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A PROPERTY OF ABSOLUTE MINIMIZERS IN L∞ CALCULUS OF

VARIATIONS AND OF SOLUTIONS OF THE ARONSSON-EULER

EQUATION

CAMILLA BRIZZI AND LUIGI DE PASCALE

Abstract. We discover a new minimality property of the absolute minimisers of
supremal functionals (also known as L

∞ Calculus of Variations problems).

1. Introduction

We consider a connected and bounded open set Ω in R
d and a functional H : Ω×R

d →
R. The following is an L∞ problem in Calculus of Variations

min

{

F (v,Ω) := ess.sup
x∈Ω

H(x,Dv(x)) : v ∈ g +W 1,∞(Ω) ∩C0(Ω)

}

, (1.1)

where F is called supremal functional.
These problems have been around since the late ’60s, are interesting for several appli-
cations and may be more general of the one above (for example, H could depend also
on v).

Definition 1.1. An absolute minimizer for (1.1) is a function u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω)∩C(Ω) such
that u = g on ∂Ω and for all open subset V ⊂⊂ Ω one has

ess.sup
x∈V

H(x,Du(x)) ≤ ess.sup
x∈V

H(x,Dv(x))

for all v in W 1,∞(V ) ∩ C(V ) such that u = v on ∂V .

Absolute minimizers are also well known because they satisfy (in the sense of viscos-
ity) the natural necessary condition for minimisation which is, in this case, known as
Aronsson-Euler equation and reads as follows

−
d

dx
H(x,Du(x)) ·DpH(x,Du(x)) = 0.

The most well-known among the Aronsson-Euler equations is certainly the ∞-Laplacian
equation

−∆∞u = −〈D2uDu,Du〉 = 0

which is associated to the Hamiltonian
|Du|2

2
.
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The Aronsson-Euler equation was first discovered by Aronsson in [2, 3, 4, 5] as nec-
essary condition for absolute minimality. Derivation and sufficiency are discussed in
several papers, see, for example, [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Existence, uniqueness and regularity of
solutions had in the last two decades a tumultuous development. A partial view is given
by [9]. We are not mentioning here the game theoretic, probabilistic, averaging point of
view which has, more recently, gained popularity.

Throughout this work, we assume the following:

(A) H ≥ 0, H(·, 0) = 0 and H(x, ·) is quasi-convex, i.e. any sublevel {H(x, ·) ≤ λ} is
convex;

(B) the map (x, p) 7→ H(x, p) is uniformly (with respect to x) coercive in p, which
means

∀λ ∃M ≥ 0 s.t. H(x, p) ≤ λ =⇒ |p| ≤ M ;

(C) the map (x, p) 7→ H(x, p) is continuous1 in Ω× R
d;

(D) For all λ > µ ≥ 0 there exists α > 0 such that

∀x ∈ Ω {H(x, ·) ≤ µ}+B(0, α) ⊂ {H(x, ·) ≤ λ};

(E) For all β > 0, λ > 0 and V ⊂⊂ Ω, there exists δ such that,
∣

∣λ− λ
∣

∣ < δ =⇒ ∀x ∈ V, {H(x, ·) < λ} ⊂
{

H(x, ·) < λ
}

+B(0, β).

Remark 1.2. We observe that:
(i) the continuity of H, given by the property (C), allows for the local uniform conti-

nuity. This means that for every x0 ∈ Ω and for every K, r > 0, there exists a non
decreasing function ω : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞), such that lim

t→0
ω(t) = 0

|H(x, p)−H(y, p′)| ≤ ω(|x− y|+ |p− p′|), ∀(x, p), (y, p′) ∈ B(x0, r)×B(0,K);

(ii) by property (D), since 0 ∈ {H(x, ·),for any λ > 0 there exists α > 0 such that

B(0, α) ⊂ {H(x, ·) ≤ λ}, for any x ∈ Ω;

(iii) property (E) implies that the interior part of the level set {H(x, p) = λ} is empty
for every λ ≥ 0;

Example 1.3. The functional H : Ω× R → R, defined by

H(x, p) :=
|p|

dist(x, ∂Ω)
,

satisfies all the properties (A)-(E), but the property (D). However it satisfies a local
version of such property, that is

∀V ⊂⊂ Ω,∀x ∈ V {H(x, ·) ≤ µ}+B(0, α) ⊂ {H(x, ·) ≤ λ}.

We will show that for any minimizer v of problem (1.1) above it is possible to give a
point-wise definition of

H(x,Du(x))

1Lower-semicontinuos would be enough for many of the results.
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which will be denoted by H(x,Dv)(x) to distinguish it from the classical value which is
only almost everywhere defined. For any minimizer we introduce the attainment set

A(v) := {x ∈ Ω | H(x,Dv)(x) = ess.sup
Ω

H(x,Dv(x))}. (1.2)

and we will prove the following minimality property

Theorem Let u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) be an absolute minimizer for problem (1.1) then

A(u) ⊂ A(v) (1.3)

for all minimizers v of (1.1)

We will also give a qualitative description of A(u).
Adding a considerable burden of technicalities and paying a price in clarity, the main

results of this paper could be proved on an unbounded Ω or weakening assumptions (D)
and (E).

2. Level-convex duality and pseudo distances

Absolute minimizers are well characterized in terms of a family of pseudo-distances
associated to the the quasi-convex conjugate of H:

2.1. The quasi-convex conjugate of H.

Definition 2.1. For any x ∈ Ω and λ ≥ 0, we define Lλ(x, ·) : R
d → R by

Lλ(x, q) := sup{p · q : p ∈ R
d, H(x, p) ≤ λ}.

Remark 2.2.

