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RIGIDITY OF STEINER’S INEQUALITY FOR THE ANISOTROPIC

PERIMETER

MATTEO PERUGINI

ABSTRACT. The aim of this work is to study the rigidity problem for Steiner’s inequality for the
anisotropic perimeter, that is, the situation in which the only extremals of the inequality are
vertical translations of the Steiner symmetral that we are considering. Our main contribution
consists in giving conditions under which rigidity in the anisotropic setting is equivalent to
rigidity in the Euclidean setting. Such conditions are given in term of a restriction to the
possible values of the normal vectors to the boundary of the Steiner symmetral (see Corollary

11.17, and Corollary [1.18)).
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1. INTRODUCTION

BRI ERISEEEEEEE S = = =

1.1. Overview. The characterization of the geometric properties of minimizers of variational
problems can be in general a delicate thing to achieve. The study of perimeter inequalities
under symmetrisation, and in particular the study of rigidity for such inequalities, is a good way
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to possibly provide tools in order to show symmetries of the minimizers of the problem under
consideration. Steiner’s symmetrisation is a classical and powerful example of symmetrisation,
that has been often used in the analysis of geometric variational problems. For instance, De
Giorgi in his proof of the very celebrated Euclidean isoperimetric theorem [16], used Steiner’s
inequality (see (1.3)) to show that the minimum for the Isoperimetric Problem is a convex
set. After De Giorgi, in the seminal paper [II], Chlebik, Cianchi and Fusco discussed Steiner’s
inequality in the natural framework of sets of finite perimeter and provided sufficient condition
for the rigidity of equality cases. In our context, by rigidity of equality cases we mean the
situation in which equality cases are solely obtained in correspondence of translations of the
Steiner’s symmetral. Then, the characterization of the rigidity of equality cases was resumed by
Cagnetti, Colombo, De Philippis and Maggi in their work presented in [8]. There, they managed
to fully characterize the equality cases for the Steiner’s inequality and obtain further important
results for the rigidity problem.

Concerning rigidity of equality cases, let us mention two results that were obtained in different
settings from the one just described. First, in the framework of Gaussian perimeter, again
Cagnetti, Colombo, De Philippis and Maggi managed to prove a complete characterization result
of rigidity of equality cases for Ehrhard’s symmetrisation inequality (see [7]). The other result,
is the characterization of rigidity for the Euclidean perimeter inequality under the spherical
symmetrisation (see [9]). For a recent survey on rigidity results for perimeter inequality under
symmetrisation see also [6].

The main goal of this work is to characterize rigidity of the equality cases of the Steiner’s
inequality for the anisotropic perimeter. Our main contribution is presented in Proposition
[1.16] that provides sufficient conditions to get that rigidity of equality cases of the Steiner’s
inequality in the Euclidean setting coincides with rigidity of equality cases of the Steiner’s
inequality in the anisotropic setting (see Corollary and Corollary . In the remaining
part of this introduction, we will introduce some notation and state our main results (see in
particular Section .

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we recall some basic
notions of geometric measure theory and we introduce some useful notation. In Section [3] we
focus our attention on the properties of the surface tension ¢ (see ) In particular, we
characterize the cases of additivity for the function ¢x (see Proposition , and we prove
other intermediate results that will be used in the proof of our main results about rigidity. In
Section 4| we prove a characterization result for the anisotropic total variation (see Definition
. Such result (see Theorem will play an important role in Section [5 In Section [5| we
prove a formula to compute the anisotropic perimeter for some classes of sets £ C R™ having
finite perimeter, and whose vertical sections are segments (see Corollary and Corollary
. With these results at hands, in Section |§| we prove the first of our main results, namely
the characterization of equality cases for the anisotropic perimeter inequality under Steiner’s
symmetrisation (see Theorem . Lastly, in Section [7| we prove the other main results about
rigidity, namely Theorem Proposition and Corollary

1.2. Basic notions on sets of finite perimeter. For every r > 0 and z € R", we denote
by B(z,r) the open ball of R” with radius r centred at z. In the special case x = 0, we set
B(r) := B(0,7). Let E C R™ be a measurable set, and let ¢ € [0,1]. We denote by E®) the set
of points of density t of F, given by
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where here and in the following H*, k € N with 0 < k < n, stands for k-dimensional Hausdorff
measure, and w, = H"(B(1)). We then define the essential boundary of E as

OFE:=E\ (EYUED),

Let G C R™ be any Borel set. We define the perimeter of E relative to G as the extended real
number given by
P(E;G) :=H"Y(0°ENG) € [0, ],

and the perimeter of E as P(E) := P(E;R™). When FE is a set with smooth boundary, it turns
out that 9°E = JF, and the perimeter of E agrees with the usual notion of (n — 1)-dimensional
measure of OE. If P(F;C) < oo for every compact set C C R", E is called a set of locally
finite perimeter and we can define the reduced boundary 9*FE of E. This has the property that
O*E C 0°E, H" Y (0°E \ 0*E) = 0, and is such that for every 2 € 9*F there exists the measure
theoretic outer unit normal v (z) to E at x (see Section .

1.3. Steiner’s inequality. We decompose R"”, n > 2, as the Cartesian product R"~! x R.
Then, for every z = (x1,...,2,) € R" we will write © = (pz,qz), where px = (z1,...,Zn_1),
and qr = xz, are the "horizontal" and "vertical" projections, respectively. Given a Lebesgue
measurable function v : R"~! — [0, 00], we say that a Lebesgue measurable set E C R" is
v-distributed if, denoting by E, its vertical section with respect to z € R®~!, that is

E.={teR: () e B}, zeR" )
we have that
v(z) = HY(E,), for H" lae zcR"L

Among all v-distributed sets, we denote by F'[v] the only one (up to H" negligible modifications)
that is symmetric by reflection with respect to {qx = 0}, and whose vertical sections are
segments, that is

Flv] := {a; eR": |qz| < v(];x) } (1.2)

If E is a v-distributed set, we define the Steiner symmetral E® of E as E® := F[v]. Note
that, if v if Lebesgue measurable, then F[v] is a Lebesgue measurable set. Furthermore, by
Fubini’s Theorem, Steiner symmetrisation preserves the volume, that is, if £ is a v-distributed
set such that H"(E) < oo, then H"(E) = H"(F[v]). A very important fact is that Steiner
symmetrisation acts monotonically on the perimeter. More precisely, Steiner’s inequality holds
true (see for instance [26, Theorem 14.4]): if E' is a v-distributed set then

P(E;G xR) > P(F[v];G xR) for every Borel set G € R"". (1.3)

The next two results give the minimal regularity assumptions needed to study inequality (|1.3])
(see [11, Lemma 3.1] and [8, Proposition 3.2], respectively).

Lemma 1.1. (Chlebik, Cianchi and Fusco) Let E be a v-distributed set of finite perimeter in
R", for some measurable function v : R"~! — [0,00]. Then, one and only one of the following
two possibilities is satisfied:

i) v(z') = oo for H" t-a.e. ' € R"! and F[v] is H™-equivalent to R™;

i) v(z') < oo for H" t-a.e. ' € R"1, H"(F[v]) < oo, and v € BV (R" 1),

where BV (R"™1) denotes the space of functions of bounded variation in R"~1 (see Section 2).
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Lemma 1.2. Let v : R"! — [0,00) be measurable. Then, we have 0 < H"(F[v]) < oo and
P(Fv]) < oo if and only if

ve BVR™Y), and 0<H"({v>0}) < oo (1.4)
1.4. Rigidity for Steiner’s inequality. Given v as in ((1.4) we set:
M(v) :={E C R": E is v-distributed and P(E) = P(F|v])}. (1.5)

We say that rigidity holds true for Steiner’s inequality if the only elements of M(v) are (H"-
equivalent to) vertical translations of F'[v], namely:

EeMw) < HYEA(F[v]+te,))=0 forsometéeR, (RS)

where A stands for the symmetric difference between sets, and ey, ..., e, are the elements of the
canonical basis of R™.

A natural step in order to understand when holds true, is to study the set M(v). The
characterization of equality cases in (|1.3)) was first addressed by Ennio De Giorgi in [16], where
he showed that any set £ € M(v) is such that

E. is H'-equivalent to a segment, for H" *-a.e. z € R"!, (1.6)

(see also [26, Theorem 14.4]). After that, further information about M(v) was given by Chlebik,
Cianchi and Fusco (see [11, Theorem 1.1]). The study of equality cases in Steiner’s inequality
was then resumed by Cagnetti, Colombo, De Philippis and Maggi in [8], where the authors give
a complete characterization of elements of M(v) (see Theorem below). In order to explain
their result, let us observe that any v-distributed set F satisfying is uniquely determined
by the barycenter function bg : R"~! — R, defined as:

L[ tdH (t) if0< < 00,
bE(Z) — {v(z) fEZ ( ) 1 /U(Z) &Y

) (1.7)
0 otherwise.

Note that, if E satisfies (1.6)), for every z € {0 < v < oo}, bg represents the midpoint of E,. In

general, by may fail to be a BV, or even an L}, function, even if E is a set of finite perimeter

(see [8, Remark 3.5]). The optimal regularity for b, when E satisfies (1.6]), is given by the
following result (see [8, Theorem 1.7]).

Theorem 1.3. Let v be as in , and let E be a v-distributed set of finite perimeter satisfying

@. Then,
bs = 1{U>5} bg € GBV(RR_I),

for every 6 > 0 such that {v > 0} is a set of finite perimeter, where 1y,5) stands for the

characteristic function of the set {v > §}. Moreover, bg is approvimately differentiable H™ -
a.e. on R"™1 namely the approzimate gradient Vbg(x) (see Section @) exists for H" '-a.e.
x € R"L. Finally, for every Borel set G C {v¥ > 0} the following coarea formula holds:

/%"*Q(Gmae{bE >t})dt:/ \VbE|d%”*1+/ bpldH™ 2 + | D%p[F (@), (1.8)
R G GNSyy,

where |Dbg|T is the Borel measure on R"™! defined by

|Dbg|T(G) := lim |D;s|(G) = sup |Ds|(G), VG c R
6—07 §>0
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Here GBYV is the space of functions of generalized bounded variation, vV and v”" are the ap-
proximate limsup and approximate liminf of v respectively, [bg| := b}, — b} is the jump of b,
Sh,, is the jump set of bg, and Db; is the Cantor part of the distributional derivative Dbs of bs
(for more details see Section . Starting from this result it is possible to establish a formula for
the perimeter of F in terms of v and bg (see [8, Corollary 3.3]). With such formula at hands,
as shown in the next result (see [8, Theorem 1.9]), a full characterization of M(v) can be given.
Below, we set 7/(s) := max{—M,min{M, s}} for every s € R, and M > 0, that is

-M if s<-—-M,
Tm(s) =< s if —M<s< M,
M if s> M.

Theorem 1.4. Let v be as in , and let E be a v-distributed set of finite perimeter. Then,
E € M(v) if and only if

i) B, is H'-equivalent to a segment; for H" '-a.e. z € R"1, (1.9)
i) Vbp(z) =0, for H" '-a.e. z € R" (1.10)
iii) 2[bg] < [v], H" %-a.e. on {v" >0}; (1.11)

iv) there exists a Borel function f: R"™ ' — [~1/2,1/2] such that

D (1a(bs5)) (G) = fd(Dv), (1.12)

/Gm{v>6}(1)m{|bE|<M}<1>

for every bounded Borel set G C R*™ and M > 0, and for H'-a.e. § > 0. In particular, if
E € M(v) then

2|Dbg|T(G) < |D|(G), for every Borel set G C R"™1, (1.13)
and, if K is a concentration set for Dv and G is a Borel subset of {v" > 0}, then
/ H=2(G N O b > t))dt = / bEldH™ % + |D%bp|H(GNK).  (1.14)
R GNSy NS,

Theorem and Theorem play a key role in the study of rigidity. Indeed, (RS|) holds true
if and only if the following condition is satisfied:

EcM(v) <= bgisH" -a.e. constant on {v > 0}. (1.15)

Based on the previous results, several rigidity results are given in [8], depending of the regu-
larity assumptions on v (see [8, Theorems 1.11-1.30]). In particular, a complete characterization
of rigidity is given when v is a special function of bounded variation with locally finite jump set
(see [8, Theorem 1.29)).

1.5. Anisotropic perimeter. Let us start by recalling some basic notions. A function ¢ :
R™ — [0, 00) is said to be I-homogeneous if

b(x) = |2]o (é,) Wz e R\ {0). (1.16)
If ¢ is 1-homogeneous, then we say that it is coercive if there exists ¢ > 0 such that

o(x) > c|z] Ve R" (1.17)
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In the following, we will assume that
K c R" is open, bounded, convex and contains the origin. (1.18)

Given K as in ([1.18)), one can define a one-homogeneous, convex and coercive function ¢ :
R™ — [0, 00) in this way:

o(z) =supf{zr-y:ye K}, (1.19)
see Figure By homogeneity, convexity of ¢ is equivalent to subadditivity (see for instance

FiGURE 1.1. A pictorial description of link between the set K and the func-
tion ¢x in case n = 2. The length of the segment in bolt equals ¢x (ﬁ)

Note that y is the point such that we have ¢x(z) = x - y. Therefore, the
line passing through ¢ orthogonal to the vector x represents the hyperplane

{ve®:y g=on ()}

[26, Remark 20.2]), namely
¢K($1 + xg) < ngK(xl) + gf)K(l‘g), V1,19 € R™ (1.20)

Let us notice that there is a one to one correspondence between open, bounded and convex sets
K containing the origin and one-homogeneous, convex and coercive functions ¢ : R — [0, 00).
Indeed, given a one-homogeneous, convex and coercive function ¢ : R™ — [0, 00), then the set

K= m {reR": z-w<pw)}, (1.21)

wesn—1
satisfies (1.18)), where S"! = {z € R" : |z| =1}, and
¢(x) =sup{z-y: ye K} = opx(z),
where ¢ is given by ([1.19). Let E C R"™ be a set of finite perimeter and let G C R™ be a Borel

set. Given K C R" as in (|1.18]), we define the anisotropic perimeter, with respect to K, of E
relative to GG, as

PR(BiG) = [ orlvF (@)™ (@),

and the anisotropic perimeter Pr(E) of E as Prx(E;R™). Observe that in the special case
¢x () = |z|, this notion of perimeter agrees with the one of Euclidean perimeter which corre-
sponds to K = B(1). Note that, in general, ¢k is not a norm, unless ¢ (r) = ¢x(—x) for every



x € R™

In the applications, the anisotropic perimeter can be used to describe the surface tension in the
study of equilibrium configurations of solid crystals with sufficiently small grains [25] 30} [32],
and represents the basic model for surface energies in phase transitions [23]. These applications
motivate the study of the the Wulff problem (or anisotropic isoperimetric problem):

inf{ bic(VP(2))dH" (z) : E C R, H(E) = H"(K)} . (1.22)
o*E

This name comes from the Russian crystallographer Wulff, who was the first one to study (1.22)
and who first conjectured that K is the unique (modulo translations and scalings) minimizer of

(11.22)) (see [32]). Indeed the anisotropic perimeter inequality holds true (see for instance [26],
Chapter 20]):

Px(K) < Pg(E) for every E C R" with H"(E) = H"(K), (1.23)

with equality if and only if H"(KA(E + x)) = 0 for some x € R™. The proof of the uniqueness
was then given by Taylor (see [30]) and later, with a different method, by Fonseca and Miiller
(see [20]). We usually refer to K as the Wulff shape for the surface tension ¢g.

1.6. Steiner’s inequality for the anisotropic perimeter. Note that the analogous of in-
equality ([1.3]) for the anisotropic perimeter in general fails. Indeed, choose K as in (1.18]) such
that

inf H"(KA(K® +x)) >0,

T€R™
where K* denotes the Steiner symmetral of K. Then, by uniqueness of the solution for ([1.22]),
we have that

PK(K) < PK(KS)

The above considerations show that, for an inequality as in ([1.3]) to hold true in the anisotropic
setting, one should at least consider the perimeter Pxs with respect to the Steiner symmetral
K? of K.

Remark 1.5. Let us observe that since K is a convex set, by properties of Steiner symmetri-
sation, K* is convex too. This general property of Steiner symmetrisation can be summed up
in the following statement. Let v be as in , such that F[v] is not a convez set, then every
v-distributed set E satisfying @) cannot be convex. To prove this, let us consider two points
x,y € Flv] such that the segment joining x and y, namely Ty is not fully contained in F[v].
It is not restrictive to make the following assumptions on x,y, namely px # py, qr > 0, and
also qy > 0. Let us call by x—, y~ the two points of F[v] obtained by reflecting z, and y with
respect to {x, = 0}, namely x~ = (pr,—qr), y~ = (py, —qy). Let us consider the quadrilateral
Q with vertezes in x,y,y” ,x~ . By symmetry of F[v], and since we assumed that Ty is not fully
contained in F[v], there exists z € prpy \ {px, py} such that

HYUQz) > v(7), (1.24)

where we recall Q, is defined in . Let us now consider any v-distributed set E satisfying
condition (@, and let x1,y1,27,y; be the four points obtained from x,y,xz~,y~ in the fol-
lowing way: x1 = (px, gr + bp(pr)), y1 = (PY, @y + be(py)), ©; = (pr,—qv + bp(pr)), and
y; = (py, —qy + be(py)). Observe that by construction x1,y1,27,y; € E. Let us call Q' the
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quadrilateral with vertexes in those four points. By construction of Q,Q', and since Steiner sym-
metrisation preserves vertical distances, we have that H'(Q,) = H((Q1).) for every z € pxpy.

In particular, recalling we get
HI(QY)z) > v(2).

As a direct consequence of the above inequality, we get that the quadrilateral Q', with vertezes
in E, is not fully contained in E, and thus E is not convex. By generality of E, we conclude.

Remark 1.6. Let us observe that since K* is symmetric with respect to {x,, = 0}, then Yx € R"
we have that s (px, qr) = dis(pr, —qr).
What actually can be proved is the following result (for its proof see [I3, Theorem 2.8]).

