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Abstract

We introduce a general approach to traces that we consider as linear con-
tinuous functionals on some function space X where we focus on the special
choices £>(U) and W1°°(U). This leads to an integral calculus for the com-
putation of the precise representative of an integrable function and of the
trace of a Sobolev or BV function. For integrable vector fields with distribu-
tional divergence being a measure, we also obtain Gauss-Green formulas on
arbitrary Borel sets. It turns out that a second boundary integral is needed in
general. The advantage of the integral calculus is that neither a normal field
nor a trace function on the boundary is needed. The Gauss-Green formulas
are also available for Sobolev and BV functions. Finally, for any open set
the existence of a weak solution of a boundary value problem containing the
p-Laplace operator is shown as application of the trace theory.
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1 Introduction

The divergence theorem belongs to the most important tools in mathematical anal-
ysis and continuum physics and goes back to Gauss (1813), Ostrogradskii (1826),
and Green (1828) (cf. Stolze [45] for a brief history). It connects a volume integral
with an integral over the bounding surface. For a regular bounded open set 2 C R"
and a regular vector field F': Q — R" it says that

/dideE”:/ Fovtdn! (1.1)
Q

o0

where L£" is the Lebesgue measure, H" ! the (n—1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure,
and v the outer unit normal to Q. In physics it combines volume and surface
phenomena and is indispensable for fundamental balance and conservation laws. If
we apply to a product fF with some regular f : 2 — R, then we obtain the
Gauss-Green formula, also called integration by parts formula,

/(fdivF+F-Df)d£”: fE - dH™ L. (1.2)
Q o9

This formula is the basis for the definition of weak derivatives and, according to
Eberhard Zeidler, it is “the key to the modern theory of partial differential equations
and to modern calculus of variations” (cf. [53 p. 119]). It is of course desirable to
have such an essential formula available for a very large class of sets {2 and functions
f and F. But it turns out that the surface integral leads to crucial limitations. On
the one hand we need sets €2 having some normal field on its boundary and on the
other hand we need functions F', f on §2 that possess a pointwise trace function on
09). In practice we need a balance in regularity for these ingredients. This leads to
the typical cases where, roughly speaking, either F', f have to be smooth if €2 has
merely finite perimeter (that are the most general sets with some kind of normal field
on the boundary) or we can allow that fF has merely weak derivatives while 2 has
to have Lipschitz boundary. In continuum mechanics this situation prevents that we
can use on sets () where concentrations occur on 92 or on sets {2 not having
a normal field on 0€2. More precisely, we are unable to compute the flux through
the boundary 02 for such sets. However, nature “knows” what happens or, with
the words of Albert Einstein (cf. [26]): “God does not care about our mathematical
difficulties; He integrates empirically.” Therefore the derivation of more general
versions of is an important task. But, without intending completeness, let us
first sketch some developments going beyond smoothness.

We start with the simple observation that the regularity of the product fF is
essential for the availability of (L.2). This means that a weak regularity of one
factor requires a stronger regularity of the other factor. But also a bad boundary
0f) requires a more regular product fF than a good one and it turns out that a
Lipschitz boundary is apparently always a good boundary. Moreover, in cases where
() is not open, one needs some ambient open set U containing €2 such that f and F
with their derivatives can be reasonably defined on U.

In the theory of partial differential equations the Gauss-Green formula is closely
related to the treatment of boundary value problems where, during the last century,



Sobolev functions f € W*?(§2) became more and more important. But these func-
tions are merely defined £"-a.e. on {2 and their restriction to 02 doesn’t make sense.
Thus the derivation of a trace operator T': WEP(Q) — L£1(0Q, H" 1), that assigns
reasonable values on the boundary, is an essential requirement. Since Sobolev func-
tions are not just integrable but also have an integrable weak derivative, the limit
of averages near the boundary exists H" !-a.e. on 9 and provides a trace operator
if e.g. Q) is a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary. It turns out that this is
also true for BV functions f € BV(Q2), that played an increasing role during the
last decades. This way one obtains for Sobolev and BV functions f, for Lips-
chitz continuous vector fields F' € Lip(€2), and for open bounded 2 with Lipschitz
boundary where the second term on the left hand side becomes [, F'dDf for BV
functions (cf. [34], p. 168]).

The balance in regularity for the product fF' is nicely worked out by Ancelotti [3]
for bounded open () with Lipschitz boundary. He treats the pairing of certain
BV functions f with bounded vector fields F' € £>(2) where the distributional
divergence div F' either belongs to L£P()) or it is just a Radon measure. In this
generality the product F'- D f in has to be interpreted as a measure. Moreover
one cannot assign a pointwise trace function to F' on 02, but merely the normal
component F - % has a so-called normal trace H" !-a.e. on 9Q (cf. also Kawohl-
Schuricht [27, p. 540] for a variant that is relevant for the treatment of the 1-Laplace
operator).

The development of geometric measure theory lead to a different substantial
improvement, since it allowed the extension of to the large class of €2 having
merely finite perimeter. Such sets have a measure theoretic outer unit normal v
for H" !-a.e. point on the measure theoretic boundary 0, (that is contained in
the topological boundary 0f2) and becomes

/Q(fdiVFJFF.Df)dm: 8QfF-1/Qd’H,”_1. (1.3)

As price for the weak regularity of 2 one had to require initially fF € Lip.(R",R"),
i.e. Lipschitz continuous with compact support (cf. De Giorgi [19], Federer [22],
[23]). These results have then been extended to bounded vector fields of bounded
variation, i.e. belonging to BV(Q, R™) (cf. Vol'pert [46], [47]). Pairings of bounded
F where div F' is a Radon measure with bounded BV functions f on sets of finite
perimeter are treated by Crasta-De Cicco [15], [16] and Crasta-De Cicco-Malusa
[17].

Later on it became more and more common to consider the left hand side in
as linear functional in f or in F. This is an obvious idea if one has in mind the
capability of linear functionals in modern analysis (duality, weak derivatives etc.).
Let us now focus on the case where F' is a general vector field with weak regularity
as needed in applications and let f play the role of a more regular test function, a
situation that is mostly met in the literature (it is a simple task to transfer the results
to the opposite case). It turned out that, with div £’ taken in the distributional sense
and with 1 < p < oo,

DMP(U) ={F € LP(U,R") | div F is a Radon measure}



is a reasonable space for the selection of the vector field F'. Thus we consider the
left hand side in ((1.2), adapted to such general F' and for some 2 C U, as linear
functional

TF(f):/QfddivFJr/QF~Dfd£” for feXxX (1.4)

where we basically find the following choices for X in the literature

X1 = Lip(U), X, = Lip (U), X5 = CY(U), Xy ={f € C(U) | Df € £ (U)}.

All choices have in common that, for suitable Q@ C U, we somehow have X C C(Q).
Moreover it is an important observation that Tr(f) in fact merely depends on the
values of f on 0Q (cf. Silhavy [41, p. 22], [43, p. 448], Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12
p. 254]). Therefore most investigations are devoted to the natural question for
which F' the functional TF is related to a Radon measure on 02 or on 0,f).

The strongest results are obtained for F' € DM (U) and for sets of finite perime-
ter 1 € U. Here we also use the measure theoretic interior int,Q) (that differs from
2 merely by an £"-null set). For such F' one generally has that div F' is absolutely
continuous with respect to H"~! (cf. Silhavy [41, p. 21], Chen-Torres [10, p. 250]).
This implies that 7% is always a Radon measure on 0,8. If (div F)(0,Q2) = 0 and if
F is a precise representative such that H" !-a.e. x € 9,02 is a Lebesgue point, then
one has the slightly modified version of that

fddivF+/F-Dfd£": fE- a1t (1.5)
Q

int Q2 02

(cf. Degiovanni [20, p. 212]). One also has (1.5 for continuous F' (cf. Silhavy [42]
p. 85], Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12], p. 284], Comi-Payne [13, p. 198]). Otherwise one
has to use some approximation to get a normal trace function t™ € £°°(9,0, H" 1)
such that

fddivF+/F-Dfd£”: fHint g1 (1.6)
Q

int.Q 0+

(cf. Shilhay [41, p. 25] where is applied to smooth approximations of F
and Chen-Torres [10, p. 252] where approximations of {0 are used to obtain ¢
as weak® limit of Radon measures; cf. also Comi-Payne [13| p. 194, 200|, Comi-
Torres [14], Silhavy [44, p. 6]). Since F can have jumps across the boundary such
that (div F')(0,82) # 0, it is reasonable to apply the previous result to the measure
theoretic exterior ext, of Q. This readily gives some t™* € £°°(9,Q, H" 1), that
differs from ™ in general, such that

/ fddivF+/F-Dfd£” = ftetanr!
int« QU Q 0+

(cf. Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12, p. 275, 281], Comi-Payne [13, p. 194, 200]). The
extension I of F € DM®>(U) with zero belongs to DM>(R") if U is open and
bounded and satisfies H" 1 (9Q \ ext.Q) = 0 (cf. Chen-Li-Torres [9, p. 242]; cf. also
Chen-Torres [10], p. 258], Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12, p. 288|, Comi-Payne [13| p. 209]).
In this case one can readily get the previous results for 2 with finite perimeter that
do not need to be compactly contained in U by applying the previous results to F
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on some larger U (cf. Chen-Li-Torres [9] p. 248]). In applications to shock waves or
cracks it is also desirable to have a Gauss-Green formula with boundary integral on
the complete topological boundary, i.e. where the inner part of the boundary is also
taken into account. This can easily be derived from by moving the part of the
first integral on the left hand side over 02Nint,(2 to the right hand side. If € is open,
then solely the integral over {2 remains on the left hand side (cf. Chen-Li-Torres [9]
p. 248] and Remark below). Let us also refer to Leonardi-Saracco [30] for some
special result in R2.

For general vector fields FF € DM (U) and sets Q € U with finite perimeter
we have if (div F)(0.2) = 0 and if F' is a precise representative such that
both H" l-a.e. x € 9,0 is a Lebesgue point and F is H" !-integrable on 9,9 (cf.
Degiovanni [20, p. 212]). We also have if the vector field F' is continuous (cf.
Silhavy [42, p. 85], Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12, p. 284], Comi-Payne [I3, p. 198]; cf.
also Chen-Comi-Torres [5, p. 131]). For general open and closed sets 2 there are
merely some approximation results as stated in Proposition below (cf. Schuricht
[38, p. 534], Schuricht [39, p. 189], Silhavy [43] p. 449], Chen-Comi-Torres [5, p. 117-
123]). It turns out, however, that even for € with finite perimeter, T needs not to be
a Radon measure on the boundary of Q (cf. Silhavy [43] p. 449] for an example). In
the general case we find several sufficient conditions for T to be a Radon measure
on the boundary (cf. Silhavy [43, p. 449], Silhavy [42, p. 84], Chen-Comi-Torres
[5, p. 127-129]). Conditions for the existence of an integrable density are given in
Silhavy [41], p. 26]. Let us still mention that many results of Silhavy are worked out
for the more general case where F' € DM(U) is a vector valued Radon measure such
that the distributional divergence is also a Radon measure. We do not treat this
generality in the present paper. But, due to the product rule that ¢F'" also belongs
to DM(U) for any ¢ € Wh>°(U), it might be possibly to extend essential results to
that generality (cf. Silhavy [43, p. 448]).

Let us come back to the linear functional Tr and the underlying space X. As
already mentioned, in previous investigations X was somehow always contained in
C(Q). Thus it was naturally to ask how far Tp is continuous on C(f2) and, if this
is the case, it is representable by a Radon measure on 0f2 as an element of the dual
space. Since Tr(f) merely depends on fipn, this seems to be an obvious strategy.
The drawback is that not all T can be represented by a Radon measure on 0€) and
that there are rarely results beyond €2 with finite perimeter.

Therefore let us discuss a different choice for X. If one looks at the right hand side
in (L.4), the optimal pairing of F € DM (U) seems to be with f € Wh°(U). In this
case one trivially gets that T is a continuous linear functional on X = Wh>°(U).
Therefore a representation of T as dual element of W' (U) is possible for all
F € DMY(U) and all Borel sets Q2 C U. But the question is how far this is
reasonable. The dual of W*°(U) can be identified with a product of dual spaces
L°(U)* and it is known that £>(U)* consists of £'(U) supplemented by certain
finitely additive measures. Since the integration theory for finitely additive measures
is commonly considered as not very powerful, one could hope that the functionals
Ty are in fact related to measures with an £!'-integrable density. Notice that, in the
simple case of a smooth F', we can trivially identify T with (div F, F') € £LY(U)"*!
as an element of the dual of W3°(U) (cf. (L.4)). But this is not what we want to



get and it gives no improvement. We are rather looking for some representation on
or at least near the boundary of Q. Therefore let us choose § > 0, let x5 € C}(U)
be supported on the -neighborhood (9€2)s of 92 and let x5 = 1 on (8Q)g Then it

is a standard result that

Tp(f) =Tr(xsf) =Ty\,r(f) forall f.

This motivates to replace Tr with the functional TS = T, r that merely considers
values of f near 0). This way we get that T can be localized near 02 and, similar
as above, we can identify T9 with (div (x;F), xsF) € LY(U)"*! as dual element of
Whee(U). But such a representation always depends on § > 0 and it turns out
that we cannot remove that dependence in general with dual elements belonging to
LYU).

Hence let us briefly overcome our preconception about finitely additive measures
and let us take a brief look at it. In continuum mechanics it is a simple observation
that contact interactions are naturally related to finite additivity (cf. Schuricht [38]
p. 512]). Even more, it seems that finite additivity is characterizing for short-range
phenomena (cf. Schuricht [39]). Let us illuminate this by a simple example. The
density of a set A C R™ at point x € R" is an important standard tool in geometric
measure theory and it is given by

.. L™AN Bs(x))
dens, A = 1(%&)1 £ (Ba(2))

whenever the limit exists and where Bj(z) is the open ball with radius § > 0 centered
at . Let us fix  and consider A — dens, A as set function. We readily see that it
is additive for disjoint sets. Now we fix some y # z and a sequence By, = By, (y) of
open balls with d; 1 |y — z|. Then

1
dens, By =0 for all k&, but dens, (gBk) =5

which obviously prevents o-additivity. We readily observe that we merely have
to know the intersection of A with an arbitrarily small neighborhood of x for the
determination of dens, A. But notice that dens,{z} = 0. Hence, roughly speaking,
dens, lives near x but it is not supported at the point . By a simple Hahn-Banach
argument dens, can be extended, though not uniquely, to a finitely additive measure
on all Borel sets. It turns out that this example is typical for a certain class of finitely
additive measures p. They can be characterized by the fact that there is a decreasing
sequence of sets Ay such that

L'(Ar) =0 and |u|(Af) =0 forall ke N

where |u| is the total variation of p and Af denotes the complement of A;. But
how far can that be useful for traces of functions. First we readily observe some
similarity of traces to the measure dens, so far that the computation of the trace
f (x) of e.g. a Sobolev function f requires the values of f merely in an arbitrarily
small neighborhood of . For a more precise look we observe that one can define



an integral for the finitely additive measure dens, similar to the usual integral for
o-additive measures by, roughly speaking, just replacing “convergence a.e.” with
“convergence in measure” in the definition. Then, for any f € L'(Q) with Q open
and for any Lebesgue point x € {2, we obtain that f is dens,-integrable with

/fddensz = f(z).
Q

Moreover, let f € W51(Q) be a Sobolev function on some open  with Lipschitz
boundary and let dens® be a measure similar to dens, but, for z € 99, giving the
density within  (cf. below). Then, for a trace function f € L'(9Q, H" ') of
f, we have that

/ fddens, = f(z) for H* '-a.e. z € dQ
Q

(cf. Proposition below). Hence we can compute the trace f(z) by an integral
over () instead of the usual limit of mean values. But this means that integrals for
finitely additive measures not only provide an integral calculus for traces but also
for the precise representative of an L£!-function. These observations suggest that
finitely additive measures are a very convenient and natural tool for the treatment
of traces.

In the present paper we thus develop a general theory of traces that relies on the
dual of £L2(U). More precisely, we understand traces as linear continuous functionals
and we focus on the special case of functionals on £2(U) or WH(U). This way
we derive Gauss-Green formulas for any F € DM (U) on any Borel set Q C U.
In the most general case we get for each § > 0 the existence of a scalar measure
Ar € L2(U)* and a vector measure pup € L°(U,R™)* such that

(TF,@:/goddivF—i-/F~Dgpd/l”:/ pd\p + Do dur
Q Q (09)s (09)s

for all ¢ € WY(U) (cf. Proposition [4.1)). If the functional T is finite in some
sense (cf. (4.5))), then we can remove the dependence on § and we write

(TF,gp>:/g0ddivF+/F-Dgpd[,”:][ pd\p + Do dur (1.7)
Q Q o9 o9

where faQ means that we have to integrate over any small neighborhood of 0f2. In
this case we typically have that the measures A\p, up are merely finitely additive.
This Gauss-Green formula precisely accounts for boundary points belonging to €2,
which is important in the case of concentrations of div F' on 0€). This way we can
exactly treat any Borel set Q with intQ € Q C Q. We also show that the second
term on the right hand side cannot be neglected in general (e.g. if Tp restricted
to ¢ € C(Q) doesn’t correspond to a Radon measure). If T can be extended to a
linear continuous functional on £>*(U) (i.e. if Tx is continuous with respect to the
L>-norm), then we can choose purp = 0 (cf. Proposition . However the choice
of Ap, pr is not unique in general. We provide examples where ur = 0 in is
possible but, alternatively, also Ap = 0 with some nontrivial ur can be chosen. If
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pr =0 and Q € U, then all o € WH(U) belong to C(Q) and we can identify \p
with a Radon measure supported on 0€). This way we somehow recover previous
results. But notice that we typically have to integrate over {2 near 02 and not over
0f). This raises the question how far a Radon measure or a trace function on 052 is
really needed.

Though the measures A\r and pr are not unique in general, they have to be linear
in F' as a whole and, of course, some explicite dependence of the “boundary integrals”
on I would be desirable. This turns out to be possible for €2 with finite perimeter if
we can choose ur = 0 and if F' is appropriate (e.g. essentially bounded). However
we do not intend to get a Radon measure on the measure theoretic boundary in
this case. Therefore we replace the usually used pointwise normal field v by some
finitely additive normal measure v** that might be constructed e.g. by means of the
signed distance function of 9€2. We provide several choices for v, e.g. related to

an open §) or to a closed Q. If F is v -integrable and satisfies some compatibility
condition (cf. (4.56))), then we have that

(Tp,gp>:/g0ddivF+/F-Dgpdﬁ":][ oF dv?. (1.8)
Q Q o9

If Q is open, then v** only uses values of @F near 9 inside Q and if it is closed,
then only values outside of 2 are used. In one can even include a certain
weight function x for div F' on 9 (cf. ) Since v*? belongs to £°(U, R™)*,
all essentially bounded F' € DM>(U) are trivially v*-integrable and they also
satisfy the additional compatibility condition. In addition, is also applicable
to certain unbounded vector fields F. For normal measures based on the signed
distance function of 02 we get even more structural information for the boundary
term. If e.g. €2 is open and satisfies some mild perimeter bound (cf. (4.49)), we can
use a suitable normal measure to derive the more explicite form

<TF,SO>=/g0ddivF+/F.D¢d£":][ SOF'VQddensianS%
Q Q o0

where v is the normal field on  given by the gradient of the signed distance
function for 0f) and densg‘é is, roughly speaking, a finitely additive extension of the
Radon measure H" ! |0,8. This version of the Gauss-Green formula is quite close
to the usual form as integral on 0,2. The advantage here is that we do not need an
explicit trace function of F' on 0f2, since the knowledge of F' for L"-a.e. point on
a neighborhood of 0f) is sufficient to compute the integral. Moreover, in contrast
to the measure theoretic boundary, the formula uses the topological boundary 0f2
that takes into account also inner parts of the boundary. This is desirable for the
treatment of cracks and shocks. Notice that in the case where 2 = U is open, the
functions in W'*°(U) belong to C(2) but they do not need to be in C(Q2). Therefore
it is possible to change ¢ independently on both sides of some inner crack or shock
which allows a precise description of the situation on each side separately.

The results can be easily transferred to Gauss-Green formulas for Sobolev and
BV functions f with test functions ¢ € Wh*°(U,R"). For open  with Lipschitz
boundary we supplement the classical Gauss-Green formula with

/(fdivgo—l—go'Df)dE":][ fodv™ :f fo - v ddensiy (1.9)
Q o9 o9
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where '™ is some normal measure and denspg, is a measure as above. Notice that,

similar as for vector fields, we do not need an explicit trace function for f on the
boundary. One could say that its computation is somehow incorporated into the
integral. As application of the trace theory we finally show for some boundary value
problem containing the p-Laplace operator that there exists a weak solution for any
bounded open set €.

Let us now briefly sketch how the paper is organized. In Section [2] we start with
some rough introduction to the integration theory for finitely additive measures,
since it is not so well known. For that we summarize material that is widely spread
around in the book of Bhaskara Rao & Bhaskara Rao [4] and that cannot be found
somewhere else in that compact form. But notice that this survey is far away from
providing all results of the integration theory that are needed for the subsequent
investigation. This material is supplemented by some typical examples and by some
new results that are used later. Let us still add some warning: We use the notion
measure for any finitely additive measure while o-additivity is indicated by the notion
o-measure. Moreover, we orient our terminology to that typically used in measure
theory and, that way, we substantially deviate from the terminology used in the
underlying book [4)].

Section [3| presents a general approach to traces on arbitrary sets. In Section [3.1
we first define traces as certain linear continuous functionals. Then we provide a
simple but important class of trace functionals over £>(U). They are needed for
later use, but initially they also serve for illustration. In Section[3.2) we show that T
from is a trace functional on 99 over Wh>(U) for any F' € DM (U) and any
Borel set 2 C U. We also get an analogous result for Sobolev functions in WH(U)
and for BV functions in BY(U). Section is devoted to the representation of
such traces by means of measures that are “living” near 0f2. Here we distinguish
three variants of generality called (G), (L), and (C). Theorem and several
necessary and sufficient conditions for certain special cases are the basis for the
subsequent Gauss-Green formulas. Some examples illuminate the spirit behind the
three variants.

Section [ presents several divergence theorems or, more generally, several Gauss-
Green formulas. In Section we start with Theorem that provides the Gauss-
Green formula for any F' € DM (U) and any Borel set 2 C U and also covers some
special cases. Later other special cases are considered. Typical examples show the
variability and applicability of the results. The special case of normal measures is
considered in Section [£2. The definition and construction of normal measures is
followed by some general integrability condition. This leads to Gauss-Green formu-
las where I and partially also the normal field v are explicitly contained in the
boundary term and where, in addition, some weight on 02 can be included. Sev-
eral examples illustrate the variety of applications. The relation of the new results
to previous results from the literature and some comprehensive discussion conclude
that section. In Section we briefly transfer the former results for vector fields
to Sobolev and BV functions for completeness, but also for the convenience of the
reader, since it might be not completely straightforward to do that. In addition we
study a Sobolev function on a set {2 of finite perimeter where the trace functional
is not related to a Radon measure on 0f). Here it turns out that both boundary



integrals are needed for a general Gauss-Green formula and we explicitly compute
the related measures. We also show for a bounded open €2 with Lipschitz
boundary. Finally, for any bounded open set €2 the existence of a weak solution for
a general boundary value problem is shown.

Summarizing we can say that finitely additive measures appear to be a natural
tool for short range phenomena like traces. Though the underlying integration the-
ory was already known for many decades, the bridge to a relevant application seemed
to be hidden. Therefore we hope that the new results can somewhat contribute to
wake up this “sleeping beauty”. The key observation for our investigation was to
consider the density dens, A as a set function and to realize that the related integral
gives the precise representative L£"-a.e. The presented results can certainly be ex-
tended to localized spaces D Moe(U), BVioe(U) ete. by using compactly supported
test functions ¢. But we refrain from formulating the results in that generality in
order to avoid unnecessary technicalities for this new approach. Notice that some
of the results can already be found in [35], [36], and [37]. Finally we wish to express
our deep gratitude to Eberhard Zeidler and Stuart Antman for their inestimable
support and the profound scientific stimulation to the second author.

Notation. For real numbers we use R = [—o0,+00] and Rsq = [0,00). For
a € R” the p-norm is |a|, and |a| = |als. We denote by A an algebra of subsets
of a set U, by A7 a o-algebra on U, by B(U) the Borel subsets of U, and by
P(U) the power set of U. We write A° for the complement of a set A and x4
for its characteristic function. For Q C R™ we use int (2, ext 2, 99, and Q for its
topological interior, exterior, boundary, and closure, respectively. The corresponding
measure theoretic quantities are denoted by int,(2, ext, (2, 0,82 while 0*Q2 stands
for the reduced boundary. The signed distance function distg : R® — R for
(# 0,R") is given by distq(z) = £inf epn [z — y| if 2 £Q. Then we define the open
d-neighborhood of 2 C R" for all 6 € R by Qs = {x € R" | disto(z) < §} and Q € U
indicates that €) is compactly contained in U. The open ball of radius r centered at
z is B,(z) and we set BA(z) := B,(z)NA. By v we denote either the usual outward
unit normal of {2 on the boundary or the normal field given by the gradient D distq,.
The Lebesgue measure on R” is £" and the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure is H*.
We write Per(€2) for the perimeter of 2. We typically use p, A for a (finitely additive)
measure and o for a o-additive measure. u* stands for the positive or negative part,
|u| = pt + p~ for the total variation, |u|* for the associated outer measure, pu, for
the pure part, p. for the o-additive part, and u|A for the restriction to the set A.
By pu <<" X (<<, L, L*%) we indicate that p is weakly absolutely continuous with
respect to A (absolutely continuous, singular, strongly singular). ba({2,.A), ca(f, .A),
and pa(§2, A) stands for the space of bounded measures on the algebra A of subsets
of 2 that are additive, countably additive, or pure. ba (2,4, A) C ba(2,.A) is the
subset of measures p with u <<® A. The notion Radon measure is merely used for
o-measures in the usual sense and M () stands for the set of Radon measures. For
the support of a o-measure we write suppo. By ba (Q, A4, \)" and M(Q2)™ we mean
vector-valued measures. Let LP(2, A, 1) denote the space of p-integrable functions
on Q with respect to u and let LP(2, A, 1) be the corresponding set of equivalence
classes. We write LP(Q2, u) for LP(2, B(2), 1) and LP(§2) for LP(€2, B(2), L") and we

use p’ for the Holder conjugate of p. Let C(2), C(€2), and C.(€2) denote the spaces
p jug p (), C(Q), (€2) p
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of continuous functions on €2, with continuous extension on , and with compact
support. With C*(Q2), C*(Q), and C*(Q) we denote the corresponding spaces with
continuous derivatives up to order k. In particular C2°(2) is the usual space of test
functions. Lip(€2) denotes the Lipschitz continuous functions on . W"?(£2) stands
for the Sobolev space of p-integrable functions with p-integrable weak derivatives
up to order k and BV (Q2) stands for the set of functions of bounded variation.
WEP(Q) and BY(Q) are the corresponding spaces of equivalence classes. Wi?(Q) is
the completion of C°(Q) within W*?(Q). By C(Q,R™), LP(£2,R™) etc. we mean
functions mapping into R™. If f € X according to the context, then || f|| means || || x
(several important norms used can be found at the beginning of Section . For
the precise representative of an LP-function f we write f*. Let (f),, = J[B,.(a:) fdcr

where f is the mean value integral (formally f,, fdL™ = 0if £"(M) = 0). We take
fia for the restriction of f to A and supp f for the support of f. By n. we mean the
symmetric standard mollifier supported on B.(0).