(i) For any λ ≥ 0, Lλ is a Finsler metric (we refer to [12] for more details about Finsler

metrics). Indeed, Lλ : Ω × R
d → R+ is a Borel-measurable function such that

Lλ(x, ·) is positively 1-homogeneous and convex for all x ∈ Ω. The measurability
of Lλ is due to the upper semicontinuity w.r.t. x (that follows from the continuity
of H) and the convexity w.r.t q;

(ii) for any positive λ, the unitary ball of Lλ(x, ·) is the polar set of the convex sublevel
set H(x, ·) ≤ λ of H. Indeed by the assumptions (A) and (C) the set {H(x, ·) ≤ λ}
is convex and closed and then, thanks to Hahn-Banach Separation Theorem, we
have the following characterization:

p is such that H(x, p) ≤ λ ⇐⇒ sup{p · q : Lλ(x, q) ≤ 1} ≤ 1. (2.1)

(iii) from properties (B) and (D) we infer that for every λ ≥ 0 there exists 0 < α < M ,
such that

α|q| ≤ Lλ(x, q) ≤ M |q|, for every x ∈ Ω, and q ∈ R
d. (2.2)

Lemma 2.3. The map (x, q, λ) 7→ Lλ(x, q) is lower-semicontinuos.

Remark 2.4. Lemma 2.3 together with the Remark 2.2 implies continuity of L(·, q).
Notice that the continuity of L(x, ·) is given by convexity.
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Properties (C) and Remark 1.2 implies the following lower-semicontinuity in x of Lλ,
uniform with respect to q.

Lemma 2.5. Let λ > 0, x0 ∈ Ω, K > 0. Then ∀η > 0, ∃δ > 0 such that

|q| ≤ K, |x− x0| ≤ δ ⇒ Lλ(x, q) ≥ Lλ(x0, q)− η.

Proof. Let us assume by contradiction that there exists η̄ > 0 such that for all n ≥ 0,
there exists qn ∈ K and xn ∈ Ω such that |xn − x| < 2−n and

L(xn − qn)− L(x0, qn) < −η̄.

Since K is compact, up to the choice of a subsequence, we have that qn converges to a
certain point q ∈ K. Then we get the following contradiction:

L(x0, q) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

L(xn, qn) < lim inf
n→∞

L(x0, qn)− η̄ = L(x0, q)− η̄,

where the first inequality is due to the lower semicontinuity of L (Lemma 2.3) and the
equality follows from the convexity, and then the continuity, of L with respect to q.

�

2.2. The family of pseudo-distances. The fact that Lλ is a Finsler metric for all
λ ≥ 0, allows for the definition of a family of pseudo-distances associated to H on Ω
and on the connected open subsets of Ω. This family of pseudo-distances is useful to
characterize absolute minimizers as we will see in the following section.

Definition 2.6. For any x, y ∈ Ω and any λ ≥ 0, we set

dλ(x, y) := inf

{
∫ 1

0
Lλ(ξ(t), ξ̇(t))dt : ξ ∈ path(x, y)

}

,

where

path(x, y) := {ξ ∈ W 1,∞((0, 1),Ω) ∩ C([0, 1],Ω) : ξ(0) = x, ξ(1) = y}. (2.3)

For any x, y ∈ Ω we set

dλ(x, y) := inf

{

lim inf
n→+∞

dλ(xn, yn) : (xn)n, (yn)n ∈ ΩN and xn → x, yn → y

}

.

Remark 2.7.

(i) Since the boundary of Ω is not necessarily regular, one may have dλ(x̃, y) = +∞
for some x̃ ∈ ∂Ω and y ∈ Ω: in this case, dλ(x̃, y) = +∞ for any y ∈ Ω due to the
connectedness of Ω;

(ii) dλ is not a priori symmetric, but it satisfies the triangular inequality

dλ(x, y) ≤ dλ(x, z) + dλ(z, y),

for all x, y ∈ Ω and for all z ∈ Ω. The inequality may be false for z ∈ ∂Ω2;

2Consider, for example, Ω = {(x, y) ∈ R
2 : 1 < x

2 + y
2
< 4 and (x, y) 6∈ {0} × (−2,−1)}, z ∈

{0} × (−2,−1) and two points in V very close to z but on opposite sides of the segment {0} × (−2,−1)
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(iii) the definition of dλ does not depend on the choice of the domain of the curves
γ ∈ path. Indeed, thanks to the absolute 1-homogeneity of Lλ with respect to q,
if γ : [a, b] → Ω is a Lipschitz curve and γ̃ : [0, 1] → Ω is such that γ(t) = γ̃(φ(t)),
where φ : [a, b] → [0, 1] is an increasing reparameterization, we have

∫ b

a

L(γ(t), ˙γ(t))dt =

∫ b

a

L(γ̃(φ(t)), φ′(t) ˙̃γ(φ(t))dt =

∫ 1

0
L(γ̃(s), ˙̃γ)ds.

(iv) the inequalities (2.2) implies that dλ(x, y) is equivalent to the intrinsic distance in
Ω, that is: for every x, y ∈ Ω

α|x− y|Ω ≤ dΩλ (x, y) ≤ M |x− y|Ω, (2.4)

where

|x− y|Ω = inf

{
∫ 1

0
|γ̇|dt : γ ∈ path(x, y)

}

;

(v) If ∂Ω is Lipschitz then dλ is equivalent to the Euclidean distance.
(vi) By definition, the function λ 7→ dλ is non-decreasing. In particular the property

(D) of H yields the strict monotonicity.

Remark 2.8. Sometimes it could be useful to restrict Definition 2.6 to open subsets V
of Ω, that are connected and well contained in Ω. For example when property (D) holds
only locally (see Example 1.3). In this case the distance between two points x, y ∈ V
will be

dVλ (x, y) := inf

{
∫ 1

0
Lλ(ξ(t), ξ̇(t))dt : ξ ∈ pathV (x, y)

}

,

where

pathV (x, y) := {ξ ∈ W 1,∞((0, 1), V ) ∩ C([0, 1], V ) : ξ(0) = x, ξ(1) = y}.