Theorem 1.7. Let K C R” be as , let K* be its Steiner symmetral, and let v as in .
Then, for every E C R™ v-distributed we have

Pis(E; G x R) > Pgs(Fv]; G x R)  for every Borel set G C R" L, (AS)

1.7. Statement of the main results. We are now ready to state our main results. Given v

as in (1.4), and K C R"™ satisfying (|1.18]) we denote by
Mpgs(v) :={E C R": E is v-distributed and Pgs(E) = Pgs(F[v])}, (1.25)

the family of sets achieving equality in (AS)). In this context, we say that rigidity holds true for
(AS) if the only elements of M gs(v) are vertical translations of F[v], namely

E e Mgs(v) <= HY(EA(F[]+te,)) =0 for somet € R. (RAS)

As done for the study of , we start by characterizing the set Mgs(v). Note that, in
the anisotropic setting, the conditions given in Theorem do not give a characterization of
equality cases of (AS). In particular, let us show with an example in dimension 2, that condition
fails to be necessary. Let K* FE, and E® be as in Figure Observe that, although
Vbg = by = tan(B) # 0 we have Pgs(E) = Pgs(E®), if 0 < 8 < 7/4. Indeed, in this case,
setting h = H'(AD) = H'(BC) = HY(RU) = H'(ST), and | = H'(RS) = H}(TU) we get

Prs(E) = ¢x+(Vip)H' (AB) + ¢xs (vEp)H! (CD) + i« (vip)h + dxc= (Vc)h

— 2cos(B)YH (AB) + 2h — 2COS(6)COSZ(B)

Interestingly, if 7/4 < < w/2 one can see that Pgs(E) > Pgs(E®).

+2h = 20+ 2h = Py (E*).

We will see that this simple example carries some important features of the general case. In
order to characterize Mgs(v) we start by proving a formula that allows to calculate Pk (F)

in terms of by and v whenever F is a v-distributed set satisfying (1.6)) (see Corollary |5.11)).
After that, we need to carefully study under which conditions equality holds true in (|1.20), see

Proposition [3:21}
Before stating our results, let us give some definitions. If K C R" is as in ([1.18)), we define
the gauge function ¢}, : R™ — [0,00) as

Orc(x) :=sup{z -y : ¢k (y) <1}. (1.26)
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FIGURE 1.2. Suppose that 0 < § < 7/4. By definition of ¢xs, one can check
that the length of the segment in bolt equals ¢xs(Vhy) = ¢xs(vEp) = cos(B).
As a consequence, we have Pgs(E) = Pgs(E®), even if b, = tan 8 # 0.

It turns out that ¢7 is one-homogeneous, convex and coercive on R™ (see Proposition [3.4)). Let
now zo € 0K and let 0¢% (x¢) denote the sub-differential of ¢}, at xo (see Definition [3.8). We
define the positive cone generated by ¢} (zo), as

Ck (o) :={\y: y € 0px(x0), A > 0}, (1.27)

see Figure In the following, if 4 is an R™-valued Radon measure in R"~!, we denote by |pu|x
the anisotropic total variation (with respect to K) of u, see Definition

Cks((0,1))

06355 ((0,1)) )
0.1 o 9= ((0,1))

(-1,0 (1,0)

(07 71)

FIGURE 1.3. On the left K* and a pictorial idea of the sub-differential
0¢7+((0,1)), whereas on the right a pictorial representation of C.((0,1)).
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Our first result gives a complete characterization of Mgs(v), and can be considered as the
anisotropic version of Theorem Note that, in particular, this extends [I3, Theorem 2.9],
where necessary conditions for a set to belong to M gs(v) were given.

Theorem 1.8. Let v be as in , let K C R™ satisfy , and let E be a v-distributed set
of finite perimeter. Then, E € Mps(v) if and only if

i) B, is H'-equivalent to a segment, for H" 1-a.e. x € R*71;
ii) for H" l-a.e. x € {v > 0} there exists z(z) € IK® s.t.

{(—;vv(x) + tVbi(2), 1) te -1, 1]} C Chn(2(2)); (1.28)
iii) for H" %-a.e. x € {v > 0} we have that
2[bg](z) < [v)(2); (1.29)

iv) There exists a Borel function g : R"™1 — R"~! such that

De(arbs)(G) = 9(x)d|(Dv/2,0)|xs (2),

/Gm{v>6}(1>m{bE|<M}(1>

for every bounded Borel set G C R"™!, every M > 0, and H'-a.e. § > 0. Moreover, g
satisfies the following property: for |D|-a.e. x € {v" > 0} there exists z(z) € OK s.t.

{(h(z) +tg(x),0) : t € [-1,1]} C Cks(z(x)), (1.30)

where

—dD% /2
h(z) =
= G2 o)
is the derivative of —D® /2 with respect to the anisotropic total variation |(Dv/2,0)| ks
in the sense of Radon measures.

(1.31)

Remark 1.9. In Figure we give a pictorial idea of condition for the example of
Figure[1.3

If the first step we did, in order to study the rigidity problem in the anisotropic setting, was
the characterization of the set Mgs(v), the second step consists in the understanding of the
relation between the sets Mgs(v) and M(v). To get how important this is for our goal, let us
observe the following fact. Let v be as in , let K C R™ satisfy , and let us assume
that holds true. Then, Mgs(v) C M(v). Indeed, consider E € Mgs(v), i.e. E is a
v-distributed set of finite perimeter such that Pgs(E) = Pgs(F[v]). By (RAS), we know that
H"(EA(F[v] 4 te,)) = 0 for some ¢t € R. As a direct consequence we get that P(E) = P(F[v]),
and so £ € M(v). So, we have just proved that a necessary condition in order to have rigidity
in the anisotropic setting is to require that Mgs(v) C M(v) holds true. Let us remark that the
opposite inclusion, namely M(v) C Mgs(v) is always verified. This is true because in general,
the conditions given in Theorem are more stringent than those appearing in Theorem
So, to sum up all the previous observations we obtained, a necessary condition to require in
order to get rigidity of equality cases in the anisotropic setting is that Mgs(v) = M(v).

Therefore, to study the rigidity problem in the anisotropic setting, it is crucial to understand
when the non trivial inclusion Mgs(v) C M(v) holds true. To this aim, given K C R™ as in

(1.18) and y € R™, we set
Zr(y) ={z€0K:yecCi(z)}. (1.32)
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Cks((0,1))

(7b32’0) @] (blE’O)

FiGURE 1.4. A pictorial idea of condition , for the example given in Fig-
ure As long as 0 < 8 < /4, Vbg = by is such that is satisfied, and
so in this simple example we get that E € Mgs(v). Note that v' = 0, since v is
constant.

Note that § # Zx (y) = Zx (A\y) for ever y € R™ and for every A > 0 (see for instance
relation (3.17) in Lemma |3.23|). The following two conditions will play an important role in the
understanding of rigidity.

R1: Vy € R?, for H" lae € {v >0}, and Vz € Zks ((—%VU(:L‘), 1 ),
1 1
(-5ve@h 1) 40 (Vo)1) —ye Cieta) = y=2(-

for some A € [—1,1].

%Vv(:c), 1) ,

R2: Vy € R”, for |D]-a.e. z € {v" > 0}, and V z € Zks ((h(z),0)),
(h(2),0) +y, (h(2),0) —y € Cs(2) = y=A(h(2),0),  for some A € [-1,1],

where h has been defined in (1.31]). Next result shows the importance of conditions R1 and R2.
We anticipate that although conditions R1 and R2 may seem quite complicated, they can be
characterized in a simple way in terms of the possible value of the normal vectors to 0* F[v] (see

Proposition and Remark [1.14]).

Theorem 1.10. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . In addition, let us assume
that R1 and R2 hold true. Then, Mgs(v) C M(v). As an immediate consequence, and

are equivalent.

Remark 1.11. The above result can be seen as a generalization of [13, Theorem 2.10).

Thanks to Theorem all the characterization results for (RS) proved in [§], also hold true in
the anisotropic setting, provided conditions R1 and R2 are satisfied. In particular, as a direct
consequence of Theorem [1.10] we have the following result.
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Theorem 1.12. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in such that R1 and R2
are satisfied. Then, the following results from [8] hold true, provided rigidity is substituted
with (RAS) and M(v) is substituted with Mgs(v): [8, Theorem 1.11], [8, Theorem 1.13], [8,
Theorem 1.16], [8, Theorem 1.20], [8, Theorem 1.29], and [8, Theorem 1.30].

To check whether conditions R1, R2 hold true might be difficult in general. Thus, using well
known concepts of convex analysis such as the definition of extreme point and of exposed point
(see Definition and Definition respectively), we give simple necessary and sufficient
conditions for R1 and R2 to hold true (see Proposition Figure and Figure below).
Indeed, next proposition shows that R1 and R2 can be expressed in a clear geometric way, by
comparing the set of normal vectors to 0*F[v] to the set of normal vectors to 9*K*. Roughly
speaking, conditions R1 and R2 are both satisfied if and only if the first of these two sets is
contained in the closure of the second one (see also Corollary . For the proofs of this and
other results about rigidity, we refer to Section [7]

To state our next result, we need another definition. If K C R" is as in we define the
following set:

Vieo i= {v (@) : 2 € K"} (1.33)

We indicate with Vs the topological closure of V.
Proposition 1.13. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . Then, the following

statements are equivalent:
i) conditions R1, R2 hold true;

i) 35 C {v" > 0} such that H*(S) = |D|(S) =0, and
1 .
Il (z, 21}(2)) €Vgs Vze{v)>0}\S. (1.34)

See Figure and Figure for a pictorial idea of condition ii) in Proposition m

Remark 1.14. If K* is crystalline (i.e. K°® is polyhedral) (see Figure , or in case K* has
C! boundary, then Vs is closed and so in we can substitute Vs with Vis.

s
I/K

vl (2, Tu(2))

K*

FIGURE 1.5. In this case conditions R1 and R2 are satisfied because the set of
possible normals to 0*F[v] is a subset of Vs (in fact coincides with it) . See

also Remark
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pFl (z, %v(z))

Fv]

FIGURE 1.6. In this case, for the point z in the left figure, we can find a sequence
of vectors in Vgs (see the dashed vectors in the right figure) whose limit v,

coincides with 71! (z, %v(z)) Therefore conditions R1 and R2 hold true. Note
that v ¢ VKS.

Let us stress that asking K* to be polyhedral does not automatically imply that R1 and
R2 hold true. Indeed, by definition, the validity of such conditions depends on both K*, and
the function v. The importance of the relation between K?® and the function v for the validity
of R1 and R2 is made even more explicit in Proposition [1.13} there, it is given an operative
characterization of conditions R1 and R2 in terms of the relation that have to occur between the
normal vectors to % F'[v], and the normal vectors to 0*K* (see indeed condition i) in Proposition
. An example of R1 not being satisfied is indeed presented in Figure where despite
K? is a polyhedron, it is clear by construction that I/gg) }, V?[[})} ¢ Vs, and so condition i) of
Proposition [1.13] is not verified, implying that condition R1 fails to be true. Nonetheless, in
Figure [I.5] choosing the same K* as in the previous example, but a different v, we show that
condition i) of Proposition holds true.

Different conclusions can be made if instead we have that K* has C' boundary. In that case,
we have the following result.

Corollary 1.15. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . In addition, assume that
K* has C' boundary. Then, conditions R1, R2 hold true.

To conclude this section, we combine the results obtained in Proposition [1.13] and Theorem
to obtain the following proposition that can be considered the main contribution of the
present work.

Proposition 1.16. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . Let us assume in
addition that there exists S C {v" > 0} such that H"~1(S) = |D|(S) = 0, and

1 .
Il (z, 21}(2)) €Vgs Vze{v)>0}\S.

Then, Mgs(v) C M(v). As a consequence, and are equivalent.

A simplified version of the above result is the following.

Corollary 1.17. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . Let us assume in addition
that the set of outer unit normal vectors to 0*F[v] is contained in the closure of the set of outer
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unit normal vectors to 0*K?®, namely that

v (z) € Viee Ve 0°F[o). (1.35)
Then, Mgs(v) C M(v). As a consequence, and are equivalent.
Finally, we combine Theorem and Corollary to obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.18. Let v be as in and let K C R"™ be as in . Let us assume in addition
that K° has C! boundary. Then, Mys(v) C M(v). As a consequence, and are

equivalent.

It would be actually interesting checking whether conditions R1 and R2 are also necessary
in order to get Mgs(v) C M(v). This seems quite a delicate problem, which we think is worth
further investigation.

2. BASIC NOTIONS OF GEOMETRIC MEASURE THEORY

The aim of this section is to introduce some tools from Geometric Measure Theory that will
be largely used in the article. For more details the reader can have a look in the monographs
[2, 22], 26, 28]. Note that even if part of the notations we will use, has been already presented
across the Introduction, we briefly restate it in the next lines, in such a way that the reader can
easily access to them. For n € N, we denote with S*~! the unit sphere of R", i.e.

Sl = {z e R : |2] = 1},

and we set R := R" \ {0}. For every z = (x1,...,2,) € R" we define pxr = (z1,...,2Tn_1),
and qz = z,, are the "horizontal" and "vertical" projections respectively, so that x = (pz, qx).
We denote by eq,...,e, the canonical basis in R", and for every z,y € R", x -y stands for
the standard scalar product in R™ between z and y. For every r > 0 and x € R", we denote
by B(z,r) the open ball of R™ with radius r centred at z. In the special case x = 0, we set
B(r) := B(0,r). For every z,y € R", x -y stands for the standard scalar product in R” between
x and y. We denote the (n — 1)-dimensional ball in R*~! of center 2 € R*~! and radius 7 > 0 as

D,, = {77 ER™: np—2z < r} . (2.1)

For # € R® and v € S" !, we will denote by H;, and H,, the closed half-spaces whose
boundaries are orthogonal to v:

Hf, = {yG]R”:(y—x)-uZO}, H,, = {yER":(y—:p)-Vg()}. (2.2)

If 1 <k < n, we denote by H* the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™. If {En}hen is a
sequence of Lebesgue measurable sets in R™ with finite volume, and F C R" is also measurable
with finite volume, we say that {Ej}ren converges to E as h — oo, and write Ep, — FE, if
H"(ERbAE) — 0 as h — oo. In the following, we will denote by xg the characteristic function
of a measurable set £ C R".

2.1. Density points. Let £ C R" be a Lebesgue measurable set and let x € R™. The upper
and lower n-dimensional densities of E/ at x are defined as
"(ENB "(ENB
0*(E, ) := lim sup H™(EN Blx,r)) , 0.(E,r) := liminf H™(EN Blx,r))

r—0+ Wp T r—0t Wp T

?
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respectively. It turns out that z — 6*(E,z) and = — 0,(E,x) are Borel functions that agree
‘H"-a.e. on R™. Therefore, the n-dimensional density of F at x
"(ENB
6(E,x):= lim it (z,7))
r—0+ Wy T
is defined for H"-a.e. x € R", and = — O(FE, ) is a Borel function on R". Given t € [0, 1], we
set

)

EW .= {z e R": 0(E,z) = t}.
By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, the pair {E(©), EMW} is a partition of R”, up to a
H"-negligible set. The set 9°F := R\ (E© U EW) is called the essential boundary of E.

2.2. Rectifiable sets and sets of finite perimeter. Let 1 < k <n, ke N. If A,B C R"
are Borel sets we say that A Cor B if H¥(B\ A) = 0, and A =, B if H*(AAB) = 0, where
A denotes the symmetric difference of sets. Let M C R™ be a Borel set. We say that M
is countably H*-rectifiable if there exist Lipschitz functions f, : R — R™ (h € N) such that
M Cyr Upen fn(RF). Moreover, we say that M is locally H*-rectifiable if is countably H*-
rectifiable and H*(M N K) < oo for every compact set K C R", or, equivalently, if H¥_M is a
Radon measure on R"”. Given a R"-valued Radon measure p on R™, we define its total variation

] as

|1](§2) = sup {/ e(@) - du(z) : ¢ € CE(ER™), |o| < 1} , VQCR" open. (2.3)

]Rn
If we consider a generic Borel set B C R™ then
|p|(B) = inf {|u|(2) : B C Q, Q@ C R" open set}.
Let u be a Radon measure on R™, let 1 < p < oo and m > 1 with m € N. The vector space
LP(R™, pu; R™) is defined as
LP(R™, i3 R™) = {f :R™ — R™: f is u-measurable, / |f|Pdu < oo} ,
R

equipped with the norm

1
Iy = ([ 157) "
If p = oo then L™®°(R™, u;R™) is defined as
L®(R", 1; R™) ={f :R" = R™: f is u-measurable, supessgn f < 00},
where
supessgn f :=1inf {¢ > 0: p({|f| > ¢}) =0}.
We equip this space with the norm
£ oo (R puem) = Supessgn f-
We say that f € L (R",;;R™), 1 <p<ooif f e LP(C,u;R™) for every compact set C' C R™.

Remark 2.1. Let u be a Radon measure on R™ and let f € L} (R™, u; R™) withm > 1, m € N.

loc
Then, we define a R™-valued Radon measure on R™ by setting

fu(B) = /B f(z)du(x) Y Borel set B C R".
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Its total variation is then defined as
|ful(B / |f(z)|dp(z) ¥ Borel set B C R™.

For more details see [20, Example 4.6, Remark 4.8].

A Lebesgue measurable set E C R"” is said of locally finite perimeter in R™ if there exists a
R™-valued Radon measure pp, called the Gauss—Green measure of E, such that

[ Ve@dn= [ o@dusta), veeClrr,
E R™

where C!(R") denotes the class of C! functions in R™ with compact support. The relative
perimeter of E in A C R” is then defined by setting P(E;A) := |ug|(A) for any Borel set
A C R™. The perimeter of F is then defined as P(E) := P(E;R"). If P(E) < oo, we say that
FE is a set of finite perimeter in R™. The reduced boundary of E is the set 0*F of those x € R"”
such that

= exists and belongs to "1,
dius] ™~ =0+ [upl (B, ) ®

where d|“E | indicates the derivative of ur with respect its total variation |ug| in the sense of

Radon measure. The Borel function v : 9*E — S"~! is called the measure-theoretic outer unit
normal to E. If E is a set of locally finite perimeter, it is possible to show that 0*F is a locally
H" Lrectifiable set in R™ [26, Corollary 16. 1} with pup = vEF H"" 1L 9*E, and

/Vgp dx—/ o(x z) dH" (), Yo € CHRM).

