < p < N (see [15, Section 6.6 and Section
12.7]).
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4. THE MAIN RESULT

In order to prove the Whitney property in the Sobolev space context V[/lif (R?), we need
some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a connected subset of R?. Let 1 <p <2 and letv € Wli’cp(RQ) be such
that v =0 ¢p-q.e. on K. Then v =10 c¢,-q.e. on K.

Proof. We have to show that v(z) = 0 for ¢)-q.e. * € K \ K, where as usual we identify v
with its quasicontinuous representative. Since v is quasicontinuous, by [16, Theorem 1.4] we
have that v is p-finely continuous up to a set of ¢,-capacity zero. This means that there exists
a set A with ¢,(A) = 0 such that for every z € R?\ A there exists a set E with

/e )(EN By, Booy)\ 71 dt
4.1 - o > — <400
1) /0 < cp(Ba,ts Ba,2t) 13
such that (see [14, Theorem 3.17 and Corollary 3.18])

(4.2) v(z) = yji{;lgEv(y)-

Let us show that v(z) = 0 for every z € K \ (K U A). In view of (4.2), in order to get the
conclusion it suffices to prove that there exists a sequence y, € K \ (F U A) with y, — =z,
where F is the exceptional set relative to x. By contradiction, let us assume that there exists
€ > 0 such that

(K\(FEUA)NB,=0
so that
(4.3) KnB,. CEUA.

Since K is connected, one can use Proposition 3.2 and since the critical behavior of the integral
is near t = 0, we obtain

1
/1 (Cp((K NBye) N Bz,t,Bth)) T
0 Cp(Bx,ta Bx,2t) t
JFrom (4.3), recalling that ¢,(A) = 0, we get that
1
/1 (Cp(E N Bx,mBmt)) potdt +00,
0 \  p(But; Brat)

which means that E does not satisfy (4.1), against the assumption. The proof is thus con-
cluded. (]

Notice that Lemma 4.1 has a natural extension in RY provided that N —1 < p < N.

Lemma 4.2. Let Q C R? be an open bounded connected set with Lipschitz boundary, and let
K C Q be compact. Let 1 < p <2 and let ¥ € W&’p(Q \ K,R?) with div ¥ = 0. Then for
every v € WH2(Q\ K) we have

(4.4) / V. Vodr =0.
O\K
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Proof. Notice that by Sobolev Embedding Theorem we get that ¥ = (A, B) € LP" (Q\ K, R?),
where p* is the Sobolev exponent p* = % > 2, so that the integral in (4.4) is well defined

(for p=2, ¥ € LI(Q\ K,R?) for every ¢ < +0c0). In order to prove (4.4), using a truncation
argument it is not restrictive to assume that

veWH(Q\ K)NL¥(Q\ K).

For every n € N let us define

1
K, = {x€R2 cd(x, K) < }
n

where d(-, K) denotes the distance function from K. Since ¥ € Wol’p(Q\K, R?) C WOI”’(Q, R?),
we can find a sequence (¥,,)nen such that ¥,, € C°(Q\ K,,,R?), and
(4.5) ¥, — U strongly in WhP(Q,R?).

By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem we have that ¥,, is bounded in LP" (2, R?) (for p = 2,
U, is bounded in LI(Q, R?) for every ¢ < +00), and from (4.5) we get by interpolation that
for every p < r < p* (for every p < r < 400 if p = 2)

(4.6) T, — ¥ strongly in L"(Q,R?).
Let us fix v € WH2(Q\ K)NL®(Q\ K). We get by (4.6) (choosing 2 < r < p*) and integrating
by parts

/ U.Vvdr = lim U, -Vodr = lim div¥, - vdz =0,
O\K n—+o0 Jo\K, n—=+% Jo\K,

since div¥,, — div¥ = 0 strongly in LP(€2). We conclude that (4.4) holds, so that the proof
is concluded. O

Notice that Lemma 4.2 still holds for p > 2 since WHP(Q\ K) is contained in W12(Q\ K).
We are now in a position to prove the main result of the paper.

