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The gap between a variational problem and its occupation
measure relaxation

Milan Korda'? and Rodolfo Rios-Zertuche!

Abstract

Recent works have proposed linear programming relaxations of variational optimization
problems subject to nonlinear PDE constraints based on the occupation measure formal-
ism. The main appeal of these methods is the fact that they rely on convex optimization,
typically semidefinite programming. In this work we close an open question related to this
approach. We prove that the classical and relaxed minima coincide when the dimension of
the codomain of the unknown function equals one, both for calculus of variations and for
optimal control problems, thereby complementing analogous results that existed for the
case when the dimension of the domain equals one. In order to do so, we prove a gen-
eralization of the Hardt-Pitts decomposition of normal currents applicable in our setting.
We also show by means of a counterexample that, if both the dimensions of the domain
and of the codomain are greater than one, there may be a positive gap. The example
we construct to show the latter serves also to show that sometimes relaxed occupation
measures may represent a more conceptually-satisfactory “solution” than their classical
counterparts, so that —even though they may not be equivalent— algorithms rendering
accessible the minimum in the larger space of relaxed occupation measures remain ex-
tremely valuable. Finally, we show that in the presence of integral constraints, a positive
gap may occur at any dimension of the domain and of the codomain.
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1 Introduction

This work is concerned with a gap between the optimal value of a variational problem and
the optimal value of its convex relaxation based on the so-called occupation measures. The
variational problem considered is subject to constraints in the form of first-order nonlinear
partial differential equations and inequalities. In this section we present a simplified version
of the problem and introduce the convex relaxation, omitting constraints and boundary terms.
The full version of the problem is treated in Section [2] with the main results being Theorem
m (superposition), Theorems and (no gap in codimension one); these results are also
stated in the context of optimal control in Section [2.2] where the main result is Theorem
The example with a positive gap in codimension greater than one is constructed in Section
with the main result being Theorem Additional examples, showing that there may be gaps
when integral constraints are involved, are presented in Section [4]

A global optimization problem. Let n,m > 0. Let & C R™ be a bounded, connected,
open set with piecewise C' boundary 02, and Y = R™ and Z = R"*™. Let the Lagrangian
density be a locally bounded, measurable function L: Q x Y x Z — R that is convex in z.

Let W1>°(;Y) denote the Sobolev space of Lipschitz functions. Observe that for a function
y € WH*°(Q;Y), the dimension n of the domain of y and the dimension m of its range are also,
respectively, the dimension and codimension of the graph of y in 2 x Y. Therefore, throughout
this work we refer to n as the dimension and m as the codimension.

Using these data, consider the problem of determining, globally, the infimum of a possibly
nonconvex functional:

inf /QL(x, y(z), Dy(z)) dz. (1)

yeWL o (Q;Y)

In [12], it is proposed to attack this problem by first relaxing it to take the infimum over
the space of relaxed occupation measures rather than over Wh°(Q;Y), as this relaxation
is amenable — at least when we have semialgebraic data 2 and L — to numerical solution
through a hierarchy of finite-dimensional convex semidefinite programs, without resorting to
spatio-temporal discretization. The details of this semidefinite programming hierarchy are not
the topic of this work; the reader is referred to [14] for basic theory and to [11] for a number of
applications. In this work we focus on the occupation measure relaxation of , which we now
explain in detail and give the necessary definitions to outline our results.

Occupation measure relaxation. In order to introduce the concept of occupation measures,
first observe that each function y € C'(Q) induces a measure p, on Q x Y x Z by pushing



forward Lebesgue measure on by the map = — (x,y(z), Dy(x)); in other words, for any
measurable function f: 2 xY x Z — R we have

[ rdu = [ @), D) d.
QXY xZ Q

The measure p,, is the occupation measure associated to the function y, and encodes y and its
derivative Dy. For all compactly-supported test functions ¢ € C°(Q x Y), applying the fun-
damental theorem of calculus to the function xy — ¢(z1,...,Te, .o Tn, Y(X1,. .., X0, ..., Tp)),

we have
¢ 8yz
= =1,...
/[au +E 6 393@( )]dm 0, ¢ L.,

as ¢ vanishes on the boundary BQ. Thus g, satisfies

0¢ " 9o _ B -
/Q laxe(f”’y) *;ayi(w)m] dpy(z,y,2) =0, £=1,...,n,

for ¢ € C°(Q2 x Y). This is the property we will use to obtain a slightly larger set of measures
in which we can still meaningfully consider the problem .

Define the space My of relaxed occupation measures to be the set of Radon measures p on
O x Y x Z satisfying, for all ¢ € C*(22 x Y),

/Q l(’?z(m,y) +> gi(%y)zifl du(z,y,2) =0, £=1,...,n, (2)

i=1

as well as
[ lellduteg.s) <+ 3)
QXY XZ

Then M, contains all the occupation measures y,, induced by C! functions y, as we noted
above, so we have that the relaxed infimum

in / L(z,y, 2) du(z, 3, 2) (4)
BEMo Jaxy xZ

is a lower bound of the original problem . The advantage of is that it is a linear pro-
gramming problem, albeit infinite-dimensional, and it is possible to approximate it arbitrarily
well using a hierarchy of semidefinite programming problems, at least when € and L are semi-
algebraic [12].

However, the question of the equivalence of problems and remains open in full
generality and is the topic of this paper.

To give a simple example when a gap between and may occur in the presence
of additional constraints on y(-), consider = [0,1], the double-well potential L(z,y,z) =
min(|z — 1], |z + 1|) and the constraint y(x) = 0 in Q. This constraint is modeled as a support
constraint on p in in the form supp u C {(z,y,2) : y = 0}. In this case, the only function
y € WHP p € [1,00], feasible in is y = 0, attaining the value +1 whereas the measure
p=dr® 8 ® (30_1 + $041) attains the infimum of equal to 0. This example has the



property that L is not convex in z. We will see that this is the crucial property for the absence
of relaxation gap if the dimension or codimension of the problem is equal to one, although it
may not suffice if both the dimension and codimension are greater than one. In particular we
will see that the infimum of need not be equal to the infimum in even when L is replaced
by its convexification or quasiconvexification in z.

Contributions and previous work. It will perhaps come as no surprise that the question
of the equivalence of problems and depends on the dimensions n = dim{) and m =
dim Y, since many related questions have been found to depend on these quantities, such as
the regularity of minimal surfaces (see for example [5]) and the possibility of generalization of
the Frobenius theorem [1[22], among many other examples. Notice that n is the dimension of
the graph of a classical minimizer y, while m is the codimension of this graph, which motivates
our terminology below.

We distinguish three cases according to the dimension and the codimension of the graph of
the decision variable y(-) in 2 x Y:

e Dimension 1, that is, n = dimQ =1 and any m = dimY > 0. In this case, and
are equivalent.

The ideas behind this result originated in the seminal work of Young [25] (see also [3])
but were to the best of our knowledge first proven by Rubio [19,20] and Lewis and Vin-
ter [15[24]. Computationally, this approach was used in conjunction with semidefinite-
programming relaxations in [13] for optimal control as well as in [10] for region of attrac-
tion computation, proving a slight generalization of [24] using a superposition theorem
from [2]. We remark that in those papers the equivalence has been proved in situations
more general than the one stated in and that are akin to the one considered in
Section

o Codimension 1, that is, m =1 and any n > 0. In this case, and are equivalent as
well.

To prove this in Section we generalize the Hardt-Pitts decomposition [9}23}/26], thereby
obtaining a decomposition of the measure p into a convex combination of functions in
Sobolev space W1°(Q), which can be approximated arbitrarily well by C* functions,
providing the pursued result. While the Hardt-Pitts decomposition is an old, well-known
result, the existing versions thereof do not directly apply in our setting and are hard to
approach for non-expert audience. Here, we provide a self-contained proof of the extension
applicable in our setting that relies on theory by de Giorgi, already made accessible in the
books [6,[16]. This result holds true in a very general setting, with the most important
assumption being the convexity of L in the variable z; see Theorem [2.4]

We have also reformulated the no-gap result in the context of optimal control problems;
see Section

The idea of reformulating as a linear programming problem and using a hierarchy of
semidefinite programming problems to approximate it was first proposed in [12]. First
partial positive results on the absence of relaxation gap between and can be found
in [4L/17], with [17] using additional entropy inequalities to ensure concentration of the
measure on a graph of a function for scalar hyperbolic conservation laws while [4] treating
special cases of L.



e Higher dimension and codimension, that is, any m > 1 and any n > 1. In this case,
we are able to construct an example in which the infimum from is strictly less than
the one from , thus showing that these two problems are not equivalent. The example
constructed in Section consists of a situation in which the measure-valued minimizer
corresponds to an irreducible double-covering of 2, similar to the Riemann surface of the
complex square root. The difficulty of the argument is in providing a lower bound for the
integral of L on every classical subsolution; this is done applying the Poincaré-Wirtinger
inequality. In the example we construct, L is of regularity Cllo’i , that is, it is differentiable
with locally Lipschitz gradient, and we indicate how to construct similar examples of
arbitrary regularity C*, k > 1.

We have additionally found that integral constraints of the form

H(z,y(x), Dy(x))dx <0 or / H(z,y(x), Dy(x))dx =0
Q Q

may give rise to positive gaps in any dimension; we give some examples in Section [4]

Further discussion. While it is tempting to understand measure-valued solutions as a less-
quality objects than their classical counterparts due to the possible existence of gaps between
the original problem [I] and its measure-valued relaxation [4] there are cases in which measure-
valued solutions may make more sense than the “true solutions” of a minimization problem,
depending on taste and desired applications. This in particular means that in many cases, even
as there may be a gap between the classical problem and its relaxation , the algorithms
proposed in [12] will still prove useful and valuable.

A good example is given by the multi-valued minimizer of the Lagrangian L constructed
in Section [3| below. In this case the measure-valued minimizer correctly encodes both values,
and its support elegantly occupies exactly the zeros of L. No weakly-differentiable function is
able to capture the multi-valued aspect of the problem, and in fact no global classical solution
exits. While it is possible to construct discontinous minimizing functions, these are likely to be
deemed defective or incomplete when compared to the information conveyed by the measure-
valued minimizer. Thus in this case the latter is likely superior for most applications, and in
this sense problem may be preferred over .

Notations. For a set A C R”, we denote its closure by A. For a measurable set A C R¥,
denote by |A| its Lebesgue measure, and by x4 the indicator function of A, which is equal to 1
on A and to 0 elsewhere. Given a measure p on a set A and a map ¢: A — B, the pushforward
measure ¢4 p is defined by ¢up(X) = p(¢~1(X)) for all measurable sets X C B. For a finite-
dimensional linear space V', denote by V* the space of linear functionals V' — R. Denote by
C>(X) the set of infinitely-differentiable functions on X, real valued, and by C2°(X) the subset
consisting of compactly-supported functions. If X is an open set, the functions in C2°(X) must
vanish in a neighborhood of the boundary 9.X.

For a closed set B C R™, the notation C*(B) denotes the space of functions f: B — R such
that there is an open set U containing B such that f can be extended to a k-times continuously
differentiable function on U.



Recall a function ¢: Q@ — R is weakly differentiable if there is an integrable function
Dy: Q — R"™, referred to as the weak derivative of ¢, such that

/Q<pD¢dx:—/Q¢D<pdx (5)

for all ¢ € C°(Q). The Sobolev space W*P?(U), for U C R™ open, contains all k times
weakly-differentiable functions U — R with weak derivatives in LP(U).

Given a function f: A x B — R, defined on the product of two convex subsets A and B of
Euclidean spaces, we say that f is conver in A if for all a,a’ € A and all b € B we have

fQa+ (1 —=Nd',b) < Af(a,b) + (1 —N)f(a',b), Xe]0,1].
For projections on product spaces A x B, we will use the notation

mTa: AX B — A,
ma(a,b) = a, ac A, beB.