Thus, P(E;A) = H" Y (AN O*E) for every Borel set A C R™. If E is a set of locally finite
perimeter, it turns out that
OFE c EYY c o°E
Moreover, Federer’s theorem holds true (see [2, Theorem 3. 61} and [26, Theorem 16.2]):
H'HO°E\O'E) =
thus implying that the essential boundary 0°F of E is locally H" !-rectifiable in R".
2.3. General facts about measurable functions. Let f : R" — R be a Lebesgue measurable

function. We define the approzimate upper limit fV(x) and the approximate lower limit f™(z)
of fat z € R" as

f@)=if{teR:ze{f>1}O}, (2.4)
fA(x):sup{tER:xE{f<t}(0)}. (2.5)

We observe that f¥ and f" are Borel functions that are defined at every point of R", with
values in R U {xoo}. Moreover, if f; : R — R and fy : R® — R are measurable functions
satisfying f1 = fo H"-a.e. on R", then f = fy and f] = f5' everywhere on R". We define the
approximate discontinuity set Sy of f as

S = {1 < ). (2.6)

Note that, by the above considerations, it follows that H™(Sy) = 0. Although f" and fY may
take infinite values on Sy, the difference f¥(x) — f"(z) is well defined in R U {£o0} for every
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x € Sy. Then, we can define the approzimate jump [f] of f as the Borel function [f] : R™ — [0, oc]
given by

- fY(z) = fMx), ifze Sy,
[f](:c)-—{()’ if 2 € R™\ S5 .

The approximate average of f is the Borel function

w, if € R"\ {f" = —o0, f¥ = +o0},
0, if v € {f=—o0, fY = +o00}.

oy )+ (1)

M— o0 2 ’

Vz € R™, (2.7)

that we want to be true for every Lebesgue measurable function f : R® — R, where, here and
in the rest of the work,

v (s) = max{—M,min{M, s}}, s€ RU{+o0}. (2.8)

By definition, 7 is equivalently defined as

M s>M
Tv(s) =<s —M<s<M
—-M s<-M

and the following properties can be easily proved

T (s2) > Tar(s1) V s9 > s1, provided M > 0. (2.9)

T, (8) > T, (8) Y My > My > 0, provided s > 0. (2.10)

M, (8) < gy (8) Y My > My > 0, provided s < 0. (2.11)

(Tary, — Tany ) (S2) > (Tary, — 7oy ) (1) Y so > s1, provided Moy > My > 0. (2.12)
T, (82) — Tar, (81) > Tar, (S2) — Tar, (S1) Y My > My > 0, provided so > s1. (2.13)

The validity of the limit relation (2.7)) can be easily checked noticing that

() =il DY = (1), D)) = 2T,

Using these above definitions, the validity of the following properties can be easily deduced. For
every Lebesgue measurable function f : R™ — R and for every t € R we have that

Vo € R”.

(Il <t} ={=t < I {f’ <t}, (2.14)
{fV<thc{f<t}V c{r <t} (2.15)
{A">thc{f>t}W c{f >t} (2.16)

Furthermore, if f, g : R™ — R are Lebesgue measurable functions and f = g H"-a.e. on a Borel
set F, then

@) =g"@), fa)=¢"(@), [fl2)=1), veeBW. (2.17)
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Let A C R™ be a Lebesgue measurable set. We say that ¢t € RU{+oo} is the approximate limit
of f at x with respect to A, and write ¢t = aplim(f, A, z), if

0({If —t >e}nAz) =0,  Ve>0, (teR), (2.18)
0({f < Myna;z) =0, VM >0, (t=-+00), (2.19)
0({f > -M}n4;z) =0, YM >0, (t=-o00). (2.20)

We say that = € Sy is a jump point of f if there exists v € S*~1 such that

fY(x) = aplim(f, H;,, ) > f"(x) = aplim(f, H . z) .
If this is the case, we say that v¢(z) := v is the approximate jump direction of f at x. If we
denote by J; the set of approximate jump points of f, we have that J; C Sy and vy : Jp — Sn—t
is a Borel function.

Consider f: R™ — R Lebesgue measurable, then we say that f is approximately differentiable
at x € S§ provided f"(x) = f"(z) € R if there exists £ € R” such that

aplim(g, R", z) = 0,

where g(y) = (f(y) — f(z) — € - (y — x))/|ly — | for y € R™\ {z}. If this is the case, then &
is uniquely determined, we set £ = V f(z), and call Vf(x) the approzimate differential of f at
x. The localization property holds true also for the approximate differentials, namely if
g, f : R — R are Lebesgue measurable functions, f = g H™-a.e. on a Borel set F, and f is
approximately differentiable H"-a.e. on E, then so it is ¢ H"-a.e. on F with

Vf(x) =Vg(x), forH"-a.e z€E. (2.21)

2.4. Functions of bounded variation. Let f : R — R be a Lebesgue measurable function,
and let 2 C R™ be open. We define the total variation of f in  as

|IDf|(Q) = sup{/Q f(z)divT(x)dr: T € CLHGRY),|T| < 1},

where C}(£2;R") is the set of C! functions from Q to R™ with compact support. We also denote
by C9(€; R™) the class of all continuous functions from € to R™. Analogously, for any k € N, the
class of k times continuously differentiable functions from 2 to R™ is denoted by C¥(Q; R™). We
say that f belongs to the space of functions of bounded variations, f € BV (), if |Df|(2) < oo
and f € L'(Q2). Moreover, we say that f € BVio.(Q) if f € BV(Y) for every open set
compactly contained in Q. Therefore, if f € BVjo.(R™) the distributional derivative Df of f is
an R"-valued Radon measure. In particular, E is a set of locally finite perimeter if and only
if xg € BVoc(R"). If f € BVj,.(R™), one can write the Radon-Nykodim decomposition of D f
with respect to H™ as Df = D*f 4+ D*f, where D?f and H"™ are mutually singular, and where
D%f < H™. We denote the density of D®f with respect to H" by Vf, so that V f € L}(Q; R")
with D*f = V f dH"™. Moreover, for a.e. x € R™, V f(x) is the approximate differential of f at x.
If f € BVioc(R™), then Sy is countably H" !-rectifiable. Moreover, we have H"~1(S¢ \ Jf) = 0,
[f] € L}, .(H" ' Jf), and the R"-valued Radon measure D7 f defined as

Dif=[flvpdH™ 'y,

is called the jump part of Df. If we set D¢f = D*f —DJ f, we have that Df = D*f+DJ f+D°f.
The R"-valued Radon measure D¢f is called the Cantorian part of Df, and it is such that
|D¢f|(M) = 0 for every M C R"™ which is o-finite with respect to H"~!. Let us recall some
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useful properties we will need on the next sections (see [8, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3] for further
details).

Lemma 2.2. If v € BV(R"), then |D%|({v" = 0}) = 0. In particular, if f = g H"-a.e. on a
Borel set E C R", then D°fL EM = DeglL ED).

Lemma 2.3. If f,g € BV(R"), E is a set of finite perimeter and f = 1gg, then

Vf=1gVg, H"™- a.e. on R, (2.22)
D¢f =Dl EW, (2.23)
S;nEW =5,nEW. (2.24)

A Lebesgue measurable function f : R®™ — R, it’s called of generalized bounded variation on R™,
shortly f € GBV(R™) if and only if 7p7(u) € BVjee(R" 1) for every M > 0 (where 7)/(s) has
been defined in the previous subsection). It is interesting to notice that the structure theory
of BV-functions holds true for GBV-functions too. Indeed, given f € GBV(R"), then, (see [2,
Theorem 4.34]) {f > t} is a set of finite perimeter too for H'-a.e. t € R, f is approximately
differentiable H"-a.e. on R", Sy is countably H" Lrectifiable and H" '-equivalent to J ¢ and
the usual coarea formula takes the form

[ PS>0yt = [ (Voanr+ [ (et DG
R G GNS;
for every Borel set G C R", where |D¢f| denotes the Borel measure on R” defined as
[DEFI(G) = lim [D(7ar (f)(G) = sup [D(mar) (f)(G), (2.25)
—+o0 M>0
whenever G is a Borel set in R™.

3. SETTING OF THE PROBLEMS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We recall in here, few results that will be useful later on for the proof of (AS]) (for more details
see [T, Section 2 and 3]). Let us start with a version of a result by Vol'pert (see [I1, Theorem

G]).

Theorem 3.1. Letv € BV(R" 1) such that H" 1 ({v > 0}) < co. Let E C R™ be a v-distributed
set of finite perimeter. Then, we have for L '-a.e. z € R"71,

E., has finite perimeter in R; (3.1)
(0°E), = (0"E), = 0"(E,) = 0°(E,); (3.2)
q(vP(z,t)) # 0 for every t such that (z,t) € O*F; (3.3)

In particular, there exists a Borel set Gg C {v > 0} such that L *({v > 0} \ Gg) = 0 and
— are satisfied for every z € Gg.

The next result is a version of the Coarea formula for rectifiable sets (see [11, Theorem F]).

Theorem 3.2. Let E be a set of finite perimeter in R™ and let g : R™ — [0, +00] be any Borel
function. Then,

L o@la0E @i @ = [z [ gt p)in) (3.4)

Lastly, next result is a version of [11, Lemma 3.2].
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Lemma 3.3. Let v € BV(R"!) such that H" *({v > 0}) < co. Let E C R" be a v-distributed
set of finite perimeter. Then, for L -a.e. z € {v >0}

ov / vE(z,y) 0 .
Py == VB a0, =1, -1,
05, =" S, TawP ) 7Y

In particular by and the above relation, we get for L '-a.e. z € {v > 0}

19 (z)——MdHO( ), i=1,....n—1ye @ F[})

28xz - |q(VF[x](Z’y))| Y) — Ly Y z-

3.1. Properties of the surface tension ¢x. Let us start recalling some basic facts about the
surface tension ¢g. First of all, let us sum up some known properties of the gauge function in
the following result, that can be easily deduced from [26, Proposition 20.10].

Proposition 3.4. Consider K C R" as in . Consider ¢ , 95 : R" — [0,00) the cor-
responding surface tension and gauge function defined in , 1.20|) respectively. Then the
following properties hold true.

i) The function ¢}, is one-homogeneous, convex and coercive on R™ and there exist positive
constants ¢ and C' such that

o] < éx(x) < Clal, Ve R,

=] _ . || n
Z<ok@ < vaeRrn
it) The so called Fenchel inequality holds true i.e.
z-y < Pk(x)oK(y), Vr,yeR" (3.5)

iii) The gauge function ¢}, provides a new characterization for the Wulff shape K i.e.
K ={z €R": ¢i(z) < 1},
from which we can immediately derive that
o (z) =sup{z-y: ¢k (z) <1},
¢k (z) = (o))" (2)-

w) If v € 0K and y € S"1, then equality holds in if and only if y = v&(x); in
particular

Pg(K) = n|K|. (3.6)

Remark 3.5. By (i) of Pmposition we have that E is a set of locally finite perimeter if and
only if E is a set of locally finite anisotropic perimeter i.e. Py (E;C) < oo for every C C R”
compact set.

Remark 3.6. Thanks to iii) of the above proposition we have
K*={z e R": ¢x(z) <1},
from which together with gives
¢ (xr)=sup{z-y: ye K*'} VzeR"
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(0,1) (-1,1) (1,1)

K® (K*)*
(=1,0)

(0,-1) (-1,-1) (1,-1)
FIGURE 3.1. A two dimensional example of K* and its dual (K*)*.

For a pictorial idea of K and K* see for instance Figure|3.1. Furthermore, observe that
or(r)=1 VzedK", (3.7)
o (r)=1 VzedK. (3.8)
Remark 3.7. Let us consider K C R" as in . According to Proposition iii) another
way to define the Wulff shape K 1is
K:=p (E¢*K N{Zny1 = 1}) )
where 2@( is the epigraph of ¢7 in R and p : R*T1 — R™ corresponds to the horizontal
projection. By the one-homogeneity of ¢ we get that
t
brc(tx) = tz|dx <t|i) —tor(x) Vo e R\ {0}, Vi > 0. (3.9)
By (@), we get for every constant A > 0 that

MK = p (g 0 {znsn = A}).

Another thing we would like to observe is that given x,y € R™ with x € AK and y € (AK)¢, (for
some X > 0) then ¢} (z) < ¢ (y). Naturally, these considerations hold true for K* and ¢x too.

Definition 3.8 (Sub-differential). Let ¢ : R™ — [0, 00] be a convex function. Let us fix xo € R”
and consider all vectors yo € R™ such that

©(2) > ¢(xo) +yo - (2 —x9) VzeR"™ (3.10)
The set of all vectors yo satisfying the above property is called sub-differential of ¢ at x¢ and
we indicate it by Op(xg).
Keeping in mind Definition [1.27] we have the following remarks.

Remark 3.9. For every xo € R", the sub-differential 0¢(xo) is a closed and convex set of R™
(see [27] chapter 5). From this, it can be proved that, given x € 0K, also Cj;(x) is a convex set

of R™, where Cj () is defined as in (1.27).
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Remark 3.10. Let ¢ : R™ — [0, 00| be a convex function. It is a well known result about convex
functions that, ¢ is differentiable in xo € R™ if and only if Op(xg) consists of only one element.
In that situation, we call V(xo) is the only element in the sub-differential ¢ (xo).

Definition 3.11. Fiz an integer m > 1 and let K C R™ be as in . Given a R™-valued
Radon measure  on R™ and a generic Borel set F' C R™, we define the ¢ -anisotropic total

variation of u on F as
lic(F) = [ ox (@) ) dlula)

Remark 3.12. By condition i) in Pmposz’tz’on we have that
ic(F) = [ oxe (@) dipl@) < € [ dpa) = Clul(F).

Analogously,

P = [ @) < [ o (5() dinl@) = Zlulx(P),

Thus, |plk << |p| and |p| < |plk-

Remark 3.13. Given f € GBV (R"!), motivated by , for every Borel set G C R*™! we
define

[(Df,0)|(G) = lim ‘(DC(TM(f)vONK(G):J?/[ufoKDC(TM)(f)»O”(G)’ (3.11)

M—+o00
The following Lemma is the anisotropic version of [2, Definition 1.4 (b)].

Lemma 3.14. Fiz an integer m > 1 and let K C R™ be as in . Given a R™-valued Radon
measure p on R™ we have

||k (G) = sup {Z oK (p : (Gh)nen pairwise disjoint, UGh = G} , VG CR™ Borel,
heN h

(3.12)

where Gy, are bounded Borel sets.

Proof. Thanks to Jensen Inequality and 1-homogeneity of ¢x we get

or (u(G)) = o ([ S @an@)) < lulie(G).
so using that G, NGy = 0 Vh # k

|l (G) = |k (UhGr) = > |ulx(Gr) = o (1(Gh
heN heN

Taking the sup on the right hand side we proved that |u|x(G) is greater or equal than the right
hand side of relation (3.12). We are then left to prove that

Ik (G) < sup {Z o (1(Gh)) + (Gh)hen pairwise disjoint, U Gp = G} ,
heN h

Let G C R™ be a bounded Borel set. Let us consider the function

f(z) = d‘fjj,(x) & L*R™, |u|;R").
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For each i € {1,...,n} we also have
fila) = W (0) € LR, ),
d|pl
where p = (p1, ..., 1tn). Consider Vi € a sequence of step functions { f; » }ren such that

Hfi,h - fiHLoo(RmJul) —0 as h — oo.

As a consequence, if we set fr = (fin,---, fo,n) we have that [[fn — fllpec®m urn) — 0 as
h — oo. Fix € > 0, then there exists h(e) > 0 such that

1fn = fllco@m jurny <€ Yh > h(e).

Since for each i € {1,...,n} the function fj ; is simple, there exists n(h) € N and a finite pairwise
disjoint partition {GZ}k:L...,n(h) of G such that fj is constant |u|-a.e. in GZ, Vke{l,...,n(h)},
namely Jay € R" s.t. fr(z) = apy for |pl-a.e. € G}, Vk € {1,...,n(h)}. Then thanks to
the one-homogeneity and subadditivity of ¢x we get

n(h) n(h)

o o) dlelie) = 3 [ o (o) dlele) = 3 b Cane) (G

n(h)

:Z¢K (ahk|u| Gk Z¢K (/ fn(@) dlp|(z )

oy
xonl

:Z¢K(MGh)+Z

OK

f@)dl(@)+ [ (o) - mwmﬁ

n(h
n(h

| A

OK

n(h
GfdM>+ZWU mwmww@

fG d|pl
/ (fa—f ww¢K(UQ - ﬂMO

n(h) n(h)

EZW(%—WZ/Uh (@] dlul (@)

n(h) n(h)

< Z¢K( Gh)+eckzw (G
1
n(h)

—ZqﬁK( ) +€Clul(G)  Yh> he),
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R™\ Q

FI1GURE 3.2. A pictorial idea of the e- ball property.

where C' := sup,,cgn—1 ¢ (w). So we proved that Ve > 0 Fh(e) > 0 s.t. Vh > h(e) there are
n(h) € N and {Gz}kﬂ,m,n(h) such that the following holds

n(h)

[ x (nta)) dinl(@) < Y- éic (u(G1)) +€Clul(G)
k=1

< sup { Z O (1(Gh)) : (Gr)pen pairwise disjoint, UGh = G}
heN h

+ e Clpl(G).
Taking the limit as h — 400 in the left hand side, by Lebesgue dominated theorem we get

1l x(G) < sup {Z Ok (1(G)) : (Chlner pairuise disjoint, | ] Gy, = G}

heN h
+ € Clu|(G).
By the arbitrariness of ¢ > 0 we conclude for G bounded. Thanks to standard considerations
we can extend the result also for G unbounded. Il

Definition 3.15 (Hausdorff distance). Let A, B C R™. We define the Hausdorff distance between
A and B as

disty (A, B) := max {sup d(z, B);sup d(z, A)} ,
€A z€B

where d(-, A) denotes the Fuclidean distance from A.

Definition 3.16 (e-ball property). Let e > 0. We say that an open bounded set Q C R™ satisfies
the e-ball property if for any point x € 0Q 3 a unit vector d, € S*! s.t.

B(xz — edy,€) C Q,
B(x + edy,e) CR™\ Q.

Roughly speaking, a set satisfies the e-ball property if it is possible to roll two tangent balls, one
in the interior and the other one in the exterior part of € (see for instance figure [3.2]).
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Definition 3.17. Let S C R" be non-empty. We say that S is a CY' hypersurface if for
every point © € S, there exists an open neighbourhood D of x, an open set E of R"!, and a
continuously differentiable bijection ¢ : B — D NS with ¢ and its gradient Vo both Lipschitz
continuous, and Jp >0 on E, where Jy stands for the Jacobian of ¢.