We point out that all the properties listed in Remark 2.7 and all the results in this paper
hold also when we restrict to V .

Proposition 2.9. The map λ 7→ dλ(x, y) is left continuous on R≥0 for every (x, y) ∈

Ω× Ω.

Proof. Let’s fix λ ≥ 0 and consider a sequence (λn)n∈N ⊂ R≥0 such that λn → λ from
the left. Let’s then take β > 0. From the property (E) of H we know that there exists
δ such that

|λ− λ| < δ implies {H(x, ·) < λ} ⊂
{

H(x, ·) < λ
}

+B(0, β).

So, if we take n̄ such that |λn̄ − λ| < δ, we obtain

Lλ(x, q) := sup{p · q : H(x, p) ≤ λ}

≤ sup{(p̃ + wβ) · q : H(x, p̃) ≤ λn̄, wβ ∈ B(0, β)}

= Lλn̄
(x, q) + β|q|, (2.5)

for every x ∈ V .
From (2.5) and from the monotonicity of λ 7→ dλ we infer that, for any (x, y) ∈ Ω×Ω,

dλn
(x, y) < dλ(x, y) ≤ dλn

(x, y) + β|x− y|Ω. (2.6)
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The left continuity in Ω×Ω is then proved. The extension of this result to any two points
x, y ∈ Ω×Ω follows by applying the (2.6) to any two converging sequences xn → x and
yn → y and then considering the infimum. �

Proposition 2.10. The function (x, y) 7→ dλ(x, y) is continuous in Ω × Ω for every
λ ≥ 0. Moreover if ∂Ω is Lipschitz, dλ(x, y) is continuous in Ω× Ω.

Proof. We first notice that the (2.4) implies that

dλ(xn, x) → 0 and dλ(x, xn) → 0 for every x ∈ Ω and {xn} ⊂ Ω : xn → x.

Then the thesis follows directly from the triangular inequality, indeed (forgetting the
λ for lighter notations) for every x, y ∈ Ω and {xn}, {yn} ⊂ Ω such that xn → x and
yn → y,

d(x, y) − d(xn, yn) ≤ d(x, xn) + d(xn, yn) + d(yn, y)− d(xn, yn) = d(x, xn) + d(yn, y)

and

d(xn, yn)− d(x, y) ≤ d(xn, x) + d(x, y) + d(y, yn)− d(x, y) = d(xn, x) + d(y, yn).

If ∂Ω is Lipschitz the triangular inequality holds also if x, y ∈ ∂V , so dλ is continuous
till ∂Ω. �

3. Absolute minimizers and pseudo-distances

The following is a Lipschitz type characterization of the absolute minimizers.

Theorem 3.1. Let u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(V ). Then u is such that H(·,Du(·)) ≤ λ a.e. in
Ω for some λ ≥ 0 if and only if for any x, y ∈ Ω one has u(y) − u(x) ≤ dλ(x, y). If
u ∈ C(Ω) then u(y)− u(x) ≤ dλ(x, y) holds for any x, y ∈ Ω.

Theorem 3.1 may be stated in a slightly more general way [11] but we will not need
it here.

Proof. Let’s first assume that H(·,Du) ≤ λ a.e. in Ω for some λ ≥ 0.
Let N := {x ∈ Ω : u is not differentiable at x or H(x,Du(x)) > λ}. It then holds

that

u(y)− u(x) ≤ inf

{
∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt : γ ∈ path(x, y) and γ trasversal to N

}

,

where trasversal means that H1(γ((0, 1)) ∩N) = 0. Indeed, for any γ trasversal to N ,
we have

u(y)− u(x) =

∫ 1

0
(u ◦ γ)′dt =

∫ 1

0
Du(γ(t)) · γ̇(t)dt ≤

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt,

where the inequality follows from the definition of Lλ, since H(·,Du) ≤ λ. Let’s now
take γ ∈ path(x, y). It is possible to approximate γ in W 1,∞((0, 1)) by a sequence
(γk)k ⊂ path(x, y), with γk trasversal to N for any k ∈ N (see the Appendix, Proposition
A.1). Then it follows that

u(y)− u(x) ≤ inf

{
∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt : γ ∈ path(x, y)

}

= dλ(x, y). (3.1)
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If u ∈ C(Ω̄), then, by (3.1) and continuity of u, one has

u(y)− u(x) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

dλ(xn, yn),

for any (xn)n, (yn)n such that xn → x and yn → y. Then u(y)− u(x) ≤ dλ(x, y) for any
x, y ∈ Ω̄.
Suppose now that u(y) − u(x) ≤ dVλ (x, y), for any x, y ∈ Ω. Since u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω)
it is differentiable a.e. in Ω. We will show that H(x0,Du(x0)) ≤ λ for any x0 that
is a point of differentiability. We observe that, by (2.1) it is sufficient to show that
Du(x0) · q ≤ 1 for every q such that Lλ(x, q) ≤ 1.

Du(x0) · q = lim
h→0

u(x0 + hq)− u(x0)

h
≤ lim

h→0

dλ(x0, x0 + hq)

h
.

Moreover, for h small enough, by the 1-homogeneity of Lλ we have

1

h
dλ(x0, x0 + hq) ≤

1

h

∫ 1

0
Lλ(x0 + thq, hq)dt =

∫ 1

0
Lλ(x0 + thq, q)dt.

Finally, by the upper semicontinuity of Lλ it follows that

lim
h→0

dλ(x0, x0 + hq)

h
≤ lim sup

h→0

∫ 1

0
Lλ(x0 + thq, q)dt ≤

∫ 1

0
Lλ(x0, q)dt ≤ 1.

By (2.1), we have H(x0,Du(x0)) ≤ λ. �

We now state some useful results from [11].