2 Preliminaries about measures

2.1 Measures and integration

Let us first provide some material about (finitely additive) measures, as needed for
our analysis, that is mostly taken from Bhaskara Rao & Bhaskara Rao [4], Schénherr
[35], and Schonherr-Schuricht [36], [37] (notice that some terminology in [4] differs).

Let 2 be a set and let A be an algebra on €, i.e. a collection of subsets of
containing @), 2 and being closed under complements and finite unions and intersec-
tions. At variance with common usage we call a set function 1 : A — R a measure
on (€2, A) if it is finitely additive, i.e.

u(Uad) =S
k=1 k=1
for all pairwise disjoint Ay € A. We call u a o-measure on (2, A) if it is o-additive,

ie.
(U] =t
k=1 k=1
for any sequence {Ax} of pairwise disjoint Ay C A with (J,—, Ax € A (usually we
denote general measures by p, A and o-measures by o). Notice that a measure
cannot attain both values +o0o and that always p(@) = 0 if p is finite somewhere.

We say that p is positive if pu(A) >0 for all A € A. The positive and negative part
pE A — Ry of measure p given by

pt(A) :=sup{+pu(B)| BC A, Be A}
and the total variation |u| : A — Rsg of u

)=t 4
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are positive measures (cf. [4, p. 53, 85]). A measure u is pure if one has for any
o-measure o : A — R that

0<o<|ul implies o=0

(cf. [4, p. 240]). Thus a (nontrivial) pure measure cannot be extended to a o-measure
on A, but notice that a non o-additive measure need not be pure. With s also pu*
and |u| are pure. The outer measure p* : P(2) — [0,00] of a positive measure
given by
p(A) = inf p(B)
BeA
is finitely subadditive but not necessarily o-subadditive (cf. [4, p. 86]). A C Qis a

null set if |p]*(A) = 0. A measure u is bounded if
sup |p(A)] < o0
AeA

and it is bounded above (below) if u* (™) is bounded. We have p = put — p= if p*

or u~ is bounded. Let us set
ba(2, A) = {p:A— R]|pisabounded measure},
pa(Q,A) = {ueba(Q,A)|puis pure},
ca(Q,A) = {0 €ba(Q,A) |ois o-additive}
where ba(€2,.A) is a Banach space with ||u|| := |p|(2) (cf. [, p. 44]). We call

p € ba(2, A)™ also vector measure if m > 1. As total variation of u € ba(£2, A)™
for A € A we define

k k
|| (A) := sup { Z |(A;)] ‘ A, € A pairwise disjoint, U A= A} : (2.1)
j=1 i=1

Then we have |u| € ba(£2,.A) (argue as in the proof of Theorem 1.6 in [2]) and for
m = 1 this coincides with the previous definition (cf. [4 p. 46]). Obviously |u|(€2)
is a norm on p € ba(f2,.A)™ that we use as standard norm.
Measures i, A on (92, A) are called singular (L)) if for all € > 0 there is some
A € A with
IW[(A) <e and |A[(A°) <e

and they are called strongly singular (uL°\) if there is some A € A with
|1l (A) = 0 = [A[(4%).

While strong singularity implies singularity, equivalence is met for o-measures on a
o-algebra (cf. [4, p. 165]). Singularity also means orthogonality, i.e. |u| A || =0,
on the lattice of measures (cf. [, p. 52, 166]). For general measures p we have

pt Ly~ if ut or p~ is bounded
(cf. [4, p. 53]). Moreover,
peLp, if pe € ca(,A), p, € pa(Q, A)
(cf. [4, p. 240]). As a consequence of Riesz’s decomposition theorem for lattices we

have an important singular decomposition of bounded measures (cf. [4, p. 241]).
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Proposition 2.1. Let A be an algebra on Q0 and let u € ba(2, A). Then there is a
unique decomposition

= phe + pp  with p. € ca(Q, A), u, € pa(Q, A)
where we call p. o-additive part and p, pure part of p.

Many examples of pure measures found in the literature are just measures on
2 = N. Moreover they are either defined on a very small algebra or they rely
on some construction not allowing an explicit computation of the measure even on
simple sets (cf. [4, p. 246], [50, p. 57 ff.]). Let us provide some simple but typical
examples of pure measures.

Example 2.2. For Q@ = N and the algebra A = {A C Q| A or A finite} we readily

get a measure by
0 if A is finite,
pA) = { 1 if A is finite.

cf. [4, Remark 4.1.5]). For o € ca(Q2, A) with 0 < o < u we have
( ft

0<o(N)=) o({k}) <) u({k}) =0

keN keN

and, hence, p is pure (cf. also [4, Example 10.4.1]). By u(N) = 1 we also see that u
is not o-subadditive.

Example 2.3. Let Q = (0,1) and let A be the algebra generated by all intervals of
the form (a,b] C 2. Then we get a pure measure by

1 if Bs(0)NA#0foralld>0,
0 otherwise

)= {

(cf. [, Example 10.4.4]).

Notice that contact interactions in continuum mechanics naturally lead to pure
measures having some similarity with that in the last example (cf. Schuricht [38]).
In geometric measure theory the density dens, A of set A at point z is a well-known
important quantity. But it seems that it hasn’t been considered yet as a set function
(for fixed ). It turns out to be a typical example of pure measures.

Example 2.4. Let Q := R", let A = B(12), and fix some z € Q. The density of
A € B(Q) at x is given by

. LMANBs(x))
dens, A := lgf(()l (B, ()

if the limit exists and, as set function, it is disjointly additive on these sets. Though
not uniquely, one can extend dens, to a positive measure on B({2) such that for all

A e B(Q)

lim inf £2(AN B () < dens, A < lim sup £2(AN B, ()

M 2By (@) 180D = By (0) (2:2)
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(cf. Proposition[3.1below with U = E = Q, I' = {z}, ¥(§) = L"(Bs (z)), f =1, and
© = xa). We call dens, density measure at x. For o € ca(2,.A) with 0 < ¢ < dens,
we get
< " =1 ) <l ‘) =
0<o(R"\ {z}) lgﬁ)l o(Bs(2)°) < lgﬂ)l dens, (Bs (z)°) =0

and 0 < o({z}) < dens,({z}) = 0. Hence 0 = 0 and dens, is pure. Moreover
dens, L.L™ but not dens, L5£".

For measures A, p on algebra A, we call p absolutely continuous with respect to
A if for every € > 0 there is some § > 0 such that

w(A)| <e if A€ A with [A[(A) <6

and we write p << X\. We call pu weakly absolutely continuous with respect to A in

the case where
w(A)=0 if A€ A with [A|(A)=0

and we write p <<® A. Clearly p <<" X if p << X and all notions coincide for
positive bounded o-measures on a o-algebra (cf. [4, p. 159 ff.]). For any measure A
on (€2, A) (A not necessarily bounded) we introduce the set

ba (Q, A, ) := {p € ba(Q, A) | p << A}

(which plays an important role in our analysis in the special case ba (€2, B(2), L")).
It turns out that the decomposition of 11 € ba(, A) stated in Proposition[2.1]doesn’t
leave the set ba (€2, A, \) (cf. [37, Theorem 3.16] for the case A € ba(£2,.A)).

Proposition 2.5. Let A be an algebra on €Y, let X be a positive measure on (€2, A),
and let p € ba(Q, A, \) with (unique) decomposition p = p. + p, into o-additive
and pure part according to Proposition 2.1l Then

ey thp € ba (Q, A N) .

The statement remains true for any (non-positive) A € ba({2,.A). The next charac-
terization of pure measures in ba({2, .47, ) with ¢ being a o-measure adumbrates
their relation to traces (cf. [4, p. 244] and [50, p. 56]).

Proposition 2.6. Let A% be a o-algebra on Q and let o € ca(), A7) be positive.
Then p € ba(Q2,.A%, o) is pure if and only if there is a decreasing sequence { Ay} C A°
such that

o(Ax) = 0 and |ul(A}) =0 forall ke N.

Roughly speaking one ”feels” a pure measure p € ba({2, .47, 0) in any small vicinity
of a o-null set (. Ar. We call A € A an aura of measure p € ba(, A) if

l(A4%) = 0.

For a pure measure p € ba(£2,.47,0) a decreasing sequence {A;} of auras with
0(Ax) — 0 is said to be an aura sequence for u. Notice that the intersection of an
aura sequence might be empty. Hence the support as used for o-measures on 2 with
a topological structure (that identifies a preferably small set where the complete
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mass of the measure concentrates, cf. [2| p. 30]) might be empty for a nontrivial
measure. In fact, for the pure measure dens, from Example the support would
be {z}, but

dens,({z}) =0 and dens,(Bs(x)\{z}) =1 forall § >0.

Notice that we can define dens, merely on 2 = R™ \ {z} which leads to a support
outside of {2. Thus we have to realize that the usual support cannot localize where
a general measure “lives”. For 2 C M with a compact topological space M and
an algebra A containing all relatively open sets in €2, we introduce the core of

p € ba(2, A) as the set
corep :={x € M | |u[(UNQ)>0forall U C M open withz € U} .

Obviously core . C Q, it is closed in M, and it need not be contained in . For
it # 0 one has core p # () and

lp|(UcN Q) =0 for any open U C M with corep C U (2.3)

(cf.  Proposition below). From core(dens,) = {z} we readily see that a
nonempty core might be a null set. For 2 = R" or {2 = N the core is not defined,
since € is not compact (with the usual topology). Notice that formally coreu = ()
for the non-zero measure p from Example and we would sloppily say that pu
“concentrates near 0o”. We can describe such situations precisely by (tacitly) using
the compactifications

N:=NuU{co} and R":=R"U {oo}

in the definition of core. This way we get core u = {oo} for pu from Example
and, e.g., for any p # 0 on R"™ with pu(A) = 0 for all bounded A C R" (cf. also [4]
Example 10.4.1]). For Q € B(R") and p € ba (2, B(2), L") we have that

pis pure if  L"(corepNQ) =0.

(cf. Proposition below). It turns out that core and aura are reasonable tools
to describe where the measure is concentrated.

For a measure p on (£2,.4), a sequence of functions fy : @ — R converges in
measure to f: Q — R if

klim [ {z € Q| |fu(z) — f(z)] >e} =0 forall >0

and we write f, = f. The limit is unique if we identify functions f, g : Q — R that
agree in measure (i.m.) on € in the sense that

lu*({z € Q| |f(z) — g(x)| > }) =0 for every £ > 0

(cf. [, p. 88, 92]). The stronger condition that f and g agree almost everywhere
(a.e.) on , i.e.

ul*({z € Q| |f(z) —g(x)| #0}) =0,
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is sufficient but not necessary for f = ¢ i.m. in general, however it is equivalent in
the case of a o-measure p on a o-algebra A (cf. [4, Proposition 4.2.7]). For demon-
stration we consider the measure u = dens from Example [2.4] and the functions
fe(x) = c|z| on R™ with ¢ € R. Then f. = f; i.m. on R” for all ¢,d € R. But f. and
fa do not agree a.e. on R" for ¢ # d, since

lul*({z | [fe(z) = fa(z)] #0}) = p(R"\ {0}) = 1.
For f,g: Q2 — R we say f < g in measure (i.m.) on € if
" ({z € Q| g(z) — f(z) < —c}) =0 forevery &3>0

(or, equivalently, f < g+ h on 2 for some h with A = 0 i.m. on Q, cf. [4, p. 88]).
The condition f < g almost everywhere (a.e.) on (, i.e.

ul*({z € 2 | glx) — f(x) < 0}) =0,

is sufficient but not necessary for f < g i.m. in general. Clearly f =g im. if f <g
and ¢ < f im. on Q (cf. [4, p. 88]).

We call b : Q — R simple function related to measure p on (£2,.4) if there are
finitely many ¢; € R and Ay € A such that

m
h = ZCkXAk on ).
k=1

The simple function h is integrable (with respect to u) if |u|(Ax) < oo whenever

cr # 0 and we set
/ hdp = ZCkH(Ak)
@ k=1

(with the convention 0 - oo = 0, cf. [4, p. 96 ff.]).
We say that f : ) — R is measurable (with respect to ) if there is a sequence
of simple functions hy : {2 — R such that

hi & f.

Then f is measurable if and only if for any € > 0 there is a partition Ay, ..., A,, of
2 in A such that

w(Ag) <e and |f(z)— f(a')] <e forall x,2' € Ay, k=1,...,m

(cf. [, p. 101]).
We call f: Q — R integrable (or p-integrable) on Q if there is a sequence of
integrable simple functions Ay :  — R such that

hp & f and  lim /yhk—hlmmy =0.
kl—o0o Jq
In this case f is measurable and we define the integral of f on € as
/ fdup:= lim [ hpduy
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while {hy} is called a determining sequence for it (cf. [4, p. 104]). The integral is
linear and integrability of f is equivalent to that of |f| (cf. [4, p. 113]). An integrable
f is also integrable with respect to || and it is integrable on any A € A. Integrable
functions f,g: 2 — R agree i.m. on €2 if and only if

/fd;z:/gd,u forall AeA.
A A

If f is integrable, then
AA) = / fdu for Ae A (2.4)
A

gives a measure A\ € ba(f, A) that is absolutely continuous with respect to p. For
more basic properties we refer to [4, p. 105-107]. If fi, g : © — R are integrable with

fe B f and |fi] <g im. on Q,

we have dominated convergence, i.e.

lim/fkduz/fdu
k—o0 Q Q

(cf. [4, p. 131]). For a vector measure p = (i1, ..., i) & scalar function f: Q — R
is said to be p-integrable if f is pj;-integrable for all j. A vector-valued function
F=(F,...,F;):Q— R™is said to be p integrable if each F} is u;-integrable and

we set .
Fdu := /Fd,u-.

For the integral [, f dy it is sufficient to integrate on an aura A C Q of y, but it
is not enough to integrate on core y (if it is defined). For dens, from Example [2.4]
e.g., we have for f continuous and § > 0 that

/ f ddens, = f(x) but f ddens, =0
Bs(x) {z}

(where Bs(x) is an aura and {z} the core of 1). In order to indicate a more precise
information about the domain of integration, we use the notation (if core p is defined)

][fdu:— fdu if corepcCc C CU, U open,
c UnQ

which is well-defined by .

Notice that the usual notion of measurable functions, based on a o-measure ¢ on
(Q, A7) with o-algebra A%, relies on convergence a.e. and it is weaker than the one
used here in general, but both agree if o(£2) < oco. Nevertheless integrability and
the integral as introduced here always agree with the usual o-variant, since usual
convergence in £'(€)) implies convergence in measure due to Chebyshev’s inequality.

For a measure p on (€2,.4) and 1 < p < co we define

PO A ={f: Q>R } f measurable, | f[” integrable }
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with

1l = ( / |f|”d|u|>p

and
L¥(Q, A p) == {f:Q— R| f measurable, | f|,, < oo}
where
|/l = esssup|f| == inf sup |f].
|l (N)=0

For vector-valued functions F' € LP(Q), A, u)™ we replace |f| with the Euclidian
norm |F| in the previous definitions. The corresponding sets of equivalence classes
with respect to equality i.m., denoted by

LA, 1),

are normed spaces but they are not complete in general (cf. [4 p. 125 f1.]).

With f € £P(Q, A, 1) we get a measure fu € ba(2, A), fu << p by

(fu)(A):/Afdu forall AeA. (2.5)

For positive p € ba(f2,.A) the completion of LP(2, A, ) for p € [1,00] is
LP(Q, A p) = {A€ba(A) | X << p, [|A]], < oo}

with ) »
A(A) P AP
AP = lim )— p,A:/ ‘— I 1<p<o0),
g =, 3 [l = [« )
p(A)#0

where [ ™ is the refinement integral (cf. [28], [, p. 231]) and the limit is taken in
the sense of nets over the directed set &2 of all finite partitions P C A of ), and

Al = sup { |25 'A 4}

(use convention 8 =0, cf. [4, p. 185]). Hoélder’s inequality is satisfied in all spaces
for 1 <p < oo (cf. [4 p. 122]) and the integrable simple functions are dense in all
spaces for 1 <p < oo (cf. [, p. 132]). We briefly write

LP(Q, ) == LP(Q,B(Q), 1), LF(Q):= LF(Q,B(Q), L"),
for vector-valued functions we write
LP(Q,B(Q), )™, LP(Qu)™, LP(QR™):=LP(Q)™.

and we use and analogous notation for the LP-spaces.

The dual of £>2(Q, A%, 0) can be identified with ba(Q, A%, ) and plays an im-
portant role in our analysis (cf. [4, p. 139, 140] or also [50, p. 53], [49, p. 118]).
Let us formulate a vector-valued version as needed later. The more refined decom-
position, that makes precise how £'(2,. 4%, 7) as subspace of the dual has to be
supplemented, relies on Proposition [2.5
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Proposition 2.7. Let o be a positive o-measure on (S, A7) with o-algebra A°.
Then
(L£>(Q, A7, a)m)* = ba(Q2, A7, 0)™

if we identify f* € (EOO(Q,A",J)’”)* and p € ba(Q2, A%, o)™ by

<f*,s0>=/sodu forall ¢ € L2(Q,A7, o)
Q

where
L= Nl = 1l (82) (2.6)
and
lu|(A) = sup / wdp  forall Ae A% (2.7)
e

Moreover, a measure p € ba(), A7, o)™ can be decomposed uniquely with some pure

tp € ba(Q, A%, )™ and some h € L}(Q, A%, 0)™ such that
/fdu:/f-hda—i—/fd,up forall f e L%Q,A7, 0)™
Q Q Q

(i.e. = iy + i, with pi, = ho).
Notice that (2.7)) readily follows from ([2.1)) for m = 1.

Proof. For all assertions despite ([2.7)) it is sufficient to consider the case m = 1. As
already mentioned, the characterization of the dual space in the scalar case follows
from [4, p. 139, 140]. The decomposition is taken from [37, Theorem 4.14] and relies
on Proposition [2.5]

It remains to show for a vector measure p = (puq, ..., fm) (cf. |2, p. 21] for
the case of a o-measure). For that we fix ¢ > 0. First, by , there is a pairwise
disjoint decomposition A = U§=1 A; such that u(A;) #0, A; € A%, and

W) =< S =3 [ = [ paus  sw |

€L (Q,A7 o)™
lell oo <1

where a; = \Z§3j§| and ¢ = a; on A;. Second, there is some @ € £L2(Q, A%, o)™ with

O|loo < 1 and there is a step function h = ]?: a;xa. (A; € A7 pairwise disjoint
=1 J J
with |¢ — h| < ¢, |h] <1 on A such that

sup /(pdu—s < /@dug/hdu—F%
EL® (A7 0)™ J A A A

ol goe <1
k k
= > [ wdpres < Y lna) +es
j=1 "4 j=1
< pl(A) +ce
where ¢ = ), |iu|(A). Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the assertion follows. O
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Now we provide some examples for integration.

Example 2.8. With 4 on (N, A) from Example and functions on N taken as
sequences {a,} C R, we have integrability if there is some ¢ € R with a; = ¢ for
almost all k¥ € N and then
/ apdyp = c
N

Example 2.9. The space (> := L>*(N,P(N), o) with the counting measure o is
just the set of bounded sequences {ax} C R. On the subspace ¢° of convergent
sequences one has a linear continuous functional by

(cf. [, p. 111]).

{ap} — liin ag

which can be extended (not uniquely) on ¢> by Hahn-Banach. Hence there is some
p € ba(N,P(N),o) such that all sequences of ¢> are integrable with respect to u
and

/ak dp =lima, on £y
N k
(cf. also [4, p. 39 ff.] and Banach limits in [49, p. 104]). Sequences {a;} that are

zero up to some a; = 1 are simple functions on N and we get

,u({l}):/akd,uzo forall [eN.
N

Hence p is pure by arguments as in Example [2.2]

Example 2.10. Obviously dens, from Example [2.4] belongs to ba (R", B(R™), L").
Hence all f € L*(R") are integrable with respect to dens, for any = € R". Propo-
sition [3.1] below implies that

fa)i= [ fddens, - 7&} fddens,

agrees with f(x) at Lebesgue points z of f, since there
f(z) =lim fdacr,
( ) 010/ Bs ()

while f(x) may depend on the special choice of the measure dens, at other points.
This way we have an integral representation for some f € L>®(R"™) at all x € R" that
agrees L"-a.e. with the precise representative of f (cf. also Remark below).

Let us still justify the definition of core before we consider some facts about weakly
absolutely continuous measures.

Proposition 2.11. Let M be a compact topological space, let Q C M, let A be an
algebra containing all relatively open sets in 2, and let p € ba(Q, A) with p # 0.
Then core p # () and

[l (UNQ) = ul(Q), [pl(UNR)=0
for any open U C M with corep C U.
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Proof. Assume that corepu = (). Then, by definition of core and by compactness
of M, there is a finite open covering {Ug}ir, of M with |u|(Ux N Q) = 0 for all k.
Hence,

] (€2 Z (U N Q) =0

in contradiction to u # 0.

Now let U C M be open such that corey C U. Then, for any y € U¢, we find
some open neighborhood U, with |u|(U, N Q) = 0 by definition of core. Since U°
is compact, the open covering {U, },cpe contains a finite covering {U;}_,. Conse-

quently,
!

0 <[l NQ) < ) |ulU; N Q) =0
and
() = [u[(UNQ) + [p|(UNQ) = [u(UNQ).

2.2 Some weakly absolutely continuous measures

The measures in ba (£2, B(2), L"), that are weakly absolutely continuous with respect
to L™ and that coincide with the linear continuous functionals on £%(2, B(Q2), L"),
are of particular interest for our general treatment of traces. Therefore let us discuss
some special aspects. First we provide a very useful sufficient condition for such
measures to be pure.

Proposition 2.12. Let Q € B(R™). Then u € ba (Q, B(Q2), L") is pure if
L (core N ) =0.

Proof. We have that core j is closed in the compact topological space R" and there is
a decreasing sequence By, of open neighborhoods of core p such that core yp = [, By.
Then

lu[(2\ B;) =0 forall keN

by Proposition . For a positive o-measure o with 0 < o < |u| we get
0 <a(Q\ By) < |ul(2\ By) = 0.
From £"(core p N Q) = 0 we derive
0 < o(coreppnNQ) < |p|(corepN) =0.
Therefore

() :a(coreuﬂﬂ)+a<UQ\Bk) :]}LIEOJ(Q\Bk) =0

and, thus, ¢ = 0. Since ¢ was arbitrary, p is pure. O
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Now we show how any measure u € ba(€2, B(€2)) can be “restricted” to a Radon
measure supported on core 1 and how a o-measure on some I’ C € can be extended
to a measure u € ba(Q, B(Q), L") with corep C I'. For the proof of the second
statement we use the semi norm on £>(2, R™) given by

il += lm ol eringy = i 9l exriom (28)
which is well-defined for Borel sets I and Q with I" C Q (the limit exists and equals
the infimum, since the norm on the right hand side is increasing in §).

Proposition 2.13. Let {2 C R" be a bounded Borel set.

(1) For p € ba(Q, B(2))™ there is a Radon measure o € ca(Q, B(Q))™ supported
on core i such that

/ goda:/npd,u <—][ god,u) for all ¢ € C(Q,R™).
core [4 Q core [

(2) Let o € ca(I',B(I"))™ be a bounded vector-valued o-measure on some Borel
set I' C Q such that

L'(Bs(x)NQ) >0 forall ze€l',6>0. (2.9)
Then there exists p € ba (2, B(2), L™)™ with
corep C I and |u|(Q) = |o|(I)

such that

/cpdo:/god,u (zf(pdu> for all o€ C(Q,R™).
r Q T

If L(IT'N Q) =0, then u is pure.

Obviously (2.9) is satisfied if e.g. I' C 0,02 U int,2. The construction of measure y
in (2) uses the Hahn-Banach theorem and is not unique. Before giving the proof we
consider some example as illustration.

Example 2.14. Let Q C R" be open and bounded, let I' = {z} for some z € Q,
and let 6, be the Dirac measure concentrated at x. By Proposition there is
some pure j, € ba (£, B(2), L") such that

o(x) = / © do, :f ©dp, for all ¢ e C(9). (2.10)
{z} {=}

Obviously pu, = dens, would be a possible choice (cf. Example [2.10)). Alternatively

we can consider some density dens? € ba (Q,B(Q),L") of A € B(Q) at z with

respect to E € B()) by a construction in analogy to Example such that
L(AN BE@))

. i L'(AN BE<£L‘)
lim inf < dens?(A) < limsu J
310 Lr(BE(z)) — »(A4) < 510 P Lr(B§ ()

(2.11)
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where BF(z) = Bs(z) N E (Proposition below ensures the existence of such
measures). We call dens” also a density measure at x with respect to E. In particular
we can choose p, = densf for some open E having an outward cusp at x € F. Then
(2.10) remains true with y, = dens? (cf. Proposition. But, for p = xg € L>*(Q)
we have that x is Lebesgue point and

0 = xp(@) = lim{ xpdl" = dens,(E) = ][ e ddens,
010/ Bs(x) {a}

# 1 = lim xpdL" = dens”(E) :f xg ddens? .
040 J EnB; (2) {a}

Hence a point evaluation ¢ with densf in analogy to Example would not agree
with ¢ at Lebesgue points in general. This illustrates the variety of extensions p,
of ¢, provided by Proposition [2.13

Proof of Proposition[2.13, For (1) it is sufficient to consider m = 1. We first notice
that

| o] <1l Il foral o € C@).