Given K C R™ as in (|1.18)), we will now prove few more properties about the surface tension
¢k . In particular, the main result we present is Proposition that gives a characterization
of the cases of additivity for the function ¢x.

Lemma 3.18. Let K C R™ be as in , and let y1,y2 € R™. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(i) ¢ (y1) + oK (y2) = o (y1 + y2);
(ii) 3z € OK s.t. dpr(y1) =y1 -2 and ¢r(y2) = yo - 2.
Proof. Assume (ii) is satisfied. Then,
oK (Y1 +y2) = gelg;g[(yl +y2) 2] > 2 (y1 +y2) = o (Y1) + ¢k (y2),

which gives (7). Let now (i) be satisfied and suppose, by contradiction, that

3z suchthat ¢x(p)=w1-2 and Gx(y2) =y 2. (3.13)
Let z1, 22,23 € OK be such that ¢x(y1) = y1 - 21 and ¢k (y2) = y2 - 22, and

P (y1 +1y2) = (Y1 + y2) - 23.
Then,
y1-23<y1-21 and Y2 - 23 < Y2+ 22.
Note that, in particular, from (3.13)) we have that at least one of the above inequalities is strict.
Thus,
oK (Y1 +y2) < O (Y1) + dx(y2),
which is a contradiction to (7). O
Lemma 3.19. Let K C R" be as in and consider ¢ the associated surface tension. Let
Yo € R" and let xg € OK. Then,
Yo

o (Yo)

where, we recall, 0¢7 (xo) is the sub differential of ¢} at xo.

o (Yo) =Yo-T0 = € 09y (o),

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps, one for each implications.

Step 1 Suppose
Yo

€ 093 (zg).
Px (Yo) ic(0)
Then, since by (3.7) we have ¢7 (xo) = 1, we deduce that for every z € R"
* * Yo Yo
O (2) > o (x0) + —— (2 —xg) =1+ (2 — o).
ic2) = Oic(ro) Pk (Yo) ( ) Pk (Yo) ( )
In particular, if 2 € 0K we have ¢} (z) = 1, and therefore
1>1+ 40 (2 — o), for every z € 0K,

#x (Yo)
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so that yo - xo > yo - z for every z € K. Thus, ¢x(y0) = yo - xo-

Step 2 Assume that ¢x(yo) = yo - 0. Then, by the Fenchel inequality, for every z € R™ we
have

Yo - = QZS}((Z)Zl—FyO(Z_xO)
Yo - To Yo - Zo
Recalling that ¢7 (z9) = 1, we conclude. O

Ox(Y0)0K(2) > yo-2 = ¢k(2) >

Remark 3.20. Let us observe that, given yo € R™ and xg € 0K then
¢ (Yo) =yo -0 == o € Ci(x0),

where Ce(x0) has been defined in (1.27). Indeed, by the Lemma above and Definition we
immediately derive that if ¢ (yo) = yo- o then yo/PK (yo) € 0¢} (zo) that implies yo € C (o).
Whereas, if yo € Cj (o) then there exists X = X(yo) > 0 such that Ayo € 0¢7 (xo) i.e.

Ox(2) > 14+ Ayo - (2 — xp) VzeR"
In particular, if we choose z € 0K we get
AYo - Xg = Ayo - 2 Vze oK,
that implies ¢ (yo) = Yo - To-
As a direct consequence of Lemmas [3.18| and [3.19 - we get the following proposition.
Proposition 3.21. Let K C R™ be as in , and let y1,y2 € R™. Then, the following are

equivalent:
(i) or(y1) + o (y2) = dx (Y1 + y2);
(i)) 3z € OK s.t. <Z>K(y1) = y1 Z and ¢ (y2) = y2 - 2,
(iii) 3z € OK s.t. ¢K(y1) ¢K y2 < 8¢K( 2).-

Remark 3.22. By Deﬁmtzonu 1.2 condition (iii) in the above Proposition is equivalent to say
that

4z € 0K st y1,y2 € Cx(2). (3.14)

As noticed in Remark [3.9, C(Z) is a convex set and so condition is equivalent to say
that

Jzec oK st { D+ (1 —=Ny2: Ae[0,1]} C Ck(2). (3.15)

Lemma 3.23. Let K C R™ be as in and consider ¢ the associated surface tension. Let
xg € OK then,

or(y) =1  Vy€ Ipk(xo). (3.16)
Moreover,
U 99k (x) =oK™ (3.17)
€K

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.
Step 1 In this first part we prove (3.16). Let y € 0¢7 (zo). By definition of sub-differential, we
have that

¢i(2) 2 1+y-(2—z) VzeR™
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So, choosing z = 0 we get that y - xg > 1. Observe that y € 0¢7 (x¢) implies y € C) (o) so
that ¢ (y) =y -zo by Remark [3.20] So, ¢ (y) =y-xo > 1. At the same time, by Lemma [3.19]
the fact that ¢x(y) = y - xo is equivalent to say that y/¢x(y) € 0} (xo). By the convexity
property of the sub-differential of a convex function (see Remark [3.9), we have Ay € 9¢ (xo)
for every A € [1/¢k(y), 1], namely

O (2) > 14+ Ay - (2 — x0) VzeR", VA€ [1/ok(y),1].

Note that choosing z = 0 we get A > 1/¢x(y), while choosing z = 2z we get, thanks to 1-
homogeneity of ¢, that A < 1/¢x(y). Thus, we deduce that 1/¢x(y) = 1. This concludes the
proof of the first step.

Step 2 In the last step we prove . Thanks to step 1 and Remark we have that

U 9¢5(z) C OK*.
z€OK

We are left to prove the other inclusion. Let y € 0K*. By properties of convex sets there exists
1 . — . .
v(y) € S" 1 such that K* C H 0 (see relations ) So, Vz € H, ) »and in particular
Vz e K* we have

z-v(y) <y-v(y),

that implies, recalling Remark that ¢% (v(y)) = v(y) - y. Thus, thanks to Lemma
recalling that ¢x(y) = 1 we get

_ « (vl v(y) _v(y)
oxwy) =vy) vy < ok <¢K(V W) "o Y 1—@{(”@
v(y) v(y)
R 707 R ye%( ()
Since v(y)/ ¢} (v(y)) € OK we conclude. O
Cies ((0,1))

ad);(é’((ovl)) (7171) (171)

(K*)*

(-1,-1) (1,-1)

FI1GURE 3.3. A pictorial idea of condition with respect to the Wulff shape
K? presented in Figure Indeed, according to Lemma and , we
see that 0¢%.((0,1)) is a convex subset of the boundary of (K*®)*. The fact that
0¢}+((0,1)) actually contains the point (0, 1) is just a consequence of the specific
Waulff shape considered in the example.
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Remark 3.24. Having in mind the definition of Cj(x) (see , and as a consequence of
, we have that

U Ck(z)=R" (3.18)

z€IK

Corollary 3.25. Let K C R" be as in and consider ¢ the associated surface tension.
Assume in addition that i € C*(R%). Then,

o () =Vog(z) -x and ¢k (Vog(z)) =1 Vz e R{. (3.19)

Proof. Firstly, let us observe it is a well known fact that the first relation in (3.19) holds true
for every positive and 1-homogeneous function. So, we are left to prove the second relation in
(3.19). Let x € OK*. As we observed in the above Lemma, by properties of convex sets there
exists v(x) € S*! such that K* C H, . and ¢ (v(z)) =v(z) - . By Lemma having in
mind Remark [3.10 we have that

v(z)
Pi(v(x)) =v(z) 2 +—= ——F—F =Vox(z). 3.20
By the 1-homogeneity of ¢ it follows that
Vo (Ax) = Vog () VYA>0,VzeRy, (3.21)
therefore ¢3 (Vg (x)) =1 for all x € Rfj. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.26. Let K C R" be as in , and consider x € OK. Note that, thanks the above
results we can deduce the following equivalent characterization for the subdifferential 0¢% (x),
namely

0vic(a) = {y € 0" - . ,—¢K(m)} (3.22)

Indeed, thanks to Lemma we know that 0¢3-(z) C OK* so that ¢k (y) = 1 for all y €

0¢y (x). Whereas, thanks to Lemma we have thaty € 0¢} () if and only if 1 = ¢} ()oK (y) =
y - x, from which, we get y - & = ¢% |l“>

The following two results will be used for the proof of Proposition [1.13

Lemma 3.27. Let K C R™ be as in Let 1,29 € OK and y € OK™ be such that
Y € 0¢yc(w1) N OGPy (x2). Let us now assume that there exist y1,y2 € 0¢j(x2), with y1 # Yy # ya2,
such that y = (1 — N)y1 + Ay2 for some X € (0,1). Then,

(1 — )\)yl + Ayg € 6¢K(a}1) Ve [0, 1]. (3.23)

Proof. Let us suppose by contradiction that there exists \ € [0, )\] such that g = (1—-\)y1 +5\y2 ¢
O¢jc(x1). By the Fenchel inequality (3.5 , , and using that ¢x(7) < (1 — Nor(y1) +

Aok (y2) < 1 we get
. I _ I X1
e Sl =g (2. 3.24
VTl <Y ] ¢’K<|m1|) (3.24)

Recall that, by (1.21]) applied to K* we have that
ﬂ {reR": z-w< P)(w)}.

wesSn—1
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By relation we have that the continuous linear function
PO = (1= N+ ) - 7 > i ()
for every A € (A, 1], but this is a contradiction since
{(T=Ny1 +Ay2: A€ [0,1]} C Igfe(x2) C K.
The case when \ € [5\, 1] is symmetric, and thus the proof is complete. O

Corollary 3.28. Let K C R” be as in . Let x € OK be such that the subdifferential
of ¢3 in x has only one point, namely 0¢% (x) = {y}. Then, Vz € Zk(y), where Zx(y) is

defined in , and for every y1,y2 € Ck(2), with y1 /oK (y1) # y2/dK (y2), if IX € (0,1) s.t.
y = (1= XNy + Ay2, then y1 = Ay, y2 = Aoy for some Ai, A2 > 0.

Proof. Let us fix 2 € Zk(y) and y1,y2 € Ck(2) and let us assume that y = (1 — Ny1 + Ay, for
some A € (0,1). Since y € Zk(y), then y1,y,y2 € Cj(z), and thus

Y1 Y Y2 .
o) @) onlys) € 0K (3.25)

Let us observe that ¢ (y) = 1 since we know y € 0¢% (x). As a consequence of (3.25]), together
with the convexity of 0¢7(z), we deduce that

y € 00k (2) N OPK(x), (3.26)

_ (1 _ "N Y2
v=0= o) k)

where ¢t € (0,1). Therefore, thanks to Lemma we have that

Y1 Y2
1—t tt € dd%(z) Vtelo,1],
( )¢K(y1) DK (y2) k(@) .1]
but this is possible if and only if y;/¢x (y;) = y for i = 1,2. This concludes the proof. O

We conclude this section recalling few more definitions and a couple of results very well known
in convex analysis. Such tools, will play a key role in the understanding of (RAS)).

Definition 3.29. Let C C R™ be a convex set. We say that © € C' is an extreme point of C' if
and only if there is no way to express x as a conver combination (1—N)y+ Az such that y,z € C
and 0 < A < 1, except by taking y = z = x.

Definition 3.30. Let C C R™ be a convex set. We say that x € C is an exposed point of C' if
and only if there exists an hyperplane of the form H,,,, with v € S"~1, such that C C H,, and

CNH,, = {x}. Observe that if x is an exposed point of C, then x belongs to the boundary of
C.

Remark 3.31. If C C R" is a closed convez set, then by [27, Theorem 18.6], the set of exposed
points of C' is dense in the set of extreme points of C', namely, every extreme point is the limit
of a sequence of exposed points (see for instance Figure .

Let us now recall a useful result about the characterization of the exposed points of a closed
convex set (see for instance [27, Corollary 25.1.3]).
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F1GURE 3.4. Given a closed convex set C as in the figure above, its set of extreme
points is the one that contains the parts of the boundary of C that are in bold
(the four points L, F, H, G are included). Whereas, the set of ezposed points of
C' is the set of extreme points of C' without the two points L and G.

Lemma 3.32. Let C C R" be a non empty, closed, convez set, and let g : R™ — [0,00) be any
1-homogeneous, convex function, such that
C={zeR": z-y<g(y) VyeR"}

Then, z € C is an exposed point of C' if and only if there exists a point y € R™ such that g is
differentiable at y and Vg(x) = z.

4. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE ANISOTROPIC TOTAL VARIATION

In this section we will study some properties of the anisotropic total variation (see Definition
, proving also a characterization result (see Theorem . Such characterization result is
already known in the literature but we decided to give a proof for the sake of completeness since
we couldn’t find a precise reference. The main result of this Section [4] is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let K C R" be as in . Let v be a R"-valued Radon measure on R™,
m > 1, m € N. Then, we have

il () = sup { [ (@) - dut@) o € CHUART), dicli) < 1} VO C R™ open.

In order to prove Theorem [£.1] we need some intermediate results.

Lemma 4.2. Let {Kj},cny CR", K CR" be such that Kp,, K are as in Vh e N. Assume
moreover that
i) the sequence (Kp)nen is either of the form Kp C Kpya C K, or K C Kpy1 C Ky,
Vh € N,
it) limp_y 4 oo dist g (Kp, K) = 0.
Then, the sequence {¢k, } converges uniformly to ¢ in S* 1.
Proof. Without loss of generality we can consider the case when Kj C Kp11 C K Vh € N.

For every x € S" ! and h € N, let y(z) € 0K and y,(x) € K}, be such that ¢x(z) = y(z) -
and ¢g, () = yn(z) - z, respectively. Then, since K}, C K,

Sup 19K () — br, (x)] = sup [z (y(z) — yn(2))].
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Note now that, by definition of yp, we have —z - yp(z) < —x -y Vy € OKj. In particular,
choosing y = z(x) € 0K}, such that |y(z) — z(z)| = dist(y(x), 0K}), we have
sup [0 () — b, (0] < sup [~ (y() — ()] < distly(a), D) < s (K, Kr),
reSn— reS"—
where in the last inequality we used the fact that Kj C K. Passing to the limit as h — 400 we
conclude. g

Lemma 4.3. Let K C R" be as in . Then there exists a sequence {Kp}nheny C R™ with
Ky as in for every h € N, such that
i) Ky, is Cb', Vh € N;
ZZ) Kc---CKpp1 CKp YhelN;
iii) limp, 4 oo disty (Kp, K) = 0.

Proof. We divide the proof in few steps. Take any € > 0 and let K. = J,cx B(z,€) denote the
e-neighbourhood of K.

Step 1 In this Step we want to prove that K. is convex, open, bounded and it contains the
origin. By construction, we need just to prove that it is convex. Consider two generic points
x1,T9 € K, let us show that

Az + (1= Nzg € Ko VA €[0,1].

Observe that, since 1, x9 € K, there exist ¢1,co € K such that |21 — ¢1| < € and |22 — 2| < e.
Thus,

Axr1 + (1 — )\)372 = )\[Cl + (:1:1 — Cl)] + (1 — )\)[02 + (.CCQ — Cz)]
=X1+ (1 =XNea+Az1 —e1) + (1= N)(z2 — c2).

Since Aci + (1 = A)eg € K and [AN(xp —c1) 4+ (1 — N) (22 — c2)| < € we conclude the proof of step 1.
Step 2 In this step we are going to prove that K. satisfies the e-ball property. This is true
by construction. Indeed, since K, is as in , we can associate to it the function ¢g, . So,
having in mind we know that for every y € 0K, there exists v € S"~! and an hyperplane
Hy oy ={2 €R": z-v = ¢k (v)} such that y € Hy, (,) and K¢ lies on one side of Hy, ()
(this is because K, is a convex set). So, we can construct on the exterior of K, a ball of arbitrary
radius tangent to the hyperplane Hy, () in the point y. Let us now consider z € K. such that
|z —y| = € in particular, z € K. By construction we have that B(z,€) C K, and this concludes
the proof of step 2.

FI1GURE 4.1. A pictorial idea for the proof of Lemma
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Step 3 We have to prove that 0K, is an hypersurface C! regular. This result is a straightfor-
ward consequence of [I5, Theorem 1.8].

Step 4 We are left to prove that disty (U,cx B(z,€), K) < e. By definition of Hausdorff distance
we have that

disty (K¢, K) = max { sup d(y, K); sup d(y, K)
yeKe yeK
= max {¢;0}.
To conclude the proof of the Lemma let us observe the following. Let us fix a decreasing sequence

of positive real numbers (ep)peny. We can construct the sequence (Kp)pen where Kj, = K, is

the ep-neighbourhood of K Vh € N. By all previous steps, the sequence (Kp,)pen satisfies i), 1)
and ii7) of the Lemma and this concludes the proof. g

Proposition 4.4. Let K be as in and let K* be its dual. Consider (K} )nen a sequence
as in , such that either K C Kj | C K* or K* C K} | C K}, Vh € N. Then, denoting
with K, = (Kj)* we have

lim distg (K7, K*) =0 if and only if lim disty (K, K) = 0.
h—s+0c0 h—+o0
Proof. Let us assume that limy,_, . distg (K}, K*) = 0 and, without loss of generality, that

K* C K}, | C Kj, Vh € N. We can apply immediately Lemma to the sequence {Kj}, . to
obtain that QSK; uniformly converges to ¢x+. Consider the following quantity

disty (Kp, K) = max { sup d(z, K); sup d(z, Kh)} .
zeKy, reEK
Now, by the way the K} are constructed, and having in mind i) of Proposition we have
KncKpy1C---CK VhelN
This fact immediately tells us that

sup d(z,K) =0.
Z‘EK}L

Let us focus our attention now on sup,cy d(x, Kp), thus

sup (e, Ky) = sup d(z, ) = max d(w, K) < max |¢ — i, |

zeK r€OK
_ : : _ _l=| — = ;
where zk, = {tz : t > 0}NIK},. By observing that ¢}, (z) = |th‘¢}<h (zk,) = Erak and since
2] = [ox | = | — 21, |, we get
1 * *
|2 UCKh’m = <¢K;L(x) ¢K(95)) .
Thus,

lim |g;_:cKh|:hgrfoo|%|(¢;<h(m)—¢;<(x)):o Va e oK

h—+o00

thanks to the uniform convergence of ¢j, to ¢j,. This shows that {Ky} C R" converges in
Hausdorff distance to K. Since (K*)* = K, (K})* = K}, the proof is complete. O

We can now prove Theorem



33

Tk, @)

FIGURE 4.2. A pictorial idea for the proof of Proposition

Proof. For the sake of clarity we decided to divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1 Assume 2 C R™ to be an open, bounded set. We start proving

[ ox (@ ) due) = sun { [ o(@)-duta) s ¢ € CHOR, wcto) < 1.