Definition 3.2. Let g be a function in W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) and λ ≥ 0. We define the
functions S−

λ (g) and S+
λ (g) given on Ω by:

∀x ∈ Ω S−
λ (g)(x) = sup {g(y)− dλ(x, y) : y ∈ ∂Ω} ,

∀x ∈ Ω S+
λ (g)(x) = inf {g(y) + dλ(y, x) : y ∈ ∂Ω} .

Theorem 3.3. Let g be a function of W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) and consider the problem

min

{

F (v) := ess.sup
x∈Ω

H(x,Dv(x)) : v ∈ g +W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω)

}

. (3.2)

Then the minimal value of this problem is

µ := min{λ : g(y)− g(x) ≤ dλ(x, y) for any x, y ∈ ∂Ω}.

Moreover, the functions S−
µ (g) and S+

µ (g) are optimal solution of (3.2) and for any
optimal solution u of (3.2) one has

S−
µ (g)(x) ≤ u(x) ≤ S+

µ (g)(x),

for all x ∈ Ω.

Proof. We first notice that the minimum µ does not need a priori to be attained, so we
first set:

µ := inf{λ : g(y)− g(x) ≤ dVλ (x, y) for any x, y ∈ ∂V } (3.3)
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and for every x ∈ Ω,

S−
µ (x) = sup {g(y) − dλ(x, y) : λ > µ, y ∈ ∂V } ,

S+
µ (x) = inf {g(y) + dλ(y, x) : λ > µ, y ∈ ∂V } .

We now claim that S−
µ (x) = g(x) for any x ∈ ∂Ω. Indeed, taking y = x in the definition

of S−
µ yields S−

µ (x) ≥ g(x), while by definition of µ one has g(y) − dλ(x, y) ≤ g(x), for

any λ > µ and y ∈ ∂Ω, so that S−
µ (x) ≤ g(x), which in turn proves the claim. The same

holds for S+.
The second claim is that, for any λ > µ and for any x, y ∈ Ω, one has:

S−
µ (y)− S−

µ (x) ≤ dλ(x, y). (3.4)

Indeed, take λ > µ, x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Ω. We notice that since λ 7→ dλ is not decreasing,
the supremum in the definition of S−

µ can be taken for σ ∈ (µ, λ], so that

S−
µ (y)− S−

µ (x) = sup
z∈∂Ω,µ<σ≤λ

inf
z′∈∂Ω,µ<σ′≤λ

{g(z) − dσ(y, z)− g(z′) + dσ′(x, z′)}

≤ sup
z∈∂Ω,µ<σ≤λ

{g(z) − dµ(y, z)− g(z) + dσ(x, z)} ≤ sup
µ<σ≤λ

dσ(x, y) = dλ(x, y),

where the last inequality is due to the triangular inequality that holds since y ∈ Ω.
When y ∈ ∂Ω, we notice that S−

µ (y) = g(y) and S−
µ ≥ g(y)− dλ(x, y) for every λ > µ.

In a similar way the estimate (3.4) can be proved for S+
µ .

By Theorem 3.1 we infer that F (S−
µ ), F (S+

µ ) ≤ λ for every λ > µ. It follows that

F (S−
µ ), F (S+

µ ) ≤ µ. In particular, by Theorem 3.1, we have that for every x, y ∈ ∂Ω

S−
µ (x)− S−

µ (y) ≤ dµ(x, y),

and, since S−
µ = g on ∂Ω this implies that the minimum in the definition of µ (3.3) is

attained.
Moreover, we show that the minimal value for the problem (3.2) is equal to µ. By
contradiction assume that there exists a function u ∈ g + W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) such that
F (u) ≤ λ for some λ < µ. Then, by Theorem 3.1 again, we would have u(y) − u(x) ≤
dλ(x, y) for all x, y ∈ Ω. Since u = g on ∂Ω, this contradicts the minimality of µ.
Finally, let u be an optimal solution of (3.2), i.e. H(·,Du(·)) ≤ µ a.e. in Ω. Then,
by Theorem 3.1, u(y) − u(x) ≤ dµ(x, y) for any x, y ∈ Ω. If y ∈ ∂Ω, this yields
g(y) − dµ(x, y) ≤ u(x) and then S−

µ (x) ≤ u(x). With similar arguments can be shown

that u ≤ S+
µ in Ω. �

Remark 3.4. [Comparison with distance functions] Theorem 3.3 is the key for the so
called comparison with distance functions principle [11] which we present here in the
simplified version that will be used.

For a positive λ, α ∈ R and x0 ∈ Ω we consider the distance functions x 7→ dλ(x0, x)+
α and x 7→ −dλ(x, x0)+α. These functions have the property that if U ⊂⊂ Ω and x0 6∈ U
then

dλ(x0, x) + α ≥ S : µ+(dλ(x0, x) + α,U) on U ;

−dλ(x, x0) + α ≤ S−(−dλµ
(x, x0) + α,U) on U.
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This inequalities implies that if u is an absolute minimizer, such that

ess.sup
U

H(x,Du(x)) ≤ λ,

and

u ≤ dλ(x0, x) + α on ∂U,

then

u ≤ dλ(x0, x) + α on U,

and the reverse comparison holds for the other distance function.

4. Point-wise definition of H(x,Du(x))

Since u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) the quantity H(x,Du(x)) is, a priori, defined only for a.e. x ∈ Ω.
In this section we show that there exists a natural pointwise definition of H(x,Du(x))
which will be denoted by H(x,Du)(x).