Then ¢ — [, ¢ du is a linear continuous functional on C({2) and, by Riesz’ Repre-
sentation theorem, there is a Radon measure o € ca(2, B(€2)) such that

/gpdaz/gpd,u for all ¢ € C(Q).
Q Q

For any x € Q \ core i there is § > 0 with Bj(x) N core i = (), since core 41 is closed.

Thus,
/gpdaz/gpd,uzo
Q Q

for all p € C(Q2) compactly supported on Bs(x). Hence supp o C core p.
For (2) we use the semi norm from ([2.8) and observe that

lelr = lleirllor < llellexw forall ¢ € C(Q,R™),
since |p(x)| < |||l 2o @nB;(2)) for all z € I and § > 0 by (2.9). Thus

| [ wdo| <lolD) lorrllo = oD el forall ¢ € COR™. (212

Hence gi : C(Q,R™) — R with (g, ) = [}, ¢ do is a linear continuous functional on
a subspace of £>(§2,R™). By the Hahn-Banach theorem there is a linear continuous
extension g* of g to all of £L>(Q,R™) preserving (2.12). Thus

[{g"s o)l < lol(Dllellr < lol(D)llllew) forall @& L2(Q,R™). (2.13)
By Proposition [2.7| there is u € ba (2, B(Q2), £L™)™ such that

<g*,¢>=/90du for all ¢ € L>(Q,R™).
Q
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Consequently,

|1l () = llg"|| < [o](I).
Since every ¢ € C.(I",R™) can be extended to some @ € C(Q, R™) under preserva-
tion of the norm (cf. [51], Proposition 2.1]) and since o is bounded,

lo|(I) = sup /soda: sup /@dﬂ
Q

peCe(I'R™) J I peCe(I,R™)
lellory<1 llellea<1
< sw[fwai= s [ vaus W@
YeC@R™) beC@R™) JO
D 6l 2o gy <1

Therefore |o|(1") = |u|(2). If 6 > 0 and ¢ € L>2(Q,R™) with ¢ =0 on I}, then
(g%, 9) Z/ﬂsodu=0

by (2.13). This implies core p C T'. If £L*(I' N Q) = 0, then y is a pure measure by
Proposition [2.12] O

For some measure p € ba (2, B(Q2), £™) with Q € B(R™), all functions f € L>(Q)
are integrable by Proposition [2.7] and, thus,

L®(Q,B(Q), L") € LY, B(Q), 1) .

By a more detailed analysis of the special case u = dens (cf. - ) we not only
show that the inclusion can be strict, but we also demonstrate how the integration
theory can be applied to an important prototype of pure measures. We say that
f € LL (Q) has the approzimate limit a at x € Q (with respect to €2), denoted by

aplim f(y) = a

Yy—x

ifforalle >0

lim LM(QN Bs(z) N{|f —a| >e})

fimy QN By(@)) =0 (2.14)

(cf. [21) p. 46]).
Proposition 2.15. Let Q € B(R"), let f € LL.(Q), let x € Q be such that
LN Bs(x)) >0 forall §>0,

and let dens be a density measure at x with respect to €2.
(1) If there is some § > 0 such that

][ \fldL™ is bounded for all 0 <& <0,
QNBs(z)

then f 1is integrable with respect to densQ and

/]f|ddens <11msup][ |f|dLc™.
QNB;s(z)
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(2) If we have
aplim f(y) = a for some «a €R,

Yy—x

then f =« i.m. and f is dens-integrable with

fddens = a.
{z}

(3) If there is a € R with

lim |f —aldL™ =0, (2.15)
0=0JanB;(x)

then aplim,_,, f(y) = a and f is dens'!-integrable with

a =4 fddens! = lim fdcr. (2.16)
{x} 020/ anB;(2)

Remark 2.16. (1) Let us discuss the results for © open and = € Q. Notice first
that, in this case, the results are also true for any density measure dens, according
to Example , since it agrees with some densf,;2 on 2. We also observe that
is valid with a@ = f(z) at any Lebesgue point = € € of f by definition. This way
we see that any f € Lp _(Q) is densi-integrable at least for L™-a.e. z € Q (cf. [21]
p. 44]). Consequently, for fixed z € Q there is a large class of densg—integrable
functions beyond L>(Q2). Notice that, conversely, densg—integrability of f does not
imply that x is a Lebesgue point of f or that f has an approximate limit = (take e.g.
f = xa for some A C B(Q2) such that liminf and limsup in do not coincide).
(2) For © open the results also provide an integral representation for a slightly

modified precise representative of f by

() { f{x} fddemsgc2 if the integral exists,
€T) =

0 otherwise .

The usually used precise representative, that equals

lim fdcr

6—0 Bs (1.)
if the limit exists, obviously agrees with f*(z) at all x € Q where (2.15)) is satisfied.
Thus it differs from f*(x) at most on an L£"-zero set (cf. [21], p. 46]). More precisely,
f € LL () might not be dens-integrable if merely lims_,q 3[35 (@) fdL™ exists, since

roughly speaking f{x} f* ddensé2 can be infinite for the positive and negative part
of f. If fis densg—integrable, the limit limg_,q fBa (@) fdL" can exist but differ from

f*(z) (cf. Example below). Moreover, f can be dens-integrable if the limit
limg_.o fBé(x) fdL™ does not exist, since , e.g., the inequalities in (3.5 can be strict.

In this last case the integral will depend on the special choice of densg.

For f in WH(Q2) or BV () we readily obtain that it is integrable with respect to
densg for H" '-a.e. 2 € Q and that f* agrees with the usual precise representative
H lae. on Q (cf. 21), p. 160, 213]).
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(3) If Q is open with Lipschitz boundary and if f is in WH1(Q) or BV(Q), then
the integral f{x} f ddensg exists and agrees with the usual trace of f for H" '-a.e.
x € 00 (cf. [21, p. 133, 181]). Therefore, the precise representative f* also provides
an integral representation for the pointwise trace of f in this case.

(4) Let © C R"™ be open and let f € WH(Q,R™). Then f is differentiable
L-a.e. and its derivative Df equals its weak derivative £"-a.e. (cf. [21], p. 235]).
For z € Q) where f is differentiable we have

|f(y) — f(z) = Df(x)(y — )|

ap lim =0
Y=z ly — x|
and, thus,
_ - D _
{=} ly — x|

Moreover, if h € R™ with h # 0, then
i LEE @) e e th) = @)

t—0 t t—0 t

With a density measure densy € ba(R, B(R), £') at t = 0 in R we obtain

Dfyh =4 LEEMZI@ a0 & forall he R, h£0,

{0} t

which is an integral representation of the directional derivatives for L™-a.e. x € (.

For f € BV(2) we have an even stronger result saying that, on a jump set of f,
the precise representative f* gives the mean value of the approximate limits from
both sides for H" 1-a.e. x (cf. also 21}, p. 213], [2, p. 175]).

Corollary 2.17. Let Q C R" be open, let f € BV(R), and let dens® be any density
measure at x € ) with respect to €. Then
f(x) = fddens! = w H 1-a.e. on Q)
{z}

where

f(z) = apliminf f(y) = sup {a

Yy—T

) E"(B(s(x) N{f < a}) B
B T L (Bs(a)) ‘0}’

. E”(B(g($) Nn{f> a}) -
S8 L(Byta) ‘0}

are the lower and the upper approzimate limit of f at x, respectively.

f?(x) = aplimsup f(y) = inf {a

Yy—x

For Q € B(R") and z € Q such that £*(2N B;(x)) > 0 for all § > 0, we readily
get from for all A € B(R2)

L" (A N B?(w)) ][
ddens, = dens,(A) < limsu = limsu ac"
/Q XA (A) g p ﬁ”(B?(:E)) i p 590 XA
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and an analogous relation with lim inf. This implies for simple functions h that

6—0 6—0

lim inf][ hdl" < / hddens, < lim sup][ hdL™. (2.17)
B§ (x) Q B§ (x)

Now we can ask how far this remains true for dens$-integrable f € L (€). For any
fe LOO(Q) thls follows from (3.5) below (take I' = {2} and E = Q). If f € L. ()
satisfies , then (| - follows with equahty Let us provide an example that
this might fail if merely aplim,_,, f(y) = a.

Example 2.18. Let Q = B;(0) C R?. With polar coordinates (r, 3) we set (radius
r >0, angle § € [0,27))

O ={(rp|o<r<1,0<p<r’}cqQ.

Now we consider f € L*(2) given by

f(:v)={ woon

X
0 otherwise.

Then, for 0 < < 1,

][ fdc? = // —dﬁdr—i 5rdr—i
Bjs(0) 52 _27T

From ([2.11]) we obtain for x =0

L' N Bs(0))

0 < densy(€) < limsu =0.

= denso(82) = B =3, 0)

Since Q' N B1(0) ={|f — 0| > e} for £ > 0,
aplim f(y) = 0. (2.18)
y—0

Consequently, by Proposition f=0im. densg and

0=+ fddensy < liminf][ facr. (2.19)

{0} 6—0 B;s(0

For —f we get the opposite inequality with lim sup. Thus (2.17) is not valid with
+f instead of h. Since lims_, JCB5(O) fdL™ > 0 exists, f*(x) = 0 differs from the

usual precise representative. If we define f with # instead of I?l\ on ¢V, then we

still have (2.18)) but

1
fdct = — 8 o,
Bs(0) 2mo
i.e. the equality in (2.19) remains the same while the lim inf becomes even infinite.
The example also shows that the boundedness of §, . B;(0) |f|dL™ for small § > 0 is

not sufficient for the second equality in (2.16]).
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Proof of Proposition . We have that f € L'(Q N Bs(x)) for some § > 0. )
For (1) there is some ¢ > 0 such that fBQ(I) |f|dL™ < ¢ for all § € (0,5). We
é

define for each £ € N
Q={yeQ||f)] <k}, =0\,

ha(z) = 3 on [f[7 ([ Hi)) Ny for all L € N,
0 on Qg.

Obviously all hy are Borel measurable and, thus, they are simple functions related

to dens’. Clearly, hy < |f| on Q for all k € N. By | hy — |f|| < 2% on 0, we get

{yeQ|lh—|fl|>c}CcQ) if % <e.

Therefore
densy {| by, — |f|| > e} < densy(Q)). (2.20)
Let us first assume that dens{’(€9) > \% Then we choose 0, € (0,6) such that
_ £ ()N B (x)) LN BS(x)) 1
lim sup — 0 < ——a + —.
s-0  L(Bg(z)) L(B;, (x)) Vk
Consequently,

1
fldcr = —(/ f d£”+/ f d£">
]{99 (x)| | E"(B(%C(m» B (x)ﬁQk| | B?k(:c)ﬂ(22| |

Sk ‘?k
LM (00N BY L (00 N BY
> (2 . 5 (7)) > k(limsup (2 . 5(2)) _L)
E“(Bék(x)) 6—0 LBy (x)) VE
(2.11)
g k(densff(@%)—\/ig) > Vk.

But this is impossible for vk > ¢ by the boundedness of the left hand side and,
therefore, dens(€9) < \/lE for such k. Using ([2.20) we get

dens?!

hy,
With (2.11)) we obtain for all A € B(Q2)

|f]-

/ dd dens, (A) < limsup Z A BI@) ][ dL”
ens, = dens,(A) < limsu = limsu
Q x4 50 P L (B3 (x)) 50 P BY(x) x4

and an analogous relation with liminf. This implies for the simple functions h; that

6—0 6—0

lim inf][ hpdL" < / hi ddens, < lim sup][ hi dLC™ .
B (z) Q B (x)

Since 0 < hy, < |f| on Q, we obtain that

6—0

0< / hi ddens, < limsup][ |f|dL™ < c. (2.21)
Q B (x)
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By construction, the sequence {h;} of simple functions is increasing. Hence
/ |he — hy|ddens, — 0 as kI — oco.
Q

Consequently, |f| is dens-integrable with determining sequence {h;} and, hence,
also f is densg-integrable. Taking the limit £ — oo in (2.21)) we get the remaining
estimate.

For (2) we fix € > 0 and set Q¢ := {y € Q||f — a| > €}. Then, by ,

L™ (QF N BS}(x))
0 < dens () < limsu 0 =
= e 8 S BRSSP B )

where the last equality follows from aplim,_,, f(y) = a. Thus, dens!(Q°) = 0 for
all ¢ > 0, which implies f = « i.m. on Q. Hence the constant sequence {a}; is a
determining sequence for f. Therefore f is densg—integrable with

fddenss! = / addens? = adens?(Q) = a.

{z} Q

For (3) we use ¢ as defined in the proof of (2) to get

0 < I E”(Q‘EHB?(:U))
11m su
= T (B ()

1
< limsup ———s—— / f—aldl"
50 LB (x)) Q=NBY(x) | |

1
< limsup—][ |f —aldl™ = 0.
B (x)

§—0 €

Hence aplim,_,, f(y) = a by the definition of Q°. Thus (2) implies that f is dens'-
integrable with f, , f ddens? = a. By (2.15

‘ ][ a— fdcr
QNBs(z)

?

g][ o — fldcm 23 0.
QNBs(xz)

Hence
a = lim adl” = lim fdacr
020/ 0nBs(z) 020/ 0nBs(z)
which verifies the assertion. O

Proof of Corollary[2.17. We have
— o0 < fi(x) < fi(z) < oo for H" t-ae. x€Q (2.22)

(cf. [21, p. 211]). We use f(z) = $(f'(z)+ f*(z)) and show the statement for z € Q
where ([2.22)) is satisfied. If the approximate limit of f at x exists, then

fi(z) = f*(z) = aplim f(y)

Yy—x
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and f*(z) = f(x) by Proposition[2.15| Otherwise there are disjoint open half spaces
H. C R" such that z € 0H. and

fix) = ap lim f (), f(x)= ap lim f (y)

(cf. [21], p. 213] and notice that merely half balls By* (x) enter the computation of
aplim). By £L*(H*™ N H~) = 0, the measures

densfcmHﬂE = 2densS! | H*

are density measures at x with respect to H*. From Proposition m (2) with
QN HT instead of 2 we get

filx) =4 fddens?™™ | f(z) =4 fddens?" .
{=} {=}
With
dens’! = %(densimH " +densiM” )
we get f*(z) = f(x) also in this case. O

3 Theory of traces

For the treatment of partial differential equations, Sobolev and BV functions play
an essential role. Since they cannot be evaluated directly on the boundary, it is
common to consider a trace operator for sufficiently regular €2. As typical example
available today we can take {2 C R™ open and bounded with Lipschitz boundary to
have a linear continuous operator

T :WHH(Q) — LYo, H™ )

such that for all f € WH(Q) and ¢ € C1(Q,R")

/fdivgpdE"Jr/go-Dde”:/ o VT fdH™! (3.1)
Q 9) 00

(cf. 21, p. 133}, [34, p. 168]). Here the surface integral on the right hand side is
related to the vector-valued Radon measure v T fH" 1| 9€. This basically restricts
to sets (2 of finite perimeter, since these are the sets having a suitable normal
field on their boundary. We will overcome that limitation by a much more general
approach.

3.1 General traces

Notice that the left hand side in (3.1) can be considered as linear continuous func-
tional f* € C'(Q2,R")* such that

(ff0) =0 if e =0. (3.2)
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In this light we introduce a more general notion of trace. Let U C R" be a Borel
set, let I' C U, and let X be a normed space of functions ¢ : U — R™. A trace or
trace functional on I' over X is some f* € X* such that for all ¢ € X

(f"o)y=0 if  @pnr =0 for some § > 0. (3.3)

Clearly f* in is a trace on dN related to f. Since I's = (I')s for all § > 0, it is
sufficient to consider traces on closed I'.

Let us motivate our approach by some traces over £>(U) that in particular show
that would be too restrictive for general traces we intend to study.

Proposition 3.1. Let U C R™ be a Borel set, let E € B(U), let I' C U be closed,
and let v : (0,00) — (0,00) be continuous such that

1
¢ = limsup — / dL" is finite. 3.4
sio - Y() TsNE &4)

Then there exists a measure
ur € ba (U, B(U), L") with corepr C I, |ur|(U) <c

such that f7 € L>®(U)* related to fur is a trace on I' for all f € L>®(U) and

1
liminf — / act < N ][ d
510 7(5) rnE Sof <fF gp) s pr Hr

1
< limsup—/ fdcr 3.5
510 7(5) F(;mE(p ( )

for all p € L2(U). If the limsup in (3.4)) is a limit, then |up|(U) = c. The mapping
T L%U) = L2(U) with Tf = fh

is linear and continuous. For fized f,p € L>®(U) there is a sequence d; | 0 with

1
dup = lim —— / acr . 3.6
fp of dpr im0 Féijsof (3.6)

For a nontrivial measure pp one obviously needs

/ dL" = L[N E) >0 forall 6> 0.
I'sNE

In applications we consider the special choices (J) = ¢ and
Y0) = £(I5N E) - ( thus L / of dC" :][ pfdc™). (3.7)
v(9) I'sNE I'sNE

Notice that |pp|(U) = 1 in case (3.7). In some examples the following approximation
result turns out to be helpful.
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Corollary 3.2. Let U C R*, E € B(U), I' C U, v € C(Rsg), and ur be as in
Proposition . Moreover let § > 0 and i, p € L®(U) be such that

1 / . 1 .
— pdL" = lim —/ wrdL™  uniformly for § € (0,0), 3.8
Y(0) Jryne k=00 Y(6) J s * (0.9) (38)

1
Yr dp :hm—/ erdLl"™  forall k € N. 3.9

Then

fsodur = lim][@kdur.
r k—o0 r

Let us discuss the results before we provide the proofs. For £ = U, I' = {z} and
v as in , the proposition provides a measure ., that we call dens, in accordance
with (2.2)), and a trace f¥ on {z} over L>(U). We readily notice that f cannot
satisfy with {z} instead of 0%, since ¢jr;3 cannot be defined in a reasonable
way. However, the trace f provides an evaluation of f at x due to

f(z):= fddens, = (fr,1) forall feL®(Q).

By this agrees with f(z) if = is Lebesgue point of f € L*°(U) (let us mention
that this need not be the case for any extension p, of J, according to Proposi-
tion as, e.g., in Example [2.14). The mapping f — f¥ can be considered as a
trace operator on £°(Q) at z. If we fix f and vary x, then we have a pointwise
integral representation of f that agrees a.e. with its precise representative f* (cf.

Remark [2.16]).

Let us discuss Proposition |3.1| with
U=E=(0,1)>’CR*, TI'=0U, ~()=9.

Then, for fixed f € L*(U), the measure f}; is a trace on OU. For g, € L>(U)
we obviously have

ol = 9 dur| < lelexon 1 = gle=qanyy forall 630,
ou

Therefore the trace g, = guov agrees with f3;, for all functions g in the affine linear
subspace

Xy={geL>U)|If - gllov =0}

(cf. (2.8)). This somehow means that g € X; behaves as f arbitrarily close to OU
and fj; appears to be an appropriate tool to describe that behavior. If we restrict
our attention to ¢ € C(U), then we can identify f3,; with a o-measure fg,; supported
on OU. By the application of to smoothened versions of ¢ = x g with rectangles
R intersecting OU, we obtain that fg; is (weakly) absolutely continuous with respect
to H'|OU. Hence there is a density function f7 on U such that fg,; = foH'|0U.
However, in the general case with ¢ € L£>(U) we cannot find a function on oU

representing the measure f3;;.
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We still consider
Q=QUO CR?® with Q= (j,7+1)x(0,1)
and f € L>(Q) given by
f=0on Qy, f=1on

(which is merely a representative of an equivalence class). Obviously f € BV(Q).
For I' = 092 and () = ¢ the proposition provides a measure pur and a trace f} on
I" such that

(/7> ¢) prsof dur forall ¢ € L>(Q).

In the light of usual traces we can try to assign a function fr on I' to the trace f}.
by the requirement

][ ofdur = / ofr dt' (3.10)
r r

for suitable ¢ that, however, have to be extendable up to I'. For ¢ € C(Q) we get

from (3.5))

0 on 890\ 691 s
fp == 1 on 891\ 8(20 s
% on 0QpN I .

But notice that fr cannot provide the precise behavior of f near 9QyN 92y while f}:
can give the full information by using ¢ € C(Q2). In addition, f} is not restricted to
¢ that are extendable up to I". This property of general (finitely additive) measures
allows the construction of much more general Gauss-Green formulas than before.

Finally let us roughly sketch how we extend the Gauss-Green formula to
general Borel sets ) contained in some open set U C R™. For f € WYH(U) the left
hand side can obviously be considered as functional f* € W' (U, R")*. Based on
Proposition it can be shown that f* is related to measures

Ar €ba(U,BU), LY and puy € ba(U,BU),L")" "

such that
/ fdivpdl" + / @ DfdL" = (Ap, ) + (g, D)
Q Q

for all p € Wh*°(U,R") where, in full generality, the core of A\; and p; belongs to a
small neighborhood of 9f). In ’better’ cases their core belongs to 02 and we get

/fdivgodﬁ"+/g0'Dfd£”:][ pdAf + Dodpy .
Q Q o9 o9

In ’even better’ cases A\; can be considered as Radon measure on 02 and py might
disappear. If €2 has some inner boundary, the measures ’know’ the function f on
both sides of it and Ay cannot be a o-measure as in the previous example surrounding
. In some cases, the measure py disappears and we get more structure for the
other boundary term where, in particular, f enters explicitly. More precisely, in these
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cases there is a so-called normal measure v € ba (U, B(U), £L™)" with corerv C 0,
an extension of the pointwise outer normal function, such that

/fdivgpdﬁ"+/g0-Dfd£”: fody for all ¢ € WH(Q,R").
Q Q o9

For some normal measures v we even get that
v = v densyq

for the normal field v = D(distg — distqe ) and some density measure densyg as in
Proposition [3.1]

Summarizing it turns out that the results derived below would not be possible in
that generality with a notion of trace relying merely on pointwise trace functions on
the boundary 9€2. We will develop our theory first for vector fields having divergence
measure. Then the results for Sobolev functions and BV functions are at least
partially direct consequences.

Proof of Proposition[3.1 Let X := £>(U). Then

1
Xo = {cp eX ’ lim—/ pdLl"” exists}
’ 510 7y(6) IsNE

is a linear subspace. gj : Xo — R with

1
o = lim —— / acr
0<(70) 440 7(5) I'sNE 4

is a continuous linear functional on Xy majorized by the positively homogeneous
and subadditive functional g : £L>(U) — R given by

1
(e :zlimsup—/ edL" < |||z -
() 510 = V() Jrsne Ielle

The Hahn-Banach theorem provides an extension g* € L£L>(U)* of g§ that is also
majorized by g on X. Hence ||g*|| < ¢ and

1 1
liminf—/ pdl" = —limsup—/ —pdL" = —g(—¢
50 v(6) Jrne st Y(6) Jryne (=)
< — {95 —p)=(9".p)
1
< gy zlimsup—/ wdLl" 3.11
( ) 510 7(5) T'sNE ( )

for all ¢ € L£L>®(U). In the case where the limsup in (3.4)) is a limit, we have for

¢ =1 that ||¢|z~ = 1 and (g*,¢) = ¢ by (3.11) and, thus, [|g*|| = c. If ¢;r, =0
for some ¢’ > 0, then obviously

1
0:lim—/ ac" = (g*, 3.12
I s ? (", ¢) (3.12)
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and, hence, g* is a trace on ['.
Let pp € ba (U, B(U), L") be related to g* € £L>(U)* as in Proposition[2.7 Then

(9%, ) —][ wdup forall ¢ e L),
I

core i € T by (BT, and [url(U) = lg°].
For f € £L2°(U) we now consider fj € L>(U)* related to fur and we have

<ﬁw%ﬂf&ﬂ=ﬁwﬁmvhwﬂweﬁﬂw

(cf. (2.4)). Obviously f7 is also a trace on I'. From ({3.11)) we obtain (3.5]). Clearly,
the mapping 7T is linear and, by ||T'f|| < || f|lze|per|(U), also continuous.

For the last statement we fix f, ¢ € £L°(U) and set

4 1 1
B = liminf—/ pfdc", B = hmsup—/ pfdc”.
640 ”y((s) IsNE 640 7(5) I'sNE

By (3.5) we have
ﬁs&:f@mwsﬁ%
r

If 3=/ or B = /3° we use the definition of liminf or lim sup, respectively, to get
the assertion. For 8 € (5%, 3%) we first observe that

1 n

is continuous for § > 0. Hence the mapping I attains the value v on each interval
(0,9) with § > 0. But this implies the statement. O

Proof of Corollary Let us fix ¢ > 0. By (3.8)) there is some ky such that for all
k > ko and all § € (0,9)

1 / 1 1
— cpdﬁ”—sg—/ gokdﬁng—/ pdL" +¢€.
Y(0) Jrsne Y(0) Jrsne Y(0) Jrsne
Using the limit from (3.6) with f =1 and using (3.9) we obtain

][gpd,up—ag][gokdup g][cpdup+e for all k> k.
r r r

Now the arbitrariness of € > 0 implies the assertion. O]
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3.2 Traces of vector fields with divergence measure

In our further treatment we are interested in traces that describe the behavior near
the boundary 0f) for vector fields where the distributional divergence is a Radon
measure. As special cases we consider Sobolev functions and BV functions. In our
subsequent treatment we always assume that U C R" is an open set.

Let us first recall some notation. For vector fields F' = (F}, ..., F,,) we use

LP(UR™) == LP(U)™, W'Y (UR™) :=W2(U)™

with the norms

1
1Pl = [Fllee = (/ Fpact)’ for 1<p< oo,
U
1
IF|lwis = (|F|E+]|DF|E)? for 1 <p< oo,
1Flle = [Fles = esssuplFY, (.13
[Flwee == max {||Fll, | DF o }
(where | - | is the Euclidean norm and DF is interpreted as mn-vector). Moreover

1fllsy = [lfll + [DFIU) for  f e BY{U),

lull == (@) for u € ba (U, BU), L™ .

Proposition [2.7] tells us that ba (U, B(U), £™")™ is the dual of L>(U,R™).
We say that F' € £ (U, R") has divergence measure if there is a signed Radon
measure on U denoted by div F' such that

/F-Dgodﬁ":—/goddivF for all ¢ € C(U) (3.14)
U U

(i.e. the distributional divergence of F' is a signed Radon measure). By approxima-
tion, is even valid for all ¢ € W'*(U) having compact support in U (take
mollifications ¢, € C*(U) of ¢ such that Dy, — D¢ a.e. on U and use domi-
nated convergence on the left hand side). The space of vector fields in £? having
divergence measure is denoted by

DMP(U) := {F € L2(U,R") | |div F| (U) < o}, 1<p<oo,

where the total variation |div F| (U) equals

|div F| (U)zsup{/F-Dgpdﬁ”
U

@ € CHU), el <1}

We have that DMP(U) is a Banach space with the norm
| Fllpame == ||F||ze + |div F| (U) .
For a Borel set I' C U we use the semi norm on £(U,R™) given by

ol r = lgﬂ)l ||80||L°°(F5mU,Rm)
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(cf. (2.8)). With the subspace
Z={p e L2UR") | [l¢lr =0} (3.15)
we define the factor space
LT U,R™) = LX(UR™)/Z. (3.16)
The equivalence class containing ¢ € £(U,R™) is denoted by

or:=¢p+72.