Let us observe that by definition of ¢x we have

@) = [ o (56 ) (@) = | <ulgy i ‘()>dlul(w)

> [ o) @) o)

where ¢ € CH(Q;R"), ¢ (¢) < 1. Passing to the sup on the right hand side we conclude the
first step.
Step 2 We want to prove the reverse inequality, namely

(@) < sup{ [ o(a) - du(e) 0 € CHOURY, wicle) <1}

In order to do so, we consider at first the case when ¢ is in addition C'(R}). Recalling relations

,Wehave
(@) = [ o (@) @) = [ For (5@ - o) diul@)

Since Vo € CO(RR), the composition Vg (d—“l(m)> is well defined, and moreover,
Vore (5()) € Lhul @2 i),
with ¢ (V(bK (ld#\( ))) =1 for |u|-a.e. x € Q. Recall that

oY% <V¢K (‘2%( ))) =1 implies Vg <|ZM|( )) € 0K, for |u|-a.e. x € Q,
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so that Vo (%(z)) € L>®(Q, |u|;R™). By the fact that Q is a bounded set we have that

V¢K(\Z |()> € LP(Q, |p;R™") Vp>1.

Let us call f := Vog (%). By [2, Remark 1.46] there exist a sequence (gp,)n € C2(Q2; R") such

that g, — f in LY(Q, |u|;R™). Since every function in C? can be uniformly approximated by
functions in C! we can suppose without loss of generality that the sequence (gp,), € CL(2;R™).
Now we consider the sequence (§), € C%(Q;R") defined as

3 . gn(x)
I(T) = G (@) + 1R

By construction, up to a subsequence, we have that g, — f |u|-a.e. on © and, thanks to the
term 1/h in the denominator, g (z) € K, so that ¢% (gn(z)) < 1 for every h € N and for |ul|-a.e.
x € . By the continuity of the functions g, for every h € N there exists A = A(h) > 0 such
that 0 < A(h) < 1 and gu(x) € AM(h)K for every = € . Again, using the fact that C}(2;R") is
dense in C%(Q;R"™) we can proceed as follow: let (e;)nen be such that e, > 0 for every h € N
and €, — 0 for h — oo. For every h € N let f;, € CL(€2;R™) be such that

VheN.

sup | fa(x) — gn(x)| < €n.
zeN

Since dist(9(A(h)K);0K) > 0 for every h € N | choosing €, small enough we get that Vh € N
fn(x) € K for every x € . Thus, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem

(@) = [ o (0 )|u| = [ Jim o) ||<>d|m<>

hm/fh (2)d|l(x <sup/fh , ,( 2)d|p| ()
d
< _gmwo / oz d‘ ‘ (@)d|ul ().
b (P)<1

This concludes step 2.

Step 3 We want now to prove the statement for a generic ¢x. Thus, thanks to Lemma
consider {Kp}ren C R™ a sequence as in with K C Kpy1 C --- C K and such that
the sequence satisfies the assumptions of Lemma so that ¢g, uniformly converges to ¢g.
Therefore, applying step 2 we get

dp
i (@) = [ o () bl = s [ (@) - G @l

P, (DS

wp [ @) @),
chCl Q;R") ‘ ‘
#% (2)<1
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where we used the fact that ¢ (¢) <1 as a consequence of ¢7- (¢) <1 and of K} C K. Now,
thanks to the uniform convergence of the functions ¢x, to ¢x we get

(@) = [ o () dil@) = 1 [ g () dlel)

dp
< sw ¢($)~d7(w)dlul($)~
oeCH (Q:R), /9 ||
b (P)<1

This concludes the proof in the case €2 open and bounded. From standard considerations about
outer measures, the extension of this result for unbounded open set follows. O

The following result is the anisotropic version of [§, Lemma 3.7].
Lemma 4.5. If v and p are R"-valued Radon measure on R™, then

2|plx (G) < |p+v|g(G) + [p—v|x(G) (4.1)
for every Borel set G C R™.

Proof. Fix a generic partition of G made by bounded Borel sets {G;};cn, by subadditivity we
have

or (2u(Gi)) = o (u(Gi) +v(Gi) + u(Gi) — v(Gyi))
< ¢k (p+v)(Gi)) + ok (1 —v)(Gi)) -
Thus,

Yo (2u(Gi)) < [k (1 +v)(Gh)) + o (1 — 1) (G))] -

1€EN €N
Then thanks to Lemma and passing to the sup in both sides we get

20K (G) < sup Y [ox (0 +v)(Gi) + ox (0 = v)(Gi))]

i}ieN
< sup Y dx ((n+v)(Gi) + sup Y ok ((n—v)(Gr))
{Gi}ieNn {Gr} keN
= lp+ vk (G) + [ — v[x(G).
This concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.6. Let py, o be R"-valued Radon measures on R'™. Let us observe that, by
with p = p1 4+ po and v = py — po we obtain

I + p2lr < |pilx + g2k (4.2)

On the other hand, let v1,v9 be R™-valued Radon measures on R™. Then, by the above relation
with puy = v1 + 2 and us = —re we get

V1 + |k > vl — | — 12lKk. (4.3)
Remark 4.7. In this Remark we discuss the equality case for relation . Let us assume that
2u|lx (G) = |p+ vk (G) + |p— vk (G) V Borel set G C R™. (4.4)

We immediately observe that if |u|x(G) = 0 then |u+ v|x(G) = |p —v|k(G) = |v|k(G) =0, so
that

vk < |plk.
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Ck(2)

g9

FIGURE 4.3. In this picture we give a 2-dimensional representation of condition
where h € C}(2) and 2 is a fixed point in the boundary of the Wulff shape
K .

Thanks to Radon-Nikodym Theorem we know that 3g,h € L} (R™, |u|; R"™) s.t
v=glplk and p=hlplk,
thus,
pEtv=(hxg)lplk.
Observing that

(@) = [ ox (GE @ )t vite) = [ on (200 ) I glto) i)

we can now rewrite as
[ 20m (b@) dlulic@) = [ 6 (h+ 9)(@) dinlic(@) + | o (b= )(@) diplic(@).
that is
[ 1 @2h@) = o ((h+ 9)(@)) = 0 (h = 9)(@) dlplic(@) =0 ¥G C R™ Bore.
By subadditivity we get
bxc (2h()) = 6 (h+ 9)(@)) = bxc (h = 9)(@)) SO |plx-a.e.0 € R™,
thus,

¢k (2h(z)) = ok ((h+ 9)(x)) + ¢k (R —g)(2)) |pulk-a.e.x € R™. (4.5)

Thus condition is equivalent to that is equivalent to say, thanks to Proposition
Remark and relation with y1 = h + g and y2 = h — g, that for |p|x-a.e.x € R™
dz(z) € 0K s.t.

{h(z) +tg(x): t € [-1,1]} C Ck(z(x)). (4.6)
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5. A FORMULA FOR THE ANISOTROPIC PERIMETER

In this section we will prove a formula for the anisotropic perimeter valid for a specific class
of sets of finite perimeter. We recall that, given u : R"~! — R, we denote by ¥, = {z €
R™ : gz > u(pz)} and X" = {x € R" : qz < u(pz)} the epigraph and the subgraph of wu,
respectively. As proved in [7, Proposition 3.1], ¥, is a set of locally finite perimeter if and only
if 7a7(u) € BVjoe(R"1) for every M > 0. Through all this section, given u € BVj,.(R" 1) we
consider 7 := (Du, —£"!) a R"valued Radon measure on R" 1.

Theorem 5.1. Let K C R™ as in and let u € BVjo.(R"™ 1), then
In|k(B) = |Dlsu|x (B xR) VB c R"! Borel.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem the identity follows from a careful inspection of the proof of [22]
Theorem 1 in (part 4, Section 1.5)]. It is important to notice that in the present situation one
should replace condition |¢| < 1 with ¢%(¢) < 1 with ¢ € CL(R™; R™). O
We recall now an important result concerning how to determine »*" i.e. the outer normal to
the reduced boundary of the subgraph of the function u. Recall that thanks to Radon-Nykodym
Theorem we have

Du = D% + D’u + DCu.
With a little abuse of notation let us call D%u = D%u + D, so that
Dy = D*ul Z,
where,
Zy = {x eN: dc‘ilﬁ):zt’ () = —I-oo}.
Theorem 5.2. Let u € BV (Q) with Q C R"™! open and bounded, then
i) for |nl-a.e. x € Q\ J, we have
dn
dln|

(2) = v (z,u(2)),

it) for |n|-a.e. x € J, we have

dn] d| Diul

iii) for |n|-a.e. x € ((Q \ Ju)N {ZL’ cQ: " (z,u'(x)) = 0}) we have

i@ = (i @10).

Proof. Statement (i) is proved in (i) of [22] Theorem 4 in (Part 4, Section 1.5)]. Statement (i)
follows by combining (i) of [22, Theorem 4 in (Part 4, Section 1.5)] with (i7) of [22, Theorem 3
in (Part 4, Section 1.5)]. We will give a proof of point iii). Let x € Q and consider p > 0, and

Dy = ( dD’u @),o) = (1u(2),0) = —="(z,y) Vysit. (z,y) € I,
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recall , then
|(Dzp) = sup /D f(y) - dn(y)

[fI<1 ©,p
feC(Dg,p,R™)

= sup /
[f1<1 D

feC(Dz,p,R™)

(f1i(¥)s---, fa—1(y)) - dDu(y) — /

x,p Dq,p

< s [ (A faa) - dDu) - s
lF1<1 De,p If1<1
fE€CY(Dq,p R™) fECYDaz,p,R™)

= |DU|(D:L‘,/J) + Ln_l(Dx,p)-

At the same time we get

M|(Dyp) = sup /D f(y) - dn(y)

[f1<1 z,p
f€C(Dg,p,R™)

> / (F1)s- - far () - dDu(y),

z,p

so that, passing to the sup in the right hand side, it holds
n1(Dz.p) = [Dul(Dxz,p)-
Putting together these two inequalities we get
|Du|(Dyp) < nl(Dy.p) < |Dul(Dap) + L7 (D).
Let now z € Z,, and let p > 0. Then,

n(Dq.p) _ 0(Dz,p) |Dul(Dz,p)
1|(Dxz,p) |Du|(Dg,p) [1l(Da,p) .

. 1n(Dy p) ( dDu >
] L
o0+ |Dul(D,.,) ~ \d|Dul (),0),

Since

we are left to prove that
p—07F ’n’(Dav,p)

=1.
Thanks to (5.1)) we have

Dul(Dey)  _ |Dul(Day) _ [Dul(Dsy)
|DU‘(DI,p)+ ‘Dx,p‘ N |77|(Dx,p) B |D“|(Dxp)

Recall that x € Z,,, so that

lim 7’1%"0
p—0+ |Du|(Dy,p)
Thus, we can calculate the following limit for the left hand side of (5.3])

. |Du|(Ds) : !

lim ’ = lim ———— =1
IDx’ ‘

p—=0% |Du|(Dy,p) + |Dapl  p=0* 1 4 m

=0.

fn(y)dy>

=1.

|ty
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By the above calculation and relation (5.3]) we proved (5.2)) and so we conclude the proof. [

Proposition 5.3. Let u € BV}OC(R”_l) and let K C R™ be as in . Then, for every Borel
set B C R™ ! we have

Pr(X%; B xR) = /B\(J s )qﬁK(—Vu(:r), 1)dz (5.4)
dDiu e
+ B%[u](x)qu (—M(x)ﬂ) dH"2(x)

dDu
—_— d| D¢
+ [ ox (~gipag(@).0) dDeul(e),

where Z,, has been defined at the beginning of this Section.

Proof. Let us consider a generic Borel set B C R?™!. Then, thanks to the De Giorgi structure
Theorem, Theorem [5.1], and Theorem [5.2] we get

Pi(S%: B x R) = / i (" (@) dH" " (2)

d*TuN(BXR)

B _ dDly.
-/ ) or (~ B (@) ) d D1 @)
dn dn
d = - d
[on (=) dmie) = [ o (g ) dinl(o
)
di (5.5)
nLR"\ (J,UZ,) = (D%, —L" H LR = (Vu, —1)L" LR,
Thus,
B\(JuUZ)

= d .
= [ ox (@) il
Let us split the last integral in the following way
dfn]
dn
+ PK (z) ) dinl(x)
BN, ~djn|
+ ———(x) ) d|n|(z
BnZ PK ( d|77|( )) /()
About the first integral on the right hand side we observe that
Therefore, recalling Remark [2.1] we have
B :/ Vu,—1)dzx and / Vul?2 4+ 1dxz VY Borel set B C R"! uZz
nB) = [ (vu-1) nl(B) = [ \fIvud \(1,U2),
dn > / (—Vu(z),1)
———(x) | d|n|(z) = AR Vul|? + 1dz
Lo 9% ( @) dn@ = [ o ( e ) VI
= o (—Vu(z),1)ds. (5.6)
Let us observe now that, thanks to (ii) of Theorem
Nl J, = (DMu, —L" )L J, = (D, 0) L J,.

Thus,
In|(B) = |DIu|(B) YV Borel set B C J,.
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Then,

[ o (=) dinl) = [ o (—Cmm),o) dDul(x)

~ Jsau, ¢K< D] )>0>[ J(x)dH" (). (5.7)

A similar argument holds for the integral over B N Z,,, so that

dn ) / ( dDy >
————(x) ) d|n|(z) = ————(x),0 | d|Dul(x). 5.8
[, ox (=@ )dnl@ = [ ox (@) dptul@. 63
Combining equations (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8) we conclude. O

Remark 5.4. We can also use the notation of the anisotropic total variation to obtain a more
compact formula for the perimeter,

P (X% B x R) = /BQZ)K(—Vu(x),l)dx—l— [(=D7u,0)|x(B) + |(—Du, 0)|x (B).

Remark 5.5. Note that, since ¥, = R"\ ¥%, we have 0*%, = 0*X% and v™¢(z) = —v>" () for
H' loa.e. x € 0*S,, and so

Pi(S4; B x R) = /B b1 (Vu(w), —1)dz + |(D7u,0)|k (B) + |(DCu, 0)| x (B)

for every Borel set B C R*1.

Before stating the next result, we recall that given a Borel function f : R~ & R, we indicate
with f the approximate average of f defined as in ||

Lemma 5.6. Let K C R" be as in . If ui,uz € BVjoe(R*™ 1) with u; < ug and E =
Yy, NX"2 has finite volume, then E is a set of locally finite perimeter in R™ and for every Borel
set B C R*1

Px(E: B x R) = / i (Vi (), —1)da + b (—Vus(z), Ndz  (5.9)

Bn{u<ua} Bn{ui<uz}

+ O (vuy (), 0) (min(uy (2), u5 (2)) — uf (2)) dH"2(2)
BNJuy

[0k (s (2),0) (ug (2) — max(up(2), ui (2)) dH"7(z)
NJug

+ (D%, 0)[k (B N {ur < uz}) + (=D, 0)[ (BN {ur < uz})

Proof. We will follow the strategy of [8, Theorem 3.1]. By [26, Theorem 16.3], if F, F» are sets
of locally finite perimeter in R™, then

O (Fy N Fy) =3n (Fl(l) N a*Fg) U (FQ(” n 8*F1) U (8*F1 No*Fn {vf = VFQ}) . (5.10)

Moreover, in the particular case of Fy C Fy, then vf1 = vf2 H" lae. on 0*F, N O*F,. Let
us observe that u; < wg implies ¥,, C ¥,, and that ¥%2 = R" \ ¥,, implying vs,, = —Vsu
H" La.e. on 9*%,,. We thus find

viu = = H{ " ge on 9"y, NO* X2, (5.11)
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By, (5.10) and (5.11)), since £ = ¥, N X*? we find
OE =31 (9%, 0 (22) D) U (975 0 (3,)D)).

Recall the definition of the approzimate discontinuity set of u; with ¢ = 1,2, that we denote S,
(see (2.6)). Thanks to [22, Section 4.1.5] we know that 3,, and X2 are sets of locally finite
perimeter in R™ with

2l N (SS, x R) =1 {x € R : @y (pr) = qa}, (5.12)
W N (Sy, x R) =pn1 {z € R": u(pz) < qz < u) (px)}, (5.13)
SN (SS, x R) =g {z € R™: @1 (pz) < qr}, (5.14)
SN (S, X R) =g {z €R™: wY (pr) < gz}, (5.15)
(2u2)M N (8¢, x R) =yn1 {z € R™: Ga(pz) > qz}, (5.16)
(22) D N (S, X R) =n-1 {z € R™ : uh(pz) > qz}. (5.17)

We now focus on the set 9*3,, N (X%2)(1). Observe that,
Prc (S (32)D 0 (B x R)) = Pic (T3 (22D 0 (BN, 01JE,) x
4 Pic (S (520 1 )
+ Pic (Zuys (22 A (BN Sy 0 ) X
+ Pic (S5 (Z2)D 0 [( ) %
Applying to uq and to uo we find
(072 0 (22)D) 1 (5, 1 JE) X B) =g {(2,00(2)) = 2 € (JG, NJE,), @ (2) < a(2)} -

R]
]

]
]

N[(BNJ, NJS) xR
R
NI(BNJE, N Jyy) x R

N—— N N—— \ v

Applying to u; and to ug we obtain
(020, 0 (2*)D) 0 ((Juy N JE,) X R) (5.19)
=yn-1 {(2,1) 1 2 € (Ju, NJE,), ul(2) <t < min(uy(2),d2(2))}
Combining to u; and to ug we obtain
(020, 0 (")) 0 (g N ) < R) (5.20)
=pn1 {(2,t) 1 2 € (Juy N Juy), uf(2) < t < min(uy (2),u5(2))} .
Finally, applying to w1 and to ug we get
(072, 0 (22)D) 1 (5, N Juy) < R) (5.21)
e (@)t 2 € (5 N ), (=) < 13 (2)}
Thus, thanks to Remark and we get

Prc (S (50 (B0, 0J5,) < B) = [ ek @) @)
8* %, N[(BNJG, NJG, N{u1 <uz})xR]

= [ Vi), Ve (D, 0) (B 0 (@ < T
Bn{ui<us}
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Using Fubini theorem and ([5.19)) we get
Py (zul; (£)D A (B Sy NJE,) X ]R])

= o (=" (y))dH  (y)
9* Sy N[((Z42)MNBNJuy NG, ) ¥R]

= dr (=" (y)dH" (y)

{z€R™: pze BNJyy NJE, , ul (pr) <qr<min(uy (pz),u2(pz))}

w9

»u n—1
= (BAu, A2 )XR pr(—v (@/))1{q:p>uf(px)}(@/)1{qx<min(uy(px)752(px))}(y)dH ()
uq ug

= dH" 2 / 2 ) ) VR 0 VM Y dH
Jo o, HE [ ™ O o () s oy (D 0

= A" 2 (z) /R Ok (Vur (2), 0) L5 (3 (25 DL g comimuy (), (o))} (2 DVAH (2)

BNJuy NJE, 1

= O (vuy (2),0) (min(uy (2), U2 (2)) — uf (2)) dH"72(2).