Definition 4.1. Let u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω). For any x0 ∈ Ω and for any r > 0 such that
r < dist(x0, ∂Ω), we set

µ(x0, r) := inf{λ : u(x)− u(x0) ≤ dλ(x0, x) for any x ∈ B(x0, r)}. (4.1)

We observe that µ(x0, r) is not decreasing in r. This allows the following definition:

H(x0,Du)(x0) := lim
r→0

µ(x0, r) = inf
r
µ(x0, r).

Lemma 4.2. Let r > 0 then x 7→ µ(x, r) is upper semicontinuous in Ω.

Proof. Let xn → x and we may assume, without loss of generality that

µ(xn, r) → ν.

We want to prove that µ(x, r) ≥ ν. Let α < ν and α′ =
α+ ν

2
so that α < α′ < ν. For

n such that µ(xn, r) > α′ there exists yn ∈ B(xn, r) such that

u(yn)− u(xm) > dα′(xn, yn),

and we may assume, up to extraction of a subsequence, that yn → y ∈ B(x, r). Using the
continuity of u and the properties (continuity and monotonicity) of the pseudo-distances

u(y)− u(x) = lim
n→+∞

u(yn)− u(xn) ≥ lim
n→+∞

dα′(xn, yn) = dα′(x, y) > dα(x, y),

which implies µ(x, r) > α for every α < ν. �

Corollary 4.3. The function x 7→ H(x,Du)(x) is upper semicontinuous in Ω.

Proof. This follows from the Lemma above since the inf of upper semicontinuous func-
tions is upper semicontinuous. �

Proposition 4.4. Let u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω)∩ C(Ω) be such that u is differentiable at x0. Then

H(x0,Du(x0)) ≤ H(x0,Du)(x0).
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Proof. Let (εr)r>0 a sequence of positive real numbers that decreases to zero. We want
to show that H(x0,Du(x0)) ≤ µ(x0, r)+εr, for every r > 0. If we fix µεr := µ(x0, r)+εr
and we consider q ∈ R

d such that Lµεr
(x0, q) ≤ 1, by the characterization (2.1) it is

sufficient to show that

Du(x0) · q ≤ 1.

Since u is differentiable at x0 we have:

Du(x0) · q = lim
h→0

u(x0 + hq)− u(x0)

h
≤ lim

h→0

1

h
dµεr

(x0, x0 + hq) ≤

≤ lim
h→0

1

h

∫ 1

0
Lµεr

(x0 + thq, hq)dt = lim
h→0

∫ 1

0
Lµεr

(x0 + thq, q)dt =

= Lµεr
(x0, q) ≤ 1,

where the first inequality follows from the definition of µ(x0, r). The proof is then
concluded. �

Proposition 4.5. Let u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) be differentiable at x0. Then

H(x0,Du(x0)) ≥ H(x0,Du)(x0).

Proof. For every r > 0 and such that B(x0, r) ⊂⊂ Ω denote by µr = µ(x0, r) and by
µ := H(x0,Du)(x0). Let ε > 0 and xr ∈ B(x0, r) be such that

u(xr)− u(x0) ≥ dµr−ε(x0, xr).

Consider a subsequence
xsn − x0

sn
, where sn := |xrn − x0|, by compactness, up to the

choice of a subsequence, we have that

xsn − x0
sn

→ q,

for some unitary vector q. Let {εn} be sequence of real numbers decreasing to 0. For
every n ≥ 0, we denote by µn = µrn and we consider an approximating curve γn for
dµn−ε(x0, xrn , obtaining that

u(xrn)− u(x0)

rn
≥

dµn−ε(x0, xsn)

rn
≥

1

sn

∫ sn

0
Lµn−ε(γn, γ̇n)dt−

εn
2

≥
1

sn

∫ sn

0
Lµ−ε(γn, γ̇n)dt ≥

1

sn

∫ sn

0
Lµ−ε(x0, γ̇n)dt−

εn
2

−
εn
2

≥ Lµ−ε(x0,
1

sn

∫ sn

0
γ̇ndt)− εn

lim inf
→ Lµ−ε(x0, q),

obtaining that Du(x0) ·q ≥ Lµ−ε(x0, q). The inequality on the second line above follows
from Lemma 2.5, since the equivalence of the pseudo-distances and the Euclidean dis-
tance, implies that |γn(t) − x0| ≤ Msn/α and |γ̇n| ≤ 1/α . It follows by the definition
of Lλ that

H(x0,Du(x0)) ≥ µ− ε.

The thesis follows by the arbitrariness of ε. �
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Corollary 4.6. For all u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω)

ess.sup
Ω

H(x,Du(x)) = ess.sup
Ω

H(x,Du)(x).

5. The attainment set and its minimality

Proposition 5.1. Let u be an absolute minimizer for the problem (1.1). Let x0 be
such that H(x0,Du)(x0) = ess.sup

x∈Ω
H(x,Du(x)) := µ and let α and M be such that

B(0, α) ⊂ {H(x, ·) ≤ λ} ⊂ B(0,M) for all λ in a neighborhood of µ. Then there

exists y such that dµ(x0, y) =
α2

2M
d(x0, ∂Ω) such that u(y) − u(x0) = dµ(x0, y) and

H(y,Du)(y) = µ.

Proof. Let λ < µ, by definition of µ, for all r > 0 ∃yr ∈ B(x0, r) such that

u(y)− u(x0) > dλ(x0, y)

or, equivalently, for every open set A ⊂⊂ Ω ∃yA ∈ A such that

u(yA)− dλ(x0, yA) > u(x0).

Let R =
α2

2M
d(x0, ∂Ω). Consider the open set VR = {z ∈ Ω : dλ(x0, z) < R}. By the

choice of R, VR ⊂⊂ Ω3. Let

a = max
V R

{u(z) − dλ(x0, z)}.

We claim that

a = max
∂VR

{u(z) − dλ(x0, z)}.