This way we can describe ¢ infinitesimally close to I, but not at I'. If ¢ is continuous
on a neighborhood of I with a continuous extension up to I', we can identify o,r
with the restriction ¢|p.

Now we are able to provide a large class of traces that will be the basis for
upcoming general Gauss-Green formulas.

Theorem 3.3. Let U C R™ be open and bounded and let Q € B(U). Then there is
a linear continuous operator T : DMY(U) — WE*(U)* such that

(TF, @) = div (¢F)() :/dedivFjL/QDthdﬁ” (3.17)

for all o € Wh°(U) and TF is a trace on 9Q over WH>°(U) for all F € DM (U).
Moreover

(TF,0)=0 if ¢joa);n =0
for some 6 > 0.

We call T' trace operator. In Theorem below we will exploit the structure of
WLee(U)* to get a general representation for these traces.

Remark 3.4. The functional 7% € DM*(U)* given by
(T*,F) = div F(Q)

is a trace on dQ over DM(U) as one can see similar to the proof of the theorem.
Thus we could take (T, ¢ F) instead of (T'F, ) in (3.17)). The advantage would be
to have merely one functional 7™ for all F. However, the lack of knowledge about
the structure of DM (U)* prevents a direct representation of traces that way in
general.

Corollary 3.5. Let U C R" be open and bounded, Q € B(U), F € DMY(U), and
let T be as in (3.17). If ¢ € WH(U) with

Voo =0 (i.e. [J¢llag =0)

and
(Dg)aa =0 or  LMQ\intQ) =0, (3.18)

then (T'F, ) = 0.
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Notice that is satisfied if Q is open or if £"(0€2) = 0. For U = 2 open and
bounded the previous result is similar to Theorem 2.3 in Silhavy [43] where the right
hand side in is considered as functional over bounded ¢ € Lip(R™) and it is
shown that this functional agrees with a linear continuous functional on Lip(0f2).

Remark 3.6. Corollary [3.5] readily implies that the trace T'F from Theorem [3.3] is
uniquely determined if it is known for all p € W5*((9€2)s) having compact support
in (09);s for some ¢ > 0.

As simple consequence of Theorem we get some analogous statement for
Sobolev functions and BV functions.

Proposition 3.7. Let U C R™ be open and bounded and let Q € B(U). Then there
is a linear continuous operator T : BV(U) — W1°(U, R™)* such that

(Tf,go):div(fcp)(ﬂ):/Qfdivgpdﬁn—i—/ggodl?f (3.19)

for all o € WEho(U,R™) and Tf is a trace on 92 over Wh>°(U, R™) for all functions
feBvU). If
©|0)snq = 0 for some 6 >0

or if
o =0 and (3.18)) is satisfied,
then we have (T'f, ) = 0.

Remark 3.8. (1) For f € BY(U) the distributional partial derivatives D,, f are
signed Radon measures and the distributional gradient Df is the vector-valued
Radon measure

Df = (Du,f,.... Do f) (3.20)
(cf. [2 p. 117]). Thus the most right integral in (3.19)) has to be taken as

/gode:Z/tpdexkf where = (p*,..., "),
Q = /0

(2) Proposition [3.7]is obviously valid for all Sobolev functions f € WHH(U), since
they belong to BY(U) (cf. [21) p. 170]). For such f the measure D f equals D f(-)L™
with the weak gradient Df(-) as density. Therefore

DFIQ) = / DAL, fllsy = by
and in (3.19) we can replace

/gpde:/gp-Dde".
Q Q
(3) Let U C R™ be open, bounded and let Q2 € B(U). We consider the space

X:={few"(U)| Df e DMY(U)}, |Ifllx = Ifller + 1D flloarr -
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This means that A f in the sense of distributions is a Radon measure. Now we define
T:X — Whe(UR")* by

@f.0) = [ wdss+ [ Df-Decr.

Theorem implies that T'f is a trace on 0f) and we readily conclude that T is
continuous. For 2 open with Lipschitz boundary and f smooth we obviously have

(Tf,p) :/mngf-VQdH"_l.

Proof of Proposition[3.7. For f € BV(U) we consider the vector fields
Fo=(Fl,...,F") with FF=f F/ =0for k#j

where k = 1,...,n. Obviously F}, € DM!(U) for all k and, with the notation from

(3-20),

[Fklloar = [[Filler + [ div Fi[(U) = [[fllcr + [ D, fI(U)
< Nl + 1DFIU) = ([ fllsv-

Hence, by Theorem [3.3] there are linear and continuous mappings
Ty : BY(U) = WY (U,R")* (k=1,...,n)

such that each Ty f is a trace on 0f) and such that
(Tt ) = div (FF) = [ PdDu s+ [ feh de”

for all o = (¢, ..., ") € WH(U,R"). Summing over k we get the first statement
of the proposition for T = >, Tj. The assertions related to (T'f,¢) = 0 follow
directly from Theorem 3.3 and Corollary O
Proof of Theorem[3.5 First we note that

©F € DM*(U) forall F € DM U), p € W->(U) (3.21)
and that, as measures,

div(pF) = @divF + F-DpL" (3.22)
(cf. Proposition 2.2 and the subsequent comment in [43]). For ' € DM (U) we set
(TF, ) :=div(eF)(Q) foral ¢eWhH(U).

From we get and

[(TF, )| < l@lloc [div FL(U) + [[Dolloc [ Fllx < llollwree | It
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Hence TF € WY (U)* with [|TF|| < ||F||pae. Therefore T is a linear continuous
operator as stated.
We now consider ¢ € Wh(U) with

Q0)sne = 0 for some 0> 0. (3.23)

Then
Dp=0 L"ae on (002)sNKQ (3.24)

(cf. [21], p. 130]). For &' = & we define y € W'**(R") by

1 for x € Q_os,
X(z) = { 0 forx & Q g, (3.25)
1- % dist(q_,,)(x) otherwise.
Clearly, o
0<x<1, x=1lonQys, suppxCQ sy CUy,
(1—=x)p=0o0n Q, oDx =0 on U,
(1-x)Dp=0 L"ae. on §.
Using (3.17) we obtain

(TF,¢) = /(1—X)g0ddivF+/(1—X)Dg0-Fdﬁ"
Q Q
—i—/xcpddivF—l—/XDgo-FdE”

Q Q
= /XapddivF+/ (XDcp+chx)-Fd£"
U U
= /XgoddivF—i-/F-D(Xgo)dL".
U U

Obviously y¢ € W (U) with compact support in U. The definition of divergence
measure in (3.14)) and the subsequent comment imply

/XgoddivF—i-/ F-D(xp)dL" =0.

U U

Consequently (T'F,¢) = 0 for all ¢ € W'>°(U) satisfying (3.23). This shows the
last statement in the theorem and readily implies that T'F' is a trace on 0f) over
whe(U). O

Proof of Corollary . For 6 > 0 we use y = xs as in (3.25) and we have

cU_

0<xs<1, xs=1o0nQ., suppysCQ

wl>

_3
3

If o € WH(U), then x50 € WH*°(U), it has compact support on U, and it vanishes
outside €2. Hence Dys = 0 L"-a.e. on U\ (2\ Q_s) (cf. [21], p. 130]). Therefore the
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definition of divergence measure in (3.14) and the subsequent comment give for all
0>0

0 = /X5gpddivF+/F-D(X5gp)d£”
U U
= /XaSOddiVF+/X5F~Dgod£”+/g0F'DX5d£”.
Q Q Q
Consequently
(TF,p) = /(1—X5)90ddiVF+/(1—Xé)D<P'Fd/5”
Q Q
+/X690ddivF+/X5D<p~Fd£”
Q Q
= /(I—X(s)goddivF—l—/(l—X(;)D@-Fdﬁn
Q Q
- / @F - DxsdL". (3.26)
Q

Let now pq = 0. Then p(z) = 0 for x € 092 N Q by continuity of ¢ on U. For
z € intQ\ Q_; there is 2’ € 9 such that

|z — 2| = distpa(z) <6

and, consequently,
B|x_$/|(x) C Q.

For any ¢ > 0 we find 2" € (2/, z) (open segment connecting x, x’) with |p(z”)| < ¢’
by [|¢|lse = 0. Therefore

o(@)] < lp(x) = (z")] + [o(z")] < 0]l Deplloc + 0"
The arbitrariness of ¢ and x implies
o(2)] <Ol Deplloc on 2\ Q5.
Using |Dys| < 3 L"-a.e. on U and Dys =0 L™a.e. on U\ (2\ Q_5) we get
loDxs| < 3||D¢lloc L™a.e. on U.

Since Dxs(xz) — 0 for all z € U, dominated convergence gives
/goF-DX(;dE”—>O as 0 —0.
U

From 50 = 0 we also obtain that

|(1 - X&(l’))@(l")‘ < leona_slls 200 forall zeQ

and, therefore,

/(1—X5)g0ddivF%O as 0—0.
Q
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Analogously, (D¢)pq = 0 implies |(1 — xs(z))Dep(z)| 2280 for all z € Q. Thus
/(1—X5)F-Dg0d£"—>0 as 0 — 0.
Q

The last convergence is also obtained in the case where £"(Q2\ int ) = 0, since then
xs — 1 L"-a.e. on €.
Now we can take the limit § — 0 in (3.26]) to get (T'F, ¢) = 0. O

3.3 Representation of traces

For a powerful theory we now need suitable representations for the traces introduced
in the previous section. In general we are interested in traces over WH*°(U, R™)
which requires representations of functionals in W' (U, R™)*. That we do not
interrupt the presentation of the subsequent essential results, we collect all proofs
in the next subsection.

Let us start with some preliminary considerations. First we consider the semi

norm ||¢||r and the related factor space L (U, R™) introduced in ([3.16)).

Lemma 3.9. Let U C R" be open and let I' C U be a Borel set. Then the subspace
Z ={p e LU,R™) | |l¢llr =0} (cf. (3.15)) is closed and, for all ¢ € L®(U,R™),

Il = dist @ = inf o — ¥~y 327
lellr =lle+ ¢l if dez. (3.28)
Moreover
E%O<Ua Rm) - {QDZF ‘ r = 90_’_ Z7 2 € ‘Coo(Ua Rm)}
is a Banach space with the norm ||p,r| = ll¢||r and

LEUR™* = {f* € L2U,R™)* | (f*,0) =0 for all p € Z}

as isometric isomorphism. For each f} € L (U, R™)* there is some vector-valued
measure pu € ba (U, B(U), L")™ such that

(fI o) = / pdp  for all g € LT (U, R™)
U
and
/ edpu =0 forall o€ Z (ie |¢|lr=0).
U
If U is bounded, then corep C T .

For the characterization of W (U, R™)* we identify W' (U, R™) with a sub-
space of a product space of the form

{(¢, D) € Xo x L2(U,R™) | p € WH=(U,R™)}

where Xj is a suitable Banach space (e.g. £>°(U,R™) in the general case or C(I",R™)
if all ¢ are continuously extendable up to I" C U).
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Lemma 3.10. Let Xy be a Banach space with ||.||x, and let U C R™ be open. Then
X = Xox L2UR™)  with (¢, ?)|x = max {[l¢llx,, | e }
1s a Banach space and X* s isometrically isomorphic to
Xg xba(U,BU), L™ with ||(f*, w)l = [1F] + [l

such that
<Uﬂu%@%¢b=zﬁﬁw>+%;@@t (3.29)

for all (¢, @) € X, (f*,p) € X* and ||u]] = || (V).

That we can use the lemma for the description of W (U, R™)* we need an
injection from W1 (U, R™) onto a subspace of X.

Proposition 3.11. Let Xy be a Banach space, let U C R™ be open, and assume
that there is a linear mapping o : Wh*°(U,R™) — Xy such that

L WER(UR™) — X x L2(U,R™)  with () = (10(¢), D)
has a continuous inverse t=* on its image L(Wl’w(U, Rm)) equipped with

le() ] = max {[le0(0) 15, |1 Dl } -

Then for each f* € Wh(U,R™)* there are f§ € X and p € ba(U,B(U), L")™
such that

(ﬂw%ﬁﬁmw»+Lwa

for all ¢ € Who°(U,R™). Moreover

ICfgsmll = A1+ el = [f o™
< ML =0 sup o () (3.30)
PEWL>®(UR™)
lollyy1,00 <1

Remark 3.12. The assumption for ¢ is satisfied if ¢ (W (U, R™)) is closed and ¢ is
continuous and injective, since then ¢~ is continuous by the open mapping theorem.
Alternatively an estimate

lellwre < Ellu(@)]l for all ¢ € WH(U,R™)

with some ¢ > 0 would be sufficient for existence and continuity of +~!.

For Xy = L>®(U,R™) and 1y(¢) = ¢, the assumptions of Proposition are
satisfied and we obtain a representation of W (U, R™)* related to measures on U
without further specification of their core. At this point we have to realize that the
representation of f* € Wh°°(U, R™)* by means of measures is not unique in general
and that even traces on I' C U over W= (U, R™) can be represented with measures
that are supported on all of U. Indeed, if we take the trace f* = TF from (3.17)),
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then the right hand side of (3.17)) itself gives a representation of it related to the
measures

divF e M(U) and FL" €ba(U,BU),L")" .

These measures might be provided by Proposition for f* if we consider div F
as extension to some element of ba (U, B(U), L") according to Proposition [2.13]
However, having in mind usual Gauss-Green formulas, we are rather interested in
representations of traces on I' with measures having core on or at least near I'.
For such a localization we use the tent function xf : R" — R of I' and § > 0
given by
ro._ 2 1:
X5 = Xry + XT3\T'g (2 — 2 disty) (3.31)

which is 1 on ['s and 0 outside I's (cf. Figure . Note that x{ € Wh=(U), since

it is Lipschitz continuous on R™. Let us mention that other choices of xI provide
the same results as long as x} is Lipschitz continuous with support on I's and with
x£ =1 on some neighborhood of I'.

s 2 r %
Figure 1: Tent function x} of I" and 4.

Proposition 3.13. Let U C R” be open, let I' C U be closed, let 6 > 0, and let
[ e Wh(U,R™)* be a trace on I'. Then there is some

[y e WH(LsnUR™)*  with  (f*,¢) = (f*,x590) = (f5, oirsov)  (3.32)

for all ¢ € W-2(U,R™) and

I £50 < 2lIx5 wreermy | £ -

Now we are able to represent any trace f* on I" over W (U, R™) by a functional
f¥ e Whee(Is N U,R™)*. This certainly leads to sharper results for the core of the
related measures. But notice that f; really can depend on § > 0 in general (cf.
Example below). However if the f§ are bounded in some sense, then f* can be
represented by measures with core in I" (cf. Proposition below).

For a more precise analysis we apply Proposition to f; of Proposition [3.13]
Here we use three choices of X with corresponding ¢y : WH(U,R™) — X, that
turn out to be of particular relevance. We say that we have case (G), (L), or (C)

for I' ¢ U and 6 > 0 if the assumption in Proposition is satisfied with I's " U
instead of U and with

(G) Xo=L>®(IsNUR™) and 1p(p) = ¢,

(L) Xo=LP([sNUR™) and o(v) = @rr,

(C) Xo=C(I',R™) and 1o(p) = @1 where all ¢ € Wh>(I; NU,R™) are assumed
to be continuously extendable up to I'.
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Obviously we always have the general case (G), since here ¢ is an isometry for
all 6 > 0. The other cases, that we call Lebesgue case (L) and continuity case (C),
turn out to be a condition for the geometry of I' C U related to 6. With Lemma
we readily get for bounded U that f; € X from Proposition [3.11] corresponds to a
measure \ where

(G): coreAC IsNU, (L), (C): coreAC T

and where A is even a o-measure on I" in the strongest case (C). This shows us the
relevance of the different cases. Using these cases we now provide general represen-
tations of traces on I' over Wh>(U,R™). In Section we combine these results
with Theorem to derive Gauss-Green formulas on arbitrary Borel sets 2 C U
for vector fields in DM (U).

Theorem 3.14. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let I' C U be closed, and let
[ e Wh(U,R™)* be a trace on I'. Then for each § > 0 there are measures

A €ba (U BWU), LY and p€ba(UBU),L")™ (3.33)
with
core \, corep C I'sNU
such that
)= [ pire [ Dodu (3.34)
I'snU I'snU
for all p € WH>°(U,R™) and
Il = MM+l = A0 U) + |l (K0 U)
< c sup (f*sx59) (3.35)

PEWL>®(UR™)
o rsnu llypr,co <1

for a constant ¢ > 1. In the particular cases we have in addition
(G): equality in norm estimate (3.35) with ¢ =1,
(L): core X C I' such that (3.34) can be written as

<f*790>=fsodk+ Dydy,
I

I'snU

(C): X corresponds to a Radon measure o with suppo C I' such that

<f*,90)=/90d0+ Dydy .
r

I'snU

In cases (L) and (C) we get from the proof that
c= [l (3.36)

in (3.35)) for the related ¢ according to Proposition |3.11] Before we discuss cases (L)
and (C) in some more detail we consider important special cases of Theorem [3.14]
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In general the measures (A, u) = (g, its) on s N U related to f* depend on 4.
But, if they are somehow bounded with respect to §, they have a weak* cluster point
giving a representation of f* independent of 9.

Proposition 3.15. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let I' C U be closed, and let
[ e Whe(U,R™)* be a trace on I'. Then we can choose \, p in (3.34]) independent
of 0 such that

(f*s ) 27[ @dA +][ Dypdp  and  core A\, corep C I'
r r

if and only if

lim inf sup (f*, x5 ) < o0. (3.37)
00 pewts(UR™)
||80|F5QUHW1,00 <1

If we have in addition case (C) for some § > 0, then A corresponds to a Radon
measure supported on I.

We call the trace f* finite if is satisfied. Notice that this condition gives some
uniform bound for (A, u) with respect to § according to . In the light of usual
Gauss-Green formulas as in it is also desirable to characterize the case where
the measure p can disappear in ((3.34)).

Proposition 3.16. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let I' C U be closed, let
f* e Wh(U,R™)* be a trace on I
(1) For d >0 we can choose pn =0 in (3.34) such that

<f*,90>=/ wd\ and coreAC I[sNU
I'snU

if and only if
sup (f*, @) < o0. (3.38)
PEWL>® (UR™)
llersnulleoe <1

If we have in addition case (L) or (C) for d, then core A C I
(2) We can choose =0 in (3.34) such that

(f*,¥) :][ @d\ and core\ C T
I

if and only iof

lim inf sup (f*,p) < o0. (3.39)
(H,O QDGWLOO(U,Rm)
o) rsnullcoo <1

If we have in addition case (C) for some 6 > 0, then measure \ corresponds to a
Radon measure supported on I' in both cases.

Condition (3.38) somehow says that the trace f* can be considered as a linear
continuous functional on £*(I's N U, R™). But notice that the possible choice y = 0
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does not exclude other representations of f* with p # 0 (cf. Example below).
The proof of (2) shows that (3.39)) implies (3.37)).

Let us come back to cases (L) and (C). Since they play an important role, we
will provide some conditions that help to identify them. We say that I's N U is
bounded path connected with I' if there is a maximal length ¢ > 0 such that for any
x € I'sNU and any &' > 0 there are a point y € I'y N U and a curve connecting z,
y inside I's N U with length less than /.

Proposition 3.17. Let U C R" be open, let I' C U be closed, and let 6 > 0.
(1) If we have case (L) or (C) for 6 and if V is a component of I's N U, then

ITs NV 0 forall ¢ >0.

(2) If I's N U is bounded path connected with I, then we have case (L) for 6 with
c=1+¢in (3.35).

(3) If any p € WH°(U,R™) is continuously extendable up to I' and if ['s N U is
bounded path connected with I', then we have case (C) for § with c =14 { in
B35).

These general assertions imply some important special cases.

Corollary 3.18. Let U C R™ be open and bounded and let I' C U be closed.
(1) If I' = OU, then we have case (L) for any § >0 and ¢ < 1+ 0 in (3.35).
(2) If I' = 0U and U has Lipschitz boundary, then we have case (C) for all § > 0

and ¢ <1446 in (3.35).
(3) If I's € U for 6 > 0, then we have case (C) for § and ¢ <146 in (3.35).

Let us illuminate the cases (G), (L), (C) by applying Proposition and Corol-
lary to some typical examples in R2.

Example 3.19. We consider U, I’ C R? with
U:=((0,1)U(1,2)) x (0,1), I':={1}x(0,1).

Since I's N U has two components, some ¢ € W1°(I's N U, R™) that equals different
constants on each component cannot be extended continuously up to I'. There-
fore we do not have (C) for any § > 0. But we readily verify the assumption of

Proposition [3.17] (2) and, thus, we have (L) for all § > 0.

Example 3.20. In R? we take

2k+1° 2k

U::GRk with Ry, = (525.4:) X (0,1), I':={0} x (0,1).

Obviously we cannot continuously extend all ¢ € Wh*°(I's N U, R™) up to I' and,
thus, we do not have (C) for any ¢ > 0.

For fixed 6 > 0 we now choose some Ry C I's. This is obviously a component of
I's N U and clearly I's N Ry = () for all sufficiently small ¢’ > 0. Hence we do not
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have (L) for any § > 0 by Proposition [3.17] (1). Therefore, for the treatment of a
trace on I" we can merely use the general case (G) in Theorem [3.14]

While U has infinite perimeter, we get the same results for some U with finite
perimeter if we replace Ry and I' with

Ry = (5505 33%) % (0,5) and I:=1{(0,0)}.
Example 3.21. With R}, as in the previous example we now choose in R?

U=By(0), Q=[JR, I'C0Q closed.
k=1

In contrast to I' C OU in Example [3.20 we now have I' € U. This changes the
situation essentially and, by Corollary (3), we have case (C) for all small § > 0.

Example 3.22. In R? we consider I" := {0} x (0,1) and
U= (0.1 % 00\ (ULE} < 0.8 u{zs) < [L1)

(cf. Figure[2).

Figure 2: The open set U.

Obviously we cannot extend all ¢ € WH°(I'sNU, R™) up to I', since ¢ can oscillate
between the inner boundaries. Therefore we do not have (C) for any § > 0. For
treating (L) we first observe that I's N U is not bounded path connected with I’
for any 0 > 0. Thus we cannot use Proposition [3.17] and we have to check the
assumption for ¢ in Proposition directly. For that we fix § > 0. Then for each
k € N there is some ¢ € W*°(I'; N U) with

||90k||oo =k, ||D%0k||<x> =1, our=90

(roughly speaking, choose ¢ = k near {6} x (0, 1), decrease ¢y, to zero towards I" by
respecting || Dyillo = 1, and set ¢, = 0 in a small remaining neighborhood of I').
Then

lerlwiee =k + 1, l(en)ll = max {{lonrll, [Dello} = 1.

But this prevents continuity of ¢t~ and, hence, we do not have (L) for any § > 0.

If we take I := {1} x (0, 1) instead of I', then I';NU is bounded path connected
with [ for 6 < 1 while it is not for 6 > 1. Thus we get (L) for § < 1 from
Proposition while we do not have (L) for § > 1 by arguments as above. For
I'" = 9U we have (L) for all § > 0 by Corollary [3.18|
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3.4 Proofs

Now, the proofs of the previous results will be given.

Proof of Lemma(3.9. Since ||-||r is a semi norm, we readily get for ¢, ¢ € L>(U,R™)

llellr = N19llr| < lle =2l < llp =l - (3.40)
Hence Z is a closed subspace. If ) € Z, then

lellr <" lle+lr < llellr + ¢l = el

which implies (3.28). For ¢ € £L2(U,R™) we define

- ¥ OnU\F(S?
@5.—{0 on UN s for all 6 > 0.

Obviously ¢s € Z for all § and

dlStZSO_}Sl;lOH@ ©5| 2o () g{g”@”c rsnvy = llellr

Assume that |||/ > distz ¢, then there is ¢ € Z with

B28)
o = Plle= < [lollr e [ = ¥llr <l —Pllcee,

which is a contradiction. Hence ||¢||r = distz ¢. Therefore, by standard results,
LP(U,R™) is a Banach space with [|¢,r|| = |||l r and its dual space is isometrically
isomorphic to the stated set (cf. [48] p. 34, 99], [54, p. 185]).

Since L>°(U, R™)* can be identified with ba (U, B(U), £L™)™, for f; € L¥ (U, R™)*
there is p € ba (U, B(U), L™)™ such that

(e o) = / pdu forall o € LE(U)
U

while
/gpduzo for all p € 7. (3.41)
U

Let now U be bounded and assume that x € core yy, \ I’ for some component i
of . Then there is some § > 0 and some open V' C R" \ I containing x, such
that |u|(V N U) > 0. Hence we can find some ¢ € L*(U,R™) with ¢, = 0, with
Y; = 0 for j # k, and with wad,u > (. But this contradicts , since ¥ € Z.