2 No gap in codimension one

In this section we study the relaxation gap in codimension one in a rather general setting includ-
ing constraints in the form of nonlinear first-order partial differential equations and inequalities
as well as boundary conditions. We do so first for the problem of calculus of variations and
then generalize it to optimal control, with the backbone of both results being the superposition
principle proved in Theorem [2.2

2.1 Formulation for variational calculus problems

Let Q be a bounded, connected, open subset of R™ with piecewise C! boundary 02 and denote

the variables on Q by z = (x1,...,2,). Let o denote the Hausdorfl boundary measure on
the piecewise C! set 9. We also set ¥ = R with variable y and Z = R™ with variables
z=(z1,...,2n). For simplicity, we will sometimes denote x,11 = y.

Recall that a function is locally bounded if it is bounded on every compact subset of its

domain.
We consider two optimization problems, formulated with the following objects and assump-

tions:

CV1. L: QxY xZ —Rand Ly: 902 x Y — R are measurable and locally bounded,
CV2. F,G: Q xY x Z — R are measurable functions,

CV3. Fy,Gy: 902 x Y — R are measurable functions on the boundary,

CV4. L is convex in z,

CV5. F7YH0) NG~ 1((—o0,0)) N ((z,y) x Z) is convex for every (z,y) € 2 x Y.

CV6. F~1(0) N G7Y((—00,0]) and F;*(0) NGy ((—o0,0]) are closed.



As an example, here are some simple assumptions that imply
o . F .G, Ly, Fy,Gy are continuous,
e L and G are convex in z, and
e F satisfies either of the following two assumptions:

Al. F is nonnegative and convex in z, or
A2. F is affine in z.

The first problem that interests us is the classical one:

M. = inf /QL(x,y(x) dx+/ Ly(z,y(x))do(x) (6)

Cyewne (@)

o9
subject to F(z,y(z), Dy(x)) =0, G(z,y(z),Dy(x)) <0, x€Q,
Fy(x,y(x)) =0, Ga(z,y(x)) <0, z € 09,

The second one is the occupation-measure relaxation.

Definition 2.1 (Relaxed occupation measures). Let M be the set of pairs (i, 19) consisting
of compactly-supported, positive, Radon measures on 2 x Y x Z respectively 02 x Y satisfying

pQxY x 2) =19, (7)

and

99 Ao _
/QXyXZ it gy(x,y)zdu(x,y,Z) = /E)QXY o(z,y)n(z) dus(z,y), ¢ € C®(Qx Y)(. |
8

Here n denotes the exterior unit vector normal to the boundary 0€2. Note that here gd’, n and
z are in R™ and hence for each ¢ the above equation is in fact a system of n equations. In each
pair (u, o) € M, the measure p is referred to as a relazed occupation measure and the measure
Lo as a relaxed boundary measure.

Observe that every (u, uo) € M satisfies

[ lelldutey.z) <+, )
QXY xZ

since p is finite and compactly-supported.
The relaxation of problem @ considered in this work is

M= inf [ L) dutoy 2+ [ Looy)duo (10)
(k,p0)EM Q o9

subject to suppp C {(z,9,2) € QAXY x Z: F(z,y,2) =0, G(x,y,z) <0},
supp po C {(:c,y) EQXY: F{)(.’t,y) =0, Ga(xay) < 0}




Naturally we have M. > M, (see the proof of Theorem and the primary goal of this
section is to prove that M, = M, if hold. The main theoretical result of this work
that will enable us to establish this is the following generalization of the celebrated Hardt—Pitts
decomposition [9).

Theorem 2.2. Let m =dimY =1 and let p be a compactly supported, positive, finite, Radon
measure on Q) XY X Z and, for all € C(QA xY),

~/Q><Y><Z %(gj’y)+%(%y)2du($,y,z) =0. (11)

Then there are a compactly-supported, finite, positive, Radon measure v on R and a family of
functions (p: Q = Y),crg € WH(Q) such that, for all functions ¢ € L1(u) that are affine in
z we have

/ by = / &, 91 (), Depy () daz dr(r), (12)
QOxY xZ RJQ

Additionally, if r > 1’ then o (x) < @ (x) for all x € .

Note that is a special case of (8]) when the set of test functions is restricted to C°(QxY).

The proof of Theorem presented in Section follows the arguments given in [26],
although the setting of [26] is different than the one considered here. Theorem enables us
to prove the following result, which leads immediately to establishing M, = M.:

Theorem 2.3. Assume that m = dimY =1 and that the functions L, F,G, Ly, Fy, Gy satisfy
(CVIHC V6.
Let (p, pg) € M. Suppose that the supports of 1 and pg satisfy
supp 1 € {(2, 9, 2) | F(z,y,2) =0, G(z,y,2) <0} (13)
supp po C {(z,y,2) | Fo(z,y) =0, Go(z,y) < 0}. (14)
Then we have the following two conclusions:

i. There is a function @ € WH>(Q) such that

/Q L(x, $(x), D@(x)) dz + / Lo(z, §(x)) do(z) < /  Ldps /8  Lodu, (15)

0 Q
F(z,p(x), Dp(x)) =0, G(z,¢(z), Dp(z)) <0 2z €, (16)
Fy(z,p(x)) =0, Golz,p(x)) <0 =z €N (17)

where o is the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on 0S).
i. Assume additionally that L, F', and G are continuous. There exists a sequence of functions
(gi: Q= Y) CC®(Q)NWL(Q), such that
Ly(z, gi(x))dx < / Ldu—|—/ Ly dus,
QXY xZ 195°94
(18)

tin [ Le,gi(e). Dg(e))da +
i—=+o0 Jo a0

and

lim F(z,gi(x),Dgi(x)) =0, lim G(z,gi(x),Dgi(x)) <0 z€Q, (19)

i——+o00 1—+00

Fy(z,9:(x)) =0, Go(z,g:(x)) <0 z€0Q,i=12,... (20)



The proof of Theorem [2.3]is presented in Section [2.5] This theorem immediately leads to a
result on the absence of a relaxation gap between @ and .

Theorem 2.4. Assume that m = dimY =1 and that the functions L, F,G, Ly, Fy, Gy satisfy

[CVIHCVE If M. < +oo, then

M. = M,.

Proof. Since every function y € W1°(Q;Y) induces measures (i, j15) by
/ (b(xaya duﬂ? Y,z /¢$ y Dy( ))d.’l?, (Z)ECO(QXYXZ)7
QXY xXZ

/ do(z, ) duo(z,y) = / po(x,y(x)) do(z), o€ CO(OQ X Y),
oOxXY o0

and the pair (u, ug) satisfies all the constraints of Mr, we have M, < M,. In order to prove the
opposite direction, assume that (u, 19) is feasible in . Such (u, o) satisfies the assumptlons
of Theorem [2.3| and hence there exists a function ¢ E W1e(Q) satisfying (15 . This
implies that @ is feasible in (6) and achieves an objective value no worse than the objective
value achieved by (u, 1o) in O

Definition 2.5 (Centroid and centroid-concentrated measure). Let p be a positive Radon
measure on 2 x Y x Z. Denote the marginal measure (moxy )gp by paoxy. Disintegrate u
through the projection map moxy to obtain a family of measures (izy)(z,y)coxy, With gy
being a measure on Z, such that

p= / Py dpaxy (2, ).
QxY

In other words, we have, for measureable f: Q XY x Z — R,

[ramzan= [ [ 2 () i (@)
By @[), the quantity
Z(z,y) = /zduzy(z) (21)

is well defined and finite for (moxy)xp-almost every (x,y); it is referred to as the centroid of
u at (z,y) and can also be thought of as the conditional expectation of the z variable given
(z,y). Let fi be the measure whose projection coincides with that of u, that is, (moxy)gf =
(Taxy)#p = paxy, and which is concentrated on Z(z,y), that is,

ﬁ:/ 6Z(w,y)dﬂQXY('ray);
QxY

this means that, for measurable f: 2 x Y x Z — R, we have

/ f(x7y7z) d/j'(xvi%Z) :/ f($7y7z($»y))d:uﬂ><y(xvy)'
QXY xZ

QxY

The measure f is the version of u concentrated at its centroid in the z variable.



Remark 2.6. In the absence of the convexity assumptions and M, remains the same
if we replace L with its convexification L in z, given, for (z,y,2) € Q x Y x Z, by

L(x,y,2) = lnf{AL(w 2 Z)+ (1= ANL(z,y,2")
+(1=X)2", Ae0,1], 2/, 2" € Z,
F(x,y, ):OzF(aE,y,z ), G(z,y,2") <0, G(z,y,2") <0}.

Indee~d, denoting the latter minimum by Mr, observe that we always have M, > Mr because
L > L; let us show the opposite inequality. The measure i1 constructed in Definition which
concentrates the mass of p on its centroid Z(z,y) in each fiber (z,y) x Z, satisfies

/L@z/iwz/i@.

A new measure fi can be constructed that redistributes, on each fiber (z,y) x Z, the mass
of i on the points where L. = L while maintaining the same centroid; indeed, on each fiber

(z,y) x Z we can pick (for example, using Choquet’s theorem) a probability measure v,

supported on the extreme points of the facet of L containing the centroid Z(x,y), in such a
way that the centroid of v(, ) will again be Z(z,y); it can be argued using standard set-valued
analysis techniques that this choice can be done in such a way as to produce a measurable
selection on the set-valued map associating to each (z,y) € Q x Y the set of probabilities on
the extreme points of the facet containing the centroid; to finish the construction, let g =

Jaxy Y@y d(Taxy)#u(z,y). Then we have

/EW:/E@:/L@.

Now, (f, po) € M because condition ) does not change by the construction of i because
integrals of functions linear in z are not affected Thus we have M, < M,, which is what we
wanted to show.

2.2 Formulation for optimal control

In this section we extend the no-gap result of Theorem [2:4]to the context of optimal control. Let
Q) C R" be a bounded, connected, open set with piecewise C! boundary 02 and with boundary
measure o. Let also Y =R, and Z = R". Let U and Uy be compact topological spaces.

Let moxyxz: QXY X ZxU — QXY x Z and mgaxy: 002 XY x Uy — 9 x Y be the

projections moxyxz(x,y, z,u) = (x,y, z) and Teaxy (z,y,u) = (x,y).
In analogy with [CVIHCVG] we will assume:

OCL. L: QXY xZxU —Rand Lyg: 02 xY x Ug — R are measurable and locally bounded
functions,

0C2. F,G: QxY x Z x U — R are measurable functions,

0C3. Fy,Gy: 02 x Y x Ug — R are measurable functions on the boundary,

10



OC4. the function L: 2 x Y x Z — R defined by

L(z,y,z) = inf{L(z,y,z,u) : F(z,y,z,u) =0, u € U}
is measurable, locally bounded, and convex in z,
0C5. Taxyxz(F71(0)NG71((—00,0])) N ((x,y) x Z) is convex for every (z,y) € QA x Y.
0C6. F~1(0) N G~*((—o0,0]) and F; ' (0) N G5 ((—oc,0]) are closed.

Assumption amounts to the set of permissible points being convex on each fiber Z, once
we project with moxyxz. For a concrete application satisfying these assumptions, refer to
Example

We want to consider the following two optimization problems: first, the classical multivari-
able optimal control problem

M=t [ Leye). Dy u@)do+ [ Loty ua(@)de) (22)
yizVLm(s()QUi)’) Q 0

ug €L (0Q;Us)
subject to  F(z,y(z), Dy(z),u(z)) =0, G(z,y(z),Dy(z),u(z)) <0, z€Q,
<

Fy(z,y(x),us(x)) =0, Go(z,y(),ua(z)) <0, T € 09,
and its relaxation
M;)C = inf / L(xayazﬂ)dﬂ(%ya%u)‘f'/ L3($7y,u) dﬂa(fﬁa%u)
(pspo)EMOC QXY xZxU OOUXY xUp

(23)
SUbjeCt to supp p C {(xvyaz7u) ENXY X ZxU: F(x,y,z,u) = 07 G(x7y7z7u) < 0}7
supp g C {(z,y,u) € 00 XY x Uy : Fy(z,y,u) =0, Gs(z,y,u) <0},

where M°¢ denotes the set of pairs (1, o) consisting of compactly-supported positive Borel
measures on {2 X Y x Z x U respectively 02 X Y x Uy satisfying

pw@QxY x ZxU) =9, (24)
and
oo} 0¢ oo
| —(x,y)Jr—(x,y)zd,u(x,y,z,u) - (;S(z,y)n(x) dﬂa(:ﬂ,y,u), ¢) eC (QXY)7
OXY X ZxU Ox (‘3y QXY xUp ( )
25

which are the analogies of (7)) and (§)). Note that none of these conditions (24)(25)) substantially
involves the control set U, and they correspond to the hypotheses of Theorem [2.3]and Theorem
2.4

Theorem 2.7. If M€ is finite and[OCTH{OCH hold, then M2® = Mp°.