In fact, let

ab = max
∂(VR\{x0})

{u(z)− dλ(x0, z)},

we have that the distance function

ab + dλ(x0, z)

satisfies

ab + dλ(x0, z) ≥ u(z) on ∂(VR \ {x0}),

and then, by the minimality of u (see Remark 3.4)

ab + dλ(x0, z) ≥ u(z) on V R.

Moreover, by the choice of x0 and the fact that λ < µ, the maximum in ab can not be
reached in x0. Thus we have a = ab. Let yλ ∈ ∂VR be such that a = u(yλ) − dλ(x0, y)
let ε << 1 and let yε ∈ B(yλ, ε) be a point of the dλ−geodesic between x0 and yλ. By
the definition of VR, yε ∈ VR so that

u(yε)− dλ(x0, yε) ≤ a ≤ u(yλ)− dλ(x0, yλ)
= u(yλ)− dλ(x0, yε)− dλ(yε, yλ).

3In fact if z ∈ VR then d(x0, z) ≤
1

α
dλ(x0, z) <

1

α
R =

α

2M
d(x0, ∂Ω) < d(x0, ∂Ω).
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We obtain
u(yλ)− u(yε) ≥ dλ(yε, yλ),

and then for small δ > 0
µ(yε, ε) > λ− δ

and when ε < δ
µ(yε, δ) ≥ µ(yε, ε) > λ− δ.

By the upper semicontinuity (see Lemma 4.2) we have for fixed δ

µ(yλ, δ) ≥ lim sup
ε→0

µ(yε, δ) ≥ λ− δ,

and letting δ → 0,
H(yλ,Du)(yλ) ≥ λ.

Consider λn ր µ and the corresponding yλn
∈ ∂VRn as constructed above. Up to

subsequences yλn
→ y and, by the upper semicontinuity of H(x,Du)(x) we obtain

H(y,Du)(y) ≥ µ.

Moreover

u(y)− u(x0) = lim
n→∞

u(yλn
)− u(x0) = lim

n→∞
dλn

(x0, yn) = dµ(x0, y),

where the last equality is due to Lemma 2.9. �

Remark 5.2. We observe that from Proposition 5.1 one can infer that for every V ⊂⊂ Ω
that contains x0, there exists y ∈ ∂V such that H(y,Du)(y) = µ.

Theorem 5.3. Let u be an absolute minimizer for the problem (1.1) and let x0 ∈ Ω be
such that

H(x0,Du)(x0) = ess.sup
x∈Ω

H(x,Du(x)) := µ. (5.1)

Then there exist x+∞, x−∞ ∈ ∂Ω, such that

u(x+∞)− u(x−∞) = dµ(x−∞, x+∞),

and
dµ(x−∞, x+∞) = dµ(x−∞, x0) + dµ(x0, x+∞).

Proof. We first claim that there exists x+∞ ∈ ∂Ω, such that

u(x+∞)− u(x0) ≥ dµ(x0, x+∞). (5.2)

Starting from x0 and following Proposition 5.1 we build a sequence {xn} ⊂ Ω such that
for all n ∈ N

α2

2M2
d(xn, ∂Ω) =

dµ(xn, xn+1)

M
≤ |xn+1 − xn| ≤

dµ(xn, xn+1)

α
=

α

2M
d(xn, ∂Ω)

and
u(xn+1)− u(xn) = dµ(xn, xn+1).

From this it follows that for any n ∈ N

u(xn)− u(x0) =

n−1
∑

i=0

dµ(xi, xi+1) ≥

n−1
∑

i=0

α3

2M2
d(xi, ∂Ω)
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Since u is continuous in Ω both series on the right of the equation above converge and
then

lim
n→∞

d(xn, ∂Ω) = 0,

and {xi} is a Cauchy sequence converging to some point x+∞ ∈ ∂Ω. For this point it
holds

u(x+∞)− u(x0) = lim
n→∞

u(xn)− u(x0) = lim
n→+∞

n−1
∑

i=0

dµ(xi, xi+1)

≥ lim
n→+∞

dµ(x0, xn) = dµ(x0, x+∞).

In a similar way we can find x−∞ ∈ ∂V , such that

u(x0)− u(x−∞) ≥ dVµ (x−∞, x0),

and so we get

u(x+∞)− u(x−∞) ≥ dVµ (x−∞, x+∞).

One also deduces that

dµ(x−∞, x0) + dµ(x0, x+∞)

= u(x+∞)− u(x0) + u(x0)− u(x−∞)

= u(x+∞)− u(x−∞) = dµ(x−∞, x+∞),

that is x0 belongs to a shortest path for dVµ connecting x−∞ to x+∞.
�

In the following example we show that assumption (E) on the functional H and the

consequent left continuity of the map λ 7→ dVλ (Prop. 2.9), are essential for the validity
of Proposition 5.1 and the consequent proof of the Theorem 5.3.

Example 5.4. Let’s take Ω = B(0, 2) and

H(x, p) =























|p| if |p| <
1

2
1

2
if

1

2
≤ |p| ≤

3

4

|p| −
1

4
if |p| >

3

4

.

Let u : B(0, 2) → R be such that u(x) = α ·x, where
1

2
< |α| <

3

4
. Then u is an absolute

minimizer for H and H(x,Du(x)) = ess.sup
x∈Ω

H(x,Du(x)) =
1

2
for all x ∈ Ω.

Calling x0 = 0 and taking V = B(0, 1) we have that, for any y ∈ ∂V ,

u(y)− u(x0) = α · (y) ≤ |α| <
3

4
.

Moreover

L 1

2

(x, q) =
3

4
|q| for anyx ∈ Ω
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and

dV1
2

(x0, y) = inf

{

3

4

∫ 1

0
|γ̇(t)|dt

}

=
3

4

∫ 1

0
|y|dt =

3

4
(5.3)

That is

max
x∈∂V

{u(y) − dV1
2

(x, y)} < 0.