Therefore core pu C I O

Proof of Lemmal3.10} Obviously X is a Banach space. Moreover ba (U, B(U), £")™"
with [|u]| = |p|(U) is the dual of £2(U,R™") by Proposition 2.7 Then X* is the
dual of X with by standard arguments. For the norm in X* we fix ¢ > 0.
Then there is (¢°, °) € X with

15 N <1, [ N<{e) e, ul<{p, %) +e.
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Hence, by (3:29),

IG5 )l < L el < COF75 ), (07, %)) + & <P )l 4 €

The arbitrariness of € > 0 implies equality and completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition . We fix f* € WH(U,R™)*. Since X = L(WLOO(U, Rm))
is a linear subspace of X := Xy x L>®(U,R™"), we can use the Hahn-Banach theorem
to extend f*o ¢! € X* to some g* € X* under preservation of norm. Then, by
Lemma [3.10] there are f§ € Xg and p € ba (U, B(U), £L™)™ such that

o) = (" o i) = (g, ) = U3 tol)) + / Dy dp
for all ¢ € W1(U, R™). Moreover

150+ el = N5 mll = lg*ll =107

< WA =1 sup ()
peWh(UR™)
lelyy1,00 <1

which verifies the final estimate. O]

Proof of Proposition . Let 6 > 0 be fixed. For ¢ € WH(U, R™) we have
X5 € WH(UR™) and (1= x;)¢lr, =0.
Since f* € WH(U,R™)* is a trace on I,

(o) =(f"xe)+ (A= xi)e) = x5¢) - (3.42)

With
5 = Ixf Iy = I oz > 1

and with the product rule for D(x%¢) we get

HX(I;QOHWl,oo(U,Rm) ||X£‘P||W1’°°(F50U,Rm)
< max { x5 |l oo (rsnvrmy,
x5 Depll oo (rynwmy + 10DX;5 || coo(rsnvmmy }
max { || o (rynvrm),
| D|| oo (rsnvrmy + 05||<P||£oo(rgmU,Rm)}
< 2csmax {[|@ll e rynvzm), 1Dl e rynvmm §

2¢s|llwree(rynurmy < 265 [0l @rm)

IN

for all o € WH>(U,R™).
We now consider the subspace (that might be strict)

Xs = {¢p e W"*(I5NU,R™) | ¢ = ¢yrynu for some p € WH2(U,R™)}
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and define a linear functional f; on Xs by
(fi oimnv) = (f x59)  for o e WHS(UR™)
(notice that f; is well-defined this way). Since
| (fs oimsmu) | = | {5 x5 0) | < 2¢sll f*lellwreerynorm)

we have that fi € X; and || f5] < 2¢s/|f*||- By a norm preserving extension with
the Hahn-Banach theorem, we can identify f; with some ff € Wh*°(I's N U, R™)*.

Using (3.42) we obtain
(f*,0) = (ff o) for o € WH(U,R™)

which verifies the assertion. O]

Proof of Theorem|[3.14. For f* € WL°(U,R™)* and § > 0 we fix
fr e Wh(Is N U,R™)*

according to Proposition[3.13] Then we apply Proposition [3.11with IsNU instead of
U, with a suitable choice of Xy, to, and with ||(¢, @)||x,xce = max{||¢||x,, || ?||oc }-
Let us first consider the general case (G) with

Xo=L(IsNUR™) and w(p) = .

Then
LW (LN U R™) — L2(Fs N U,R™) x L(Is N U, R™)

with ¢(¢) = (@, Dy) is a linear and isometric mapping. Moreover, it is bijective onto
Y = (W' (I's N U,R™)). Hence there is a continuous inverse . ™' on Y. With

X, Ib&(FgﬁU,B(FgﬂU),Ln)m
we obtain the existence of
Aeba(IsNU,B(IsNU), L"), pweba(lsNU,B(IsNU),LY™  (3.43)

such that the representation of (f*, ) as in (3.34) is satisfied. The measures A, p
can be extended on U by zero to get (3.33) and, clearly,

core \, corep C I'sNU.

Using (3.30)), (3.32)), the isometry of ¢, and that f§ is a norm preserving extension
from the subspace X5 to Xy (cf. the proof of Proposition [3.13)), we finally have

AL+ (el = [AU) + [ul(U) = A(TsNU) + [pl(I5NU)
= [l =1fseo = sup (fiou W)
YEWL®(IsNU,R™)
lle() <1
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= sup {f5:9) = sup (f5,9)

PeEWL® (IsNU,R™) PEXs
lwll<1 llolI<1
* * r
= sup <f6790|F50U> = sup <f » X5 S0> :
PpeEWL>®(UR™) PpEWL>® (UR™)
ey rsnull<1 lleyrsnull<t

This verifies the first assertion for case (G) (cf. also Adams [I, Theorem 3.8] for the
duals of Sobolev spaces).

For case (L) we choose X = LP(I[sNU,R™) and ¢o(p) = . Then we combine
Proposition with Lemma to get the existence of measures A, p as in ([3.43)
with core A C I', corepu C s N U, and such that the representation of (f*, ¢) as in
the assertion is true. For (3.33) we extend the measures by zero. With ¢ = ||.7!]| > 1
we get similar to the general case that

A+ Dl = TSl =115 o
< s = sup {f5,%)

YEWH®(TsNU,R™)
lv]I<1

* I
c sup (fxie) -
pEWL°(UR™)
o rsnull<1

For case (C) we use Xo = C(I',R™) and t(¢) = ¢ and argue as in case (L). [

Proof of Proposition . We first assume that f* is finite, i.e. (3.37)) is satisfied.
Then there are ¢, > 0 with 6, — 0 and

sup sup {(f*, X(];k80> < 00. (3.44)
kEN pewl>(UR™)
leirs, null<t

Theorem [3.14] provides measures
i € ba (U, B(U),LM)™ , € ba(U,BU),L")™

related to d; such that core Ay, core yup, C I's, N U and, for all ¢ € Wwhee (U, R™),

(f*,¢) =/ sodAxmL/ Do duy .
ngﬂU ngﬂU

By (3.35]) for case (G), where ¢ is independent of §, and by (3.44)) there is some
¢ > 0 with
1Ak i) [| = 1Akl + Nl < ¢ for all k.

Therefore {(Ar, ux)} is a bounded sequence in (£2(U,R™) x £=(U,R™))" and, by
the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there is a weak™® cluster point (A, u) with

o) = [ oir+ [ ody
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for all (¢, ) € L>®(U,R™) x L>*(U,R™). Hence there is a subnet of {(Ag, p)}
converging to (A, p). Thus, for any (¢, @) € L>®(U,R™) x L>(U,R™") with

or; =0, &, =0 forsome §>0

there is a subsequence { (A, ju)} such that
(A ), (p, @) = lim (M, ), (p, ®)) = lim | @d\y —1—/ Dduy =0.
k' =00 k'—oo Jir U

(recall that core A, core uy, C I s for k large). Consequently core A, core u C I' and,

clearly, (f*,¢) = f, ¢ d\+ f. Do dp.
For the reverse statement we consider A, p as in (3.33)) with core A\,coreu C I
such that for all p € W>°(U,R™)

(f*,0) Z][sodA+][Dgpdu.
r r
Obviously
X£<P290, D(xf;go):Dgo on FgﬂU.

Thus, for any 6 > 0 and any ¢ € W'*(U,R™) with |l¢r,rv|lwie < 1 we use that
A, 1 have core in I' to get

(f*.x5¢) = ][x(spsodAJr][D(x?@)du
I r

/ wd\ + / Dopdu
F(;/QﬁU Fé/QﬂU

< lrrsnulloo A+ 1(D@) 50w ool 4]
< A+ pll-

Since the right hand side does not depend on §, we obtain .

If we have case (C) for 6 > 0, then all ¢ € Wh*(U,R™) can be considered as
continuous up to I' and A can be replaced by a Radon measure ¢ with the stated
properties according to Proposition [2.13] O

Proof of Proposition |3.16, For (1) we fix 6 > 0. First we assume that 4 = 0 in
(3.34). Then

(o= [ edr] < ool
I'snU

for all o € WH>(U,R™), which verifies the statement. For the other direction we
assume (3.38)). With f; from Proposition we have

(o) | =[5 oinnv) | < elloirnulis

for all ¢ € WH(U,R™) and some constant ¢ > 0. Hence f; can be extended to
some g5 € L*(Is NU)* by the Hahn-Banach theorem. Consequently there is some
measure A € ba (U, B(U), L™)" with core A € I's N U such that

(f"0) = / @d\ forall e WhH(UR™),
I'snU
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which gives the opposite statement. The remaining assertion follows directly from
Theorem [B.14]
For (2) we first assume that there is a measure A\ with core A C I'" and

(f* o) 27[ wd\ forall o€ WH(UR™).
r
Then, using (3.32)), we have for any § > 0 and all ¢ that

(f0) = (Fx59) < leraullslIA < lgirnows Il

This readily implies ((3.39). For the reverse statement we choose 0, | 0 such that the
liminf in (3.39)) is realized. By the first assertion there are A, with core \, C I5, N U
and

{(f*0) = / pd\, forall e W'S(UR™).
ngﬁU
Using ((3.32) and the assumption we get for some ¢ > 0

* I * ~

sup (" xs50) < sup  (ffp)<c
PEWL>(UR™) peEWL>® (UR™)
HSO\F(;kmUle,ooﬁl ||<P|r5an||L°°§1

for all k. Hence, by (3.35)) with ¢ = 1 for case (G), we get ||Ax|| < é Now we can
argue as in the proof of Proposition to get a weak* cluster point A of {\;} with
core A C I" and

(f* o) 27[ wd\ forall o€ WH(UR™).
r

Notice that we cannot just apply Propositions and assertion (1) simultane-
ously, since A in (1) might differ from that in the previous proposition due to non-
uniqueness.

For case (C) we argue as in the proof of Proposition [3.15] O

Proof of Proposition[3.17 For (1) we assume that there is a component V of I'; N U
and some &’ > 0 such that I'ys NV = (. We consider g, p; € WH*(Is N U) with

1 onV,
0 otherwise.

wo=0on I5NU, wlz{

Obviously ¢y # ¢1. But, for cases (L) and (C) with 0, we have ¢(pg) = to(p1) =0
and Dyy = Dy = 0. Hence ¢(pg) = t(¢1) . Therefore ¢ is not injective. Thus both
(L) and (C) are not met, which verifies the assertion.

For (2) we notice that ¢ € Wh(I'sNU, R™) is locally Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant || Dg||«. For € > 0 there are z € I'sNU and ¢’ € (0,0) such that

el e rsnvy =& < le(@)| M@l < llellr +e.

Now we find y € I'y N U that can be connected with x within I's " U by a curve of
length less than ¢. Hence, by local Lipschitz continuity,

()| < [p(y)] + €[ Dl oo -
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Consequently,
lellzoersnvy < llellr + [ Depllos + 2

Since € > 0 is arbitrary and a - b < |a|1|b|s for a,b € R? we get

lellee < llellr + €l Dl < (14 €) max {lollr, [[ Dl }

Using that () = (¢, D) for case (L) and that the right hand side is larger than
| D¢l|oo, we obtain

lelwre = max {{[¢lloo, [1D¢lloc} < (140 [le()]-

Therefore ¢ is injective and ¢~! is continuous on its image with [[s7']] < 1 + £.

Observing (i3.36]) we get the assertion (cf. also Remark (3.12)).
For (3) we argue basically as for (2). However we use ||¢[/¢(r) instead of ||¢]|r,
(@) = (¢r, D), and we choose ¢’ > 0 by continuity of ¢ such that

leller o aynuy < llellea +¢-

Then we can proceed as above. O

Proof of Corollary . For (1) we fix § > 0, z € (OU)s N U, and ¢’ > 0. Then
there is 2’ € QU with
|z — 2’| = distey z < ¢ .

Clearly, the open segment (2’, ) belongs to (OU)s N U and there is y € (2/, x) with
ly — 2’| < min{d,d’}. Then the closed segment [y, x| connects x, y inside (OU)s N U
and has length less than §. Hence (OU)s N U is bounded path connected with OU
and maximal length ¢ = §. Thus we have case (L) for § by Proposition (2) and
c <1446 in (3.35).

For (2) we argue as in (1) and use that any ¢ € W"((9U)s N U,R™) can be
extended continuously up to oU.

For (3) we fix § > 0 and observe that all ¢ € Wh(I's N U, R™) are continuous
on I's CU. For any x € I'; and any ¢ > 0 we clearly find y € I's; such that the line
segment [y, x] has length less than § and belongs to I's. Hence I's N U is bounded
path connected with I" and we have case (C) for 6. For the estimate ¢ < 14§ we
can argue as in the proof of assertion (1). O

4 Divergence theorems
We derive general divergence theorems for vector fields in DM?!(U) by representing

corresponding traces with the results of the previous section. As long as nothing
else is mentioned the cases (L) and (C) are taken for I" = 0f.
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4.1 Divergence measure fields
For FF € DM (U) and Q € B(U) we have that

<TF,<p)—div(gpF)(Q)—/gpddivF—i—/FD(,pd[,”
Q Q

is a trace on 9§ over WH(U) according to Theorem . Then, with Theorem m,
we obtain a general Gauss-Green formula for DM -vector fields. Notice that we have
to choose m = 1 for the particular cases (L) and (C) in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let U C R"™ be open and bounded, let Q € B(U), let 6 > 0, and
assume that I € DM (U). Then there exist measures

Ar € ba(U,B(U),L") and pr € ba(U,BU),L")"

with core Ap, core up C (002)s NU such that

(TF, ) = div (¢F)() = /

<pd)\p+/ Dy dug (4.1)
(8)sNU (o) sNU

for all ¢ € WH>(U) with T : DMY(U) — WH(U)* from Theorem 3.5 In the
particular cases with I' = 0Q) we have in addition

(L): core A\p C 002 and (4.1)) becomes
div (o F) () :][ ©d\p —{—/ Dodug .
o9 (0Q)sNU
(C): A\r corresponds to a Radon measure op with supp or C 0X) such that
div (o F) () :/ godap—l—/ Dodur .
o9 (99)5NU

We call (Ar, pir), that represents an element of W'(U)*, normal trace of F' on 9.
In contrast to usual Gauss-Green formulas, contains a second boundary term
depending on Dy and both boundary terms depend on a whole neighborhood of the
boundary. It turns out that both extensions cannot be omitted in general. Exam-
ple [4.9 shows the necessity of the additional boundary term and from Example
we see that the dependence on § is needed.

Proof. According to Theorem [3.3 we have that T'F with
(TF,p) = div (pF)(Q)

is a trace on 99 over WH°(U). Then, for each § > 0, there are measures A\p and
pr as in Theorem (3.14] with I = 0f). O]

For any © C R"™ we define the (outward) unit normal field v of Q to be the
gradient of the signed distance function

v? := D(distg —distge ) L"-a.e. on R” (4.2)
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(we avoid confusion with our previous notation v*? by saying that v is the usual
measure theoretic unit normal if we take it on some 0*¢) and otherwise it is the field
given above). Notice that

VY =1 L"ae on intQUextQ and (4.3)

=0 L"a.e. on 00

(use that distsgq is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 1, that it is differen-
tiable £"-a.e. on R™ with |D distgq(x)| = 1 at points of differentiability outside OS2,
since obviously the directional derivative D distgq (x; ﬁ) = —1if y is a projection
of z onto 02, and recall [21] p. 235, 130]; cf. also [B, p. 114]). The coarea formula
implies that H"1(9Qs) < oo for L1-a.e. Q5. Thus, by 9,05 C 9Qs (cf. [34, p. 50]),
such sets have finite perimeter and v from agrees with the measure theoretic
outward unit normal H" 1-a.e. on 9Qs (cf. [5, p. 115] for the last statement). These
properties certainly justify to speak about a normal field of €.

For Q C U open or closed we easily get some characterization of the trace T'F
by several limits using the normal field v

Proposition 4.2. Let U C R" be open and bounded and assume that F € DM (U).
If Q C U 1is open, then

1

div (F)(Q) = lim~ oF - v dL”
040 (89)sNQ
1 /9
= lim—/ / OF - v dL™ dr
510 0 Jo Joa_.
= esslim oF - dL"
o0 Joa_,
and if Q C U s closed, then
1
div (pF)(Q) = lim— oF - vtdc"
340 0 J(p0)snQe
1 /9
= lim—/ / OF - v dL™ dr
2100 Jo Jon,
= esslim OF - dcr
4610 9* Qs

for all ¢ € WH°°(U) where esslim denotes the limit up to an L'-negligible set.

The results are a simple evaluation of div (psF)(2) for suitable ¢s. The first two
equations for closed €2 can be found in Schuricht [38, p. 534] and [39, p. 189] (cf.
also Silhavy [43] p. 449] for a more general version). The corresponding equations
for open () can be shown exactly the same way. The third equations can be found
in Chen-Comi-Torres [5, p. 117-123]. Here the approximating sets {2_s or 25 can
be replaced by approximating sets from inside or outside with smooth boundary by
using a standard smoothing argument (cf. [31, p. 129, 150]). The examples below
show that the limits on the right hand side need not to be related to a measure
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on 9N in general. For Q where H" !(9€;) is uniformly bounded near 99 and for
suitable F', Proposition below provides a “more classical” version without limit
on the right hand side and with some density measure near 02 of the type given in
Proposition Let us provide a short proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proof. Fix ¢ € WH(U). First let Q be open and consider y; € Wh*(U) with
X5 = Xqc + %XQ\Q_E distq_, for §6>0.

Obviously xs = 1 on Q¢ xs = 0 on Q_g5, |1 — xsllae = 0, and L"(Q \ int ) = 0.
Then, by Corollary , by Dxs = %VQ L™-a.e. on supp Dys, and by dominated
convergence,

div (eF)(Q) = div (xsF)()
= /ngoddivF+/X5~Dgpd£”+/gpF-DX(;dE"
Q

= lgglé/goFydL

The second equation follows from the coarea formula. For the third equation we
first observe that Q_s C int.(Q_5) C Q4 for > 0. Thus the sets int,(Q_s) are
increasing as 0 | 0 and (J;.oint.(Q-s) = Q. Since div (pF') is a Radon measure
on U,

div (pF)(Q2) = lggl div (pF) (int.(Q-s)) .

Moreover we have that

div (¢F) (int,(Q_5)) = /8 . oF - v*dL™ for Llae. §>0
*Q_s

with the measure theoretic normal v on 9*Q_, (cf. [20, p. 212], [38, p. 534]). But,
for £L'-a.e. 7 > 0, we can replace it with v from by the arguments following
(4.3). This readily gives the third equation.

If © is closed we have ) € U and it is sufficient to show the assertion for ¢,
having compact support in U. Since )¢ is open and since

0 =div (@ F)(U) = div (9 F)(Q2) 4 div (¢ F)(€2°)
by Corollary we can apply the first assertion to 2¢ to get the results for (2. [

We still provide some situation where the right hand side in Proposition can
be represented by a Radon measure supported on 02 and we give some relation to
continuum mechanics. For that we first recall a result from Schuricht [38, p. 537].

Proposition 4.3. Let U C R" be open and bounded and let F € DM (U). Then
there is some h € L (U) with |F| < h L"-a.e. on U such that for any Q € U with
finite perimeter and f hdH" 1 < co one has xoF € DMY(U). Moreover there is
some gq € L>®(U,|div F|) with values in [0, 1] such that, for any B € B(U),

div (pxF)(B) = / gnwddivF+/ goF' - DpdL" — / eF v dH" (4.4)
B B 2.QnB
for all o € WH(U) and go(z) = dens? (Q) whenever dens! (Q) ewists (cf. (2.11)).
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Remark 4.4. (1) For F and  as in Proposition Theorem [3.3| gives
div (pxoF)(U) =0 for all ¢ € W->(U),

since we can change ¢ outside () to have compact support in U. Then, using the
disjoint decomposition R™ = int, U 0, U ext, 2, we directly get from (4.4)) that

/ gpddivF+/ F-Dgpdﬁ":/ gpF-l/Qd'H"_l—/ gapddiv F'.
int.Q int..Q 8.0 8.0
For Q0 = int,2 we thus have that div (¢F")(Q2) is related to a Radon measure sup-
ported on 0,€). Notice that the result covers cases where div ' doesn’t vanish on 0f).
If F € DM>(U) this is true with go = 3, since div F << H"! and go = 3 for
H" la.e. point on 9,0, and the related Radon measure has an H" !-integrable
density on 0,f).

(2) The Gauss-Green formula plays also an important role for contact interactions
in continuum mechanics. Let U be related to a continuous body, let I’ and ) = int, (2

be as in Proposition [£.3] and let B C (int,Q)° be a Borel set. Then we directly get
div (xoF)(B) :/ goddiv F —/ F v dH™
.Q .Q

This gives the action exerted from the subbody related to €2 to the subbody related
to B. Analogously as above, this covers cases where div F' doesn’t vanish on 0f)
and we can specialize it for essentially bounded F' (cf. Schuricht [38] p. 536], Chen-
Torres-Ziemer [12, p. 298-291], Chen-Comi-Torres [5l, p. 157]).

Let us now characterize the special cases where pp = 0 is possible and where the
measures Ap, fp can be chosen independent of § in (4.1)).

Proposition 4.5. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let 2 € B(U), and assume that
F e DMY(U).
(1) In Theorem[A.1) we can choose Ap, pp with core A, core pup C O, i.e. inde-
pendent of 0, if and only if
lim inf sup div (x2 0 F)(Q) < oo (4.5)

(S\LO Soewl,oo(U)
lleio0)snullnt,co <1

with X3¢ as in (3.31)). In this case (4.1)) becomes

div (o F) () :][ wdA\p —I—][ Do dup . (4.6)
o0 o
(2) In Theorem[4.1] we can choose pp =0 for 6 > 0 if and only if
sup div (pF)(Q) < 00. (4.7)
peWhe(U)

lleja0)snullcoe <1

(3) In Theorem we can take pp = 0 and g with core A\p C 02 if and only if
lim inf sup div (pF)(2) < 00. (4.8)

5\1,0 QOGWLOO(U)
e a0)5nullcoo <1
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Notice that (4.5)) just means that the trace functional ¢ — div (¢ F)(2) is finite.

Proof. Let TF be as in Theorem [4.1] Then (1) is a direct consequence of Proposi-
tion and (2), (3) directly follow from Proposition [3.16] O

We still provide some equivalent conditions.

Lemma 4.6. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q € B(U), and assume that
F € DMYU). Then (4.5) is equivalent to each of the following two conditions:

(1)

lim inf sup / @FDYdL™ < oo, (4.9)
040 pEWL> (1) (99)519
lleio0)snullyiee <1

1

lim inf sup - / @F Ddistgg dL" < oo
00 pewrem) 0 (@), 09) 5 )ne

lleja0)5nullyy1,00 <1

Moreover, int Q = () implies (4.5)).
Proof. By (3.21) and (3.22)) we have for ¢ € WH>(U) that
div (x2@F) = x¥ ¢ div F + X FDoL" + pF D\ L"

)
2

as measures on U. Obviously
|X?Qg0 div F|(Q) and |X?QFD¢£"‘(Q)

are uniformly bounded for 6 > 0 and ||¢|@0),nv|wre < 1. Since
(D@ = [ oFDAaLr,
(69)5nQ

(4.5) is equivalent to (4.9). For the second condition we use that

2 .
D5 = =5 X(00),\00) D distoo -

If int Q = (), then Dx%? = 0 for all z and this readily implies (4.9). O]

Let us still give some sufficient conditions that are useful for applications.
Proposition 4.7. Let U C R"™ be an open and bounded set, let Q € B(U) with
LM(Q\int Q) =0, and assume that F € DM (U). If

lim inf / |FDx§*|dL" < oo, (4.10)
510 Jq

then we can choose pup = 0 and A\p with core Ar C O in Theorem [£1]. We have
1) if F'is bounded and if there is some 6 > 0 such that

sup H" 100 s) < 0. (4.11)
5€(0,6)
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If Q has finite perimeter and if there are ¢ > 0, r > 0 such that

L£(Bs(x) N ()ﬁ)c) >c forall xe€dQ, o€ (0,r), (4.12)

L7(Bs(x)

then (4.11) is satisfied.

Notice that 0Q_s has finite perimeter for all § > 0 (cf. [29, p. 2788]. However,
even if ) has finite perimeter, the perimeters H"(9_s) might not be bounded
uniformly in § (cf. [29, p. 2781]). The sufficient condition is a uniform lower
bound for the density of the exterior of 2 at x € 9€). It in particular excludes points
x € 0f) where this density vanishes (as, e.g., for z at an inward cusp of {2 or for
inner boundary points x € int ). But is obviously met if 2 has Lipschitz
boundary. In this case we can also continuously extend all ¢ € W'*°(U) up to 99
such that Ap can be considered as Radon measure supported on 0€). Let us still
refer to |43 p. 449] where it is shown that a condition similar to allows the
representation of div (¢F)(§2) by a o-measure on Jf2 for open and bounded €2 and
v that are Lipschitz continuous on R"™.

Proof. By (4.10) there is some ¢ > 0 and a sequence d; | 0 such that
/|FDX§§\dcn <c forall k.
Q

For the trace TF from Theorem and for ¢ € WH(U) we can use dominated
convergence to get

(TF,p) = div(eF)(2) = hm div (X o) (Q)

= lim / oddivF + / XSPEDpdL™ + / ¢FDx3, dL"
Q Q
< Jlim (|div F[(99) + ¢) [0, 00l -

Hence the first statement follows from Proposition (3). For bounded F' the
coarea formula implies

/|FDX§Q\d.c" < HFHOO/ |DX§? | dL" = §HF|100/6 HH(OQ,) dr
Q Q —

NI

which gives the second assertion. For the last statement, just means that the
open set ()¢ has (7, ¢)-uniform lower density on 99 in the sense of Definition 4 in
[29]. Hence, by Theorems 3 and 4 in [29], there are constants c¢;,c2 > 0 such that
for all 6 € (0,r) and with Per denoting the perimeter

"\ Q —
1 (005) < o T EN) < b (@), (4.13)
Since Per ((€2)¢) = Per(12), we readily get . O
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For Lipschitz continuous functions ¢ € Lip(I') with I' C R™ we use the norm

lellLipry = llelle) + Lip(p)
where Lip(yp) is the Lipschitz constant of ¢ on I'.

Proposition 4.8. Let U C R™ be open and bounded and let F € DM (U).

(1) IfQ € B(U) is such that any ¢ € W'>*(U) has a_continuous extension onto §,
if L7(Q\ int Q) =0, and if there are ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0 such that

loppallLipee) < cll@llwieoay,nry  for all ¢ € WH2(U), § € (0,5), (4.14)

then (4.5)) is satisfied.
(2) If Q C U is open with Lipschitz boundary, then (4.5) is satisfied.

Notice that is a condition for 2 that does not depend on F. It somehow says
that Wh>-functions should be (globally) Lipschitz continuous near the boundary.
We postpone the quite technical proof to the end of this section and now provide
several examples illuminating the previous results. First we show by an example on
some open ) C R? with Lipschitz boundary and some unbounded F that pr = 0 in
is not possible in general. This way we see that the new term is really needed
for a general Gauss-Green formula.

Example 4.9. Let U = By(0) C R?, let Q = (0,1)?, and let F € L}(U, R?) be given

by
F R 1 -y
(xvy) T l’2+y2 T .

(cf. also [43, Example 2.5]). We clearly have div #' = 0 on U \ {0} in the classical
sense and F - v = 0 on dB;(0) for § > 0. Then, for all p € C}(U),

/ FDpdl? = lim FDydLl?
U o0 Ju\ Bs(0)

= —lim (/ o div F dL* + / oF - PO d7—[1>
010\ Jun\B5(0) dBs(0)
= 0.