11



Proof. We always have M¢ < M¢ because every (yo,uop,v9) € WH®(Q;Y) x L>®(Q;U) x
L>(09; Uy) induces pairs of measures (p, pg) € M°° by

\/7 QS(xayaZau) dlu’(‘r7yazau) = / d)(fE,yo(IZT),Dyo(IL'),Uo(iﬂ)) dl‘, ¢ € CO(QXYXZXU),
QXY xZxU Q
and

/ ¢(xay7u) dlu’a(xayau) = / ¢($,yo(x),v0(x)) da(x), ¢ € CO(Q XY x Ua)a
ONXY xUy o

and they satisfy 7.
Define

Ly(z,y) = ulenlﬁa Ly(z,y,u), (x,y) € xY.

Then because of the local boundedness of Ly and the compactness of U, Ly: 0Q x Y — R is
locally bounded and measurable. We will use the functions L and Ly to reduce the optimal
control problem to the variational calculus problem from Section [2.1

The sets

Taxyxz(F7H0) NG ((—00,0])) and  maaxy (F; ' (0) NGy ((—o0,0]))

are closed. We explain why this is true for the former, the latter being similar. For every
compact set K C Q x Y x Z, the set (K x U) N (F~1(0) N G~1((—0o0,0]) is compact, so its
image under the continuous map moxyxz is compact, and it equals K N moxyxz(F~1(0) N
G71((=00,0])). Thus moxyxz(F~1(0) NG~ 1((—00,0])) is a set whose intersection with every
compact set is compact, so it must be closed.

In order to reduce the optimal control problem to the variational calculus one considered in
Section [2.1] we will need functions that encode the admisibility conditions. Let

F(x7yaz) = Xﬂ'gxyXZ(Ffl(O)ﬂGfl((—oo,O]))(x7y7Z)v ('/anvz) €ENQXY x Za
Fo(z,y) = XWaQXY(Fgl(o)mggl((_oop]))(x’Z/): (z,y) €02 x Y,
as well as G = 0 = G.

Consider problems (@ and with L, F,G, Ly, Fy, Gy replaced by L, F,G, Ly, Fp, Go;
since assumptions[OCIHOCE|imply the corresponding assumptions[CVIHCVE] and since M¢ <

400 on the optimal control side implies M. < +o0 on the variational side, we have, by Theorem
2:4] M. = M, on the variational side. Denote by

I = /8 Lo o(w) doz)

and by
-[2 ::/ .Z/a(ﬂ?,y) d:“@(xa:%u) S/ La(.’l,‘7y,u) d/l@(ﬂ?,:%u).
o0NxYy oNxY

12



We have (omitting for brevity the conditions on @ and u as in @ and for lines involving
L, and as in and for lines involving L),

M < inf inf Lz, (z), Do(x), u(z)) da + I
¢ _gEEWllEo(Q;Y)uELgI(Q;U)/Q (@, ¢(2), Do(a), u(w)) de + I

— it /Qi(x,@(x),D@(x))dmul

(k1) EM Joxy xz

= inf Ld(mq + I
(#v#B)GMOC/QxYxZ ( xYxZ)#M 2

= inf / EOWQXYde,LL+IQ
QXY xZ

(k,po)EMPOC
< inf / Ldp+ I
(110) EMOC JOxy x ZxU

_ oc
= M;

< it [ L) Dye),ula) da + 1o
yewh > () Jo
we L™ (Q;U)
= M2°. O
Example 2.8 (Affine control of the derivatives). Consider an optimal control problem in which
a relation of the form

Dy(z) = v(z,y,u)

must be enforced. Assume that v: Q@ XY x U — Z is such that u — v(z,y,u) is affine and
invertible for each pair (x,y). Then we may encode the relation above by letting

F(z,y,z,u) =z —v(z,y,u).
The effective Lagrangian L is then simply
I_/(*T7 Y, Z) = L(‘Tv Y, %, (v($7 Y, ))_1(2))

If L is continuous and convex in z and v is continuous, then L is continuous and convex in z
as well. With F defined as above, and assuming for simplicity that Fy = Gy = G = 0, then
OCIHOCG] are true.

2.3 Proof of Theorem [2.2]

Now we come to the proof of Theorem We start by illustrating the main steps of the proof
on a simple example.

13



Figure 1: The left-hand side diagram illustrates the values of p when p is induced by a single
curve . In the right-hand side, we illustrate the case in which p is the convex combination
w= %,ul + %ug and p; and ps are measures induced by two curves, v and 7, respectively.

2.3.1 Overview of the proof of Theorem

To fix ideas, let us show how the proof of Theorem works in the very simple case when
N=[0,1] CR, Y =R, Z =R, and p is induced by a C! curve y: Q — Y, so that it is given by

/ F(@, 2) dulz, y, 2) = / @ (2) A (@) de, feCHQXY x Z).
QAxXY xXZ 0

In this case, Lemma [2.11| will confirm that the projection of y onto €2 is a multiple of Lebesgue
measure (it is just dz|j 17). We will then use a trick involving the computation of the circulation
wu(X) of vector fields X and its relation to a linear functional S: C°(Q2 x Y) — R that will be
related by the fundamental identity (Lemma

1(X) = S(div X)

and will give us, by the Radon-Nikodym theorem (see Lemma , a function p: @ xY - R
that heuristically has the property that

Thus in our example (see Figure[1)),

ey = 47 vz,
p(z,y) {07 y < ().

After checking that p is bounded (Lemma , we will use the function p to define the
functions ¢, (commonly known as sheets) that will give the decomposition of . This is done
in Lemma Lemma shows that ¢, roughly corresponds to the boundary of a level set

14



of p, and that it is “almost continuous,” and Lemma [2.19 shows that it is weakly differentiable;
these two lemmas are used to prove Lemma [2.15 The proof of Theorem presented at
the end of Section [2:3.2] relies on the fundamental identity above, together with the technical
details from Lemma

In our example, the decomposition of Theorem gives the measure v equal to Lebesgue
measure on I = [—1,0], and

r = inf = 5 717 )
or() nf oy y(z), re[-1,0)

p(zy)<r

so that, indeed,

fdp= f(x,0r(x), Doy (z)) dz dv(r)
/Q><Y><Z /I/Q
= e [, y(x),~ () da dv(r) = 1 [z, v(x),+ () da.
/—1/0 0

Another example, illustrated as well in Figure (1} is the case in which u = %,ul + %ug, and
w1 and po are the measures induced by curves v and 7, and say that v > n on [0,a] and v <7
n (a,1], for some 0 < a < 1. In this case,

=

y <7(z) and y < n(x),
;) <y <A(y),
(@) <y <n(y),

y > y(z) and y > n(z).

|

p(z,y) =

Similarly,

(2) = Y(z), (-l<r<-tand0<z<a)or(—-2<r<Oanda<uz<1),
= W), (-1<r<0and0<z<a)or(-l<r<-Z%anda<z<1l).

2.3.2 Proof of Theorem [2.2]

We collect some lemmas needed in the proof of the theorem, which is presented at the end of

the section. Throughout this section, we assume that p is a measure satisfying the hypotheses
of Theorem 2.2

Lemma 2.9. If 1q: Q XY x Z — Q is the projection, then there is ¢ > 0 such that

(mq)up = cdx.

In other words, the pushforward (mq)up is a positive multiple of the Lebesgue measure on €.

Proof. Let R C Q be a small parallelepiped, and let 7 be a translation such that 7(R) C .
We will show that (mq)zu(R) = (mq)xu(7(R)), and since this will be true for all R and all

15



Figure 2: Translating a rectangle in the proof of Lemma [2.9

7, (Tq)4p must be a positive multiple of Lebesgue on Q [21, Thm. 2.20]. Write 7 as a finite
composition of translations 7; in the directions of the axes x1,...,z,,

T=TpOTp—-10---0T1.

Denote 7, = 1, 07,1 0--- 071 and set Ty equal to the identity. We assume 71, ..., 7 have been
chosen also in a such a way that the convex hull of 7;_1(R) U 7;(R) is contained in € for each 1.
Refer to Figure [2l For each ¢ =1,...,k, let j; be such that 7; is a translation in direction z;,.
Recall that xz gy is the indicator function of the translated rectangle 7:(R), and let

xj,
di(T1, ..., ) = / X7 (R) (T1y o5 158, 05,415+ -+ Tny)
— 00

- Xﬂ-,l(R)(xlv cey L =158, Lg 415 - - - axn)ds'

Observe that
supp ¢; = conv(7;—1(R) U7i(R)),

which is a compact set properly contained in . Approximating with smooth, compactly-
supported functions and using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that
is true for ¢;, which means, for the j* entry,

(70) 17 (R)) — (ta)4p(Fi1(R)) = / X = X d

09; / 0¢i | 0¢;
»/f;XYXZ amji a QXY xZ 833ji Jy i
By induction we get

(ma)gpu(R) = (7a)#m(To(R)) = (7o) u(Tr(R)) = (Ta)pu(T(R)). N

For a vector field X: Q x Y — R"!, we can define

p(X) = /(X(x,y), (21, 2n, — 1)) du(z, y, 2). (26)
When g is induced by a smooth function ¢: @ — Y, u(X) is the circulation of X through the
graph of ¢, since (z1,...,2p, —1) = (aa—ai, R B%ﬂ —1) is normal to that graph of .
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Lemma 2.10. Let X: Q x Y — R"! be a smooth, compactly-supported vector field that
vanishes on a neighborhood of 92 X Y and satisfies div X = 0. Then

w(X) =0.
Proof. Let .
Xiy) = / X,(z, 5)ds. (27)

Then X; € C(Q x Y) and vanishes on dQ x Y, so by the i-th entry of , with ¢ = X;,

9X;
/ (2.9) + Xi(z, )z | dulz,y, 2) = 0.
axyxz \ 0%

Rearranging, and plugging this into the definition of p(X), it follows that

Wx) =3 / Xi(z, )z dp(e,y, 2) / X1 (2, y)dps(z, 3, 2)
=1 OxXYxZ QXY xZ

n

X,
= _/ > 9 ~(2,y) + Xnt1(z,y) du(z, v, 2)
QXY XZ 5 Xy

Now, using and

Y 0X
Xn—i—l(-Tyy) = Lm (;:I;::;l(l'?s) ds7
we get
; 6l‘l +Xn+1 = /Oo; 8371 (l',S)dS = \/;Oodledsv
which vanishes by the assumption that div X = 0. .

We define, for measurable, compactly supported, and bounded functions u: Q2 x Y — R,

S(u) = p (0, 0, /yoo u(m,s)ds)
_— / < /y h u(z,s)ds) du(z, y, 7). (28)

Lemma 2.11. The functional S corresponds to integration with respect to an absolutely contin-
uous nonpositive measure; in other words, there is a measurable function p: Q@ xY — (—o0,0]
such that

S(u) =/ u(z, y)p(x,y) dz dy
Qxy
Proof. This follows from the Radon-Nikodym theorem. To apply the theorem we need to

check that, if A C Q X Y is a set of measure zero and x4 is its indicator function, then
S(xa) = 0. Indeed, if AN{(x,y) : y € Y} has zero measure for Lebesgue-almost all = € €,
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then f xal(z,s)ds =0 for almost all x € 2, and by Lemmaand the Fubini theorem, the
1ntegra1 in the definition of S(xa) vanishes. To see that the Tunction p can be taken to be
nonpositive, observe that whenever u is nonnegative, its primitive also satisfies ffoo u(zx, s)ds >
0, so S(u) <0. O

Lemma 2.12. When restricted to a line {(z,y) : y € Y}, x € Q, the function y — p(z,y) is
(non-strictly) decreasing for almost every x € Q. If N > 0 is such that supp pu C Qx (=N, N) x
Z, then y — p(z,y) vanishes throughout (—oo, N| and is constant on [N, +c0), for almost every
x €.