BNJuy NI,

Observe that we could have used uy or ug instead of up since we are working in BN J,, N J§, .
For similar arguments, using (5.20) we get that

P (S (%)W N [(B N Juy N ) X R])

= O (v, (2),0) (min(uy (2), u3 (2)) — uf (2)) dH" 2 (2).
BNy Ny

Furthermore, thanks to (5.21) we deduce that H" ! (8*Zu1 N (ze2)Mn (Jiy N Juy) X ]R]) =0.
Thus, we have that

Py (zul; (==Y A [(BNJE, N Juy) X ]R]) = 0.

Therefore,
P (Su; (2)V 0 (B x R)) = /Bm{ﬁ@}w(vul(z),—l)dx (5.22)
+ o Oxc (Vuy (2),0) (min(uy (2), w3 (2)) = uf (2)) dH"*(2)
+ (D1, 0)[x (B N {u1 < uz}). (5.23)
By symmetry, we got that
Pic (5% (24,) 1 (B x R)) = /BO{JI@} b (—Vug(x), 1)dz (5.24)

[ o (n(2),0) (w5 () — max(u () (2)) a2 (2)
u2
+[(=DCus, 0)[x (BN {u1 < uz}).
Putting together (5.22) and (5.24)) we obtain the formula for Px(E; B x R). O

We now extend Lemma [5.6] to the case of GBV functions.
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Theorem 5.7. Let K C R" be as in . If uy,us € GBV (R with u; < up and
E =3%,, NX" has finite volume, then E is a set of locally finite perimeter and for every Borel
set B C R"1

Pi(E: B x R) = / e (Vun (2), —1)d + i (=Vus(z), 1)d
Bﬁ{u1<u2} Bﬂ{u1<uz}

+ Oxc (uy (2),0) (min(uy (2), up () — ug (2)) dH" 2 (2)
BNJu,

) 0K (=15 (2),0) (u3 (2) — max(up (), uy (2))) dH" 2 (z) (5.25)
+ ’(Dcul, O)IK(B N {u~1 < 1172}) + |(—DCUQ,O)|K(B N {u~1 < dQ}).

Proof. To prove it suffices to consider the case where B is bounded since ([5.25)) is an
identity between Borel measures on R"~. Given M > 0, let Ej; = Y (ug) N E™2) 0 Since
70 (u;) € BVjoe(R"1) for every M > 0, i = 1,2, by Lemma we find that E,; is a set of
locally finite perimeter and that holds true on Ej; with 7a7(uq) and 7a7(us2) in place of uy
and us. To complete the proof of the theorem we are going to show the following identities

P(E:BxR)= lim Py(Ey: B x R) (5.26)
M—+o0
/ b (Vui(z), —1)de = lim Sxc(Vrar(un)(2), ~Ddz  (5.27)
Bn{ui<uz} M—=+00 JBN{rar(u1)<7as(u2)}

/Bm{u . }¢K(—VU2($), l)dx = lim O (—=Vry(ug)(x), dx  (5.28)

M—+o0 Bﬁ{TM(u1)<T]u(uz)}
\(Dcul,O)\K(B N {u] < ’le}) = (5.29)

( dDCTM(U1)| (x),0> d| D 7ap (1) (x)

I S T,
e et V5 \ @D ()

M—+oc0 Bﬂ{TM(u1)<T]\/j(ug)}
’(—DCUQ, O)IK(B N {u~1 < u~2}) = (5.30)

. chTM(UQ)
lim — —~ 9K (- T ,0) d| D mpr(ug)|(z
M —+oco B{r (u1)<rar(uz)} d’DCTM(UQ)‘( ) | ( 2)|( )

/| O O (2,0) (i (2,3 (2) ) A7) = )
dm [ (P2 (2,0 ) Gminras () 2) o 02)" (2)) = ar(u) 2) 722

/B% O (=1 (2),0) (ug (2) — max(uf (), uy (2))) dH" 2 (2) = (5.32)
Jim [ e (- D) () ) ) (2) - (a0 2] ) () ),

7 (u2)

Observe that by [2, Theorem 3.99] with f = 73y we have for i = 1,2
D (TM(ul)) = 1{\u1|<M}VUz En_l + (TM(u;/) — TM(UZ/\)) Va, an—Q L Suz + 1{|711\<M} Dfu; (5.33)
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We divide the proof in few steps.

Step 1 (Jump part) By relations (2.9)-(2.12)) and relation (5.33) we get that {J, ,)}nm>0 is
a monotone increasing family of sets whose union is J,,, « = 1,2. Moreover, observing that

min (7a7(8); 7ar(t)) = Tar (min(s; t)) Vs, t e R
max (7a7(8); Tar(t)) = Tar (max(s;t)) Vs, teR
and taking into account relation we deduce that both
(min(7ar (u1)” (2), 7ar (u2)" (2)) — 7o (w1)" (2)) ar>0,
(a1 (ug)" (2) — max(ar(u2)(2), Tar (u1) " (2))) a0

are increasing family of functions. Thus, the proof of (5.31]) and (5.32)) is completed.
Step 2 (Cantor part) Firstly, let us notice that by definition of approrimate average (see
Section 2) and relation ({2.9))

{TM(ul) < TM(UQ)} = {rm(uy) — s (uy) > 0} U {rar(ub) — mar(uf) > 0} .

Thus, by relation l) we deduce that {7as(u1) < 7as(u2) }arso is a monotone increasing family

of sets whose union is {u; < uz}. Let us call Ay = {7';[_(\71/1) < mp(u2)} and A = {u1 < uz}.
By relation (2.25) and by the monotonicity of the sets {Aas}ar=o we have that

A 1Dl (B {Au)) = ID°wl(BNA) = lim_ |D*Tagus] (B 1 A). (5.34)

Again by the monotonicity of the family of sets {Axs}ar>0 and by (5.33)) we have
| Du;|(Anr) < |DTarui|(Anr) < [DTarui|(A).
Thus, taking the limit for M — +o0 in the above relation we obtain

|D ;| (A) < liminf | Dmasu;|(Apr) < limsup |[Dmpus|(Apr) < [Dus|(A),
M—o00 M—o0

proving that

MILIROOID Tvuil(Anr) = [Dui|(A).

Analogously, having in mind Remark we get that
](Dcul,O)]K(BﬂA) = lim |<DCTMU1,0)‘K(BQ{AM}),
M —+00
|(=D%uz, 0)|x(BNA) = lim |(=Dmpruz,0)|x (BN {An}).

This concludes the proof for both (5.29) and (5.30]).

Step 3 (Absolutely Continuos part) By (5.33) we get

(bK(VTM(ul)(a:),—l)dx:/ o (Vui(x),—1) dx

/BO{TM(U1)<TM(u2)} Bn{ras (w1)<7ar(u2) }n{|ui|<M}

4 / 65 (0, ~1) dz
BO{rar(u1)<7ar (u2) }{|ur|>M}

=M+
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Notice that
11| = ¢ (0, =1) L™ (BN {7 (u1) < mar(uz)} N {Jua| > M})
< ¢ (0, =1L (BN {|us| > M}).

By the fact that {|u1| > M} 0 is a decreasing family of sets whose intersection is {|u1| = +o0}
we deduce that

lim |17 = 0.
M—o0

Since both {|u| < M}arso and {mar(u1) < 7ar(u2)}arso are increasing family of sets, we apply
the monotone convergence theorem to get that

M—o0

lim If\/[:/ o (Vui(z), —1) dz.
Bﬂ{ul<ug}

An analogous argument can be used for relation (5.28]) and so this concludes the proof for both

and (5:25).

Step 4 (Perimeter functional part) Lastly, let us consider the family of sets Ep, =
E N {|zn| < My} where the sequence of real numbers { M}, }en has been chosen s.t.

lim H" (BD N {lqz] = My}) =0, H"H(@°EN{laz| = My}) =0 VheN. (5.35)

h—+o00

Observe that the the existence of such a sequence {Mj}hen is guaranteed by the fact that
|E| < oo and by the fact that H" ! L 9°F is a Radon measure. Thanks to the above two
relations and 26, Theorem 16.3] we have that

Py (Eyp s B x R) = / i (V5 (2))dH™ ()
8*E1\/jhﬁ(BXR)

/ drc (VP (2))dH" ()
((“)*E]uhﬂ(BXR)ﬂ{‘qI‘<Mh}

/ O (v (2))dH" ! ().
EWN{|qz|=M}N(BXR)

Observing that,

J o1 (" (@) dH () < CH'H(EY 1 {laa| = My)),
EMWN{|qe|=M; }N(BXE)

and considering the first relation in (5.35)) we finally get

lim o (VM (2))dH" N (z) = Px(E; B x R).
h=r+00J9* Epr, N(BXR)N{|qz|< M)}

This concludes the proof. O

Before stating the next result, we recall that given a Borel function f : R*! — R, we indicate
with v;(x) the approximate jump direction of f at x (see Section [2)).
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C:vp(x) =w(z) [b(z) < [v](z)/2

E:v,(2) = —w() [bl(2) > [v](2)/2

B:vy(z) =w(z) [b](z) > [v](%)/2

D :vy(z) = —vp(z) [b](2z) < [v](2)/2

u (2)

F:vy(z) = —w(z) [b(z) > [v](z)/2

FIGURE 5.1

Lemma 5.8. If v € (BV N L®)(R""1[0,0)), b € GBV(R"!) and we set uy = b — (v/2) €

GBV(R"1), ug = b+ (v/2) € GBV(R" 1), then for H" 2-a.e. x € J, N J, we have

ifx € {[b] < {U] tup = l/v} U{wy = -1y} then

2

v

ifv e {[b] > [} : I/b:VU} then

2

if x € {[b] < [U] Dy = —1/@} U{vy =1y} then

2

v

if v € {[b] > [} Cup = —I/v} then

2

dD’u
D@ = (@)
dDIuy
d|Diu |
dDIus
d]Dju2|

dDjUQ
M(CE) = —VU(QS).

() = ()

(2) = +1(2)

(5.36)
(5.37)
(5.38)

(5.39)
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Moreover,

if v € {[b] = %[v] Dy = Vv} then x & Jy, (5.40)
1

if v € {[b] = §M Py = —Vv} then x & Jy,. (5.41)

Proof. Firstly, let us notice that thanks to |26, Proposition 10.5] we already know that for
H"2-ae. x € J, N Jy either we have
vy(x) = vp(x) or vy(x) = —vp(a).

Let us start by proving relation ([5.36)). In particular, using the definition of upper and lower
limits, we want to prove that when x € {[b] < [§] : v = 1} (see figure[5.1| C) then

w@=-(2) @@, W =-(2) @@, @ =ne )

As we said, we just need to verify if the definition of jump direction for the upper and lower
limit is satisfied, namely if for every € > 0 we have that

. H ({yer s fuy) - (- (3)" (x)1+ b(@)| > ef n i, N D)
p—>+o0 Wn—1p""

Let us substitute in the numerator of (5.43) u; = b — 3 and observe that by the triangular
inequality we have that

{yertihu) -5+ (3) '@ - v

—0. (5.43)

C {y e R [b(y) — b (x)| + ’;(y) - (;)A (x)

Consider now the following partition of A,

{y R : [b(y) — b'\(z)] > ;} NA= A, (5.44)
{y R [b(y) — b (z)| < ;} NA= A, (5.45)
{y eR"™L: |b(y) — v\(z)| = ;} NA:=A_. (5.46)

So, using the above partition we can estimate the quantity in the limit relation (5.43)) as follows
wt ({y e B ) — (- () @)+ ¥ @)| > ¢} 0 HE L, A D,)
Wn—lpnil

Hn—1 (A N H;:_Vv N Dw,p) _ HrL <A>6 N H;:_Vv N DL,))

< (5.47)

anlpnil wnilpnfl
%n—l (A<e N H;:_VU N Dm,p) N Hn—l (A:e ) H;:—Vv N Dﬂ?,p)
anlpnil anlpnil :
By relation (5.44) we have that

As. C {y e R [b(y) — b"(2)| > ;}

_l’_
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Thus,

H L (Ase N HY, N D, y)

lim I
p—r+oo Wn—1p""
H ({y e R [b(y) — 0" (2)| > §} N HS_, N Dy,
< lim ( - 2) ’ /) =0, (5.48)
p—r+oo Wp—1p""

where the latter equality holds true by definition of b"(z) having in mind that v, = 1, by
assumption. Concerning A.. we have that

N <
—~
<

N~—
|
7 N
N <
~_

>
—~
N—

A<5 = {y S R’I’L*l :

V
™
|
=Y
A
\/
|
>
>
/—\
\/
l\D\m
—

v v A €
C R | Z(y) = (= -4
c{ye ‘w-(3) @ >2}
Thus,
Hn—1 (A<E NH}_, ND, p)
lim I
p—r=+00 Wp—1p™~
H L (fy e RV (B(y) — ()" (@) > §tnH_, NDy,
< lim ({ 2 ) — ) ) = 0. (5.49)
p—r+o0 Wr—1p"

Thanks to the estimate ([5.47)), putting together (5.48) and (| . we get that - holds true
(543

for every € > 0. To conclude we have to prove estimate for w7 (z) namely we have to
prove that

i HrL ({y eR1: ‘ul(y) - (— (%)v (x) + bv(x)>‘ } NH, _, N Dx,p)

— =0 Ve>0.
p—=r+oo Wr—1p"

In order to prove that, just use the same argument used for ([5.43]), noticing that H, =

T,—UVy

Hf, = H} + v, Lo prove the remaining statements (5.37)-(5.39)), it is sufficient to consider the

T,y

same argument adopted for , considering in each case the right function either § or b with
which construct the partition A-. and A_..

Let us now prove relation . Let z € {[b] = 3[v] : v = v} and let us consider the functions
b, u1 x € GBV(R"1), k € N defined as

b(z), if z € H;,Vb(a:) ul(z)a if z € Hg;ub(:v)
bp(z) = u(2) =
b(z) — %[b](w), if z € H;L’Vb(x). uy(z) — %[b](x)a if z € H;:yb(x)'
Let us note that uy , = by — lv Moreover, note that, by (z) = b"(z), bl(z) = ( ) — 1[ ()

and so [by](z) = [b](z) — £ [b](= ) In particular, we have that = € {[bg] < 1/2[v] : v, = v, }. Thus,
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by relations (5.36]) and (5.42)) applied to u j we get that

u\l/k(:z:) = —%’UA(.’L‘) + by (x) = —%fu/\(x) + 0" (x), (5.50)
u () = —50" (&) + B () = — 50" (&) + B¥(2) — 1 [b](a)
_ —%UV(J;) () + (1 _ ;) 1B](x) (5.51)

Moreover, by (2.4) and (2.5) we have that

n—1 t l)x
uy (x) = inf {t €R: lim A Qg > }lﬂ 0) = O} (5.52)
' p—0t Wp—1p""
n—1 D
uy (z) = inf {t €R: lim AT (> t}lﬁ ) = ()} (5.53)
p—0+ Wn—1p""
. H"fl({u1k<t}ﬁD )
Telz) = teR: 1 : P2 =0 5.54
ul (%) = sup { Jim, o (5.54)
n—1 t l)x
uf'(x) = sup {t €R: lim AT (< Lﬁ ») = O} . (5.55)
p—0F Wn—1p"

Observe that the sequence (uj ;)ken is non decreasing in k. Thus, we can deduce the following
inclusions Vk > 1

n—1 n_1
{tGR: lim AT (e > 10 Day) :O} = {tER: lim A ({ua > 8} N Dayp) :0}

p—0+ Wp—1p" 1 p—07F Wp—1p" 1
H <t}nD H ! <tinD
teR: lim (e <30 Do) _ 0pC<steR: lim ({u <3N Dap) _ 0p.
p—0+ Wp—1p" 1 p—0+ Wp—1p" 1

Thanks to the above inclusions, having in mind definitions (5.52))-([5.55)) together with relations
(5.50]), (5.51)) we get

50 @) 5@ + (1= 1) Ble) = uao) < 0 (o) < 0 () < (o) = 50" (@) + V)

Since —3vV(z) = —3v” (z) — 1[v](z), passing through the limit as k — 400 in the above relation,

we conclude that uf(x) = uY(x) and so z ¢ J,,. This concludes the proof of (5.40)). Using a
similar argument as the one used for (5.40)), we can prove ((5.41]). O

Remark 5.9. The cases where [b](z) =0 i.e. x € J, \ Jp can be seen as degenerate situations
in Lemma considering in those characterizations [b] = 0. A similar argument can be applied
to show that for H" 2-a.e. x € Jy, \ J, we have Vy, = Vp, 1 =1,2.
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Remark 5.10. Let us introduce the following compact notation.