Therefore div F is the zero measure on U and, thus, F' € DM (U). For small § > 0
we have case (C) by Corollary (3) and is satisfied by Proposition (2).
Hence, by Theorem [1.1] there are a Radon measure o € M(U) supported on 99
and a measure up € ba(U, B(U), £?)? with core in 99 such that

div (0 F) () = / pdor+ | Doduy (4.15)
[2)9]

for all ¢ € WH>(U). For

Pr = X (1 00)xr T X(0,1)xrF dist{o}xr

we have
Yk € WLOO(U)’ Doy, = X(O,%)ka((l)) v O=spe=l



and, thus,

| div (@ F)(Q)| = ‘/QFDgokdEZ—l—/ngkddivF‘ - ‘/QFDcpdeQ

y
_ dyd
][(o,,i) /(o,n 222 Y
][ 1
(0.%)

1
{— In(x? + y2)} dx
4 L2

y=0
1 1
= —In{—=+1|dr
CORAN
%
k—o0

In(k* +1) == oo

1
2
Moreover

[ ovdor| < fori)

for all k. Hence pup = 0 is impossible in (4.15)).

In Example below we consider the same vector field on a slightly modified
set ). There we construct for (4.15)) possible Radon measures o and pure measures
(r depending on some scalar parameter. This way we provide an uncountable family
of possibilities for op and pp.

Next we provide an example with a constant vector field F' and an open 2 C R?
having infinite perimeter where (4.5)) fails. This means by Proposition that the
dependence of the measures Ap, pr on 0 > 0 cannot be removed.

Example 4.10. Let U := By(0) C R?, let

Q::URk with Rk::( L 1)><(O,1),

2k+17 2k
k=1

and take the constant vector field
Fef'(U) with F=(}).

(cf. also Example [3.20). Obviously div F' = 0 on U and thus F € DM (U).
Let us show that (4.9) doesn’t hold. For § > 0 we choose ks € N to be the largest
number such that

5<}1(2—1k—ﬁ) forall k<ks+1.

Then ks — oo for § — 0. Moreover, for § > 0 fixed, we set
Ry = (5em a0 +0) x (0,1), R := (3 —6,5;) x(0,1).

Then we obviously find some

©* € Wh(U)  with HQO(T(BQ)(;OUHWL(’O <1
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such that
+3(i—ly—1%)) on Ry for k<ks,
0 on R, for k> ks.

Notice that

P’ (2,0) = ¢*(2,1) =0, ¢°(z,3) ==£;, [D’(z,y)] =35 on By for k < ks,

FDX¥ =0 on ((02)sNQ)\ (R, URY)) .
Hence
ks

Z / gp‘SF DX?Q dr?
R_UR

k=1

/ go‘sF DX;?Q dL?
(092)sNQ2

ks

1-6
So2 [ -l

k=1

Vv

1
6—0

= 2k5/2ydy = k5(i—52) — 00.
s
But this means that (4.9) is not satisfied.
For § € (0,1) and I' = 99 we have case (C) by Corollary (3) and (4.1

becomes
div (o F) () :/ godap—l—/ Dodug .
o0 (8Q)sNU

(notice that this doesn’t contradict Example where U and I are different).
Let us provide possible choices of o and pp. For § > 0 we first fix some ms € N

such that
1 1

— <
2ms  2mg+1
Then we get for every ¢ € WH>(U)

J.

div (pF)(Q) = 3 div(pF)(R) = / odiv F + FDpdL?
k=1 k=1 " Bk
mg [e%¢)
— Z / oFvfe dH' + Z / FDyd(?
k=1 OBk k=ms+1 " Bk

where we have used the classical Gauss-Green formula for k& < mgs. Hence we can
choose

ms [e'e]
op =Y FUH'ORy, ph= Y FL|Ry.
k=1 k:m5+1

Notice that R, C (0Q)s N U for k > ms + 1 and that the measures u% are even
o-measures. Let us also mention that we cannot sum over all k£ € N for op, since
this would not give a bounded measure. The dependence of the measures on d comes
through ms. But, for fixed 6 > 0, we also have some freedom to choose ms € N.
Therefore the choice of o and pp is not unique even for given §. Since the measures
0%, ul given above are restricted to 2, the situation would not change if we take

U = Q instead of U = By(0).
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We now give an example where we can choose pup = 0 but A\p cannot be taken
as o-measure.

Example 4.11. We set
Q;:=(0,1) x (0,1), Q9:=(1,2) x (0,1)

and consider

U=Q=0Q;U

with the discontinuous vector field
F = (é) on Q,, F= (_01) on €.

We readily verify and, hence, we can choose ur = 0 and Ap with core A\p C 02
in Theorem Since ¢ € Wh*°(U) cannot be extended continuously up to 99 in
general, we do not have case (C) and we cannot expect that Ag is in fact a Radon
measure on 0f2. But notice that we have case (L) by Corollary (1).

Though the classical Gauss-Green formula is not applicable on €2, we can use it
on ), since p|q; is continuously extendable to a Lipschitz function p; on Q; for all

© € W (U). Therefore, with o, = Fr%H (09,

div (oF) () = /Q o, Fv dH = /Q ?; dol, for ¢ € Wh(U).

J 0 J

But, due to ¢ without continuous extension up to 02, we cannot just sum up the Ufw
for 2. However we can apply Proposition m (2) to ©; and obtain pure measures

X € ba(Qy, B(Q)), L) with  core X}, = 99,

such that

div (pF)(Q;) = f o, AN for o € WHS(U).
09,

We can consider the )\fm as measures on {2 by extending them with zero. Then 2; is

an aura of A}, and we readily obtain for A\p = AL + A% that

div (0 F) () = f od\p for e WS(U).
o]

We can interpret the situation along the common boundary of the €2; so, that one
part of Ap takes care for o, and the other part takes care for ¢jq,. This nicely
shows the relevance of the aura. In the case of a crack along the inner boundary
we would be able to describe the situation on each side of the crack separately by
choosing suitable functions ¢.

Notice that the usual Gauss-Green formula using int,.Q and 0*Q (cf. 21} p. 209])
is substantially different, since here the interior part of 92 belongs to int,{2 and ¢
has to be continuous on int.(.

In the next example we consider some vector field F' where div F' has some point
concentration on 0f2. We demonstrate the difference between an open €2 and its
closure and we discuss some lower dimensional (2.
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Example 4.12. We consider the vector field, that is a classical example in the

literature,
x

F@) = oap

and we discuss the Gauss-Green formula for several Q. Clearly F' € £!(U) and we
easily compute that div F' =0 on U \ {0} in the classical sense. Moreover, with the
usual Gauss-Green formula we get for ¢ € CH(U)

on U = By(0) C R?

/ FDpdf? = lim FDydcl?
U &0 S\ Bs(0)
= —lim (/ odiv FdL? + / oF - PO d7-[1>
o0 X Jun\B;(0) 985 (0)
1
= —lim pdH' = —(0).

640 27T(5 dB5(0)

Hence, by (3.14)), div F' = §y as measure (Dirac measure concentrated at the origin)
and F € DMY(U).
First we consider

Q= B1(0) N Cy C R

where C,, is an open cone with vertex at the origin and opening angle a € (0, 27).
Let us check condition (4.10)). There we have to integrate over the support of y&.
For the integral over the curved part near 9B;(0) we use the coarea formula to get
a bound for small § > 0 by

2 1759
/ |FD\2%| de? = QLTdT—l
(9B1(0))5NB1(0) 2m
For 0C, we assume that it contains the positive zi-axis. Then, for small § > 0,
QHQ(;?Q@ for Q(;: (g,l) X (3,5)

Using the symmetry, we can estimate

/|FD><gm\dL2 < 1+2/ _(@nma) g 2y g
Q Q

, 2m (23 —i-xQ)

— 1+—// dxldxg
xl

<1 —d
- +(57T2/§g;—|-— o

2 2.CC1
= 14— [arctan—}
0 152

2 2
= 1+ —(arctan — — arctan 1) .
T )

Hence (4.10)) is satisfied. Therefore we can choose pr = 0 and Ap with core A\p C 052
in Theorem Moreover we have case (C) by Corollary [3.18] Thus (4.1) becomes

div (0 F) () = /@ o (4.16)
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for a Radon measure o supported on 0f2.
For the open set 2 we now consider ¢ € WH(U) supported outside B,.(0) for
small 7 > 0. Then the usual Gauss-Green formula gives

div (F)(Q) = / eFvtdH = / wdo .
o0

[2/9]

Since W1>°(U) is dense in C'(U), we obtain
op = FVYH'[0Q on 0Q)\ {0}.

From (4.16)) we get with ¢ =1 on U

0 = div F(Q) = ap({0}) +/

Fr2dH = op({0}) + - .
9B, (0)NAQ 2m

Hence o
or({0}) = — o=

and, therefore,
or = FUOH' 00 — 26 (4.17)

For (2 instead of Q we can argue the same way. Then the concentration at the
origin is contained. This leads to with  and some measure G that is given
by

or = FUVOH 00 + 2526, .

Notice that
or({0}) = lim FuBr O gyt

=0 JoB, (0)nQ

or({0}) = lim FvP O ayt
=0 JoB, (0)nQe
This allows the interpretation that o is a trace from inside, i.e. it can be computed
from F' restricted to the interior of €2 and this way disregards the concentration of
div F' on the boundary, while G is a trace from outside, i.e. it can be computed
from F restricted to the exterior of €2 and includes the concentration of div F' at the
origin. However we have that or({0}) and 5x({0}) depend on the opening angle «
and, in , they merely contribute a part of the concentration of div F.
We can also treat any Borel set Q with

QcQca.
Then we readily get for the associated measure 6 that

o — of 1f0€S:2,
F=V1&r if0ecqQ.

This exact treatment of concentrations on the boundary allows in applications
e.g. a very precise description how a point load at a body is balanced by its parts
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(cf. [32], |38, Example 2]). Moreover it shows that a dependence of such a concen-
tration on a normal at x = 0 doesn’t make sense. Notice that point concentrations
can also occur at a cuspidal corner and need not be proportional to the opening
angle a in general (cf. [33]).

As limit case o = 0 we still consider

Q= (0,1) x {0}.

Then we have for all ¢ € Wh>(U)

div(goF)(Q):/Q@ddivF:O, div (9 F)(Q) = ¢(0).

Hence we readily get with the zero measure oy

div(gpF)(Q):/anpdao and div(gpF)(ﬁ):/anod(Sg.

This agrees with or and o from above if we take as outer “unit” normal of €2 the
sum of the upward and the downward normal, i.e.

2=+ ()- )
Obviously we can also treat 2 = {0} that way.

In the light of Q) in the previous example let us provide a further simple exam-
ple demonstrating how the Gauss-Green formula exactly takes care for the points
belonging to (2.

Example 4.13. For U = By(0) C R? we consider F' € DM (U) given by

[ (2,0) on (0,1),
| (1,0) otherwise.

The first component of F'is a BV function and we readily get
div F' = H'[{0} x (0,1) — H'[{1} x (0,1)
(cf. [21, p. 169]). Let Q be a Borel set satisfying
(0,12 c Qco,1]2.

By Corollary and Proposition [4.7| we have case (C) for small § > 0 and we can
choose (4.1]) in the form

div (pF)(9) :/ odop forall ¢e W' (U)
B

with a Radon measure o supported on 0f2. For the determination of o we consider
rectangles R C U intersecting 0€). Then we approximate xr by

X% = Xr + Xrs\r(1 — 3 distg) € WH(U) for small § > 0

68



and use div (x%) = Y% div F + F - Dx%. This way we get with
FQ:aQﬂQ7 -F'int::(2’0)7 Fext::(170)7

that

div (pF)(@) = |

SOF}nt : VQ dHl + / @(F’int - Fext) : VQ dHl
AVAS

I'g

for all o € WH>(U).

In Example We have already seen that the choice of A\ and pp in is not
unique in general. For a simple case we now demonstrate that the usual boundary
integral |, aq PF - vdH" ! in the Gauss-Green formula can be completely replaced
with [, a0 Dy dur for some suitable jip.

Example 4.14. For U = Q = (—1,1)? C R? and the vector field

F(z,y) = <‘g’> on £

we have classically

/FD@dE”—k/gdeFdﬁ”z/ OF - dH? (4.18)
Q Q o0

for all p € Whee(Q). For a transformation of the right hand side we first consider
© € CY(Q) and use integration by parts piecewise on 9 to get

1
/msoF-VQd’Hl = /SO(L?J)—SO(—L?J)CZ?J

1

= —/_1 Yy (1, y) — ypy (=1, y) dy + [ygp(17y) _990(_1734)}1_1
= —/_lwy(Ly) —yoy(—1,y)dy
+/_1<Px(x>1)+80x(x,—1)dx

= / GDy dH? (4.19)
o0

where
(07 —CL‘y) fOI' |'1"‘ > |y|a

(lyl,0) for |z| < |y.

G(z,y) = {

For some general ¢ € Wh*(Q) we choose smooth o, € C°°(Q) approximating ¢
within W(Q) and ppq be the measure from Proposition related to £ =
and v(0) = §. Piecewise continuity of the integrand up to the boundary, the coarea

formula, and (3.6)) imply

1
/ GDyy dH' = lim ~ G Dy, dL? :][ GDyy dupn  for all k.
a0 610 0 J (90,00 a0
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One readily checks for small § > 0 that (4.19) is also valid with Q_; instead of €.
Moreover we extend v onto 2 by setting ¥ = v-5 on 9Q_s. Then the coarea
formula yields

1 1
- / oRF - adL? = = / GDyy dL?  for all k.
5 (89)505—2 (89)50Q

By the uniform convergence ¢ — ¢, the limit & — oo on the left hand side is
uniform in §. With Dy, — Dg in £1(Q) we therefore get that the limit

1 1
lim — GDyydL? = —/ GDydLl?
k=00 0 J(90)s;n0 0 J(o0)sn0

is also uniform in ¢. Using Corollary [3.2] we get

/ OF -V dH = lim opF -V dH = lim GDypy, dH?
o9

k=00 Jaq o9

Thus we end up with
/ FDpdl" + / pdiv FdL" :f GDy duaq (4.20)
Q Q o0

for all ¢ € Wh*°(Q). From we see that we can replace pgo with H!|9Q for
¢ € CY(Q). But notice that pyq is pure by Proposition and that we cannot
take a o-measure in in general. Finally it is a simple observation by taking
¢ =1 on  that a Gauss-Green formula like is only possible if (div F')(2) =0
(the example shows that div F' = 0 is not necessary).

Let us still give some more general example in R? for a Gauss-Green formula of
the form (4.20)). We refrain from looking for the most general version, since we just
want to provide the essential idea for a class of vector fields satisfying div F' = 0.

Example 4.15. Let U C R? be open and bounded, let 2 @ U be open and connected
with smooth boundary, and let F' € C'(U,R?) be a bounded vector field such that

F =curlG where G € C*(UR?).

Obviously div F' = 0 and, thus, F € DM!(U). By the smooth boundary we have
(4.11). Hence, by Proposition , we can choose pp = 0 and A with core \p C 02
in Theorem [.1] while the usual Gauss-Green formula gives

div (gpF)(Q):/F-D(pdEg:/ oF - v dH? (4.21)
Q o0

for all p € C*(U). Now we find two disjoint smooth manifolds I'; C 99 with smooth
boundary such that 92 = I'1UI' (since 052 is locally the graph of a smooth function,
we can intersect 0€) transversally with a small circular cylinder to get the desired
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decomposition with a ’big’ and a ’small’ manifold). By the classical Stoke’s theorem
and a coherent orientation of the boundaries 01'; by some tangent field ¢; we have

J

J

curl (oG) - v dH? = / G - t;dH'

or;
for all ¢ € CY(U). From
curl (pG) = pcurl G+ Dy x G

we obtain some kind of integration by parts on the manifolds I

J

J

peurl G) - v dH? +
( )

I

(D@XG)-VQd’HQZ/ ©G - t;dH".

or;

If we sum up the integrals on I} and [, the boundary terms cancel out by t; = —t,.
Moreover,
(Dcpr) 8 = (GXI/Q) - Do

Thus, (4.21)) becomes
div (pF)(Q) = / F-Dpdl" = / (G x v?) - DpdH®
Q G)

for all ¢ € CY(U). For ¢ € Wh>(U) we consider ppq from Proposition with
E = and v(6) = 0. By arguments as in Example we can apply Corollary
to get
div (pF)(§2) = / F-Dpdcl" :f (G x ") - D dpag
Q o9
for all o € Wh(U).

In contrast to Example we now consider a constant vector field F' and a
similar open set 0 C R? having infinite perimeter but such that is satisfied.
This tells us that the choice of the measures A, ur independent of § > 0 is not
restricted to {2 with finite perimeter.

Example 4.16. In R? we consider the open set

U=0Q:= URk with Ry = (%,%—i—%) X (0,%)
k=1

B

and the constant vector field
Fef'(U) with F=(}).

Since % + k% < ﬁ, the Ry are pairwise disjoint. Clearly F' € DM (U) and Q has

infinite perimeter. In order to verify (4.9) we first study the supremum in (4.9) over

Ms = {o € W (U) | lejoa)snallwre < 1}
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merely on some fixed Ry for some given 6 > 0. The coarea formula gives that

0
/ ©F DY dL? = / / ©E DY dH' dr (4.22)
(ORy)sNRy, S Jo((Re)-r)

where the inner integral on the right hand side vanishes if (Ry)_, is empty. For
“relevant” 7 that inner integral has to be taken on the boundary of a (translated)
rectangle of the form

R:=(—a,a) x (0,b) with 0<a<gzz,0<b< . (4.23)

The integral vanishes on the short sides of R by FDx%? = 0 and one has
FDx%% = +2 on Iy :={*a} x (0,b).

For an estimate of the supremum in (4.9) we consider W' *-functions ¢ on a small
neighborhood of R with ||¢|l« < 1 and ||Dylle < 1. Using ¢4+ (y) := ¢(+a,y) we
want to maximize

b
/ pr —p_dy (4.24)
0
for such ¢ (cf. Figure 3). Thus we have to look for ¢ with ¢, > ¢_ such that
1
: —0,
o
b

Figure 3: The figure shows the graph of ¢, and ¢_ where the dashed graph is a
translation of p_.

the area between the graphs of ¢, becomes maximal. Since an additive constant
for ¢ doesn’t change the integral, we can assume that the maximum of ¢, on [0, 0]
equals 1. Hence, by ||D¢||o < 1 and the size of R, we always have ¢ > —1, i.e. we
do not have to take care explicitely for that constraint. Let us now briefly assume
that ¢, (0), ¢, (b) are fixed. For such ¢, we denote the smallest y € [0,b] with
v+ (y) = 1 by 3, and the largest by yo. In order to maximize the integral for such
Yy, We use

o (y) = 02 (0) + / " () dr

to see that ¢/, has to equal 1 on [0,7;]. Analogously ¢, has to equal —1 on [ys, ]
and, clearly, ¢, = 1 on [y;,y2]. The same way we get that the optimal ¢_ with
fixed values on the boundary first has to decay with slope —1 and then it grows with
slope 1, where we have used that always ¢_ > —1 (cf. Figure . If ¢, equals 1 on
a nontrivial interval, then we can enlarge the integral in by a translation of ¢
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such that ¢ = 1 merely at a single point ¢ € [0,b]. Moreover, for a maximal value
in (4.24) the ¢ should have maximal slope on the short sides of R such that

0-(0) = ¢+(0) —2a, ¢_(b) = p+(b) — 2a.

Now it is sufficient to look for an optimal ¢ in this subclass of admissible ¢. Clearly
the “shape” of the optimal ¢4 is not influenced if we add 2a to ¢_ for a moment
(cf. dashed graph in Figure [3|) such that the graphs of ¢, form a rectangle with
sides having length /2§ and \/§(b — 7). Hence the sum is independent of § and
always equals v/2b. Therefore the area of the rectangle between the graphs becomes
maximal if it is a square. Consequently there is some ¢ that maximizes under
the considered constraint and it satisfies (with the actual not shifted graph of ¢_)

pi(3) =1, ¢(0) =4 (b)=1-1%,
e (0)=p_(b)=1—-%2-2a, o_(})=1-b—2a.

’ 2b b
/<p+—g0_dy—<\/_7) +2ab—5+2ab
0

for the maximal ¢. Since (Ry)_, C Ry is a nonempty rectangle for 7 <
use the bounds from (4.23]) to get

Therefore

2k2, we can

1 2
sup / @F DX dH' < sup / ©F DY dH' = =t o3
peMs Jo((Ry)—r) peMs J o, ok? ~ Ok?
for 7 € [£,6] N (0, 5z). Since the left hand side vanishes if (R;)_, = (), the estimate
is even true for a.e. 7 € [2, 5}. Though a “good” ¢ € Mj for the supremum in 1)
might not be optimal for each J((Ry)_), from (4.22)) we get at least the estimate

1 1
sup/ @FDX58Qd£”§—2+—3 forall keN,0>0.
peMs J(OR;)sNR;, 2k k

Hence

sup/ ©F DX dL" < ( ><oo forall 6 >0.
(09)5n Z 2

pEM;

But this implies . Thus, according to Proposition and Lemma we can
choose A\p, pp in (4.1)) independent of § with core in 0.

Assume that gp = 0. Then we can consider functions ¢ € W' (Q) that vanish
outside some fixed R;. These ¢ are continuously extendable onto R;. From the
usual Gauss-Green formula on R, we obtain that the restriction of A\p on R; is
related to the Radon measure

O — FVR’“ L@Rk where P‘F‘(Rk) = |O'k|(8Rk> = =

(cf. Proposition [2.13)). But this is a contradiction, since |Ag|(2) wouldn’t be finite.
Therefore pup # 0. Let us briefly sketch how the measures Ap and pp can be chosen.
We fix some k£ € N and set

k 0o
Ql::URk’ QQZ: U Rk
k=1

k=k+1
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Obviously €2; is an open set with Lipschitz boundary and we can choose Ap corre-
sponding to the Radon measure o on 0¢2; from the boundary integral in the usual
Gauss-Green formula on € (cf. also Example . For pp we first argue similar
to Example on some fixed Ry, to get for ¢ € C1(R},)

/ oF - vt = / (3 +32.9) — e y) dy
ARy, 0

= / GDy dH!
ARy,

with a suitable vector field G on Rj. The measure

GH'|OR) has total variation k% + %

and we can construct pr on Ry similar to Example 4.14] Summing up over k > k
we finally get pp on £2s.

Let us come back to Example We construct an uncountable family of mea-
sures (A%, u/) satisfying (4.1]) where even Ap = 0 is possible.

Example 4.17. Let U = By(0) as in Example , but for technical simplicity we
now consider the cone
Q= (0,00)* N B;(0) C R?.

For the vector field .
-y
F = —
(may) 271'(.%2 +y2) ( T )

we already now that ' € DM (U) with div F' = 0 and that pr # 0 is impossible
in ([4.1). Moreover we have and case (C) for small § > 0. For any p € (0,1]
we now construct Radon measures o/, supported on 9§ and pf4. in ba(U, B(U), £?)?
with core in 0f) such that

div (oF)(Q) = / wdo? + 4 Dedus forall ¢ € WH>(U).
o0 20

Notice that the measures uf. are pure by Proposition m
For fixed p € (0, 1] we now set

Q0= (Q\ Bs(0)) N B,(0), Q:=Q\B,0) for §€(0,p).
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Obviously F' is tangential to circles around the origin. Then, with the classical
Gauss-Green theorem, we get for all o € Wh°(U)

div (pF)(QPUQ) = / eFv® dHt + / eFv dH!
o0 o0

— L;+/~g0d6p 28 div (0 F)(Q)
o2

with the Radon measure

op = —%Hl\_([p, 1] x {0})+%’H1L({0} x [p,1])  and
L - %(/: @(0,0);go(x,()) d$+/6” s@(O,y);w(O,O) dy) (4.25)

where ¢(0,0) is included additionally. We use the Lipschitz continuous function

(2, y) = p(0,y) — @(x,y) satisfying [i(z,y)] < 2| Dy|s

to treat the first integral in Is. Though the limit of the integral for § — 0 exists
by dominated convergence, the limit of the measures 2£'| [4, p] for § — 0 does not
give a finite measure. Hence the limit of /5 cannot contribute to op. We therefore
use integration by parts to get a contribution to pup. The difficulty that Dy might
not exist on 9 is circumvented by fattening up the boundary. Clearly, ¥(-,y) is
absolutely continuous for all y. Since D¢ exists £2-a.e., the fundamental theorem
of calculus implies

Y(z,y)Inz ’

r=

p 1
ST /5 <wx(x,y) Inz + ¢Y(x, y);) de  forae. y (4.26)

(cf. [52, p. 1019], [21), p. 164, 235]). Notice that

z—0 w xay
¥(x,g)na| < ol e Dl 30, |“2Y] <Dy
Using dominated convergence and ¢, = —p,, we can take the limit § — 0 in (4.26)).

Then we integrate over [0, 7] with respect to y and divide everything by 7 to get

1" L 1
—/ V(p,y) lnpdy=/ Dsodu%,ﬂr—/ / Y(z,y)— drdy (4.27)
T Jo [0,p]%[0,7] T Jo Jo T
with the vector measures
e = = (") £21(10,p] x [0,7]) € ba(U, BU), £2)?

Obviously

1
|,/F,T|(U>g/0 mafde=1 forall 70, corepy, C [0,0] x [0,7].
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Hence, by the Alaoglu theorem, the measures { u%l }k have a weak* cluster point
'k

e € ba(U,B(U), L£?) with coreuf C 002N B,(0).

In (4.27) the limit for 7 — 0 exists for the most left and the most right integral by

continuity of ¢ (notice that w(fj;y is bounded and continuous on (0, p] x [0, 7] for

some 7 > 0 and that L [F ¥ :;y) dy — w(zo) as 7 — 0 for all z € (0,p)). Hence we
can take the limit 7 —> 0 in and, Wlth the definition of 1), we obtain

? ©(0,0) — ¢(z,0
(#(0,0) = ¢(p,0)) Inp =][ DWM’FJr/ 20,0~ ¢(z,0) (4.28)
[0,p]x{0} 0 X

for all o € WH(U). Analogous arguments for the second integral in (4.25)) give a
weak™ cluster point . of the vector measures

ke = (10 £21(10,7] x [0, p]) € ba(U, BU), £2)?

with core pf, € 02N B,(0). Now we use (4.28) and the analogous equation with 7,
to replace the two integrals in (4.25)). Then, with

o= — (W + 1), o= 6p + 2L (80,0 — 0(p0)) »

we finally obtain

div (pF)(Q2) = (lsi_rf(l)f(;—l—/aﬂgod&p

= / @ do*, +][ Dy dub, (4.29)
20 20N B,(0)

for all o € WH(U) and all p € (0,1] where

/ gpdagz/ OFV dH +
20 92\ B, (0)

Notice that this covers the special case 0. = 0 for p = 1. For ¢ € C'(U) we can
argue by continuity to get

1 P P
f o Do = o[ eawOmade~ [ o, 0.0 mydy).
20N B, (0) 2\ Jo 0

Moreover, from (4.29)) with ¢ = 1 on U, we get the Gaussian formula

0= / div FdL" = / OFV dH?
Q OO\ B,(0)

for any p € (0, 1]. For p = 1 this includes the exotic special case

12:( (0,p) — ¢(p,0)) .