Observe that, strictly speaking, p is only defined Lebesgue-almost everywhere on  x Y,
so the statement of the lemma should be interpreted as ascertaining the existence of a repre-
sentative, in the equivalence class of measurable functions coinciding with p Lebesgue-almost
everywhere, having the desired properties.

Proof. Let R be an (n + 1)-dimensional box in € x Y whose edges are parallel to the axes,
and let 7 (z,y) = (z,y +t) be the translation in the y direction. Then, by Lemma and

definitions and 7
/p(%y—t)dxdy:/ p(z,y) dz dy
R 7t (R)

=/ X+ (r) (T, y)p(x,y) dx dy
QxYy
= S(Xr(Rr)

)
= p (0 0,/00 X (R) (T 5)d3>
o )
N /Q><Y><Z (/yoot XR(T:8 ds) Al 2).

Since p is a positive measure, the last term is nonincreasing in ¢. Since this is true for all ¢ and
all R, this proves that p is nonincreasing in the y direction. This proves the first part of the
lemma.

To prove the second statement of the lemma, consider the case in which R = Rq X [a, b] for
some box Ro C Q and some a < b. Then

[e%) b— <
/ xr(z,8)ds = & Y=
y 0, y > b.
Thus if a < b < —N, we have

/p(x,y) drdy = —/ (/ Xr(7,Y) d8> dp(z,y, z) =/ 0du(z,y,2).
R QXY XZ Yy QXY X Z

18



On the other hand, if N < a < b, then

/Rp(w,y)dwdyz —/QxYXZ </yooxR(w7y)d8) du(w,y, 2) = —/Qxyxz(b—a)du(w,y,z)-

This is impervious to translations of the interval [a, b]. This proves the second statement of the
lemma. O

Lemma 2.13. The function p in Lemma[2.9 is essentially bounded.

Proof. Aiming for a contradiction, assume that the function p < 0 is not essentially bounded.
Then the sets B; = {(z,y) € Q@ xY : p(z,y) < —j}, j € N, have positive measure. By
Lemma if we take N > 0 to be such that suppu C Q x (=N, N) x Z, then y — p(z,y)
is everywhere non-strictly decreasing and is constant on [N, +oc0) for all € Q. Thus the sets
B;N (2 x [N, N +1]) must have positive measure. Pick a subset A; C {(z,y) € Qx [N, N +1]:
p(z,y) < —j} C B; of finite measure |A;] < oo and of the form A; = A x [N, N + 1], with
A? C Q. Observe that this means that A; does not intersect the compact set supp p. Pick an
open set U; C Q2 x Y, of the same product form, U; = UJQ x [N, N + 1], such that A; C U;
with |U; \ A;| < |A4;|/j, which is possible due to the outer regularity of Lebesgue measure.
Note that the function f; = xu,/|A;| verifies [, pf; < fAj(_j)fj + ij\Aj 0f; = —j. Take
¢; € CX (2 xY) to be any good C*° approximation of f; that satisfies

[ posdudy < —if2 (29)
QxYy
o (supp ;)| < 2|47,

2

o 1
sup/ pi(x,8)ds <2—— = —.
we) o 14,1 AT

Then we have by Lemma , the fact that  and ¢; are non-negative, the bounds above,
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and Lemma [2.9

v

oj(z,y)p(w,y)dz dy
QxY

= 5(¢;5)

1 (O,...,O,/y (bj(m,s)ds)

= 7/ /y oj(z, s)dsdu(z, y, 2)
QXY xZ J—o0

> _/ / ¢J(x,s)dsdu(x,y7z)
OxXYxZ J—o0

2
> */ FXﬂg(suppgﬁj)(x)d:u‘(xayaz)
QXY xZ | j‘

N[,

_ 2 (mq) 4 1(ma(supp ¢;))

A9
|AY|
2
= —@CWQ(SUPP%N
2 Q
> _|A§z‘c(2|A] |) = —4c,

where 7 and c¢ are as in the statement of Lemma [2.9] This uniform bound gives the contra-
diction we were aiming for. We conclude that the essential range of p is a bounded interval in
(=00, 0]. O

We will henceforth take p to be bounded (we may choose such a representative in its class
of essentially bounded functions) and denote the range of p by

I=pQ2xY)C(—00,0]
We will also denote by v the restriction of Lebesgue measure to I.

Lemma 2.14. For all smooth vector fields X compactly supported in Q XY and vanishing in
a neighborhood of 02 X Y,
w(X) = S(div X).

Proof. Indeed,

div(X — (0,...,0,/ divX(x,s)ds))
" Jy

n

.9 0 Rl
Zaxi (X,»—O)—ka—y (Xn+1—/y d1des>

i=1

divX —divX
0
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By Lemma 2.10]

0=p(X - (O,...,O,/ dides))
y

= u(X) - p (O,...,O,/mdides>
= u(X) — S(div X). ' O

Lemma 2.15. The functions ¢, : @ — R defined by,
or(z) = Hel)ff Y, rel=pQxY)C (—00,0], z €,
y
p(z,y)<r
are weakly differentiable. These functions satisfy, for all X € C°(2 x Y;R" 1),
[ avxdsayan) = [ [ (Xwor@)(Dpo) -Dydrantr), (30)
I J{(z,y)€QxYy>¢,(2)} 1J4
where v is Lebesgue measure restricted to I.

Observe that, since by Lemma [2.13] p is essentially bounded, we may take a representative
in the class of p that is bounded, and then ¢,.(x) is finite for each z € Q.

Proof. Consider the set C}(2 x Y;R"*1) of compactly-supported vector fields that are con-
tinuously differentiable. Observe that since these vector fields are compactly supported, they
vanish on the boundary 9Q x Y. Consider also the set B of vector fields X € C}(Q x Y;R*H1)
satisfying supq,y || X (z,9)] < 1.

Since we have a uniform bound, by @D, for X € B, by Lemma (28), Lemma ,
(9),

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the finiteness of p together with
’/pdidezdy’ =S(divX) =pX) =

\/uuwua4»wm%a

§/1+WMM%%@<+w

we conclude that p is a function of bounded variation (see [6, Def. 5.1]) in Q x Y. It follows
from the coarea formula |6, Thm. 5.9] that there is a set of full measure A C I, [T\ A| =0, such
that if r € A then p=!(—o0,r] C QxY is a set of locally finite perimeter (|6, Def. 5.1], [16, Ch.
12]), meaning that

sup / div X(z,y)dxdy < 400, r€ A.
XeBJp=1(—oo,r]

By [16, Prop. 12.1], there exists an R""!-valued measure v, with bounded total variation |v|
(defined in |16, Rmk. 4.12]), |v|(Q X Y) < 400, such that, for X € C}(Q x YV;R" 1),

n+1

/ div X dz dy = X-dv, =Y Xdv,;
p~1(—o0,r] Qxy i—1 JOxY
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pil(_ooa 7”]

Figure 3: The sets p~1(—o0,7] and their exterior unit normal 7,, as in the situation of Lemma
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De Giorgi’s Structure Theorem ( [6, Th. 5.15 and 5.16] or [16, Th. 15.9]) then implies that
v, is supported on the boundary dp~!(—oo,r], that this boundary is of Hausdorff dimension
n, and that the unit normal 7, to the boundary of p~!(—o0,r] is well defined for almost every
point (z,y) on the boundary with respect to Hausdorff measure H™ of dimension n by

N0 | [(D((,y), b))

where D((z,y),b) denotes the ball centered at (z,y) of radius b > 0 and |v,| denotes the total
variation of v,. Refer to Figure
Also, the Gauss-Green formula holds: for X € C1(Q x Y, R"1),

ne(x,y) = (31)

/ y ]diVXdZL' dy = / (X, ne)ydH™. (32)
p~1(—o0,r

9p=1(=c0,1]

Indeed, this is equivalent to [16, eq. (15.11)], summing over all the entries in that vector-valued
equation; cf. [16, Rmk. 12.2].

From Lemma [2.17] below and Remark it follows that H™-almost all the boundary
(0p~t(—00,7]) N (2 X Y) corresponds to the image of ¢, i.e.,

H"((0p™ (—00,7]) N (2 x Y)\ {(z, or(x)) : x € Q}) = 0.
Let ¢,: © — R™ be the vector field whose i-th entry is given by

[m(% (Pr(x))]i

o @’ S

— —_ )

[Gr(@))i = — (33)

if the denominator is # 0, and [{.(z)]; = sign([n-(z)];)oo otherwise. It follows from Lemma
below that the denominator in is almost-everywhere nonzero, and that (. is the weak
derivative of ¢,
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Figure 4: When there is a vertical segment {z} x [a, b] in the boundary dp~1(—oc, r], the normal
vector is horizontal, that is, of the form (z,0), z € R™. The proof of Lemma shows that
the n-dimensional volume of the union of these segments is zero.

Equality follows from

/I/{yz%(w)}div)(dxdydu(r)=/I/BP_l(_OO,T]<X7m>dH"du(r)
:/I/Q<X(:E,sor(x)),(Q(:c),—l»dxdy(r),

which is Lemma [2.19(ii)| together with ¢, being the weak derivative Dy, O

Lemma 2.16. If r < ' < 0 and o € Q is such that p.(xo) = ¢ (x0) and . and 1 are
deﬁned at xo, then T]T(J), %Or(xO)) = M (l‘, O (l‘o))

Proof. This follows immediately from [6, Th. 5.13]. O

Lemma 2.17. For r € I, let P, be the set of points x € Q such that there is exactly one
value y € Y such that (x,y) € dp~1(—o0,r]. For almost every r € I, the (n — 1)-dimensional
Hausdorff volume of the complement of P, is

H" 1(Q\P)=0.

Remark 2.18. The statement of Lemma [2.17] means that the graph of the function ¢, defined
in the statement of Lemma coincides with (9p~1(—00,7]) N Q x Y almost everywhere.

Proof. From the boundedness of p (Lemma it follows that at least one such value y exists.
Since p is non-increasing (Lemma m given z € Q the set of values y € Y with (z,y) €
dp~t(—o0,r] must be an interval.

We will show that, for almost all » € I, the normal vector 7, is almost nowhere with respect
to Hausdorff measure H"|,-1(_o ] of the form (z,0) for some z € R"; the 0 in the Y direction
appears every time the boundary dp~!(—o0, 7] contains a segment of the form {z} x[a,b] C QxY
with a < b, as vectors tangent to such a segment are of the form (0,...,0,a), 0 # a € R, and 7,
is perpendicular to them; refer to Figure[dl In other words, we will show that the n-dimensional
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Hausdorff volume of the union of intervals of the form {x} x [a, b] in the boundary dp~!(—oo0, r]
is zero; its projection onto Q is Q\ P,, whence this implies the statement of the lemma.

Denoting the last entry of the vector field 7, by [9:]n+1, we let A, be the set of points
(x,y) € Op~t(—o00,7] € Q x Y where [n,]n41(z,y) = 0.

By Lemmas and as well as definitions and (28),

// (X, n.ydH™ dv(r) :/ (/ div X dx dy) dv(r)
IJop=1(—o0,r] I p~1(—o0,r]

= /pdidea:dy
= S(div X)
= u(X)

~ [ X@w.e-Ddiegs) G
QXY xZ
for all X € CLH(Q2 x Y;R"1). By the density of C1(Q2 x Y;R") in L'((mqxy)gu; R™) and
dominated convergence, this holds as well for vector fields X in the latter space.
Let X = (0,xa4), with A =], A,. Then, by ,
) == [ alwyduto2)
QXY xZ

- /MXJX(“’ v), (2 1)) du(z, 9, 2)

-/ (X, 1) dH™ du(r)
Op~1(—o0,r]

- / / Xl 1 dH du(r) =
I J9p~1t(—o0,r]

since [1]n+1(z,y) = 0 whenever (z,y) € A,, and by Lemma2.16|this happens whenever (z,y) €
A because n,.(z, y) is independent of r (among those values of r such that (z,y) € ¢~ (—o0,r]).
Then we have, again using and ||n.]| = 1,

// XA dH™ dv(r // (XA, nr)y dH™ dv(r)
Op~1(—o0,r] Op~1(—o0,r]
— [ xalm (e D) dueyz) =0,
QXY xZ

This is what we wanted to show. O

Lemma 2.19. i. The vector field (. defined in is the weak derivative of ., that is,

/ o0 (2) V() do = / B(2)C, (2) da
Q Q

for all ¢ € C(Q).
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ii. We also have, for X € CH(Q x Y;R"1) and for almost every r <0,
[t = [ (X @), Gla), ~D)d
Op~1(—o0,r] Q

Proof. For almost every r € (—o0, 0], 1, is well defined on almost all the boundary dp~!(—o0, 7].