Theorem 4.3. Let K be a connected subset of R?, and let u € Wif(RQ) with 1 <p <2 be
such that Vu =0 cp-g.e. on K. Then (the continuous representative of ) u is constant on K.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we can assume that K is closed. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1: K is bounded. If we fix Q open, bounded and connected set in R? such that
K CC Q, upon multiplying u by a smooth cut-off, we may assume without restriction that
u = 0 outside . In particular we have that u € W2P(Q).

Let R denote a rotation of 90 degrees counterclockwise. From the assumption we have that

RVu := (g1,92) € WHP(Q,R?) with RVu =0 cy-q.e. on K,
so that by [15, Theorem 4.5] (see also [3])
RVu € W, P(Q\ K,R?).
Moreover RVu has zero divergence. By Lemma 4.2 we get that for every v € W12(Q\ K)

/ RVu-Vvdx =0.
O\K
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By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, we have that RVu € LP*(Q\ K,R?) (RVu € L4(Q\
K,R?) for every ¢ < +o0 if p = 2), so that by Lemma 2.1 we get that there exists ¢ €
WLP*(R?) with ¢ constant on K such that
RVu=RV¢ on,
so that
u = ¢ + constant  on €.

Since ¢ is constant on K, the conclusion follows, and Step 1 is concluded.

Step 2: K is unbounded. Let us employ polar coordinates (r,v), i.e., let us identify a
point in R? with the complex number 7e?’. Since K is unbounded, for every r > 0 we have
that K NJB,(0) # 0: let us set

(4.7) K, :={9e0,2n]: re" € K}.

We claim that we can find a sequence 1, / +00 such that

(4.8) uw(K) = | Ju(KndB.,(0)),
neN

and such that setting u, () := u(r,e’’) we have

(4.9) u, € WP ([0, 27))

and

(4.10) un,(9) =0 for ae. ¥ € K,,.

Then the conclusion follows by applying Sard’s theorem to the C!-functions (of one variable)
u, which in view of (4.10) implies that £! (u, (K, )) = 0 for every n € N. In fact by (4.8) we
deduce that

+o00o
LY (u(K)) <Y L (un(Ky,)) =0,
n=0

and since u(K) is an interval, we get that u(K) = {c} for some ¢ € R. This implies that
u = ¢ on K, and the Whitney property follows.

In order to conclude the proof, we need to prove claims (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10). Let us start
considering (4.8). Let z € K, and let r > 0 be such that € B,(0). Let us consider for § > 0

K’ :={zeR?:d(z,K) < d}.

We have that K is open and connected (since K is connected), and since K is unbounded,
there exists £5 € K°NdB,(0). Let 4% be a curve in K connecting = and £2: up to replacing &’
with the first point in which 79 intersects B,(0), we can assume that ’yf we) © K SN B,(0).
As 0 — 0, we have that up to a subsequence o

fyf [w,e8] = I in the Hausdorff metric,

where v, C K N ET(O) is a compact and connected set such that x,&. € ~, for some &, €
K N 9B-(0) (for the details concerning the Hausdorff metric we refer the readers to [18]).
Since Vu = 0 ¢p-q.e. on 7., by Step 1 we get that u is constant on ,, so that in particular
u(x) = u(&). In other words, we have proved that the value of v at x can be recovered from
the values of u on 9B, (0). Thus we conclude that for every r, / 400 equality (4.8) holds.
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Claims (4.9) and (4.10) follow by standard theory of slicing properties of Sobolev functions
(see e.g. [12, Section 4.9]): for a.e. 7 > 0 we have that the function us(9) := u(7e™) belongs
to W?2P(]0,27]) and is such that for a.e. ¥ € [0, 27]

(4.11) ul(9) = Vu(re™) - 6719
where ey := (—sin¥, cos?). Recall that by [12, Section 4.7.2, Theorem 4] we have that for
every E CR? and ¢ > 1

cq(E)=0= H(E)=0 for every s > 2 — ¢,
so that in particular for 1 < p <2
(4.12) cp(E)=0= HY(E) = 0.