Oz/dide/L”:/goFVQd"Hl.
Q 0
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Let us finally provide an explicit computation for (4.29) with the simple function
¢(x,y) = = as demonstration. Using polar coordinates for the first volume integral
we readily get

1
—— = /FDgpdEz = div (¢F)(?)
2 Q
1
o(x,0) Inp /" ©r(z,0) Inx
= — | —Hdr—— 0 ———d
/p 2mx v 27T<p(p, )+ 0 2w v
_ _1—p_plnp+plnp—p _ 1

2m 2m 2m 2m
for all p € (0,1).

Proof of Proposition . For (1) let ¢ € Wh(U) and § € (0,4) such that (4.14)
is satisfied. Hence ¢jgq is Lipschitz continuous on 02 and there is a Lipschitz
continuous extension ¢ onto R™ with

[@llip@) < llepallipon)
(cf. [43, p. 452]). By @ = ¢ on 012, Corollary implies
div (¢ F)(92) = div (pF)(Q).

Therefore, by (3.17) and (3.32)) we get
div (x§"@F)(©) = div (pF)(Q) = div (2F)(Q)
< [ Flpace )| @llwree @y
< N Flore oy [@lluvwy < [1EFllpae @) lvpelluison
< c||Fllprr)llellwne=oa)snu) -
But this readily implies (4.5)).
For (2) we verify the assumptions of (1). Obviously £"(2 \ intQ2) = 0 and
all ¢ € WH*°(U) have a continuous extension onto Q. By definition of Lipschitz
boundary we can cover d€) by finitely many open cylinders C; with j = 1,...,m

such that for Lipschitz continuous functions v; : R*~! — R and suitable r;, h; > 0
up to translation and rotation

h;
Cy={t) | 12| <y, [t] <y}, |y@E) <,

QNG =L 1) | 2] <rjy () <t}

where (2/,t) € R"! x R (cf. 21}, p. 127, 177]). By compactness of 9 we can find
some p > 0 such that p < };—3 for all j and such that for all z € 9 there is j, with

B,(z) C Cj,, j.e{l,...,m}.

Moreover we can assume that |z —y| > p if 2,y belong to different components of 2.
Since all C; are bounded, there is some ¢y > 0 such that

diam(C}) < ¢op for all j (4.30)
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where diam(C;) denotes the diameter.
Let us now fix § € (0, p) and ¢ € WH(U). Then

L= H(PHWL“’((E)Q)(;QU)

is a bound for ¢ on (0Q)s N U and it is a Lipschitz constant of ¢ on segments
[z,y] C (0Q)s NU. First we assume that =,y € 0Q such that y € B,(z). Then

[z,y] belongs to Cj, .

We can move the points of the segment [z, y] parallel to the axis of the cylinder C},
to get a polygonal curve P C (02)s N ) connecting finitely many points

r=2a" 2" .. . 2" =y e (00)sNQ

(cf. Figureld]). There is a constant ¢; > 0 depending merely on the largest Lipschitz

Figure 4: The figure shows the boundary 02 (solid curve), its neighborhood (99)s
(dashed curves), the segment [x,y] in C},, and the polygonal curve P in Q.

constant of the v; such that
length(P) < ¢q|x — vy .

Hence

k

(@) —p(@))| S LY [/ = 27| < erLfz —yl.
1 j=1

lp(z) — p(y)| <

M-

J

Let now z,y € 09 be such that y ¢ B,(z) but that x,y belong to the same compo-
nent of 2. By the convexity of the C; there are at most m points o = z, 21,...,2; =
y € 0N) such that the closed segments

[i—1,2;] belong to some Cj.

As above we can construct polygonal curves P; C (99)s N Q connecting z;_, and ;
within (0€Q)s N2 to get

lp(zi1) — (@) < erllzioy — il
Using that y & B,(z) we get

lp(z) —py)] < Z lp(zi1) —p(x:)| < meLl|zig —
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{-30)
< meLep < coeymLlz — vyl .

Finally let o,y € 99 belong to different components of Q. Then |z — y| > p and
o(z) — e(y)] < lo(@)] + ()| < 2L < 2|z —y].

Summarizing all cases we use ¢ = 1 + max{1, %, cocym} to get

leellLinee) = leoallcoea) + Lip(gaa) < cL = c|l@llwe@a)nv) -

Since ¢ is independent of § € (0,p) and ¢ € WH(U), the assumption of (1) is
verified. []

4.2 Normal measures

The linearity of the trace operator T' from Proposition hints at a linear depen-
dence of the measures \r and pp on F. Moreover, the usual Gauss-Green formula
for smooth F' and regular €2 given by

div (pF)(Q2) = / oF - dH !
o0

indicates some dependence of the boundary term on the outer unit normal field .
Therefore we are interested in more structural information about Ar and pp. Here
it turns out that the usage of a pointwise normal field v* on the boundary O is
too restrictive even if it exists (in particular if div ' has concentrations there) and
that a pointwise trace function F' on the boundary might not exist. Therefore we
are looking for measures v that extend the notion of pointwise normal fields. As a
first idea we could consider some extension v € ba (Q, B(Q2), £L™)" of the Radon mea-
sure vH" 19,0 according to Proposition for suitable sets of finite perimeter.
However, by the variety of extensions, we wouldn’t get enough information about
v for a general Gauss-Green formula. If div F' has concentrations on 02, we have
e.g. to take care for parts of the boundary belonging to 2 by controlling the aura
of a corresponding v. Thus we need a more careful construction of such measures
than just any extension. Therefore we provide a general approach that even allows
some weight on 0€). This way we finally obtain a more precise representation of the
boundary term in the general Gauss-Green formula for a large class of cases.

For U C R™ open, bounded and 2 € B(U), a measurable function y : U — [0, 1]
is said to be a good approzimation for yq if there are y, € WH(U) such that

(1) xx : U — [0,1] is compactly supported on U for all k € N,
(2) klim Xk =X H" t-ae. onU,
—00
(3) xx =1on .1, xk=0on U\Q% for all k,
(4) Timinf [ Dl 22wy < oo

We call {xx} an approzimating sequence for x. Obviously

x=1on int2 and x =0 on ext().
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Notice that the x; cannot be taken as equivalence classes in W'*°(U) and that ©
need not to be compactly contained in U for a good approximation. It might be
an option for the treatment of bounded vector fields F' to consider also yj that
merely belong to BV(U) (recall that xzF' € DM>(U) in this case; cf. [5, p. 97]).
However there was no need for that extension in the present treatment. Now we see
that, despite degenerate cases, 2 allowing a good approximation have to have finite
perimeter in U.

Proposition 4.18. Let U C R™ be open and bounded and let Q € B(U). If there is
a good approzimation x for xq with |[x — xallz1w) = 0, then Q has finite perimeter
in U.

Note that £"(0Q2 N U) = 0 implies |[x — xallz1@w) = 0.

Proof. Let x be a good approximation for yn with corresponding approximating
sequence {xx} C Wh>°(U). Since € is bounded and every H" '-null set is £"-null

set,
Ll
Xk — Xa-

By the lower semicontinuity of the total variation of BV functions,

Dol (U) < liminf [ Dy er < oo
—00

Hence xq € BV (U) and the assertion follows. O
Let us now demonstrate that good approximations provide measures.

Theorem 4.19. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q@ € B(U), and let x be
a good approximation for xo with approzimating sequence {xy}. Then there is an
associated measure v € ba (U, B(U), L™)" such that

corev C 092, |v|(U) =|jv| < 1i]£ninf | Dxkll 21wy
—00

\v|(B) < limsup || Dxk|| sy forall B e B(U), (4.31)
k—o0
A= | supp (Dxx) (4.32)
k>ko

is an aura of v for each ko € N, and for any ¢ € L>*(U,R") there is a subsequence
{Xk’} with

lim [ ¢-Dypdl" = —][ pdv. (4.33)
k—oo iy 0
Moreover, v is a trace on OS2 over L>(U,R"). If || x — xallz1w) = 0, then
f pdv = / -V dH™Y for all ¢ € C.(U,R™) (4.34)
1e;y! 9.QNU
and
w|(B) > ("M (0*QNU))(B) for all open B C U. (4.35)
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If U = Q with Lipschitz boundary, then
f pdv = / o -V dH™Y for all ¢ € C(Q,R") (4.36)
o9 o0

and we have (4.35) with 09 instead of 0* QN U for all relatively open B C Q.

We call v (outward) normal measure of 2. The proof shows that v is a weak*
cluster point of the measures — Dy L™ and, thus, it might be not unique in general.
However it is uniquely determined by the subsequences entering . Below we
provide examples showing that, for given (), there are different normal measures
due to different auras. In particular we consider normal measures with aura being
completely inside or completely outside 2 where, in both cases, the vectors v(B)
are directed outward for small balls B intersecting the boundary 0f2. But notice
that we always have the same right hand side in for continuous . If €2 has
Lipschitz boundary, then 9,2 = 9 (cf. [34, p. 50]). The inequality in can
be strict as e.g. in the simple case of an open ball Q = B € U and v = vy, from
Example below where |v|(B) = H"1(9Q2) > (H"'|0Q)(B) = 0.

Proof. Since x is a good approximation, the measures vy := —Dy;L" with norm
|vkll = [[Dxxll @y have a subsequence v that is bounded in L£%(U,R")* and
satisfies

Jim (| Dyl g1y = lim inf | Dyl 210 -

This subsequence has a weak™* cluster point in £°(U, R™)* that we can identify with
some

v €ba(UBWU), LY where [v|(U)=|v| < li}gninf | Dxkll 1 v
—00

Consequently we have where the subsequence { x } might depend on . Hence
Jy ¢ dv =0 for all ¢ vanishing on (9€2); with some ¢ > 0. Thus corerv C 9 and v
is a trace on 0f) over L>(U,R"). Taking ¢ vanishing on U \ A, we readily get from
that A is an aura of v. For B € B(U) and ¢ > 0 there is some ¢ € L>*(U,R")
with [|¢|lc < 1 and a subsequence x; such that

w|(B) —e < ][ Xpydv = lim /XBso Dxw dL"

< limsup / Dl dC™ < limsup | Dxalex(s
k—o0

k’—o00

(cf. 7))

Let now ||x — xallz1@y = 0. Then xx — xo in £(U) and Q has finite perimeter
in U by Proposition .18 For ¢ € C*(U,R") the definition of weak derivatives
gives

/ ¢ Dx,dl" = — / Xk divedL™. (4.37)
U U
By dominated convergence and the divergence theorem

lim [ ypdivedl" = / divpdL" = / -V dH? (4.38)
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(cf. [34, p.141] and notice that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous due to its compact support).
Using (4.33)) for the left hand side in (4.37)), we obtain

f godl/:/ @ -V dH?
o0 0 QNU

for all ¢ € C°(U,R"™). By uniform approximation we get this identity even for all
p € C.(UR").
Now let B C U be open and recall that
Dxq = v*"H" 1 (0"QNU), |Dxa|l=H""'(0"QNTD)

(cf. [21) p. 169, 205]). Then, with (2.7,

e = sw [ o
weL>(UR™) J B
lelloo<1
> sup /(pdu = sup /(pdl/
peCl(BR") /B peCcl(BR™) JU
llelloo<t lelloo<1
424 sup / ©- VQ dHn—l
peCL(B,R™) J 0.QNU
lelloo<1
= sup /godDXQ = sup /ngivgpdﬁn
peCl(B,R™) JU peCl(B,R") J B
lello<1 lelloo<1

= [Dxol(B) = (H"'[(0"QNU))(B).

(cf. also [21L p. 169] for the second last line).
If U = Q with Lipschitz boundary, then ||x — x| z1@) = 0 and we argue similar
as above. For (4.36)) we consider

v € C=(Q,R") N CH(Q,R").

Then we get (4.37)), since xx has compact support in €2, and in (4.38]) we use the
divergence theorem from [34] p. 168] to get

/divgpdﬁ":/ @ - VA
Q o0

(notice that ¢ is locally Lipschitz continuous on ). For the adaption of (4.35) we
extend v by zero on R", we argue as above for arbitrary open B C R" with some
enlarged U, and we use that 0*Q = 0Q (cf. [34], p. 50]). O

Proposition 4.20. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let Q) € B(U) be a set of finite
perimeter, and let x be a good approximation for xq with approximating sequence
Xk and associated normal measure v € ba (U, B(U),L™)". Then for every B € B(U)
with finite perimeter there exists an L'-null set N C R and some 6 > 0 such that
for all 6 € (0,6) \ N
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v(B) = — lim/DXkdE"
B

k—o00

= — / PO At with Q0 = Q5 \ Qg
UNQNO.(BNQY)

= / —xvP dH" ! + lim Vs dH T (4.39)
9. BNOQNU 40 [ (int, B)N9.Q_sNU

SEN
The representation of v(B) is illustrated in Figure |5 for two simple cases. For By
the first integral vanishes and, thus, v(B) is directed as v on 92 N By with length
H" 100N By). For By we distinguish two cases. If x = 0 on 99, then we have a
similar situation as for B; and —v® in the figure does not apply. If y = 1 on 0,
then v(B) = 0, since the two contributions in cancel out each other. Below
we discuss this situation in more detail for several examples.

9 9

,,,,,, — _ _ Y

Figure 5: Contributions to v(B) for two versions of B

Proof. Since v <<" L™ and since B differs from int, B only by an £™-null set (cf. [21]
p. 222]), we have v(B) = v(int,B). Thus we can essentially work with B := int, B,
but in integrals with £™-measure we can replace it with the original B. We proceed
analogously with Q0 .= int, Q9. Clearly 0,B = 0, B. By int,(B N Q) = BNQo (cf.
[34, p. 50]), we also have 9, (BN Q%) = 9,(BNQ?Y). The coarea formula implies that
Q% and thus also Q° has finite perimeter for a.e. § > 0. Therefore B N QP has finite
perimeter too (cf. [3I, p. 130]). Notice that Q% might not be a subset of U and,
though we have assumed B C U, also B might not be a subset of U. But B N Q°
has finite perimeter in U.

We now consider the approximating sequence x;, € W1 (U) for y and we choose
some ¢ € C(U,R™). Then xzp is Lipschitz continuous with compact support on
U, since it is locally Lipschitz continuous. Hence, using

UNo. (BN NU)=UN(BNQ)

and a general version of the Gauss-Green formula, we obtain

/ @ Dxpdl" = —/ Xk divdL"
BN BNQS
+/ Xk VBﬂﬁé dHn—l
UNd. (BNQY)
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(cf. [34, p. 51, 141] and [24, 4.5.6]). Since x;, — x H" '-a.e. on U, by dominated
convergence

lim ©-Dxpdl" = — / x div e dL"
BNQS

k—oo J Bras
+/ X - I/Bﬂfl‘s dHn—l
UNé. (BNQY)

for all ¢ € C(U,R™). Let us choose ¢ to equal a constant vector a € R” on U. By
corev C 02 and by (4.33)), where we do not need a subsequence due to the previous
equation,

lim a-DxpgdL" = lim [ xpnosa- DxpdLl"
U

k—o00 BNQS k—o0

= —a-][ Xpnas dv = —a - (BN Q°)
onN
= —a-v(B) forall ae€R".

The arbitrariness of a € R™ implies

v(B) = — lim DxpdL" = — / P dpgn! (4.40)
k=00 [ pnas UNa.(BNQY)
for a.e. 0 > 0. By suppxx C (89)% we can omit 2° in the first integral and
by suppy C Q we can restrict the second integral to €. Moreover the previous
arguments show that 1) is also valid with B, €2° instead of B, €.
Since B and ° agree with their measure theoretic interior,
(BNo,OHYU(D,BNQ%) c 9,(BNQ°)
c (BNna.2®)Uu(0,BNQ)U(0,BNa.0°)

(cf. [34, p. 52]). By L£"(0.B) = 0, the coarea formula implies
H1(0,BNI.Q%) =0 forae §>0.

Therefore 9, (B NQ?) differs from (BN 9,Q°) U (9,8 NQ%) only by an H™ '-null set.
Furthermore

VB — B on 9B N(0*BNQY) forall 5> 0,
since there (with dens, from Example [2.4)

dens,(BNQ°) = dens, B =1

and, by BN QP C B, both sets have to generate the same half-space determining
their normal (cf. [2 p. 157/158]). Analogously we get

yB = 2 o I(BN)N(BNo*Q°) forall 6>0.
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Using that the reduced boundary agrees H" !a.e. with the measure theoretic one,
that 0,B = 0,B, and that 0,Q° = 9,Q°, we obtain from 1} that

v(B) = —/ P dH" T — / v A (4.41)
9. BNQNU Bno.QsnU

for all § > 0 despite an £!-null set N. Since

A— B A"t
8. BNANU

is a o-measure on 0, BN U and ﬂ5>0 O = 09,
lim xvBdn ! = / xvBdH !
5%1?/ 8. BNOSNU 8. BNoNU

For the second integral in (4.41]) we use

suppy N9, =0,0_s5, x =1 on intQ, v = 1% on 0.0 _5.

Finally we use that 0,0° = 9,(; \ Q_s) to get the assertion. O

Let us now provide some important normal measures v of {2. Some of the mea-
sures use the distance function distyq for the approximating sequence yj and require
some boundedness of H" () for § near zero. Notice that for any open bounded

Per(Q5) < H"1(985) < oo forall 4§ #0

(cf. [29, Theorem 3]), but there are open bounded sets €2 of finite perimeter where
H"1(09Qs) scales as §7° for s € (0,1) (cf. [29, Theorem 1]). The other examples
are applicable to sets of finite perimeter 2 € U and use mollifications of xq for the
approximating sequence Xk.

As preparation let €2 € U have finite perimeter and we consider

Pr 1= Xa k11 (4.42)
with the standard mollifier 7. supported on B.(0). Then, for large k,
Y € CF(U,[0,1]), ¢ =1 on Q.1, ¢Yp=0on U\Q%,

V= Daat X B lae on U (1.43
(cf. [2 p. 164, 173, 175]). From [2, p. 41, 118] we obtain for large k

Dyy(x) = (Dxa *m1)(x) = / ni(z —y)dDxa(y) for z€Q.
U
Then one has the weak™ limits

Dy L™ = Dxq and |Dyy|L" = |Dxq| (4.44)
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in the sense of Radon measures. For any Borel set B C U and k large, we can use
supp Dy, C Q% € U and 0,2 C 0 to get

) =H"H0.2NBy)  (4.45)

1
k

DYkl cr ) = / | Dijpi| AL < |Dxel(22 N B
Ql/kﬂB

(cf. [2 p. 42], [34], p. 50, 138] or also [31], p. 49, 129]). If |Dxq|(0B) = 0, then
lim [Du/(B) = [ Dxal(B) (4.46)
(cf. [21), p. 54]). Obviously ¢, € W°°(U) and also the truncations
= Qe — DY, XP = (20 1) + 1.
belong to W1 (U) with

Dyt — 2Dy, L"-ae. on {1y > 3},
F 0  L"ae. on {¢y <1}

and D¢ analogously (cf. [2I, p. 130]). Since © and int,Q differ merely by an
L™-negligible set (cf. 21, p. 222]), we can use (3.1)) with p € C}(U) to get

lim [ DYMdL" = — lim [ YPMdivpdl" = — / Xint, o div o dL"
U U

k—o0 k—oo Ji;
= —/ xodivedL" = / wdDxq
U U
and analogously for xi". Since C!(U) is dense in C.(U), we have
DXML™ > Dyxq and DYXPL™ > Dyxq.

From (4.45)) we get for any Borel set B C U

) (4.47)

1
k

| D 1y = /

Bn{¢p>3}

2Dy dL™ < 2 / Dusl AL < 2H" 1 (0.0 B
B

and analogously
IDXE e sy < 2H" (82N By). (4.48)

Let us now introduce some special examples of normal measures. These can
be basically applied to the same set 2. However they differ in the point how the
boundary is taken into account or in the underlying construction.

Example 4.21. (Interior Normal Measures) Let U C R™ be open and bounded,
and let Q € B(U). We call a normal measure interior normal measure of € if the
related good approximation x has the form

X = XintQ O X = Xint,Q -
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For a first case we assume that €2 € U, that there is a sequence ¢ | 0 with

lim H" 100 5) dS < o0, (4.49)
k—o0 (05 )
30k
and we consider
in dlStaQ 00
th = Xoo, + X(int \0 5. ) 8 5 ewh (). (4.50)
We can suppose that 0, < and we obviously have that

X}fnt — Xint@ pointwise on U .

By the coarea formula (cf. [21], p.117]),

DX ey = / / D dH Y d
(0,6) JOQ_s
n—1 Q
_ / HT(00) s

- ][ HL(00_) db
(075k)

(notice that | D distaq(z)| = 1 L"-a.e. outside OS2, cf. (4.3])) Hence we obtain a good
approximation for xq and a related interior normal measure by

Y™ = i and ™ € ba (U, B(U),L")"

Notice that any A = (9)s, Nint 2 is an aura of v™ by (4.32 -
As alternative approximating sequence for xint o we set Jj, : ‘5’“ and take

diSta ) .
intc ,00
k

25’

with 0 < 9, < + as far as

lim H (90 _5) dd < 00
k=00 J (51 ,26,)

(“intc” indicates compact support of Dy on int ). In this case we can drop the
requirement €2 € U and obtain a second interior normal measure related to the good
approximation yin o of xqo by

Xintc ‘= int 0 and Vintc € ba (U’ B(U))ﬁn)n

Though the measure ™ slightly differs from ™, this is not relevant for the values
g ghtly

of the corresponding integrals entering the considered Gauss-Green formulas.
For a second case we assume that €2 € U has finite perimeter and we consider

= (20 — 1T
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with the mollification v, from (4.42). Then, by (4.43]),

~int

W= Xinteo H" 'ae. on U.
1 ~int 1,00
Obviously i € W1 (U) and, by (4.47),

IDXE 22y = /w 1}2\Dz/1k|d£" < 2HH8,Q) . (4.51)
k>3

This way we get a good approximation for xq and a related interior normal measure
by

™ = Yo and 7™ € ba (U, B(U), L")" .
Example 4.22. (Exterior Normal Measures) Let U C R™ be open and bounded,

and let Q € B(U). We call a normal measure ezterior normal measure of € if the
related good approximation x has the form

X=Xa Or X = Xo.Quint.Q -
First we assume that €2 € U, that there is a sequence & | 0 with
lim HH(00Q5) dS < oo, (4.52)
50k
and we consider
o diSta(Qé ) o
X0t = xq + X@s\0) 5 € Whe(U).

. 1
We again suppose that §; < + and we have that

ext

Xi — Xg Ppointwise on U .
As above,
IDXE 22y = H"H(095) 6.
(07516)
Therefore we obtain a good approximation for yo and a related exterior normal
measure by
X i=xg and v €ba(U BU),L")" .

Now any A = (99)s, Next Q is an aura of v by (4.32)). Similar as in the previous

example we can construct some alternative exterior normal measure v***¢ related to

extc extc

an approximating sequence {x7*“} for x** = yg where ¢ =1 on {,.
For a second example we assume that ) € U has finite perimeter and we consider

Xt = =20 — 1) +1
with ¢, from (4.42)). Then, by (4.43),

~ext

X5 = Xo.oumt.o M '-ae. on U.
~ext 1.00
Clearly x$** € W1>(U) and, by (4.43),
DX 22y < 2H"H(0,92) .

Hence we get a good approximation for yo and a related exterior normal measure
by
XeXt = X8,0Uint.Q and DGXt - ba (U, B(U), En)n .
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Example 4.23. (Symmetric Normal Measures) Let U C R™ be open and bounded,
and let 2 € B(U). We call a normal measure symmetric normal measure of € if the
related good approximation x has the form

1 1
X = §X8§2 + Xt OF X = §Xa*9 + Xint,Q -

Let us first assume that 2 € U, that there is a sequence d;, | 0 with

lim HH(005) dS < o0, (4.53)
k—o0 (76 5 )
ksOk

and let us take

diSta(ng)

sym __ . . 1,00
Xe o = XQ*% + X(Qék\g—%) 20y, W (U) ‘

We can suppose that 0, < %, we readily get

sym

N - %X@Q + Xinto pointwise on U,

and, as before,
DX ey = f 00 ds.
(_6k76k)
Thus we receive a good approximation for yq and a related symmetric normal mea-

sure by
XY™ = 1x00 + Xiwo and Y™ € ba (U, B(U),L")" .

Obviously each A = (99);, is an aura of ™ by (4.32). We can interpret the
factor % in this way that one half of the source in a boundary point is considered to
flow outward while the other half flows inward.

Now we assume that 2 € U is a set of finite perimeter and consider

o=
with ¢, as in (4.42). Then, by (4.43),
~sym

= %Xa*(z + Xint,o  H" l-a.e. on U.

With (4.45) for B = U we see that we obtain a good approximation for yq and a
related symmetric normal measure by

XY= 2xo.0 + Xineo and 7Y™ € ba (U, B(U), L")" .

Theorem |4.19| and (4.45)) imply that

ey (U) < H"(0.02)

and, by (4.35), one has equality if ||X*™ — xaqllz1(y = 0.
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Remark 4.24. (1) While the normal measures based on a distance function can
be easily represented by means of a normal field and a scalar density measure (cf.
Proposition below), the normal measures based on mollifications have the ad-
vantage that they are available for all sets of finite perimeter. Instead of the distance
function one can also construct normal measures based on other Lipschitz continuous
functions vanishing on the boundary o0 (cf [43, p. 449]).

(2) We have that - and ( are satisfied if {2 has finite perimeter

and if it satisfies 2) (cf. and [29]) This is in particular the case if  has
Lipschitz boundary (cf. also the arguments following Proposition .

Clearly, F' € £>(2,R™) is v-integrable for any normal measure v. Let us analyze
how far also unbounded vector fields are integrable.