A=Jy\ Jp,

B, - {Jvab: vy = vy, 0] < ;[u]}, B, — {Jvab: vy = vy, [b] = 1@]},

1
B; = {Jv NJp: vy =1, [b] > [U]},
B, = {JvﬂJb: Vy = — 1, [b] <

Bg = {Jv NJy: vy = —1p, [b] >
C=J\ Jy.
Note that we have
6
J,UJ, =AU (U Bi> ucC. (5.56)
=1

Moreover, following the argument explained in the proof of Lemmal[5.8 we can prove the following
relations

ifr€ A then uf(z)= —%’UA(ZE) + b(z); up(z) = —%vv(x) + b(x) (5.57)

u (@) = 50"(@) + Bla); () = So'\@) + ). (5.58)

ifr € BLUBy then wuf(x)= —%’l}/\(.r) + 0" (x); up(x) = —%vv(w) +bY(x) (5.59)
W) = 30 @) + 0 @) @) = 3 @) V@) (560

ifv € By then wuy(x)= —%vv(x) +bY(2); up(x) = —%v/\(:c) + b (z) (5.61)
W (z) = %UV(x) + bV (2); u)(x) = %UA(J;) + (). (5.62)

ifr € ByUBs then wu(x)= —%v/\(:c) +bY(z); up(z) = —%vv(:c) + b (z) (5.63)
uy (1) = 0¥ (x) + " (2); uh (v) = %v/\(m) + bV (). (5.64)

ifr € Bg then u(zx)= —éUA(J}) +bY(2); up(x) = —%Uv(x) + b () (5.65)
u(z) = S0 @)+ b (@) wh (@) = 50" (@) + 1 (2). (5.66)

ifre C then wuy(x)= —%6(3}) +bY(x); up(x) = —%T)(a:) + b () (5.67)

W (@) = 2o(x) + b (2): uh (@) = ~5(x) + ' (). (5.68)
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Corollary 5.11. Ifv € (BV N L*®)(R"1;[0,00)), b€ GBV(R"!) and

W= Wo,b] = {x ER: |qu — b(pz)| < ”(gx)} , (5.69)

then u; = b— (v/2) € GBV(R™ 1), ug = b+ (v/2) € GBV(R" 1), W is a set of locally finite

perimeter with finite volume and for every Borel set B C R we have

Pi(W: B x R) = /Bm{v>0} i (v (b - ;) ,—1) + oK (—v <b+ ;) ,1) dH (5.70)
+ [ min (UV, ([;] 4 [b] + max ([;] _ [b],o))) bic(—ve, 0) dH™2 (5.71)
+ BmLfnnl(vAﬂnax(ojm-—[;})>¢mxumo)dH"—2 (5.72)
-%/;mﬁALJnﬂnQHfﬂ(¢K(—Vm0)+mm@(%,®)dH"_2 (5.73)
4 ’(DC (b - ;) ,0) ‘K (BN {5 > 0}) (5.74)
+ ‘(—DC <b+ ;’) ,0> ‘K (BN {5 > 0}). (5.75)

Proof. The absolutely continuous part and the Cantor parts of the formula namely relatlons
(5.70)), (5.74) and (5.75|) are obtained directly by substitution of u; = b — Ly and ug = b+ 3 1y

in the formula ([5.25). To prove the jump parts of the formula i.e. - and - We
have first to notice that (see (5.56)))

6
Juy Uduy = JyUdy = J, \ Jy U (J, N Jp) UJy \ J, :AU<UBZ->UC.
=1

Thanks to this relation, we can rewrite the second and third line of the formula (5.25)) as
/ oK (Vu,(2),0) (min(u}/(z),ué\(z)) — u{\(z))
BO(Juy Uduy)
+ 01 (1 (2),0) (u (2) — max(uf (2), uY (2))) AH"(2)
- L(2) + (2)dH"(2) = / I1(2) + Io(2)dH"2(2)
BN(Juy UJuy) A

6
+Z/B.h(z)+IZ(Z)dHn_2(Z)+/Cll(z)+12(z)d7-l”_2(z),

Usmg then Lemma n Remark E and Remark m 5.10] we deduce relations ( , and
. This concludes the proof.

Corollary 5.12. Ifv is as in , then
1 1
Pr(Fv];G xR) = / OK (V (v), 1) dH" + OK <V (v), 1> dH"
Gn{v>0} 2 Gn{v>0} 2

1
4 [ owe (v 00 4 2| (<Dv00)| (6.
GNJy 2 K
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Proof. The proof follows by applying Corollary with up = %1} and ug = %v, and by recalling

that by Lemma ‘(—%Dcv, 0) ’K (G) = ’(—%DCU,O) ‘K (GNn{o>0}). O

6. CHARACTERIZATION OF EQUALITY CASES FOR THE ANISOTROPIC PERIMETER INEQUALITY

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem This proof is on the spirit of the proof
of Theorem (see [8, Theorem 1.9]). We split the proof of Theorem in the necessary part
and in the sufficient part.

Proof of Theorem[I.8: Necessary conditions. Let E € Mgs(v). Condition (1.9) was already
proved in [I3, Theorem 2.9]. As a consequence , by Theorem we have that bs = 14,~50F €
GBV (R"1) for every § > 0 such that {v > 4} is a set of finite perimeter in R"~!. Let us
consider the same sets defined in [8, page 1568] namely

I={6>0: {v<d}and {v>d} are sets of finite perimeter} , (6.1)
Js={M >0: {bs < M} and {bs > —M} are sets of finite perimeter}, (6.2)

where J; is defined for § € I. Let us observe that H!((0,00) \ I) = 0 since v € BV (R""!) and
that H1((0,00) \ Js) = 0 for every § € I, as for every § € I we have bs € GBV(R"!). Let us
fix 0,L € I and M € Js and set

s =10 <v<L}n{jbg| <M} ={|bs] < M}N{é <v <L},

so that Y5 ps is a set of finite perimeter. Since mprbs € (BV N L) (R"™1), Iss 0 € (BV N
L>®)(R" 1) and 7y/bs = bs = bg on Y5,0,Mm, We set

b5»L7M = 125,L,M bE.

Note that bsz s € (BV N L®)(R™1).
Step 1 In this step we are going to prove that for H" '-a.e. z € R"~! there exists z(z) € OK*®
such that

{(_;vv@) + Vs 11 (2), 1) Lte -1, 11} C Cie(2(a)): (6.3)

Indeed, let us set vs z pr = 1, ,,v- Since vs 1, bs L € (BVNL>®)(R" 1), we can apply Corol-
lary to W = Wlvs ., bs,,m). Moreover observe that Wvs 1, v, bs,0,m] = EN(Z50,m X R)
and thus

O°E N ( (1) LM X R) = aEW[U(;,L’M, bé,L,M] N (E((ilz,M X R),

and so, for every Borel set G C Z((S,lz,M (Svs.p.as U Sbs 1 a) We find that

Pgs(E; G x R) = Pgs(Wlvs,o,m,b5.0,m); G %X R)

_ / bice ( (ba,L,M _ ”‘SSM) ,1) + e (—v (b(s,L,M + ”‘5;M> ,1> !

U U,
ol = 52) )04 (5200
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where in the first addendum of the second line we have used Remark [[.6] We can use Lemma
applied with vsr a = 1, ,,v, to find that

Vs v = 125’L,MVU, H" l-ae. on Rn_l,
Dvs v = Dl Eglz o
1 (1)
Svspon NEs 100 =S NEs 7
Thus,

Prce(B: G xB) = [ oncr (V (bosar = 3 ) 1) + e (= (basas 3 ) 1) arer!

+ ’(DC (b(;,L,M — ;) ,O) ’KS (G)+ ’(—Dc (b(;’LM 4 ;) 70) ‘KS (@),

for every Borel set G C Eglg ar \ (Svs 0 UShs o). We are assuming that £ € Mgs(v) and so

for every Borel set G C R"™! we have that Pgs(E;G x R) = Pgs(F[v]; G x R). In particular,
having in mind the formula for Pxs(F[v]; G x R) given by Corollary for every Borel set

1
GcC E((S,z,M \ (Svs,L,JVI U Sba,L,M) we get

0= /Gchs (V (bs.cor = 5) 1) + e (=9 (bsas +5)51) =200 (<V (5) 1) ar™™ (6.4)
+ ‘(DC (ba,L,M - g) ,0) ’I(g) + )(—DC (bé,L,M + %) ,0) ‘;(f) —9 ’ (—DC (%) ,0) (@) (6.5)

KS
Let us notice that the first line in the above relation, namely (6.4)) is greater than or equal to
zero by the sub additivity of ¢x. Also the second line in the above relation, namely (6.5)), is
greater than or equal to zero thanks to Lemma with p = (—%Dcv, O) and v = (Ds, 1,0, 0).
Thus, we have that

0= /G¢Ks (V <b6,L,M - g) ,1) + QK (-V (ba,L,M + %) 71) — 20k (—V (%) ,1) dH"™t  (6.6)
o= o= 3) )+ 0 e 3) -2l G

2 K 2 K Ks

Let us observe that the relation (6.6) is satisfied if and only if H" !-a.e. in G we have

GKcs <V <b6,L,M - ;) (), 1> + ¢k (-V (ba,L,M + ;) (z), 1) = 20Ks (— VU2(x) ; 1) .

Thanks to Proposition the condition above is satisfied if and only if for H" l-a.e. z € G,
Jz(z) € OK* s.t.
(V (b57L7M - %) (x)v 1) (—V (b5,L,M + %) (x)7 1)
¢xcs (V (bsrr = 5) (2),1)" ¢xcs (=V (bsr + 5) (2),1)

€ ¢ (2(x)).

As we observed in Remark [3.22], and in particular using relation (3.15)) with y; = (—%V(ac) + Vbs (), 1)

and yo = (—%V(m) — Vbsm(x), 1) the condition above is equivalent to say that for H" !-a.e.
x € G, there exists z(z) € 0K® s.t.

{(_;v(x) +Nb5’L’M($)’1> 1e H’”} C Ck(2(z). (6.8)
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This concludes the first step.
Step 2 In this step we prove that there exists a Borel measurable function gs 1, ar : R 1 5 R L
such that

1 1 1
Dsrar LS ar = goar |50 LS .

KS
We prove also an intermediate relation for (1.30). Indeed, let us rewrite relation (6.7]) as

(D001, (6) = | (D (b0 = 3 ) 0) | (©) + | (=D (B + 3 ) 0)

As already observed, by calling
D
=|- 0
l’L < 2 ) > b

vV = (ché,L,Ma 0)

(G).
Ko

the above equality can be written as
20ulx+(G) = I+ vlice (G) + [ — vl (G).

Observe that we are in a case of equality in Lemma Thus, by Remark for |Dv|-a.e.
x € G we define

dDbs 1, M (@), hx) —dD /2
x x) =

d’(DCU/2,0)|KS 7 d’(Dcv/270)|K5
and we conclude that for |D|-a.e. © € G there exists z(x) € 0K s.t.

{(h(z) + tgs,r,.m(x),0) : t € [-1,1]} C Cx(z(x)). (6.9)
This concludes the second step.
Step 3 In this step we prove (1.29). We fix 6,L € I and we define ¥5; = {6 < v < L},
bs.;, = 1gMbE and vs1 = Iy, v Since Y5, is a set of finite perimeter, it turns out that
bs, € GBV(R"1), while, by construction, vs; € (BV N L®)(R"!). So, we can apply the
formula of Corollary |5.11|to the set W{vs 1, b5 r]. In particular, if G C Eglz N (SU&L U Sb(g,L), then

PKs(E G x R PK (W[UgL,b(;L] G x R)

Gva min (v\/, ({ ] + [b5 1] + max (B] - [bé,L],0>)> brce(—1y, 0)dH" 2 (6.10)

min (v/\, max ( [bs,1] — {U]>> drcs (v, 0)dH" 2
GNJ, 2
‘l‘/ : b s ’0 + s 70 den—27
Gy, \o) min ([bs, ], )<¢K (— Ubs 1, )+ oK (Vbé,L ))

(@),

gs,L,m(x) =

where we used the fact that, thanks to (2.17)
50 18y, =S8 N8, ol =Y uhy =0, [us) =[] Voesd.

Let us observe that, calling Z the argument of the integral in relation (6.10)) i.e.

Z = min (UV, (B] + [bs,L] + max (B} ~ bl 0>)>
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we have that

if [bsp] =0 then I =[v], (6.11)
i [bar) < %[v] then T =[], (6.12)
i il > %[v] then T > [u]. (6.13)

Recall that
Py(F[]; G x R) = / (] e (=, 0)AH™ 2.
GNJy
Thus, since ¢gs > 0, imposing that Pgs(F[v];G x R) = Pgs(E;G x R) and having in mind
relations (6.11)-(6.13) we obtain that
min ([b5 1], 7) =0, H" *-ae. in GN (S, \S)  (6.14)
v

min (v/\,max (0, bs.r] — {2]>) =0, H" %ae. in GNS, (6.15)

Z = min <vv, <[12)} + [bs,1] + max ([;] - [b@d,()))) =[v] H" %ae in GNS,.  (6.16)

Since © > 6 > 0 in Eg}%, from (6.14) it follows that Sp, , QES]Z Cqyn—2 Sy. Moreover, from (6.11)),
(6.12) together with (6.14])) and (6.15]) it follows that

[v]

2

[bsr] < H' 2ae. 2 € GNS,. (6.17)

% on §, L € I and by taking (2.15)),

By (2.17)), [b5r] = [bE] on E((S’l% By taking the union of E((S
(2.16|) into account we thus find that

1

—

v
2
Since, by [19, 4.5.9(3)] {v" = oo} is H" 2-negligible, we have proved ([1.29).

Step 4 In this step we prove (1.28)). Let §,L € I and M € Js. Since bs 1y = bg H" l-a.e. on

s by (6.3) and by (2.21) we find that for H" -a.e. x € 51 a1, there exists z(z) € OK®
s.t.

bp] < H" 2-a.e. on {v" >0} U {v" < oo}

{(—;Vv(x) +tVbg(z), 1) e[, 1]} C Ok (z(2))-

By taking a union first on M € Js and then on §, L € I, we find that for H" !-a.e. z € {v > 0},
there exists z(z) € 0K® s.t.

{(—;Vv(ﬂf) + tVbp(), 1) te-1, 1]} C Cies(2(2)).

This concludes the proof of (|1.28]).
Step 5 In this step we prove (1.30). Let 6,L € I and M € Js5. Since b5 m = 125,L,M7'Mb67 by

Lemma 2.3] we have

D;s 1, = D(Tarbs) L ZSS%M
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Combining this fact with we find that for every G C Zg}%»M, for |Dl-a.e. x € G there
exists z(x) € 0K s.t.

{(h(x) +tgs.n(x),0) : t € [=1,1]} C Ok (2(2)),
where for |D|-a.e. € G the functions g5 3s and h are given by

dD(7a1bs) —dD*v)/2

= A[(Dev/2,0) M) = e, o),

ga,M(ﬂﬁ)

Observe now that

U =0 0= Ullbsl < M3V 0 {o > 630 n{o < £}®
Lel Lel

= ({|bg\ <M}DAfo> 5}<1>) nUJfw<3®
Lel

= {|bs] < M}V N {v >V N {0 < oo},

where in the last identity we used . Note that, as we pointed out at the end of step 3,
H'2({vV = o0}) = 0, so the set {v" = oo} is negligible with respect to both |D°Tysbs| and
|D¢v|. Thus, we proved that for every bounded Borel set G C {|bs| < M} N {v > 6§}V, for
|D|-a.e. x € G there exists z(z) € K s.t.

{(h(z) +tgsn(x),0) : t € [-1,1]} C Ck(2(x)). (6.18)

Observe that for every M’ > M and ¢’ < 6 we have that 7p;b5 = Tpbs on {|bs| < M}Nn{v > d}.
So, by Lemma [2.3] we get that

D° (arbs) L {|bs] < MY 0 {v > 631 = D (rypbs ) L {|bs]| < M}V N {o > 63D,

and therefore the function g5 s actually does not depend on 6, M. So taking into account (6.18)
we have that for |[Dl|-a.e. x € G there exists z(z) € 0K s.t.

{(h(z) +tg(x),0) : t € [-1,1]} C Cx(2(x)). (6.19)
Lastly, let us notice that
Tavbs = Ml{bJZM} — Ml{bég—M} + 1{\b5\<M}ﬁ{v>5}7—Mb5a on R*!

is an identity between BV functions. Thus, thanks to [2, Example 3.97] we find that
DCryrbs = DC(TMbg) L <G N {|b5| < M}(l) N {U > 5}(1))

i.e. the measure D°rysbs is concentrated on {|bs| < M} N {v > §}(1). Therefore, we deduce
that for every bounded Borel set G € R"!, for |[Dl|-a.e. = € GN{|bs| < M}V n{v > §}D)
there exists z(z) € 0K s.t.

{(h(z) +tg(x),0) : t € [-1,1]} C Cx(2(x)). (6.20)
O

Before entering into the details of the proof for the sufficient conditions part, we need a couple
of technical results.
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Proposition 6.1. Let K C R" be as in (1.18)and let v be as in . Then, if E is a v-
distributed set of finite perimeter with sections E, as segments H" '-a.e on {v > 0} we have
that

Pr(E; {v" =0} x R) = Pg(F[v]; {v" =0} x R) = /{UAZO} W (—vy, 0)dH™ 2. (6.21)

Proof. The proof of this result follows from a careful inspection of the proof of [8, Proposition
3.8], and for this reason is omitted. g

Lemma 6.2. Ifv € (BVNL®)(R" 1), b: R ! — R is such that Tpsb € (BV N L>®)(R" 1) for
a.e. M >0 and p is a R" '-valued Radon measure such that

A}igﬂoo |1 — Dagb|(G) =0 for every bounded Borel set G € R, (6.22)
then,
|(DE(b+v),0)| ks (G) < (1 + D),0)|gs(G)  for every bounded Borel set G € R™1. (6.23)
Proof. Let L > 0 be such that |v] < L H" t-a.e. on R*"L If f € BV(R"!), then
T f = Moy — Mg ay + pemyf € (BV N LX) (R,

for every M such that {f > M} and {f < —M} are of finite perimeter and thus, by [2, Theorem
3.96]

Déry f = D° (1{\f|<M}f) =1y jcanmDf = DOFLA|f] < M}
in particular,
(D°7ar f,0)| ks = |(D°F, 0)| ks L {If] < M}V < (D, 0)|xco. (6.24)

From the equality mas(7ar+1(b) +v) = Tar(b+ v) and from (6.24)) applied with f = 7a741(b) + v
it follows that, for every Borel set G C R* !,

(D701 (b + 0)), 0)| 1o (G) = [(D(7ar (Tar+£.(0) +0)), 0)[ ks (G)

< (DX (rar4 1) +0), ) = (G). (6.25)
Now observe that (6.22)) implies that
A}im | — (u— D°7arb) |(G) =0 for every bounded Borel set G C R"™L. (6.26)
—00

Thanks to Remark together with (6.22)) and (6.26]), for every bounded Borel set G ¢ R*~!
we get

lim | — (u— Dmprb,0)| s (G) = lim |(u — Dmpsb,0)| ks (G) = 0. (6.27)
M—o00 M—o00

Since we can always write D¢ (7arb) + D = (D€ (1asb) — p) + (1 + D°v) by applying relations
(4.2) and (4.3]) we obtain
| (1 + D, 0) [+ (G) = | = (D (Tar4Lb) — 1, 0) [+ (G) < [ (D (Tar+2b) + D0, 0) [k (G) (6.28)
< (D (Tar42b) = 11, 0) [+ (G) + | (1 + D, 0) [+ (G). (6.29)
So, by (6:27) we get
lim [(D(7ar4.2(b) + ), 0)| ks (G) = (1 + D, 0)|k+(G).