Denote by m/ the Hausdorff measure H™ on the boundary (9p~!(—o0,7]) N (2 x Y) (since
) is open, this is just the graph of ¢,; see Figure , and by m4 the pushforward of Lebesgue
measure on € by the map x — (x, ¢, (z)); m} is also supported in (9p~t(—o0,r]) N (2 x Y).
The measure m} is absolutely continuous with respect to mY. Indeed, if A is a measurable
set of zero m) measure, this means that for every € > 0, A can be covered with finitely many
balls Uy, ..., U such that Zle(diam Up)" < e. The image moxy (A) through the projection
Taxy : XY — Q can then be covered by the projections of the balls mqyxy (U;), which will
still satisfy (for some C' > 0 dependent only on n)

my(A) < my(UiZy Us) < Uiz maxy (U)] < O XL, (diam maxy (Un)" < e,

and hence A is a set of measure zero with respect to m2. This proves the absolute continuity
of m3 with respect to mj.

By the Radon-Nikodym theorem there is a measurable function J,(z,y) such that for all
measurable functions f: 2 XY x Z — R,

/ F,y)n(a,y) dH" = / F,y)m (@, y) dm]
Bp=1(—o00,1]

9p=1 (—o0,r]

= / [z, y)ne(x, y) (2, y) dms
dp~1 (—o0,7]

- / £ 0e ()10, 90 (1)) (3, 00 () ). (35)
From it follows that

/ div X dz dy = / (X,n)dH™, X € C®(QUx Y;R" M),
{y>pr(2)}

p=1 (—o,r]

or equivalently, we have the vector-valued identity (proved from the above by taking X = ¢e;
for each vector e; in the standard basis)

/ Vo(o,y)dody = | on dH", §eCE@XYiR).  (36)
{y>¢r(z)}

9p~1(—o0.r]

Take N > 0 large enough that suppu C Q x [-N, N, and take a function ¢ € C*(Q x Y),
0 < <1, such that ¢(z,y) = 1 for all |y| < N. Then, if we let n denote the unit normal to
the boundary of 2 x [0,4+00) C Q x Y, using , and computing the derivatives below as in
Q x Y, so that for example Vo(z) = V, yo(z) = ( 09 ..,88%,0) to account for %ij =0, we

Ox1"
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have

/wr( Wz dx—//%(m) 2) dy dx
//W V() (. ) dy dz

V() dz dy — /{ V(46) dz dy

(z,9)€EQXY:0>y>pr ()}

- /{(%y)eQxY:OSySw(w)}
V(¢¢) dx dy —

/ V(¢¢) dx dy
{(z,9)EQXY y>pr(2)}

o dH™ / b, dH"
Op~1(—o0,r]

/{(Iﬁy)€QxY:y>0}

/E){(:L’,y)GQXY:y>O}

_ / éndH" — / iy, AH™
Qx{0} {(z,pr(x)):xeQ}

/¢ en+1dm+/¢ )0 (x) I (2, pr () da

for all ¢ € C°(Q;R); here, we have first used the fact that ¢.(z) = [/~ (@) dy. Then we
introduced v, and we separated the positive and negative parts of ¢,.. We have expressed them
in a slightly different form (see Figure , and then passed to the boundary using and its
equivalent for the domain {y > 0} C Q x Y. In the next-to-last line we used that ¢) = 1 in the
region whre the domain of integration and we have kept only the parts that do not cancel out
from the fact that ¢ is compactly supported in €2, namely, the sets Q x {0} C 9{y > 0}, whose
normal is e,41, and ¢,(€2), whose normal is 7,; J.(z) comes in once we apply . In other
words, we have

/Q%(m)( )dx—/<z> ewsida + [ S eorO)de, @7

where the 0 entry in the left-hand side appears because ¢ is independent of y. The last entry

of gives
0= / o(2)1do + /Q () 10 (s 90 ()1 Jo (2 01 (2)) di

Since this is true for all ¢ € C°(§), we conclude that, for almost every = € Q,

1

e = e

and becomes (cf. (33))
" = T T Gr(2) x
»/apl(oo,r] [z, y)n (v, y) dH (x,y)—/gf( or()) ( N >d . (38)

Applying to f = X; and adding over all i = 1,...,n proves the identity in item [(ii)|
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0>y > p.@)
Figure 5: Illustrating a step in the proof of Lemma [2.19] we see that the difference of integrals
on the shaded areas in the first two diagrams on the left is equal to the difference of integrals
on the the two areas on the right.

We also have, taking only the first n entries in (37),

/Q(P’”(xw(b(f”) dz = /Q (2)¢ () da.

This is precisely the definition of weak differentiability. O

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Let ¢: Q x Y x Z — R be, for now, a smooth function that is linear in
z and is compactly-supported in € x Y, vanishing in a neighborhood of 99 x Y.

By Lemma [2.13] the function p from Lemma [2.11] is bounded; its range is the bounded
interval I C R. The functions ¢, in Lemma m are defined only for r € I. Let v denote the
restriction of Lebesgue measure to I.

Since ¢ is linear in z, for each (z,y) € Q x Y the functional z — ¢(x,y, z) corresponds to a
vector X (z,y) € R™ satisfying

oz, y,2) = (X(2,9),2), (2,y,2) € QXY x Z,

and we let X (z,y) = (X(z,y),0) € R+,
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Then by Lemmas and we have

R N AL
QXY xZ QXY xZ

= pu(X)
= S(div X)

= / pdiv X dz dy
Qxy

:// div X dx dy dv(r)
1Jp=1(~o0,r]

:// div X dz dy dv(r)
I J{(z,y)€QXY:y>p,(z)}

:/I/Q(X(x,%(:r)),(Dapr(x)7—1)>dmdy(r)
= [ [ o p0(@). Dor(@)) de o)
I1JQ

Thus the first statement of the theorem is true in the case of smooth ¢ linear in z. Defining Z,
ft, and fizy as in we have for all continuous functions ¢: 2 x Y x Z — R that are linear in

27 /szxsz¢dﬂ:/szxYxZ¢dM: /R/Q ¢z, or(x), Dor(2)) dz dv(r). (39)

This means that for (moxy)xp-almost every (x,y) we have, by Lemma that, if r is such
that ¢, (z) = y then
Doy (z) = Z(z,y). (40)

Observe that, by (3), we have

[ [1perdidsavtr)= [ faflau < +oc,
1JQ QXY xZ

whence it follows that for v-almost every 7, we have o, € WH(Q). The argument used to
establish shows that in fact Dy, (x) is, for almost every z and v-almost every r, in the
convex hull of supp pu N {(x, ¢, (),2) : z € Z}. Since supp p is compact, this implies that ¢, is
in Whe°(Q) for v-almost every r.

For ¢ € C*°(Q2 x Y) we have, using (40),

_ Z(z,y) .
/Q><Y><Zw(x7y) du(x7y72) B /foYxZw(x’y) <Z7 ||Z(m,y)|2> du( 7y)

— [ [ wtocoan (Do) 22D dantr

:/I/Qq/J(x,apr(x))d:cdu(r). (41)
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This shows that holds for smooth ¢ constant in z, whence adding up we get the statement
for smooth ¢ affine in z. This implies that the statement holds also for continuous ¢ affine in
z by the density of C'*® functions affine in z in the space of continuous functions affine in z in
the uniform norm on compact sets.

The case of ¢ € Ly(p) is proven by the following argument. Let p/ = fI(id, ©r, Dpr) g Aa dr,
where A is the Lebesgue measure on Q; that is, u' is the superposition of the occupation
measures generated by the functions ¢,.. Then equation reads

[ edu=[ o
QXY xZ QXY xZ

for all ¢ € Ly (p) affine in z. Since the result holds for all continuous ¢ affine in z and both p and
1/ are Radon measures, it follows immediately by a classical density result that the statement
holds for all ¢ € Lq(p) independent of z. This implies that the (x,y) marginals poxy and pg .y
coincide. It remains to prove the statement with ¢ € Ly (u) linear in z; it suffices to consider ¢
of the form ¢(x,y,2) = f(x,y)z for f € L (uaxy) and 1 < k < n, because a general ¢ will be
a linear combination of these. We already have, for continuous f, the identity

/ f(xay)zk d/vt(l‘vy’z) = / f($7y)2’k d//(x,y,z).
QAXYxZ

QXY xZ

By the same classical density result cited above applied to the signed Radon measures zpdu
and zpdy', this identity holds for f € L!(ugxy) too. This shows that the result is true for all
¢ € Li(p).

The last statement of the theorem follows directly from Lemma [2.15 O

2.4 Connection with the original Hardt-Pitts decomposition

The context in which superpositions of the type described in Theorem were first developed
is that of Geometric Measure Theory, in which the main objects of interest are currents, which
are the continuous functionals on the space of smooth differential forms on an open set or a
manifold. Just like distributions (continuous functionals on C2°(U)) can be of order higher
than 1, involving integrals of derivatives of the test function, currents can also involve deriva-
tives of the differential forms they are fed. This is why it is interesting to distinguish normal
currents, which roughly correspond to currents that can be expressed as integrals over a finite
measure, evaluating the differential form on a set of vector fields, and satisfying some additional
integrability conditions (see for example [18]). Thus for example, the version of the Hardt-Pitts
decomposition described in [26] shows that a normal current of dimension n in R"*! and as-
sociated to a finite measure whose density is a positive C*° function, and smooth vector fields
satisfying an integrability condition, can be expressed as a superposition of so-called rectifiable
currents of dimension n. These are currents that can be written as a sum of countably many
integrals over Lipschitz hypersurfaces. Our result does not require the smoothness assumptions
of [26].

Let us explain how to associate a normal current 7, to the measure p that Theorem
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decomposes: for a differential form w of order n on Q x Y, we let

1 0
0 0

H(w) :/ w(:c,y)( P P )dﬂ(l’,%z)
QXY xZ 0

1

21 z2 Zn

= o

o

Similarly, to each of the sheets ¢, we can associate a rectifiable current R, on 2 x Y given by

1 0 0
0 1 0

0 0 1
a
FEr (2) Ger (@) Ger (o)

Rr(w) = /QLU(QC#,T(JU))( 5 gy ) dx.

Then the main conclusion of Theorem 2.2 can be written as

T—/Rdu

an expression that roughly corresponds to 26| egs. (2), (8)].

2.5 Proof of Theorem [2.3|

In order to prove Theorem we need a lemma.

Lemma 2.20. i. Let u be as in the statement of Theorem . Let v and (p,) be as in the
conclusion of Theorem[2.4 Assume that L: Q@ XY x Z — R is measurable, and convex

in z. Then

AAL<$7@T($>var(w))du < /QXYXZLdM.

i. Assume, additionally to the previous item, that pg is as in the statement of Theorem[2.3
Then the restriction of ¢, to O is a well-defined Lipschitz function, and we have, for all

measurable functions ¢: 02 x Y — R,

/ bz, y)duo(z, ) = / 8z, o0 (2))dor () d(r),
OOxXY xZ R JOQ2

where o denotes Hausdorff measure on the boundary 0Q2. In other words, the decomposi-

tion of p implies a decomposition of pg.