Since Vu = 0 ¢p-q.e. on K, by (4.11) and (4.12) we have that u.(J) = 0 for a.e. ¥ € K5.
Then claims (4.9) and (4.10) are proved, and the proof is concluded.
O

Remark 4.4. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.3, the result of De Pascale [11] cannot
be applied since 1 < p < 2. Moreover, the proof of our result relies on arguments strictly
connected to the notion of the p-finely topology, which are different from those used in [11].

Remark 4.5. The key point in the proof of Step 2 of Theorem 4.3 is the use of Sard Theorem
for the regular one-dimensional sections of u which gives non trivial informations on «(K) in
view of (4.8). A decomposition with countable many sections like in (4.8) still holds if K is
no more connected but has a countable number of connected components, but it clearly fails
in the general case.

Remark 4.6. Notice that in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 4.3 we used the fact that
u € Wli’f(]R2) to carry over a dimensional reduction through slicing in polar coordinates and
use Sard’s theorem on the countable many sections needed (see (4.9) and (4.10)). Thus to get
the conclusion for the case K is unbounded we needed an ”energetic” argument (the Sobolev
regularity) together with the Whitney property for bounded connected sets (which we proved
in Step 1). We remark that we cannot get the conclusion using simply topological arguments,
i.e., using only Step 1 and the continuity of u. In fact we can consider the following example.

Let C :=[0,1]\ U,_ Ex be the usual Cantor set contained in [0, 1], where E,, is the union

of third-middle intervals, i.e.,

and so on. Let E,, := Ui;l ID with I}! =]a}, bi[. For every k, let 4 : I} — R be a continuous
function such that

liminf ;) (z) = —oo, limsup vy (z) = +o0,
T—ay T—ap

and
liminf 7 (z) = —o0, limsup vy (z) = +oo.
T—by x—by

Let I'; C I}! x R be the image of v;'. For every n € N let us set

kn
H":= | %,
k=1
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and let
K:=(CxRyulJH"
neN
We have that K C R? is closed and connected. Let us consider u(x,y) = f(z), where f is the
usual Cantor-Vitali function (see e.g. [2, Example 1.67]). The function u (which has bounded
variation (see [2]) but does not belong to I/Vlif) is constant on every bounded and connected
set H C K, but it is not globally constant on K.

Remark 4.7. We conclude the section noticing at an extension of a result proved by Sverak
[20] (see, Lemma 5.2 and the Remark pag. 548) in the case p = 2: the proof relies on Lemma
4.2.

Let  be an open bounded set in R? such that the number of connected components of
R2\ € is finite. Then for every p €]1,+oo] the space

V(Q) = {T € WyP(Q,R?) : div ¥ =0}
coincides with the closure in W& P(Q,R?) of
V(Q) == {¥ € C®(Q,R?) : div ¥ = 0}.

In order to prove this result, it suffices to check that every ¥ € V() is a limit in the topology
of W1P(Q,R?) of elements of V(Q2). Let B be an open ball such that Q C B, and let us set
K := B\ Q. We have that K has a finite number of connected components.

Let us consider the case 1 < p < 2. By Lemma 4.2 we get for every v € W12(B\ K)

/ U .Vodx =0.
B\K

Notice that by Sobolev Embedding Theorem we have U € LP"(B\ K,R?), where p* is the
Sobolev exponent p* = ;Tpp > 2. By Lemma 2.1 we deduce that there exists ¢ € WHP" (R?)
constant on the connected components of K such that

(4.13) U =RV¢ on B\K,

where R denotes a rotation of 90 degrees counterclockwise. We get that ¢ € W2P(R?). Since
K has a finite number of connected components, we can find a function h € C2°(B) whose
gradient vanishes in a neighborhood of K and such that it coincides with ¢ on K. Let us

consider the function 6 := ¢ — h € WOQ’p(B \ K). Then, by [1, Theorem 9.1.3], there exists
0; € C°(B\ K) such that

0; — 0 strongly in Wi*(B\ K).
Let us define the functions
V; = RV6; + RVh.
Recalling that B\ K = Q, by construction we have ¥; € C>(Q, R?), div ¥; = 0 and

U; —» RV¢ =10 strongly in W, (9, R?),

so that the result follows.