M—o0



58

By (6.25)), we get that

timsup [(D(rar (b + ), 0) i+ (G) < (1 + D, 0) |1+ (),

M—o0

so that using (3.11)) we conclude the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [1.8: sufficient conditions. Let E be a v-distributed set of finite perimeter sat-
isfying (1.6), (1.28), (1.29) and (1.30). Let I and Js be defined as in (6.1) and (6.2). Let
0,5 € I and let us set bys = lscp<5)be = l{s<u<sybs. Then, for every M € Js5, we have

Tambs € (BV N L) (R™1) and so we obtain that mpsbss € (BV N L>®)(R"!). Let us consider
the R"!-valued Radon measure 5,5 on R"~! defined as

1
ws.s(G) = / g(x)d ‘ <Dcv,0)‘ ,
GN{<v<SIIN{|bp|¥<oo} 2 K

for every bounded Borel set G C R""!, where g(z) is the function that appears in condition

(1.30), namely

D(ru(bs))(G) = [ sl (3000} .
GN{|bs|<M}DN{v>5}+D 2 Ks

Since Tarbs,s = 1{y<s)y7Mmbs, by Lemma we have D(Tarbs ) = 1{v<5}(1)DC(TMb5) and thus,
for every Borel set G C R* ™1,

lim |ps5 — D(arbss)|(G) = lim |us s — D*(marbs)|(G N {v < S}V
M—o0 M—o0

< lim | x)|d|(Dv/2,0)| ks (x
M=o JGn{s<v<S}IN({|bp|Y <oo}\{ |bE\<M}(1)

=0,

where the last equality follows from the fact that {|bp| < M }S\}I)e ; is an increasing family of sets
whose union is {|bg|Y < co}. Thus, for every bounded Borel set G C R" !, we get

(@)

Ks

1 1
‘ (—Dc(bg,s + 2’()5)5),0) ‘ (G) + ’ (Dc(b(;’s — 51}5,5), 0)
Ks

1 1
< ’(—ua,s —5D%s.s, 0)' (G) + ‘(ué,s —5Ds.s, 0)‘ (G)
Ks

Ks
= [(=D“vs,5),0)| . (G), (6.30)

where the first inequality comes from Lemma applied to bs s — %U(g,g and —bs g — %U(s,S
with vs g = 1{5<v<5}v), (see in particular (6.23)), whereas the equality is a consequence of

Lemma applied to the two Radon measures pss — fD vs,s and —ps g — fDCv(; s together
with Remark.havmg in mind (1.30) - Since bs,s € GBV(]R” 1) and vsg € (BV NL>®)(R"1),
if W = Wluvs,bss], then we can compute PKS(W G x R) for every Borel set G C R*~! by
Corollary [5.11} In particular, if G € {§ < v < S}V then by EN({§ <v < S} xR) = WnN({s <
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v < S} x R), we find that

Py+(E;G x R) = Py(W;G x R) (6.31)
_ /G b (v (bm - s ) ,1) + b <—v (bé,s + “525) ,1) ! (6.32)
+ ), min <v§s, <[U‘;S} + [bs.s] + max ({U‘;S] — [bs.s), 0))) bics(—vy, 0)dH™ 2 (6.33)
+ ), min <v(§s, max <o, [bs.s] — {”(;SD) drcs (0, 0)dH 2 (6.34)
Ly ™0 0551 9) (91 (24, 0) 1 (0, 0)) " (6.:35)
+ ‘(DC <b575 - ”;) ,0) (@ (6.36)
+ (—DC (55,5 + 2 ) ,0) (@ (6.37)

We can also compute Pgs(F[vsg]; G x R). Taking also into account that Flv] N ({d < v <
S} xR) = Fluss] N ({0 <v < S} xR) we obtain that

Pie(FoliG X B) = Prs (Flugsli G x B) =2 | e <v (”gs) ,1) aH !

dDe (455 )
+ - [W]drcs (—vy, 0)dH" +2/G¢Ks (-M,o) d‘DC (‘;S)‘
Firstly, applying to bp and to v we get

Vbss(x) = Vbg(x), for H" t-a.e. z € {6 <v < S},

[v] = [vs.s], for H' *-a.e. on {6 <v < S,
Putting together the above relations with the assumptions and we deduce that, for
H" Lae x € {§ <wv < S} there exists z(z) € IK* s.t.

{(—;Vv(x) + Vb (x), 1) telo1, 1]} C Cer(2(2)), (6.38)

2[bs.s] = 2[bg] < [v] = [vs.s], for H" 2-a.e. on {5 <v < S}, (6.39)

Thanks to Proposition and Remark condition (6.38)) is equivalent to say that we can
rewrite (6.32)) in the following way

/G¢K$ <V <b575 - 1)525> »1> + ¢k (—V <b5,5 + vé;) ,1> dH" !
Fon (5{oe-5) ) ore (9 i+ ).
=2 [ (-9 (5) ) am 610

Furthermore, substituting (6.39)) into (6.33)),(6.34) and (6.35)), and using (6.30)) applied to (6.36)
and (6.37)), we find that

Prs(E; {6 < v < S} x R) < Py (F[v]; {6 <v < S}V x R), (6.41)
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where, actually, equality holds thanks to (AS). Recalling that by [19, 4.5.9(3)] we have that
H" 2 ({v"Y = 00}) = 0, thanks to (2.16) it follows that

U {v < M}V = (v < 0o} =ppn-2 R*L. (6.42)

Mel
By (2.16) if we consider the sequences d, € I and S}, € I such that §, — 0 and S, — 0 as
h — oo we get

{vV' >0} = |J{on <v¥ < Sp}V.
heN
So, by the above relation together with (6.41), and (6.42) we get that
Prs(E; {v" > 0} x R) < Pgs(F[v]; {v" > 0} x R).

By Proposition Pgs(E; {v" = 0} x R) = Pg«(F[v];{v" = 0} x R) and thus Pgs(F) =
Pys(F[v]). This concludes the proof. O

7. RIGIDITY OF THE STEINER’S INEQUALITY FOR THE ANISOTROPIC PERIMETER

In this final section we will prove the main results about (RAS)). Let us start the section with
the proof of Theorem [1.10

(Proof of Theorem[1.1(]). By Theorem we have to prove that conditions (1.10)-(1.12)) hold

true. We divide the proof in few steps.

Step 1 In this step we prove that (1.10) holds true. Since E € Mgs(v), by Theorem |1.8| we
have that condition (1.28)) holds true, namely for H" !-a.e. z € {v > 0} there exists z(z) € OK*
s.t.

(—;Vv(m) + tVbe(), 1) € Chu(2(x)) Vite[-1,1].

By condition R1 we have that for H" " 1-a.e. x € {v > 0} there exists z(x) € 0K®s.t. Vt € [-1,1]
there exists A = A(¢,z) € [0,1] such that

(tVbs(z),0) = A (-iw(;p), 1) .

that implies Vbg = 0 for H" l-a.e. z € {v > 0}, that implies Vbg = 0 for H" l-ae. z € R" L
Step 2 In this step we prove that (1.12) holds true. Again, since E € Mgs(v) we know that
condition ([1.30) holds true, namely we know that for |[Dl|-a.e. = € {v" > 0} there exists
z(x) € OK s.t.

(h(z) +tg(x),0) € Cks(2(z)), Vte[-1,1]. (7.1)

So, by condition R2 we know that for |[D/|-a.e. € {v" > 0} there exists A = A\(z) € [-1,1]
such that g(x) = Ah(z). By definition of g(z) and h(x), for every Borel set G C R""!, every
M >0, and H'-a.e. 6 > 0 we have

1
D(1a(b5))(G) Z/ g(x)d‘(D%,O)’ ()
G{|bs| <M} DN {v>6}1) 2 Ks

ANz)h(z)d ‘ (;Dcv, 0> ‘ (@)

KS

/Gﬂ{|b5|<M}(l)ﬂ{fu>5}(1)

1
/ —=A(z)dD(x).
GN{|bs|<MIDfv>s31) 2
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Since —i\(z) € [—1/2,1/2] for |Dl|-a.e. x € {v" > 0}, we conclude the proof of step 2.

Step 3 In this step we prove that and (|1.14]) holds true. By step 2 we have that
holds true. By taking the total variation in (1.12)) we find that 2|D(7as(bs))|(G) < |D|(G)
for every bounded Borel set G C R"~!. By passing to the limit for M — +o0 (in Js5) and then
§ — 0 (in ) we prove (L.13)). As observed in [8, Remark 1.10], note that is a consequence
of (L.8), taking into account (1.10), (L.12) and (L.13)). This concludes the proof. O

The following result provides a geometrical characterization of the validity of R1 and R2. In
the following, given any set G C R™ we denote by G its topological closure. Having in mind
the definitions of exposed and extreme points (see Definition and respectively), we can
now prove the following proposition, that will be an important intermediate result in order to

prove Proposition [I.13]

Proposition 7.1. Let v be as in and let K C R" be as in . For H" l-a.e. z € {v >
0} let us call v(x) = (—%Vu(m), 1). Then,

v(x) . .
R1 holds true <= —————— is an extreme point of (K?*)* 7.2

for H" 'oa.e. x € {v >0}

R2 holds true <= q% is an extreme point of (K*)* (7.3)

for |D|-a.e. x € {v" >0},
where h has been defined in .

Proof. Let us prove that (7.2) holds true, then statement (|7.3) follows using an identical argu-
ment.

Step 1 Let us assume that R1 holds true and suppose by contradiction that there exists
G C {v > 0} such that H" 1(G) > 0 and v(z)/¢ks(v(x)) is not an extreme point for every
x € G. Note that by construction, v(x)/¢xrs(v(z)) € (K*)*. So, if v(z)/¢xs(v(x)) is not an
extreme point, there exist y(x), z(x) € (K*)* with y(z) # z(z) and A(x) € (0,1) such that

L)
oy = L AEE@) A (),

By convexity, of (K*)*, we have that

(1 =XN)z(z)+ \y(z) € I(K*)* VAe|0,1],
and thus there exist z € 9(K*)*, and w € S"~! such that

(1—=Ny(x)+ Xz(z) € 0(K°)" N Hz, VAe]0,1],
(K®%)* C HZ .
Thanks to the above relations, and by definition of ¢%. we have that
(T =Ny(z) + Az(z)) - w = ¢xs(w) YAe€][0,1].

Recalling we get that

(I =MNy(z) + Az(x) € 0dks(w) VAe€]0,1],
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and thus, since w € Zgs(v(x)/¢pxs(v(z))), by Lemma this implies that
v(z)
1—Nz(x) + My(x) € 0¢)es(2) YAe[0,1],Vze Z s<)
In particular, this implies that

(1= N (v(2))2(x) + Adxs (v(@))y(2) € Che(z) YAE0,1], V2 € Zks (¢K<($<)x>>> ’
(7.4)

where recall that Zgs (v(z)/drs(v(z))) = Zks (v(x)). Let us consider z € Zgs(v(x)). Applying
the above formula with A(x) € (0,1) we obtain that v(z) belongs to the interior of C%.(z), that
is there exists a radius r > 0 such that B(v(x),r) C Ck:(z). Let us take w € B(v(x),r) such
that w # tv(x) for every t € R, and let us denote w = w — v(z). Then,

w#tv(x) VteR, (7.5)
v(z) +w e Cks(z), (7.6)
v(z) —w € Cks(2). (7.7)

Relation is true since w # tv(z) for every t € R. From the choice of w € B(v(x),r) we get
that v(z) + w = w € B(v(z,r)) C Cfs(2). On the other hand, v(z) —w = 2v(xz) — w. In order
to prove that 2v(zx) — w € B(v(x),r) let us check if |2v(z) — w —v| < r. So, |2v(x) —w —v| =
|v(z) —w| = |w| < r since w € B(v(x,r)). Thus, since (7.4)) holds true for H"* '-a.e. x € G and
H"1(G) > 0, and having in mind , , and ((7.7) we reached a contradiction with R1.
Step 2 Let us now assume that v(z)/¢xs (v(z)) is an extreme point of (K%)* for H" !-
a.e. = € {v > 0}, and suppose by contradiction that R1 is not verified, namely that there
exists y € R", and G C {v > 0} with H""1(G) > 0 such that, for every x € G there exists
z € Zgs(v(x)) such that,

v(ir) £y € Cxs(z) but y# Av(x), forevery A e [—1,1].
In particular, by convexity,
(I=XN(v(z)+y)+A(v(r)—y) € Cxs(2), VAeI0,1].

But this implies that the projection of this segment over 0¢7:.(2) contains in its relative interior
the point v(x)/¢ks(v(x)), namely there exists A(z) € (0,1) such that

v(x) (v(z) +y) (v(z) —y)
— = =01-\N2) —— =+ o) —————. 7.8
) B oy 7 e e Ry o (7
Since (7.8) holds true for H" -a.e. z € G and H" !(G) > 0 we contradicted our assumptions.
This concludes the proof. O

As mentioned above, Proposition give a characterization of conditions R1 and R2 in terms
of the geometric properties of the dual Wulff shape (K*)* we are considering. Before the proof
of Proposition we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let K C R™ be as in , and consider y € R"™. Then, y/drs(y) is an extreme
point of (K*)* if and only if y/|y| € Vis, where Vs is the set defined in )

Proof. Step 1 We first prove the result for the exposed points of (K*)*, namely we prove that
y/dK=(y) is an exposed point of (K*)* if and only if y/|y| € V. This first part is the direct con-
sequence of Lemma using g = ¢%. and observing that 9¢%.(z) = {vX (z)/prs VX (2))}
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for every x € 0" K*.

Step 2 We now conclude the proof. Let y € R™ be such that y/¢xs(y) is an extreme point
of (K¢)*, by Remark it implies that there exists a sequence (wp)pen of exposed points
of (K#)* such that limp o wp = y/dKs(y). Observe that by definition, wy € 9(K*)*, and so
¢Ks(wp) =1 for all h € N. Thanks to the first step, every wy, is such that ny := wp/|wp| € Vs,
and so ¢gs(ny) = 1/|wp|. Moreover, the fact that wy is a converging sequence implies that
there exists n € S"~! such that limj, ooy = 1. Thus, n € Vs, and y/dxs(y) = n/dxs(n).
In particular, since |n| = 1, we have that n = y/|y| € Vis. The reverse implication follows by
similar argument. O

Corollary 7.3. Let v be as in and let K C R™ be as in . Then,

R1 holds true <= 381 C {v" > 0} such that H""(S1) =0, and

1 .
PV
R2 holds true <= 35, C {v" > 0} such that |[D|(S2) =0, and
1 -
PV e VP

Proof. We prove ([7.9)), then ([7.10)) follows by similar argument. Thanks to ((7.2)) we have just to
prove that

wﬂlizw)) is an extreme point of (K%)* <= 381 C {v" >0} s.t. H"1(S;) =0, and
KS
for H" toa.e. x € {v >0} '] (x, ;v(a:)) €Vgs Vae{v)>0})\5,

(7.11)

where v(z) = (—%Vv(x),l) for H" lae. x € {v > 0}. By Lemma we have that

v(z)/¢rs(v(x)) is an extreme point if and only if v(x)/|v(z)] € Vgs for H* l-ae. 2 €
{v > 0}, that is equivalent to say that there exists Sy C {v" > 0} s.t. H""1(S;) = 0, and
v(z)/|v(x)] € Vis for every x € {v"* > 0} \ S1. By Theorem 5.2} with u = v/2, we deduce that

v(z)/|v(z)| = I (CL‘, %v(m)) for H" L-a.e. x € {v" > 0}, and thus we conclude. O
We are ready now to prove Proposition [1.13

Proof of Proposition[I.13 Step 1 Suppose that R1 and R2 hold true. Then, by Corollary
there exist S1 C {v” > 0}, S2 C {v" > 0} such that H"1(S;) = |D|(S2) = 0, and

1 o
ay (z 21)(2)) €T Vae{vh >0\ S U >0\ S,
By De Morgan’s laws, calling S := 57 N Ss, the above relation is equivalent to
1 _
Il (z, 21}(2)) €Vk, Vze{v">0}\S.

Since S C S, for i = 1,2, we deduce that H"~1(S) = |D|(S) = 0. This concludes the first
step.
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Step 2 Suppose that ii) of Proposition holds true, namely that 3.5 C {v" > 0} such that
H"1(S) = |D|(S) = 0, and

g (z, ;v(z)) €EVgs Vze{v">0}\S.

Thanks to Corollarywith S1 = S9 = S we deduce that R1 and R2 hold true. This concludes
the proof. 0O

Proof of Remark|1.14] If K?® is polyhedral, then Vs coincides with the set of the outer unit
normals to the facets of K®. Since K® has a finite number of facets, we conclude that Vs is
closed. In case K* has C! boundary, we have to notice that thanks to [24, Corollary 3, Theorem

1]), every point in J(K*)* is an exposed point, so by Lemma we have that Vgs coincides
with S*~1, which is closed. O

Proof of Corollary[1.15 Thanks to Remark we know that if K° has C! boundary, then
Vs coincides with S?~!. Therefore condition (1.34]), namely there exists S C {v" > 0} s.t.

H1(S) = |D|(S) = 0 and ¥ (z, %v(z)) € Vis = S"! for every 2 € {v/ > 0}, is always
verified. This concludes the proof. O
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