Proof. Let us prove item Let Z, poxy, pay, and i be as in Definition It follows from

Jensen’s inequality that

L(z.y, Z(x.y)) < / Lz, 2) ditay(2)

and hence also

/ Ldp = / L(z,y, Z(z,9)) duaxy (#,7)
QAXY xZ QxY

(42)

< / / Lz, . 2)dpiay (=) dpgey (2, ) = / Ldu. (43)
Qxy JZ OXY xZ
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Since the integrals of the functions ¢ in the statement of Theorem with respect to p and [
coincide, the decomposition given by the theorem is the same for either of these measures; let
v be the corresponding measure, and (¢,.) be the corresponding family of functions. Thus by
, the definition of fi, the fact that the L(x,y, Z(z,y)) does not depend on z, , and ,

/Ldu > /Ldﬁ
_ / L(z,y, Z(x,v)) duaxy (2, 9)
:/L(x,y,Z(x,y))dM(xayaz)
_ / L(z, ¢ (z), Z(x, ¢, (2))) dz du(r)

/ / 2), Dy () dz du(r)

This proves item (i)
To prove item |(ii), note that the set 2 has a boundary measure o supported on 9 such
that, if X € C1(Q;R"), then the Gauss theorem holds, that is

/E)Q<X(z),n(:v)>do(x):/QdivX( 2)de, divX = Z 8:102 (44)

where n: 92 — R" is the exterior unit vector normal to {2. Equivalently, for all u € CH(;R)
and all ¢ € C>(Q x Y;R), taking X (z) = e;¢(z,u(z)) for each j =1,...n in (4], we get,

o, u(x))n() do(z) = §¢< u<x>>+%‘§<x,u<x>>Du<x>dw. (45)

By the density of smooth functions among the weakly-differentiable ones, and continuity of the
integral, holds also for bounded weakly differentiable functions wu.

Remark that, since p is compactly supported, for v-almost every r the function ¢, is
bounded, as is its weak derivative Dyp,. Thus ¢, € WH*(Q), and ¢, is Lipschitz, as is
its restriction to the boundary 9f2.

We have, from , , and with u = ¢, for f € C>®(;R),

/ F(@,y)0() dso (. )
OONXY XZ

[219]

= /waz %(x,y) + %(%y)zdu(%y,d
// (z, op () + %Jy[(af,sor(m))Dapr(x) dz dv(r)
= /R £z, o (2))n(z) do(z) dv(r).
Let ¢ € C®°(; R). Letting f = ¢n;, where n = (ny,...,n,), we get

/ ¢z, y)ni(z)n(z) dus(z,y) = / ¢(z, pr(x)n;(z)n(z) do(x) dv(r).
9OXY X Z R J9Q
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Summing over the i-th entries, we get integrals of ¢(z,y)(n(x), n(z)) = ¢(z,y), thereby proving
item |(ii)| O
Proof of Theorem[2.3, Define C = F~1(0) N G~!((—00,0]). Clearly (z,y,2) € C if and only if
F(z,y,2) = 0 and G(z,y,z) < 0. Assumption [CVE| means that C N ((z,y) x Z) is convex for
each (z,y) € 2 x Y. Assumption means that C and Cy are closed sets.

Define also Csp = F;'(0) N G5'((—o0,0]) and observe that (z,y) € Cp if, and only if,
Fy(z,y) =0 and Go(z,y) <0.

The total mass v(R) of the measure v is 1 because

R)|Q|:/]R/dedu(r):/Qxyxzdu:,u(QxYxZ),

and we assumed p(Q2 X Y x Z) = |Q|. Hence we also have, using Lemma

int / Lz, 0 (x), D (2)) da + / Lo(z, o (1)) do(z)

reEsupp v

(z,or(x), Do, (x)) dx dv(r) //(')QLB ,or(2)) do(x) dv(r)

gy(lR)/Ldquy(lR)/Ladua/Ldu+/Ladua~ (46)

This means that the set I; of values of r such that ¢, satisfies has positive measure
V(Il) > 0.

For v-almost every r and almost every x € £, the point (z,¢,(z)) is in the support of
(Taxy)#p, for if we take ¢ € CO(Q x Y) then, by (I},

/Qxyd)d(mxw#u:/Qxyd)d“:/R/Q‘ZS(LW@))CZJUCIV(T)-

From the argument leading to , it follows that for v-almost every r and almost every x € Q)
we have (z, ¢, (2), Do(x)) = (z,¢r (), Z(x, @r(x))). This point is in C because Z(z, ¢, (z)) is
in the convex hull of supp u N ((z, v, (x)) X Z), and the latter is contained in the convex set
CN((z,pr(x)) x Z). Let Iy be the set of values of r such that (z, ¢, (z), Do, (x)) € C for almost
every x € €); we have shown that v(lz) = 1.

Also, and the decomposition of py from Lemma imply that the set I3 of values
of r such that, for o-almost every x € 9Q we have (z, ¢, (x)) € Cy, satisfies v(I3) = 1.

We thus have that v(I; NIy N I3) > 0. Pick ro € I; NI; N I3, and set ¢ = ¢,,. Then @
satisfies .

To prove item |(ii), note that C>°(Q) N W1>(Q) is dense in W1>°(Q), so we may take the
functions g; to be equal to @ on the boundary 92 and smooth in §; for example, we can take
a mollifier ¢): R" — Rxo, ¢ € C*°(R") supported in the unit ball and verifying [, 1 = 1,
and take h € C*°(Q) N W1>°(Q) such that 0 < h(z) < dist(z,0Q)/2, and define h(x) = 0 for

x € 0F). Then
gi(z) = pon Jon ¥ ( h(x)) o(y)dy, x€Q,
(), x € 0N
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This makes g; into a convolution of ¢ with a smooth kernel that approximates the Dirac delta as
i — +oo that is supported inside of  (h guarantees this). From this definition and properties
7 of ¢, together with the continuity of F' and G, it follows that 7 also hold. We
may differentiate ¢ infinitely many times inside the integral sign, by the dominated convergence
theorem, so g; € C*°(Q).

Let us prove that g; is Lipschitz on Q. Since ¢ € W1*°(Q), it is Lipschitz, and we will
denote its Lipschitz constant by £. For z1,z2 € €, we have three cases. First, if 1, 22 are both
in 01, then

19i(z1) — gi(22)| = (1) — @(@2)] < la1 — 22

Next, if z1,29 € Q and H is the Lipschitz constant of h, then

DN
~—

lgi(z1) — gi(x

B h(f:)" L

i Lo (ate) 2w [ () (2 -y d“‘

z " .Y
<llzr—mall 10 sup  ||(e2—y) — (a2 — yhiz) / w(z )dy
H I Iyl <h(z:)/i ) h(@1) Hh(ﬂfl)” w \h(2)

Stwy — w2 + £h(21) — h(22)|/i
< (E+LH/i) |21 — o

where we used the change of variables u = yh(z1)/h(x2). Similarly, if, say, ;1 € 9Q and x5 € Q,
we have (and this is our last case),

|gz'(if1) — gi(w2)|

= [oten - e [0 (552) et
)

[ Lo (w3
< ey = ol + h(wa) /i) - / ¥ (ih(ZQ)> W

(lley = @l + [h(z2) = h(z1)]/7)

<
<
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since h(x1) = 0 in this case. Thus indeed g; € W1>°(Q). This concludes the proof of item

(1) O

3 Positive gap in codimensions greater than one

In this section we construct an explicit example of a Lagrangian L that exhibits a positive gap
between the classical and relaxed solution in codimension two (i.e., m = dim(Y) = 2). The
Lagrangian constructed is strictly convex in z and of class Cllo’i. The construction extends to
codimensions greater than two and can be modified to provide a higher degree of differentiability
of L.

Let Q = B(0,1) be the unit ball in R? Y = R?, Z = R?*2. Denote by W12(Q) the Sobolev
space of real valued, weakly differentiable functions on 2 whose derivative is in L?(Q). Let M
denote the set of pairs (u, 1g) of relaxed occupation measures and their boundary measures, as
in Definition 211

We say a function is of class Cllo’c1 if it is continuously differentiable and its derivative is
Lipschitz continuous on each compact set.

Theorem 3.1. There is a function L: QXY x Z — R of class C’ll.gcl, strictly convex in z, and
such that
inf L(x,h(z), Dh(x))dxr > min Ldu. 47
vt o [ D). Dh@) o> win [ L (47)
Remark 3.2. in In our construction below, it will be clear that while L is convex in z, it is not
convex in € or in Y. Also, by replacing the exponent 3 by a larger integers p > 3 in below,
examples of arbitrarily high regularity CP?~2 can be obtained.

Construction of L. Define a set-valued map f: Q =Y C R? by

f(z)={r*(cos§,sin %) : z = r(cosh,sing),r > 0,0 €R}, xz€R> (48)

so that f is essentially a modified version of the complex square root, where we have replaced
VT by r2. If x # 0, f(z) consists of exactly two points in R2.
Let, for Kk =0,1,

ug(r(cos 6, sin 0)) = (—1)kr3 (cos g,sin g)

3( 0+ 27k . 9+27Tk>
=7° | cos ,

5 sl — €10,1),6 € [0,2m).
Tht}j f(@) = {uo(x),u1(2)} and ug(z) = —uy(z). See Figure [
et
A ={(z,y) € QXY : |y, uo(x))| > [|=|°/10}. (49)

Note that ||u;(x)||* = ||z||°, so the graph of f is contained in A; see Figures [7| and |8l Also,
for each 0 # z € Q, the set of points y € Y with (x,y) € A has two connected components
corresponding to the sign of the inner product (y, ug(z)).
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r=ro}

Figure 6: This very rough scheme captures only the topological aspect of the situation to
illustrate the fact that the image under the set-valued map f of each circle {r = ro}, 0 < ro < 1,
is a twice-winding, non-self-intersecting cycle; on top of each point x on the circle there are
two points, ug(z) and u1(z). We have also marked the point corresponding to angle § = 0 that
is mapped to the interface between the parameterizations ug and u; of the image of f. More
accurate depictions of the situation can be found in Figures[7}[0]

In order to define an auxiliary function ¢: (2 xY)\ {0} — [0,1] € C* that will be of great
utility, pick a function p € C*(R; [0, 1]) such that p(r) = 1 for all > 1 and p(—r) =1 — p(r),

and let
Y(z,y) =p (W) . (zy)eQxY.

Then

o Y(z,y) =1 for (z,y) € A with (y,up(z)) <0, and

e (z,y) =0 for (x,y) € A with (y,ug(z)) > 0.

For later use we record the following properties of i (see Figure :
Lemma 3.3. i |Y(z,y)| < 1.

1. the function

o) + (0 o)), () £ (0,0),
Vi = {o, (r,5) = (0,0)

is smooth on (Q\ {0}) XY, and can be alternatively written as

(2¢(z,y) = Duo(x), (2,y) # (0,0),

Ulr,y) = {O, (r,0) = (0,0),

because ug = —uq, and verifies

Uz, )] = Oll=*)

35



as x — 0.

iii. On A, the function U(z,y) coincides either with ug(z) or with uy(x), whichever is closest
to y.

w. Fori=20,1, let Du; be the 2 X 2 matriz
8ui 8ui
D i — ) )
v <8x1 8932)

except at the points of the form (a,0), a > 0, where this is not defined; we define Du;
there by extending it continuously from above, namely,

a3 0
Du;(a,0) == (—1)"a (0 1/2) , a>0.
The function

¥(z,y)Duo(z) + (1 — P(z,y))Dui(z), (z,y) # (0,0),
0, (x,y) = (070)7

is smooth on (Q\ {0}) XY, and

V({E/y) = {

IV (z,9)|l = O(l|z|1?)
as x — 0.

v. On A, the function V(z,y) coincides either with Dug(z) or with Dus(x), according to
whether ug(x) or ui(x) is closest to y, respectively.

Proof. Using Lemma below with v = wug and then again with u = Dug, we see that
U(z,y) = (2¢(z,y) — Dug(z) and V(x,y) = (2¢(x,y) — 1) Dug(z) are smooth on (2 {0}) x Y.
The rest of the lemma is clear from the definitions. O

Lemma 3.4. Let k > 0 and let u: Q\ {(a,0) : @ > 0} — R* be a smooth function such that,
for all derivatives 0'u of u, of any order including zero, we have that the following limits exist

and satisfy
lim 9'u(a, b) = — lim d'u(a,b), a > 0.

a—a a—a
b0 b0
Assume additionally that
0)=1 b 0. 50
u(a, 0) = lim u(a,b), a> (50)

Then (2¢(x,y) — Du(x) is C on (2\ {0}) x Y.