The case p > 2 follows the same lines as the case 1 < p < 2: it suffices to take into account
that by the Sobolev Embedding Theorem W is either an element of every L? space for every
1 < ¢ < 400 or a Holder continuous function so that the representation formula (4.13) with
¢ € W2P(R?) still holds.



10

11
[12

[13
14

15

16
[17

18
19

20
21

D. BUCUR, A. GIACOMINI, AND P. TREBESCHI

REFERENCES

| Adams D. R., Hedberg L.I.: Function spaces and potential theory, Grundlehren der Mathematischen
Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], 314. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996.

] Ambrosio L., Fusco N., Pallara D.: Functions of bounded variations and Free Discontinuity Problems.
Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2000.

| Bagby T.: Quasi topologies and rational approximation. J. Funct. Anal. 19 (1992), 581-597.

] Bates S. M.: On the image size of singular maps. I. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 114, 3 (1992), 699-705.

| Bates S. M.: On the image size of singular maps. II. Duke Math. J. 68, 3 (1992), 463-476.

| Bojarski B., Hailasz P., Strzelecki P.: Sard’s theorem for mappings in Hélder and Sobolev spaces. Manu-
scripta Math. 118 (2005), no. 3, 383-397.

] Brock F.: Continuous rearrangement and symmetry of solutions of elliptic problems. Proc. Indian Acad.
Sci. Math. Sci. 110 ,2, (2000), 157-204.

] Bucur D.: Shape analysis for nonsmooth elliptic operators. Appl. Math. Lett. 9 (1996), no. 3, 11-16.

| Bucur D., Trebeschi P.: Shape optimisation problems governed by nonlinear state equations. Proc. Roy.
Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 128 (1998), 945-963.

| Dal Maso G., Ebobisse F., Ponsiglione M.: A stability result for nonlinear Neumann problems under
boundary variations. J. Math. Pures Appl. 82 (2003), 503-532.

] De Pascale L.: The Morse-Sard theorem in Sobolev spaces. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 50 (2001), 1371-1386.

] Evans L.C., Gariepy R. F.: Measure Theory and Fine Properties of Function CRC Press, Boca Raton,
1992.

] Giacomini A., Trebeschi P.: A density result for Sobolev spaces in dimension two, and applications to
stability of nonlinear Neumann problems. J. Differential Equations, (2007) (to appear).

| Heinonen J., Kilpelainen T., Martio O.: Fine topology and quasilinear elliptic equations. Annales de
Vinstitut Fourier 39,2 (1989), 293-318.

| Heinonen J., Kilpelainen T., Martio O.: Nonlinear potential theory of degenerate elliptic equations. Oxford
Mathematical Monographs. Oxford Science Publications. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press,
New York, 1993.

] Kilpeldinen T., Maly J.: Supersolutions to degenerate elliptic equation on quasi open sets. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 17, 3-4 (1992)371-405.

] Norton A.: A critical set with nonnull image has large Hausdorff dimension. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
296, 1 (1986), 367-376.

| Rogers C.A.: Hausdorff Measures. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1970.

| Sard A.: The measure of the critical values of differentiable maps. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 48 (1942),
883-890.

| Sverdk V.: On optimal shape design. J. Math. Pures Appl. 72 (1993), 537-551.

] Whitney H.: A function not constant on a connected set of critical points. Duke Math. J. 1 (1935),
514-517.

(Dorin Bucur) LABORATOIRE DE MATHEMATIQUES, CNRS UMR 5127 UNIVERSITE DE SAVOIE, CAMPUS

SCIENTIFIQUE, 73376 LE-BOURGET-DU-LAC, FRANCE

E-mail address, D. Bucur: dorin.bucur@univ-savoie.fr

(Alessandro Giacomini) DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, FACOLTA DI INGEGNERIA, UNIVERSITA DEGLI

STUDI DI BRESCIA, VIA VALOTTI 9, 25133 BRESCIA, ITALY

DI

E-mail address, A. Giacomini: alessandro.giacomini@ing.unibs.it

(Paola Trebeschi) DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, FACOLTA DI INGEGNERIA, UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI
BREscIA, VIA VALOTTI 9, 25133 BRESCIA, ITALY
E-mail address, P. Trebeschi: paola.trebeschi@ing.unibs.it