We finally prove the minimality property announced at the end of the introduction

Theorem 5.5. Let Ω be a bounded open set of R
n and u ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ C(Ω) be an

absolute minimizer for (1.1) and let v be any other minimizer for (1.1), then

A(u) ⊂ A(v). (5.4)

Moreover A(u) is the union of Lipschitz curves of minimal length for dµ where µ is the
minimal value in (1.1).

Proof. Let x0 ∈ A(u) then, by Theorem 5.3, there exist x+∞, x−∞ ∈ ∂Ω, such that

u(x+∞)− u(x−∞) = dΩµ (x−∞, x+∞).

u(x+∞)− u(x0) = dΩµ (x0, x+∞), and u(x0)− u(x−∞) = dΩµ (x−∞, x0)

This implies that

dΩµ (x−∞, x0) + dΩµ (x0, x+∞) = dΩµ (x−∞, x+∞).

Then x0 belongs to a curve γ of minimal length for dΩµ (obtained, for example, joining
a curve of minimal length from x−∞ to x0 and one from x0 to x+∞) which exists and it
is Lipschitz regular by Prop. A.3. We now prove that

spt(γ) ⊂ A(u) and spt(γ) ⊂ A(v).

Assume that γ : [−1, 1] → Ω and let t ∈ [−1, 1] let s > t we have

u(γ(s))− u(γ(t)) = dΩµ (γ(t), γ(s)), (5.5)

then, since we can choose s arbitrarily close to t,

H(γ(t),Du)(γ(t)) ≥ µ,

and, since the other inequality holds everywhere, equality holds. A consequence of this
proof is that if u(γ(t)) = v(γ(t)) for any t ∈ [−1, 1] then

H(γ(t),Dv)(γ(t)) ≥ µ.

We now prove that for any t

S−
µ (u,Ω)(γ(t)) = S+

µ (u,Ω)(γ(t)) = u(γ(t)),

and this, by Theorem 3.3 will imply that u(γ(t)) = v(γ(t)) for any t ∈ [−1, 1] for any
other minimizer v. By definition of S+

µ (u,Ω) and S−
µ (u,Ω), for any t ∈ [−1, 1], it holds

S−
µ (u,Ω)(γ(t)) ≥ u(x+∞)− d(γ(t), x+∞) = u(γ(t)) and

S+
µ (u,Ω)(γ(t)) ≤ u(x−∞) + d(x−∞, γ(t)) = u(γ(t)),

(5.6)
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where the equality follows from the (5.5). The proof is concluded recalling that by
Theorem 3.3,

S−
µ (u,Ω)(x) ≤ u(x) ≤ S+

µ (u,Ω)(x).

�

Appendix A. Existence of geodesics

Proposition A.1. Let x, y ∈ Ω, γ ∈ path(x, y) and E such that Ln(E) = 0. Then for
every ε > 0 there exists a curve γε trasversal to E (i.e. H

1(γε((0, 1)) ∩ E) = 0) such
that

||γε − γ||W 1,∞((0,1)) < ε.

Proof. Let g(t) ∈ C1[0, 1] be a non negative function such that g(0) = g(1) = 0. For
every v ∈ R

n, we define the curve γv(t) = γ(t) + vg(t) and the function F (t, v) :=
γ(t) + vg(t). We claim that γv is trasversal to E. Let A be the set of the points
(t, v) ∈ [0, 1] × R

n such that F (t, v) ∈ E and At := {v ∈ R
n : (t, v) ∈ A}. L

n(At) = 0
for every fixed t ∈ [0, 1], since L

n(E) = 0. Then L
n+1(A) = 0,too. This implies that

Av := {t ∈ [0, 1] : (t, v) ∈ A} is such that L
1(Av) = 0 for a.e. v ∈ R

n. Thanks to the
lipschitzianity of γv we then have that H1(γv(Av)) = 0. The claim follows noticing that
γv(Av) = γv([0, 1]) ∩ E.
Finally, taking v such that |v| < ε/||g(t)||W 1,∞([0,1]), it holds

||γv − γ||W 1,∞((0,1)) ≤ |v||g||W 1,∞((0,1)) < ε.

�

Proposition A.2. Let Ω be a connected open set of RN and λ ≥ 0. The metric space
(Ω, dλ) is a length space.

Proof. For all x, y ∈ Ω, we define the intrinsic distance d′λ associated to dλ, as follows

d′λ(x, y) := inf{ℓ(γ) : γ ∈ pathΩ(x, y)},

where

ℓ(γ) := sup

{

n−1
∑

i=0

dλ(γ(ti), γ(ti+1)) : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn = 1

}

.

Obviously, dλ ≤ d′λ. We want to prove that d′λ ≤ dλ.
Let’s take γ ∈ pathΩ, we show that

ℓ(γ) ≤

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t)γ̇(t))dt.

Let 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn = 1 be a partition of [0, 1] and let γi ∈ pathΩ(γ(ti), γ(ti+1))
be defined by

γi(s) := γ(ti + s(ti+1 − ti)), s ∈ [0, 1].

By definition of dλ we have

n−1
∑

i=0

dλ(γ(ti), γ(ti+1)) ≤

n
∑

i=0

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γi(s), γ̇i(s))dt.
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If s is a point of differentiability of γi, then

γ̇i(s) = γ̇(ti + s(ti+1 − ti))(ti+1 − ti) =
1

n
γ̇(ti + s(ti+1 − ti))

and, by 1-homogeneity of Lλ

n
∑

i=0

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γi(s), γ̇i(s))dt =

n
∑

i=0

1

n

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(ti + s(ti+1 − ti)), γ̇(ti + s(ti+1 − ti)))dt

=
n
∑

i=0

∫ ti+1

ti

Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt =

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt.