Proof. Fix y € Y and a > 0. Take sequences (a;) C R, (b;) C Rso, (y;) C R? such that a; — a,
b; \( 0, y; = y. We have, using p(r) = 1 — p(—r), for every multi-index I, and every a > 0 and
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yey,
lim 0'[(2¢((a,b),y) — Du(a,b)] = lim 0'[(2¢((as,b:), ys) — u(as, b;)]

‘é\:‘)g’ 1—+00
Yy—y
ol 10{yi, uo(as, b)) \ _ i b;
_1_1331008 [(2,0( TR Du(as, bi)]
B ) I _ _10 yz,uO au 4
= dm ol ”( I, ) b
L I . 10<yz7 U/O a’L7
= Jim_or[ea p( [(ai,bo) b
g I _ 1O<y“u0 a“_
= lim_2'[2(1 P( (@, b ulas, b
s L 10(yz,uo(au*bi)> _ s
- i—1>1+mooa [ (Qp( II(as, b;)]|© Hetasbo)
B , 10(ys, uo(ai, =b:))\ .
o z—lgglooa [(2p< l(a;, —b;)||® Dl =)
- 7,—1>11’n<>o8 [(21/)((0% _bi)ayi) - 1)U(ai, _bz)}
= lim 9"[(2¢((a,b), 9) — Lu(a,b)]
b0
y—y

This means that all derivatives of (2¢(z,y) — 1)u(x) exist on {(a,0) : @ > 0}. A similar
calculation, together with (50), shows that (2¢(z,y) — 1)u(z) is continuous. This shows that
(2¢(x,y) — Du(x) is C on (2\ {0}) x Y, as the continuity of the partial derivatives near a
given point implies their existence at the point. O

Take also a positive function g: 2 x Y — R that will be auxiliary at helping us force
minimizers of the proposed Lagrangian L (to be defined below) to be supported in A. We take
g such that

e g C®(QAXY),

* g(z,y) 20,

e g(z,y) =0 for all (z,y) € A, and
e g verifies

ly = U@, p)|* + g(z,y) > r?ér;}l\y—uz( )| (51)

if (z,y) ¢ A.
Observe that, by Lemma I(ii1)} the function

S(z,y) = min |y - wi(@)[* = ly = Uz, y)|?

vanishes on A and is smooth everywhere except at the locus of points of the form (z,0)
(i.e., y =0), x € Q, since it is there that ||y — ug(z)|| = ||uo(z)|| = ||ur(2)|| = ||y — u1(z)]|-
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up(x)

'(/JIO,Uzul,V:Dul

Figure 7: For x € , this is the plane {z} x Y. We have shaded the region A, and indicated
the vectors ug(x) and u;(z) = —ug(w), together with their length, ||x||*, and the distance from
A to the origin, ||z||*/10. We have also indicated what the values of 1, U, and V are on each of
the connected components of AN ({z} x Y). We have also included a reminder that g (defined
just after Lemma [3.3)) is positive only outside of A.
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Figure 8: Radial scheme of the graph of f, made up of those of uy and uq, and of A (shaded,
with dashed boundary).

Also, by Lemma S(z,y) = O(||x||*) as z — 0. Thus in order to get a function g
that complies with inequality , it suffices to take g equal to S in a small neighborhood
of A while ensuring that it remains > S everywhere.

The function g will force the minimizers to be supported within A. Remark that g(0,0) = 0
because g is C>°, g vanishes on A, and (0,0) € A.
Now we can define L: ) XY x Z — R to be given by

L(z,y,2) = lly = U@, 9 + Iz = V(@,9)II* + g(z,y); (52)
in other words,
L(z,y,2) = ly = ¥(@,y)uo(z) — (1 = (2, y)u ()|
+ Iz = ¥(z,y) Dug(x) — (1 = ¥(z,y)) Dur (2)||* + g(z, 1),
for (0,0) # (z,y) € 2 x Y, and z € Z, and
L(0,0,2) = ||2]|?, z€Z.
Observe that on (z,y) € A the expression simplifies to

L(z,y,2) = |y = wi(@)|* + ||z = Dus(2)|* if i= arg{(grlli;l ly = w; ()| (53)
JE0,

because ¢ vanishes on A and because of Lemma [3.3]
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Lemma 3.5. L is of class C’ﬁj’cl.

Proof of Lemma[3.3, From Lemma [3.3] we know that U and V are C*° on (2\ {0}) x Y. This,
together with the expression defining L away from the origin, and the smoothness of g, we
conclude that L is C* on (2 \ {0}) x Y. For fixed y € Y and 2’ € Z, as (z,y,2) — (0,vy,2'),
using the estimates from Lemma [3.3] as well as the fact that

O(llz 2+ 2 , / 0’
o(z,y) = ([l][* + lylI*) yf
0 y =0,

as (z,y) — (0,y") (which follows from g being smooth, nonnegative, and vanishing at the origin,
9(0,0) = 0, because then necessarily Vg(0,0) = 0; and from g(z,y) = 0 on a neighborhood of
every point (0,y), y # 0, as this point belongs to A), we have

|L(z,y,2) — L(0,y,2") — 2(y",y — y') — 2(¢/, 2 — 2/}
=lly = Uz, )1 + Iz = V(& 9)[I* + g(x, y)
=P = 1217 =20/ y — ¢y — 2, 2 — )|
= [llyl* = 1ly'II* = 2(¢",y — )
+ U, )| = 2(y, U(x,y))
1V (2, y)|I> = 2(z, V(2,9)) + g(z,y)
1212 = 121> = 2(z', 2 — 27}
<|ly* =o' I” + ly* = ' 1* + Oll=)° + lylll|=|?
+ llzl* + 2l + xyr20 (] + l[yl1*))
+llz =217
<O(I=I?+ lly = ' II? + 1z = 2'1I”)
= O(I(z,y,2) — 0,4/, 2)I*).

Here, xy0 € {0,1} vanishes when ' = 0 and is 1 otherwise. Then [7, Proposition 4.11.3]
implies that the derivative is locally Lipschitz continuous. O

Proof of the theorem. We present the proof in several steps.

Step 1. min Ldy=0.
(o) EM Joxy xz
The map f can be encoded using the measure p on XY x Z defined by the pushforwards

p=1pdr + 1& pd
where dz is Lebesgue measure on , and &: Q — Q X Y x Z is the map
&(x) = (z,ui(x), Duy(x)), x €.

By the definition of A, it holds that (z,u;(z)) € A for i € {1,2}. Therefore the
(z,y)-marginal of p is supported in A, where L is given by (see also Figure E[) It follows
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that

1
1
/ Ldu:/ Ldy = - g /L(x,ui(x),Du,;(x))dx
QXY xZ AXZ 2 i—0 V&

1 - 2 2 _
=33 [ o) = wl*  1De) — Do) =0

Since the integrand is nonnegative, this is the minimum of the integral of L over any measure
p with (u, o) € M.
Step 2. Reparameterization of f using 4, and choice of ag.

For a € R, let 1, the R?-valued function on § given by

0+a . 9+a>
5 sin ;

ti ((cos(f + ), sin( + a))) =73 (cos €[0,1), 8 € [0, 27), (54)

so that @y = —lig42.. Thus if a € [0,27) then

_ {uo(x), for 0(z) € [a, 27), osom (1) = {ul(:c), for 0(z) € [a, 27), (55)

U,a(.]?) = u1(x)’ for 9(%) c [0,0Z), UO(x)a for 0(-%) S [O;Oé)a

where z € Q and 6(x) € [0, 27) is the polar angle of x = r(cos6(x),sinf(x)). Therefore ug = g
and u; = Us,. Just like ug and u; parameterize the image of f and the jump between the two

happens at angle 0 (see Figure @, for each o € R the functions @, and Ugy2r = —Us give
another parametrization of the image of f, with the jump from one chart u; to the other ug at
angle a.

Let T' C Q be the corona consisting of points  with radius 1 < |z| < 1, whose area is

2
|T'| = 3m/4. Take
E=—L.
41
Let h: Q — Y be any function of class W12(Q), a candidate solution to the optimization
problem on the left-hand side of .
For o € R, let B, C 2 be defined by

Ba ={z el : [[h(z) - ua(2)| < E},

(see Figure . Given «, the union By U B, o, is, because of , the set of points x € T’
such that h(z) is E-close to f(z). As the angle « that determines which of those points are in
B, and which are in Byio, varies, the areas of these sets vary continuously; in other words,
a — | By is continuous. Let

¢(a) = |Ba| — |Bat2r|-

Then ¢ is continuous, verifies p(a) = —p(a+27), and is 47-periodic in . By the intermediate
value theorem, there is some ag € [0,27) such that ¢(ap) = 0. In particular, with our choice
of oy we have

‘Bao‘ + |B010+27T|

‘B(Xo‘ = |Ba0+2ﬂ'| = 2
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A
1
domain of @gyor
1
20 | N l l
0 a = 27 21 +a 2 +a dn 0

Figure 9: This 3-dimensional projection of the graph of f|r under the map (x1,x2,91,y2) —
(21, 22, y1) has been colored to distinguish the images of u, and uqy2,. We have also represented
the domains, in polar coordinates, of these functions, and indicated where some points are

mapped. Note that the apparent self-intersection is an artifact of the projection that does not
occur in reality.
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1
/ Bn / B(H—er

« a+ 21

>

Figure 10: In polar coordinates (6,r), the corona I' can be parameterized by the rectangle
[, o + 27] % [%, 1], and its image under @, and @q42, is a double-covering. In the picture,
we illustrate the definition of the disjoint sets B, and B,42, for a given function h; these sets
are the subsets of I" in which h is E-close to @, (I") and @g42-(I"), respectively. Changing o
translates the picture in the 6 direction. While h is 2m-periodic in 6, the overall picture is
4m-periodic because the right-hand border @q ({o + 27} x [3,1]) coincides with the left-hand
border tiq2x({a} % [%,1]), and similarly for Giai2-({or+ 27} x [3,1]) and o ({a} x [1,1]). As
we move «, the union B, U B, 12, does not change, but the contents of the sets B, and B,tax
get gradually interchanged. Although we have drawn h, B, and B,i2, as independent of r,
this need not be the case.
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Step 3. Bound for h when |By,| = |Bag+2x| < |T|/4.
Let j(z) € {0,1} be given by

j(x) = argmin | h(z) — tiggy2n;(2)], z€T.
je{0,1}

We have, from and ,
Ih(z) = Uz, (@) + gz, y) 2 |h(z) = Gagt2mj) (@)

We use this to get the uniform bound

| 1w h@). D@z = [ ) - U, b)) P
Q Q
+ D) = VeI +(0.9) do

> / Ih(z) — U, h@))|? + g(e, y) da
> / 1(2) — Ty gm0y () Pl
>

> / E? dx
F\(Bao UBaO+27r)

> E*(I0] = |Bay | = |Bag+2x)

[ 1y
= E? r—2|— =E>—~ >0
(r1-25) - 21>

We have additionally used the fact that, by our choice of the sets B,, and Bgy,t2x, for z in
these sets it holds that ||h(z) — Uagy2mj(2)(2)] > E.
Step 4. Definition and properties of hg.

Let, for x € T,

o) = min (1) ~ 5 ). 75 )

The role of the function hq is to give a sort of truncated version of the distance from h to g,
that will be useful in our estimation below. Note that, by the definition of B,,, ho(z) < E on
B,

Observe that if we parameterize I' in polar coordinates with the rectangle [%, 1% [, ag —1—727r)7
then @, is smooth on that chart, and hg is in W2, as is h. In other words, although hg is
possibly discontinuous on the ray segment

1
Roy ={x €Tz =r(cosag,sinag), r € [5, 1]}

corresponding to angle ayg, it is a Sobolev W2 function on the rest of T.
Claim. We have, for almost every & € T'\ Rq,,

IDh(z) = V (@, h(x))|| = || Dho()]]- (56)

Proof of the claim. We have the following cases for x € I'\ Rq,:
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e In the region where ||h(z) — G, (7)|| > 1/10, the function kg is constant so the right-hand
side equals zero, and the inequality is verified trivially.

e In the region where 0 < ||h(z) — @a, (2)]| < 1/10, we have (z, h(z)) € A because for z € T
we have £ < ||lz|| <1 and then, expanding the squared inequality

0 < [|h(@) = Gag (@)II* = [7(2)]* = 2iay (@), A(x)) + [|Taq (@)|I* < 152,

we get

(tag (), () > F(10(2)]1* + [[aq (@)* — 152)
> 5(([taq (@) = 15)* + a @)I* = 152) = lGaq (@)1 = 75l (2)]

IISEII6
= ||z]l° = Fll=]® >

Since the left-hand side equals |(u;(z), h(z))| for some i = 0,1 by (55), this shows that
(z,h(z)) € A, as per its definition (49). This, in turn, means (by Lemma [3.3(iv)) that
the left-hand side of reduces to

[Dh(x) — Dt (2)
by our choice of ¢ and (55). Inequality then follows by taking ¢(z) = h(x) — ta, ()

and observing that all weakly differentiable functions ¢ verify, almost everywhere within
the set where ||¢|| # 0,

ot = 55 0e] = |y | < neoy ok = 1o,
ol llgl ol
where (D¢)! is the transposed Jacobian matrix and ||(D¢)!|| = || D¢|| is its operator norm.
e In the region where ho(x) = ||h(x) — 14, ()| = 0, either the weak derivative of hg vanishes

wherever it is defined (because hy is nonnegatlve) hence verifying (56)); the set where it
is not defined has measure zero because hg is weakly differentiable since h is.