�

Proposition A.3. Let Ω be a bounded and connected open set. For any two points
x, y ∈ Ω there exists a Lipschitz, minimizing geodesic in pathΩ connecting x and y.

Proof. First of all we notice that ℓ(γ) is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. the uniform conver-
gence, indeed it is the sup of a family of continuous functions (indeed dλ is continuous
thanks to Prop. 2.10). Let

ℓ := d(x, y) : inf{ℓ(γ) : γ ∈ pathΩ(x, y)}

and consider a sequence of curves (γn) such that ℓn converges to ℓ. Without loss of
generality we can assume that ℓn ≤ ℓ + 1 for all n. We reparametrize the curves such
that γn : [0, 1] → Ω such that |γ̇n| = ℓn ≤ ℓ + 1. Since Ω is bounded we can apply
Arzelà-Ascoli theorem and find a subsequence, that we will still call (γn), such that
uniformly converges to a curve γ. Clearly γ ∈ pathΩ(x, y). Moreover

ℓ ≤ ℓ(γ) ≤ lim inf ℓn = ℓ.

�

Remark A.4. If ∂Ω is not regular and y ∈ ∂Ω, a priori it may happens that there are
not Lipschitz curves connecting x and y. However if we extend the definition as we did
in 2.6

d(x, y) := inf

{

lim inf
n→+∞

d(xn, yn) : (xn)n, (yn)n ∈ ΩN and xn → x, yn → y

}

, (A.1)

if d(x, y) < +∞ there exists a minimizing curve connecting the two points. To see this
it is sufficient to consider (xn), (yn) two sequences converging respectively to x and y
and such that d(x, y) = lim

n→+∞
d(xn, yn). By Prop. A.3, for each xn, yn there exists a

minimizing curve γn and by similar arguments to the ones used in the proof of Prop.
A.3, we find a Lipschitz curve γ, connecting x to y, such that d(x, y) = ℓ(γ).

Keeping in mind the definition of path ((2.3)), for all x, y ∈ Ω we define the set
path(x, y), as the set of the Lipschitz curves whom image is on Ω:

{γ ∈ W 1,∞((0, 1),Ω) ∩ C([0, 1],Ω) : γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y}.
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Proposition A.5. Let x, y ∈ Ω and λ > 0. Then there exists γ ∈ path(x, y), such that

d(x, y) =

∫ 1

0
Lλ(γ(t), γ̇(t))dt.

Proof. Without loss of generality we will prove that there exists a curve γ : [0, ℓ(γ)] → Ω,
with γ(0) = x, γ(ℓ(γ)) = y and |γ̇(s)| = 1 for a.e. s, such that:

d(x, y) =

∫ ℓ(γ)

0
Lλ(γ(s), γ̇(s))ds.

Indeed, by Remark2.7 (iii), we know that we can define the distance also with arc length
parametrized curves, i.e.

d(x, y) = inf

{

∫ l(γ)

0
Lλ(γ(s), γ̇(s))ds : γ(0) = x, γ(l(γ)) = y, |γ̇(s)| = 1 a.e.

}

. (A.2)

Let us consider a sequence (γn)n∈N converging to the infimum in (A.2). Since x, y ∈ Ω,
d(x, y) < +∞ and we can assume that |ℓ(γn)| ≤ L, for all n, for some L ≥ 0. Then
there exists a subsequence of (γn), that we will still call (γn), such that

lim
n→∞

l(γn) = ℓ̄. (A.3)

Moreover it holds

• |γn(s)| ≤ C, for some C ≥ 0, since Ω is bounded;
• |γ̇n(s)| = 1 a.e. in [0, ℓ(γn)], by definition of path(x, y).

For every ε > 0, by Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem, there exists a subsequence converging uni-
formly to some curve γε in [0, ℓ̄−ε]. By a diagonal argument, there exist a subsequence,
that we call again (γn), and a curve γ : [0, ℓ̄] → Ω̄ such that

γn converges punctually to γ in [0, ℓ̄),

lim
n→∞

ℓ(γn) = ℓ̄,

|γ̇(s)| = 1 a.e. in [0, ℓ̄) (A.4)

Moreover, by Lebesgue Theorem we have convergence in L2((0, ℓ̄)) and then, by the
stability of weak derivatives, we have that γ̇n ⇀ γ̇ in L2((0, ℓ̄)). By (A.4) we infer that
lim
n→∞

||γ̇n||∞ = 1 = ||γ̇||∞, then γ̇n → γ̇ in L2((0, ℓ̄), Ω̄) and a.e. in [0, ℓ̄). By the lower

semi-continuity of Lλ (see Lemma 2.3), we infer that for a.e. s ∈ [0, ℓ̄),

lim inf
n→∞

Lλ(γn(s), γ̇n(s)) ≤ Lλ(γ(s), γ̇(s))

and, according to Fatou’s Lemma:

d(x, y) = lim
n→∞

∫ l(γn)

0
Lλ(γn(s), γ̇n(s))ds ≥

=

∫ ℓ̄

0
Lλ(γ(s), γ̇(s))ds ≥ d(x, y). (A.5)
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Finally, we want to extend γ to [0, ℓ̄], in the following way:

γ(ℓ̄) := lim
ε→0

γ(ℓ̄− ε).

The definition is well posed, indeed, let ε > 0, then we choose n such that |l(γn)− ℓ̄| < ε
and

∣

∣γn(ℓ̄− ε)− γn(l(γn))
∣

∣ < ε, then
∣

∣γ(ℓ̄− ε)− y
∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣γ(ℓ̄− ε)− γn(ℓ̄− ε)
∣

∣+
∣

∣γn(ℓ̄− ε)− γn(l(γn))
∣

∣ < ε+ |ℓ̄−ε− l(γn)| < 3ε.

Then γ ∈ path(x, y). �
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