O

Step 5. Bound for h when
1T

|Bao| = |Bao+2ﬂ| > 4

(57)
For x € Ba0+27ra ||h(x) — ﬂa0+2ﬂ—|| < FE, so
[t (%) = tag 427 (2)|| < [|thag () = h(2)]| + [(2) = Gagr2x (@) < [|Tay (2) = h(2)]] + E,

and then

1 1

ho(@) = [[P(@) = fla (@) > [lttag (2) = Tagren(@)]| = B2 ¢ = B> 1.
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Hence, using ,

M = |F|*1/B0(x)dx > |r\*1/ 1 ge s 1Booterl 1
r Buyran 10 10[T] = 40

The domain consisting of the slit corona I'\ R, satisfies the so-called cone property |8, Definition
2.5.14]. By together with the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality [8, Theorem 2.5.21] for the
domain T'\ R,, with constant C' > 0,
| 2 h(@), Db do = [ (o) - Ula bl P
Q Q
+|[Dh(z) = V(z, h(x))|* + g(z, y) dz

zéwmm—vmmme
zA | Do) P

@0

>C ’BO(QU)—M’2CZ:U.
I'\Ra,

Now, since for # € By, we have 0 < ho(z) < E = 1/41 < 1/40 < M there, we have

= 1 1
— > = —_— - —
o) = M| 2 Fi= o — 2= >0,
so the above is
7 r
C \ho(x)—Mfdxzc/ Far = cF2B, | > cr < o
M\ Rag Bay, 4

This is a uniform lower bound for all h € W2(Q) satisfying the above constraints.
Together, the bounds from Steps 3 and 5 prove the theorem. O

4 Positive gap with integral constraints

The reader may be curious why we have not included, in the statements of Theorems [2.3] and
and in the definitions (6) and of M, and M,, any integral constraints of the form

/ H(z,y(x),Dy(z))dz <0 or / H(z,y(x), Dy(z)) de = 0.
Q Q

The reason is that in the presence of these constraints, there may be a gap between the classical
case and its relaxation. The following two sections give examples of such situations. The idea
for each of these examples works in any dimensions n,m > 0, and we show them in the special
case n = m = 1 for simplicity.

We use the same notations as in the definitions [6] and [T0] of M. and M,.
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4.1 Inequality integral constraints

Let Q = (0,1) C R, Y =R, L(z,y,2) =y, F(z,y,2) = y(1 —y), Fs = G = Gy = 0. Note
that the only Lipschitz curves y: Q@ — Y such that F(z,y(x), Dy(z)) = 0 are yo(z) = 0 and
y1(z) =1, z € Q, and these satisfy

/QL(x,yo(m),Dyo(:v))dx:/Olodsz and /QL(x,yl(x),Dyl(m))dxz/Olldsz

Let H(z,y,z) = 1 —10y. Consider the problem of computing M, and M, as in |§| and above,
with the additional integral constraints

| Hey@). Dy e <0 wd [ Hee2) dule) <0
Q QXY X Z

to be satisfied by the respective competitors y and (u, o). We will show that in this case
M. > M,.
For the classical case, we have

1 | 1
H(x,yo, Dyo) dx = / 1-0dr=1>0 and H(z,y1,Dy;) dx = / 1-10dzx = -9 <0,
0 0

Q Q

so in the calculation of M. the only competitor is y;, because yg does not satisfy the integral
constraint. We conclude that M, = 1.

For the relaxed case, consider the measure y = % Lo+ % w1, where pi; is the measure induced
by y;, ¢ = 0,1. Then

[ omau=g [ Hdrdk [ Han= -9k =0
QXY xZ QXY xZ QXY xZ

so u satisfies the constraint. We also have

/ Ldp= 3 Ldu0+%0/ Ldpy = 15.
QXY xZ QXY xZ QXY xZ

Thus M, < {5 < 1= M..

4.2 Equality integral constraints

Let Q = (071) CR, Y =R, L(IayVZ) =Y F(xayv'z) = y(yf 1)(y7 2)7 Fy =G =Gy =0.
Note that the only Lipschitz curves y: Q@ — Y such that F(x,y(z), Dy(x)) = 0 are yo(z) = 0,
yi(z) =1, and ya(z) = 2, z € Q, and these satisfy

1
/ L(z,yi(x), Dy;(x))dx = / ide=1i, i=0,1,2.
Q 0

Let H(z,y,z) = Zy — 2y®. Consider the problem of computing M, and M, as in |§| and

above, with the additional integral constraints

/ H(z,y(z),Dy(z))dz =1 and / H(z,y,z)dp(z,y,2) = 1,
Q Q

XY xZ
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to be satisfied by the respective competitors y and (u, 1o). We will show that in this case
M. > M, too.
For the classical case, we have

1 | 1 1
/H(m,yO,Dyo)dx:/ Od:c:O#% and /H(z,yl,Dyl)dx:/ Ef%dx:17é%,
Q 0 Q 0

and

1
/H(xay2aDy2)dJ}=/ 22_4%@5:%7
Q@ 0

so in the calculation of M, the set of competitors contains only y5. We conclude that

M. = /01 L(z,ya2(x), Dys(x)) dz = /01 2dx = 2.

For the relaxed case, consider the measure y = % Lo + é 11, where u; is the measure induced by
yi, © = 0,1. Then

/ Hdu:%/ Hduo—s—%/ Hdp =05 +15 = 3,
QXY xZ QXY X Z QXY X Z

so u satisfies the constraint. We also have

/ Ld,uz%/ Lduo—i—%/ Ld,ulzé.
QXY xZ QXY XZ QXY xZ

Thus M, < £ <2 = M..

5 Acknowledgements

This work has been supported by the Czech Science Foundation (GACR) under contract No.
20-11626Y, the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the
Marie Sklodowska-Curie Actions, grant agreement 813211 (POEMA), by the AI Interdisci-
plinary Institute ANITI funding, through the French “Investing for the Future PIA3” pro-
gram under the Grant agreement n® ANR-19-PI3A-0004 as well as by the National Research
Foundation, Prime Minister’s Office, Singapore under its Campus for Research Excellence and
Technological Enterprise (CREATE) programme.

The authors would like to thank to Martin Kruzik, Jared Miller, Corbinian Schlosser and
Tan Tobasco for constructive feedback on this work.

Data availability statement. This manuscript has no associated data.

Competing interests. The authors have no competing interests.

48



References

[1]

2]

Giovanni Alberti and Annalisa Massaccesi. On some geometric properties of currents and
frobenius theorem. Rendiconti Lincei-Matematica e Applicazioni, 28(4):861-869, 2017.

Luigi Ambrosio. Transport equation and cauchy problem for non-smooth vector fields. In
Calculus of variations and nonlinear partial differential equations, pages 1-41. Springer,
2008.

Patrick Bernard. Young measures, superposition and transport. Indiana Univ. Math. J.,
57(1):247-275, 2008.

Alexander Chernyavsky, Jason J Bramburger, Giovanni Fantuzzi, and David Goluskin.
Convex relaxations of integral variational problems: pointwise dual relaxation and sum-of-
squares optimization. arXiv preprint arXiw:2110.05079, 2021.

Camillo De Lellis and Emanuele Spadaro. Regularity of area minimizing currents i: gradi-
ent | p estimates. Geometric and Functional Analysis, 24(6):1831-1884, 2014.

Lawrence C. Evans and Ronald F. Gariepy. Measure theory and fine properties of functions.
CRC Press, 2015.

Albert Fathi. Weak kam theorem in lagrangian dynamics, preliminary version number 10.
Available online, 2008.

L Gasinski and N Papageorgiou. Nonlinear analysis, volume 9 of ser. Math. Anal. Appl.
Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2006.

R Hardt and J Pitts. Solving the plateau’s problem for hypersurfaces without the compact-
ness theorem for integral currents. Geometric measure theory and the calculus of variations,
44:255-295, 1996.

Didier Henrion and Milan Korda. Convex computation of the region of attraction of
polynomial control systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 59(2):297-312,
2014.

Didier Henrion, Milan Korda, and Jean Bernard Lasserre. Moment-sos Hierarchy, The:
Lectures In Probability, Statistics, Computational Geometry, Control And Nonlinear Pdes,
volume 4. World Scientific, 2020.

Milan Korda, Didier Henrion, and Jean-Bernard Lasserre. Moments and convex optimiza-
tion for analysis and control of nonlinear pdes. In E. Zuazua E. Trelat, editor, Handbook
of Numerical Analysis, volume 23, chapter 10, pages 339-366. Elsevier, 2022.

Jean B Lasserre, Didier Henrion, Christophe Prieur, and Emmanuel Trélat. Nonlinear
optimal control via occupation measures and LMI-relaxations. SIAM Journal on Control
and Optimization, 47(4):1643-1666, 2008.

Jean Bernard Lasserre. Moments, positive polynomials and their applications, volume 1.

World Scientific, 2009.

49



[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]
[22]
[23]

[24]

RM Lewis and RB Vinter. Relaxation of optimal control problems to equivalent convex
programs. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 74(2):475-493, 1980.

Francesco Maggi. Sets of finite perimeter and geometric variational problems: an intro-
duction to Geometric Measure Theory. Number 135 in Cambridge studies in advanced
mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2012.

Swann Marx, Tillmann Weisser, Didier Henrion, and Jean Lasserre. A moment approach
for entropy solutions to nonlinear hyperbolic pdes. Mathematical Control and Related
Fields, 10(1):113-140, 2020.

Frank Morgan. Geometric measure theory: a beginner’s guide. Academic press, 2016.

JE Rubio. Generalized curves and extremal points. STAM Journal on Control, 13(1):28-47,
1975.

JE Rubio. Extremal points and optimal control theory. Annali di Matematica Pura ed
Applicata, 109(1):165-176, 1976.

Walter Rudin. Real and Complex Analysis. McGraw-Hill, 1968.
Andrea Schioppa. Unrectifiable normal currents in euclidean spaces. arXiv:1608.01635.

Emanuele Tasso. Decomposizione di correnti normali. Master’s thesis, University of Pisa,
5 2015.

Richard B Vinter and Richard M Lewis. The equivalence of strong and weak formulations
for certain problems in optimal control. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization,
16(4):546-570, 1978.

Laurence Chisholm Young. Lectures on the calculus of variations and optimal control
theory. Saunders, Philadelphia, 1969.

Maciej Zworski. Decomposition of normal currents. Proceedings of the American Mathe-
matical Society, 102(4):831-839, 1988.

50



	1 Introduction
	2 No gap in codimension one
	2.1 Formulation for variational calculus problems
	2.2 Formulation for optimal control
	2.3 Proof of Theorem 2.2 
	2.3.1 Overview of the proof of Theorem 2.2
	2.3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

	2.4 Connection with the original Hardt-Pitts decomposition
	2.5 Proof of Theorem 2.3

	3 Positive gap in codimensions greater than one
	4 Positive gap with integral constraints
	4.1 Inequality integral constraints
	4.2 Equality integral constraints

	5 Acknowledgements