Proposition 4.25. Let U C R" be open, bounded, let Q € B(U), let F € L}(Q,R"),
let v be a normal measure related to a good approximation x for xq and with ap-
proximating sequence {xx} satisfying |Dxx| < vk L™-a.e. on Q for some v > 0, and
let AC U be an aura of v as in (4.32)). If there is some 6 > 0 such that

1 -
g/ |F|dL" is uniformly bounded for 0 <6 <4, (4.54)
(69)5nA

then o F' is v-integrable on U for all ¢ € L>®(U). If, in addition,

k—o0 6

lim — / |F|dL™ =0 uniformly for § € (0,6), (4.55)
0Q)sNAN{| F|>k}
then for each ¢ € L>®(U) there is a subsequence {xx} such that

lim | @F - DywdL" = —][ oF dv. (4.56)
09

k'—o0 U

Example below shows that (4.54) is not sufficient for (4.55) and that (4.55)

excludes certain concentrations on the boundary 0.

Proof. We argue similar to the proof of Proposition [2.15| and use
F=(F'....,F"), v=@". ..,v").

By assumption there is some ¢ > 0 such that %f(aA)mA |F|dL™ < cfor all § € (0,0).
For each k € Nand j =1,...,n we set

Al ={y e A||F/(y)| <k}, A :=A\A],

2k 2k Qk

PP
0 on A{CO.

Then all hi are simple functions related to 7 and h‘,i < |F’| on A for all j and all
k € N. Using | hj, — |F7|| < 55 on Aj we get
{ye A||h], —|FI|| >} C A} if % <e.
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Therefore, for any € > 0 and all 7,

limsup [7|{| hj, — |F7|| > ¢} < limsup 17|(A2°). (4.57)
k—ro0 k—ro0
For fixed j, k there is ¢ € £2(U,R") with [|@]lc < 1 and ¢ = 0 on A such that

Wl < [

pdv.
ATO

k

(cf. (2.7)). By (4.33)) there is a subsequence {x,} with

/ Odv = — lim O+ Dy dL" <lim inf/ |Dxy| dL™.
A9:0 l'—o00 A9:0
k k

I'—00 7,0
Ak

Setting 0y := 12—, we have |Dyy| <Al = %. Thus, for I’ large,

1 ,
c > — |F7|dLC"

o Jog)s,na
1 , .

_ —</ ]Ff\d£"+/ |F3\d/$”>
O (aQ)al/mA{; (89)51/0Ai’0
k n k n

> = IDxvldc = o= | |DxuldL
2y (09)5,NA7° 2y A0

(recall that Dxy = 0 L"-a.e. outside (0€2)s,, cf. [21, p. 130]). Taking the limit
I — oo and using the previous estimates, we obtain

dery
k

Thus [7](A2°) — 0 as k — oo and, using (4.57), we get

> [17|(AL°) for all j and all k € N,

W2 ||

For the measure A |17| there is some ¢ € £L2(U) with ||@||. < 1 such that

/ hl d|v| < / Ghl dv? +1
A A
(cf. (2.7)) and we use ¢ € L>*(U,R") with

{ (0,...,0,ph7,0...,0) on A,
Pr =
0 onU\ A.

By 1} there is some m € N (related to ¢y) such that, with 6, = %, | DX | < ym,
and ] < ] < |F|,

/hidyuq < /@hidu“rl
A A
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= /(pkdl/+1 < ‘/gpk-DdeE” + 2
U U

< / ol IDxo| dL™ 42 < ym ol dLm 42
U (8(2)5mﬁA

2y

<
Om J(60),,,nA

IF|dLM +2 < 2yc+2

(notice that supp DX, C (09)s,,). Therefore the integrals on the left hand side are
uniformly bounded. Since, by construction, the sequence {h] }; of simple functions
is increasing,

/|h§;—h{|d|yj|—>0 as k,l — 00.
A

Consequently, | F7| is v/-integrable with determining sequence {h7 }), and, hence, also
FJ is 17-integrable. But this means that F' is v-integrable.

For ¢ € L>(U) we have that it is v-integrable, which includes that it is also
v-measurable. Thus also ¢F is v-measurable (cf. [4 p 102]). From |pF| < |F|
L-a.e., we get that also v-a.e. (since v is weakly absolutely continuous with respect
to £™) and, consequently, we have the estimate also i.m. v. But this implies that
©F is v-integrable too (cf. [4, p. 113].

For the second assertion we consider on U

P e { P@ W<k, s,
0 otherwise .

Then we get as in the first part that F} Lt FV for each j. For ¢ € L>(U) we have
that @F is v-integrable and, as above, |pF}| < |@F7| im. v. Thus, dominated
convergence gives with Fy, := (F{, ..., F}[)

lim oF dv :][ oFdv.
o9 o9

k—o0

Hence, for given € > 0, there is some ky € N such that

’f oF}, dv —][ @de‘ <e forall k> k. (4.59)
o9 o9
Since |F| < v/n|F|w, we have for subsets of U that
Uy == {|F|e >k} C {|F| > kv/n} C U, := {|F| > k}.
Then, by construction, Fr, = F on U \ Uy. We now choose some [, € N with
supp (Dx;) C A and % <4 forall 1>1

(cf. (4.32))). By supp (Dx;) C (8@)% and |Dx;| < I we get with some possibly
larger kg € N,

| [ eFe-F)-Dude] < fellest [ R Flac
U COWRY
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= gl / B - FldCt
(89)1/lﬁAﬁUk

[Pl <|F|

<" Aelant | [Pl de”
(8Q)1/lﬂAﬂUk

(4.55)
< €

for all k£ > kg and [ > [y. Hence
/ @F - Dx;dL" —e < / oF - Dy, dL" < / oF, - Dy dL" + €.
U U U
Let us now fix k > ky. Then, by (4.33) and ¢ F}, € L>*(U,R"), there is a subsequence

{Xl’} with
lim ©Fy, - Dxy dL" = —][ pFpdv.
o0

I'—o00 U

Therefore,

—][ @dey—5<11m1nf/@F-Dxl/dﬁng—f wFpdv +¢.
o0 onN

I'—o00

By (#.59)

I'—o0

—][ gdeu—25<hm1nf/gpF~DXl/d£”S—][ pFdv + 2¢.
00 o9

We obviously get the same estimate with limsup. Then the arbitrariness of ¢ > 0
gives the assertion. O

Though the measure of the set where an integrable function is large has to be
small, the next example shows that (4.54)) is not sufficient for (4.55)) and (4.56)).

Example 4.26. Let U = Q = (0,2)? C R? and let F = (0, f) with

f0r1<w<1+y,y<%

0 otherwise.

1
fla,y) = { "
Since
2 14y
/f(x,y)dx:/ %dle for all y € (0,1),
0 1

Fubini’s theorem implies F € £!(Q) and (4.54) with A = Q. Moreover, for k € N
and 0 < 6 < %,

1
5/ |F|dL? = // flz,y)dxdy =1
(0)sNQN{|F|>k}

and, thus, (4.55)) is not satisfied. To check (4.56|) we consider an approximating se-
quence Fy, = (Fy, For) of F as in (4.58]). Obviously Fy, = 0 on a small neighborhood
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of 0. Then, for any normal measure v and any ¢ € £>(€2), we can use core v = 02
and dominated convergence to get

O:][ by dv — pFdv =0.
o9 09

But taking e.g. xx from (4.50) with &, = 1, that is related to the interior normal
measure '™, we readily obtain

T ity
lim [ F-DyzdC? = lim k:/k/ flx,y)dedy = 1.
Q k—o0 0 1

k—o00

Hence (4.56)) is not satisfied for ¢ = 1.

Now we show how normal measures can be used for Gauss-Green formulas where
we even allow some weight on the boundary 0f).

Theorem 4.27. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q2 € B(U), let v be a normal
measure of € related to a good approrimation x for xo with approximating sequence
{x&}, let F € DMY(U) be v-integrable such that is satisfied, and let x, — X
div F-a.e. on 9Q. Then we have for all p € WH>*(U) that

/ x ddiv (pF) 4+ div (¢F)(int 2) :][ oFdv. (4.60)
o0 o0

Proof. Let ¢ € Wh°(U). Then oF € DMY(U) with
div (pF) = odivEF + F - DpL" (4.61)

as measures on U (cf. [43, p. 448]). By the assumption and by xx — x H" '-a.e.
on U, we get xx — x div (pF)-a.e. on 09). By xx — x = 1 everywhere on int {2 and
by x = 0 on ext €2, dominated convergence gives

/ xddiv (pF) 4+ div (¢F)(int Q) = / xddiv (pF) = lim [ x,ddiv(pF).
o0 U U

- k—o00

Since x, € Wh(U) is compactly supported on U, the definition of divergence
measure (cf. (3.14)) and (4.56]) with xx related to ¢ imply

lim [ xpddiv(eF)=— lim [ @F - Dy dL" Z][ ol dv
U

k!’ —o00 k' —o00 U o0

which implies (4.60)). ]

Remark 4.28. (1) For x = xq the left hand side in (4.60) becomes div (¢F)(12)
and, in this case, we can choose

Ap=Fv, pup=20

in Theorem (cf. also Proposition . Notice that we can ensure v-integrability
of F by (4.54)) and, due to

2
/\FDX§Q|d£"§—/ |F|dL™
Q 0 Qs
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4.54)) also implies (4.10). Thus, for x = xq, we get pur = 0 and core A C 0f2 from
4.54)) already through Propositions without using (4.56|). However we do not
obtain this way that A\p = F'v with some normal measure v.

(2) For any good approximations xi, x2 for yo and associated normal measures
v1, vy where ;i — x; div F-a.e. on 99, Theorem implies

| o =) daiv (oF) = f_oF (v

o0N

for all o € Wh°(U). By (4.61) we can interchange v, and v, in (4.60) as long as
X1 = X2 L"-a.e. and div F-a.e. on 0f). This in particular implies that fm pF dv

is independent of the choice of the good approximation y and the corresponding
normal measure v if | div F|(0Q) = L"(02) = 0.
(3) Since x =1 on int Q2 and

(xdiveF)(Q) = /mxddiv (pF) + div (¢F)(int Q) ,

we readily see from (4.60) that ¢ — (x divpF) () is a trace on 9 over W (U)
under the assumptions of Theorem [£.27]

For FF € DM>(U) we trivially have that F' is v-integrable for any normal mea-

sure v and, due to (4.33]) in Theorem {4.19, we always have (4.56|) without the as-
sumptions of Proposition Since div F' <<* H"! in this case (cf. [41, p. 21]),

we also have x, — x div F-a.e. on 0f2 by the definition of a good approximation.
Thus Theorem and Theorem directly imply the next special case.

Corollary 4.29. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q2 € B(U), let v be a normal
measure of Q related to a good approximation x for xq, and let F € DM>(U).

Then F is v-integrable, it satisfies (4.56)), and we have (4.60)) for all o € WH(U).

If F is even continuous and ||x — xallz1@w) = 0, then we have
/ x ddiv (eF) 4+ div (pF)(int ) = / oF - v dH
1e[y) 9:.QNU

for all p € CX(U).

Let us mention that it would be possible in this case to consider v as trace on 052
over DM>(U). This way one wouldn’t need a trace over W*°(U) for each single F.
However both strategies give essentially the same result. For the representation of
such a trace one can use that DM>(U) C L*(U)" and that pF € DM>(U) for
e eBYU)NLXU) and F € DM>(U) (cf. [11], p.1014] and [35, p. 65]). Now we

derive a more explicit structure for the special normal measures
Vint 5 Vintc 5 Vext » and Vsym

where we use the normal field introduced in (4.2]).
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Proposition 4.30. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let Q € B(U), let v* be a
normal measure where x stands for int, intc, ext, or sym and let x*, x, and 5 be
related to v* as in the corresponding examples above. Then there is some measure

densyq, € ba (U, B(U), L") such that
v* = v densp, (4.62)

and for any ¢ € L2(U) there is a subsequence X3, with

1
/goddensjfm = lim —/ oYt dL” (4.63)
U k! —o00 (5k/ (89)%/

where
int . intc ,__ _jintc __ 9 ext . sym .__ 1
1/} = Xint Q2 » w = wk - XintQ\(Q_(;k/Q)c ) w = XextQ » 1/} = 9

If, in addition, F € DM (U) is v*-integrable such that (4.56)) is satisfied and that
X; — x* div F-a.e. on 99, then we have for all p € Wh>(U)

div (pF)(int Q) = ][ oF - v ddenspy
)

div (pF)(int Q) = ][ oF - v ddenspe’
G

div (pF)(Q) = ][ oF - v ddensgy
o9
% div (pF)(0Q) + div (¢F)(int Q) = ]QQ OF - 1% ddensjq," .

Notice that the measures densj, are measures of the type as constructed in Propo-
sition In the case '™ we have to take y(§) = 6 and E = int Q there. However,
here we cannot just apply Proposition [3.1] since we have to select that weak* cluster
point of the measures éX(aQ) s nintL" that is related to v In the proof we see
that the subsequence xj, in (4.63) is the same as that for pv® in . We refer to
the arguments following @ for the properties of the normal field **. Notice that
the previous proposition is applicable to all ' € DM>(U), since is always
satisfied in this case (cf. in Theorem or Corollary [£.29).

The explicit occurrence of the normal field #*? in the Gauss-Green formulas above
is due to the fact that, for these normal measures, the normalized gradient of the
associated Dy, equals the gradient of the distance function on the support of Dy
and, so far, it is independent of k£ near 0€2. However, this is not met for the normal
measures based on mollification. Therfore we cannot go beyond in those cases
in general. Let us also refer to the fact that the Radon-Nikodym theorem is only

available “up to a small error € > 0” for normal measures v that are typically pure
(cf. [, p. 191]).

Proof. Let us first consider '™ with y; = X, & as in (4.49) and (4.50). Then

Dy = —il/ﬂ L™-a.e. on intQ\ Q_s, ,
0 otherwise .

(4.64)
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Obviously
o — / ot dv™  for ¢ € L2(U)
U
belongs to L>*(U)* and can be identified with some measure
denshe, € ba (U, B(U), L")

(cf. [4, p. 106]). Then

/ @ ddenshy, = / et dv™ forall ¢ e L2(U).
U U

For ® € L£°(U)" there is a pointwise unique orthogonal decomposition £"-a.e. such
that
d=(d- !+ 0" where O+-1%=0.

Then f,, &+ dv™ = 0 by and (1.64). Thus, for all ® € L=(U)",

][ ® dp™ :][ (@ - Y v dy™ :][ ® - v ddenshy, .
o0 G o0

Consequently,
v = 1% denslls .

For ¢ € £>®(U) we use (4.64) and (4.33) with ¢r® and the corresponding subse-
quence xx to get

/gpddensiamgt2 = f e tdy™ = — lim [ v Dyw dL"
U o0 k' —o00

1
= lim _/ ¥ Xint Q ac".
k' — 00 5]@’ (39)%/

For the other cases we argue analogously.

Let now F' € DM!(U) be v*-integrable such that is satisfied. Then the
stated Gauss-Green formulas follow directly from Proposition and with
the related x*. O]

The next example shows how the different cases in the previous proposition work.
Example 4.31. Let U = B3(0) C R?, let Q = Q; U, with
O =(0,1)%, Q=(1,2) x(0,1),
and consider
(1,0) on O,
F(z,y) =] (2,0) forz>1,
(0,0)  otherwise.
For x, related to ve and 6 > 0 small we obviously have that

Dxr,=0 on (1—-0,146)x(0,1).
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Then, by Proposition with ¢ = 1, by (4.56)), and for § > 0 small, we readily get

divF(Q) = ][ F -1 ddensh :7[ F dvpy
onN oN

= (Fan) ({7 € (0,0)}) + (Frim) ({z € (1 =6,1+0)}) +
(Fvig) ({z € (2-10,2)})
= —1+(1-2)+2=0.

f F v ddensgy = f F dvey
o0 G)
= (Flext)({z € (=0,0)}) + (Fext) {z € (1 = 6,1+ 0)}) +

(
(Frew)({z € (2,2 +6)}
= 04042 =2

div F'(

2
I

£ div F(0%2) + div F(int Q)

= ][ F-v*ddensgy’ = f F dvgym,
oN oN

= (Fl/sym)({x € (=6, 5)}) + (FVsym) ({x e(l-61+ 5)}) +
(Frggm)({z € (2—6,2+6)})
—14+@E-1+2=1.
Let us now consider the application to unbounded vector fields.
Example 4.32. Let U = By(0) C R?, let Q = (0,1)?, and take F' = (F*, F?) given

by

" 2r[zf?

(cf. Example 4.12). We consider the normal measure v = '™ = (v! 1?) and,
according to Proposition [4.30, we have

with div F = ¢y

v = v dens)y, . (4.65)
A simple computation shows that

1

- IFldct 28 .
0 (09)5M

Hence we cannot use Proposition to get v-integrability. Therefore let us use a
more direct argument. We divide €2 by its diagonals into four triangles

Q*0 5 Q*1 ) Q0* ’ Q1*

where e.g. Qg is the triangle with a side on the line {x3 = 0}. Clearly F is bounded
and, thus, v-integrable on €, U Q.. Using (4.33) we readily get

1
/ Fdv=-.
Q*1UQI* 4
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On €.y we obviously have v = (0, —1). Hence, by (4.65), v is the zero measure
on €. Therefore F! is vl-integrable on .,y and the integral vanishes. Now we
consider F? with respect to % and set for € > 0

= [V*|{z € Quo

|F? > e} .

Using that 2 is continuous and vanishes for zy = 0, we have for any x > 0
M. {|z| >k} N{xya=0}s =10

int

for some small § > 0. Since {x3 = 0}; is an aura of densjg,,

(M. {|z| > k}) =0 forall k> 0.
Consequently, using (4.63]),

P {z € Qu||F?|>e} = PPz eQ|lF?>e, |z| <k}
< WP{x € Qo 2] <k}

< K forall K >0.

Therefore
P {z € Qu | |[F?| >} =0.

This means that F? agrees i.m. v? with the zero function on €,y. Therefore F? is
v2-integrable on €, with vanishing integral. Summarizing we get

/ Fdv =0 and, analogously, / Fdv=0.
Q0 Qox

Hence, though (4.54)) is not satisfied, F' is v-integrable on € with

1
f Fdv = ][ Fdv=-.
20 80\ B1 (0) 4

Let us now check (4.56) directly for ¢ = 1. With x from (4.50)) we have

/ F- Dxmt 7 E— / EF?dLr
Qo ) 1/ka*0
1—x2
= l/“ /r d$1d$2
11—z
= 27r xg [— arctan mblzm dxs
= i (arctan 1oz E) dx
- 27T 1 xr2 4 2
(Orﬁ)
or\2 4/ 8§

By analogous arguments on the other triangles we end up with
: . 1
/F.Dx;ftdm R0 A£ - = —][ Fdv.
Q 4 o9
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Thus (4.56)) is violated and obviously
(div F)(Q2) =60(Q2) =0# 4 Fdv.
o9

Therefore (4.60) doesn’t hold and we see that this condition is essential in Theo-
rem [£.27] From Example we know that

div (pF)(Q) = /8 ) FUhdH! — igp(())

for all ¢ € Wh*°(U). Since the measure Fv is absolutely continuous with respect
to v, we in fact cannot expect (4.60) with a normal measure as in (4.65)) in the case
of a concentration at the origin (cf. [4, p. 106]).

Let us still provide an unbounded vector field where Theorem is applicable.

Example 4.33. For U = B,(0) C R? and 2 = (0,1)? we consider as in the previous
example

x
Flr) = ——.
(%) 27| x|?
Then
s — |F (21, 29, 8)| dH? (21, 22)
(0,1)2

is continuous and bounded. Thus is satisfied and F' is integrable with respect
to any normal measure v satisfying the assumption of Proposition m (which is the
case for the normal measures constructed above by means of a distance function).
For such a normal measure v with aura in {2 we get for large [ € N

\F|dct < \F|dCn

/(mmm{|F|>1} /Bl/w(om(aﬂ)m

i I
=g —————dH(x1,72) dz3
4 Jo B1/(2x1)(0)N{z3=0} QW\/M
3 [0 [ 2 35
< -/ / 2T ey = 2L
4 )y Jo 2mr 8l
Therefore,
1 3
_/ |F|dL" < — forall § >0
0 (09)sNQN{|F|>1} 8l

which implies (4.55)). Thus Proposition implies e.g. for v = '™ that
div (pF)(Q2) :][ @F - v ddens}y
o0

for all o € Wh(U).
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Now let us consider the important case of bounded vector fields F' € DM>(U)
on sets 0 C U with finite perimeter in some more detail. Here we use normal
measures that are based on mollifications, in particular that from Examples [4.21
and Though some of the assertions in the next proposition are already known
from the literature (cf. [9], [10], [12], [13], [14], [41] and the remarks below), we
include them not only for completeness but also to show their relation to the new
results. In the proof we essentially use arguments that are based on the theory
developed here. Recall that, in addition to the subsequent results, Proposition {4.30
is applicable to Q if H"1(Qs) is bounded for |§| small.

Proposition 4.34. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q2 C U have finite perime-
ter, let F '€ DM>(U), and let 0™, 7% be the normal measures from Ezamples
and[4.23.

(1) If Q € U, then there are normal trace functions f f& e £%(9,Q, H" 1)
with || f™ |loos [ lloe < [ Flla such that

div (¢ F)(int, Q) :][ OF di™ = / ofmtdH (4.66)
o0 0+

div (pF) (0,0 U int,Q) :][ oF di*™t = / oftdH" ! (4.67)
o0 Xo)

for all o e WH>(U) (cf. (2.8) for || - [lo). If Q is open we also have

div (pF)(Q2) = / ef™dH" ! — / pddiv F (4.68)
Y int4« QNON
and if ) is closed
div (pF)(Q) = / eftdH T + / pddivF (4.69)
0+ ext« Q2NON

for all o € Wheo(U).
(2) Let Q C U be open with H"~1(0QNint, Q) < oo. Then F' € DM>(R") for the
extension F' of F' with zero outside of €2. There is also some normal measure

v € ba(U,BU),L")" such that (0Q)s N Q is an aura for all § > 0 and

div (o F)(Q2) = ]([99 ©F dv (4.70)

for all o € WH(U). Moreover there is f € L®(0Q\ext,Q, H" ) satisfying
| flloo < c||[Flloa for some ¢ > 0 depending merely on Q such that

div (pF)(Q) = / of dH"! (4.71)

O\ extQ
for all o € C*(R™) and
fH"H (092N int, Q) = — div F[ (02 N int,Q) . (4.72)
If ' is continuous on a neighborhood of Q, then (div F)(0Q Nint,Q) = 0 and
div (pF)(int.2) = div (pF)(Q2) = / OF -V dH" ! (4.73)
0+82

for all ¢ € C*(R™).
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Remark 4.35. (1) The measures f™H" 1|9,Q and f™'H" !|9,Q are the Radon
measures related to F'™ and Fo®™*, respectively, according to Proposition m
Notice that we can only replace 7™ and 7** with a Radon measure in and
, respectively, if F' is continuous (cf. Proposition. With the approximat-

ing sequences ™, X§** corresponding to o™, " respectively, we have that

— F-Dxer & foyn=19,Q and  — F- DL 5 <4 10.Q  (4.74)

as weak™ limits for Radon measures. This way we basically recover several results
from the literature about inner and outer traces on sets of finite perimeter (cf. e.g.
Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12, p. 275, 281], Chen-Comi-Torres [5, p. 106], Comi-Payne
[13, p. 194, 200]). Though the sequences in slightly differ from the sequences

—2XQF . D@/}kﬁn and - QXU\QF : D@/Jkﬁn s

that are usually used in the literature (up to sign), the weak® limit is always the
same, since in each case (4.66)) and (4.67)) have to be valid for a set of ¢ that is dense
in C,(U). This in particular means that

/ ef™dH" ' =~ lim [ oF-D{™dL" = — lim | 2pxoF - Dy dL™ (4.75)
Q) k—oo Jir k—oo Jir
for all ¢ € C.(U) and analogously for the other case.

(2) The proof of Proposition readily shows that the first assertion is also
true for o™ with

5 div (9F)(9,9Q) + div (¢F)(int.0) :][

QOF dl;syrn — / gOfsym danl
o0N 0+

for some ™ € £2(9,Q,H" ') with || /™|l < ||F|lan- Moreover, a check of the
relevant proofs also shows that we can replace the requirement €2 € U in Propo-
sition [4.34] (1) with the restriction to functions ¢ € W (U) that have compact
support in U. In this case a further restriction to ¢ with

=0 on U\ (0Q)s forsome §j>0

is sufficient for the treatment of a Gauss-Green formula (cf. Remark [3.6). This way
we recover the results from Comi-Payne [13] p. 203].

(3) The proof shows that (4.71)) and with some f € £1(0Q\ext,Q, H" 1)
are already true without the H" '-bound as long as the extension of F' with zero
has divergence measure.

Remark 4.36. Let U C R" be an open bounded set, let {2 C U be open with finite
perimeter such that also int,Q C U, let F € DM (U), and let ¢i** be a Radon
measure on 0, with ¢i2* << H"~! such that

div (pF)(int,Q) = / @ dot (4.76)
2.0
for all o € WH(U) N C(U) (cf. (4.66)). With the disjoint decomposition
int, 2 = QU (int, Q2 N ON) (4.77)
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and since Q and int,.(2 merely differ by an £"-null set (cf. [21], p. 222]), we easily
obtain that

div (pF)(Q) = /QF-D<pd£"+/Q<pddivF

= / F-Dgpdﬁ”—l—/ goddivF—/ pddiv F
int.Q int.Q int, 2NON

= / gpdgi;t—/ eddiv F .
0+ int . Q2NON

Since 0,£2 C 012, we use the Radon measure

op = opt — div F|(int,2 N 9Q) (4.78)
to get
div (o F)(Q) = / odop (4.79)
O\ extQ

for all ¢ € WL(U) N C(U). For F € DM>(Q) an H" '-integrable density f of
o is available by the Radon-Nikodym theorem if H"~! is o-finite on 9 \ ext, (cf.
[2l p. 14]). This is obviously the case if H"1(0Q \ ext.) < oo and leads to (4.71])
with an essentially bounded density.

This shows that we can easily transform to a Gauss-Green formula where
the full topological boundary is incorporated into the boundary term, which is fa-
vorable in the case of cracks along some inner boundary. Notice, however, that the
form with a normal measure as e.g. in or in contains F' explicitly in the
boundary term and doesn’t require a normal trace function f on 0€2. Moreover the
larger class of functions W>°(U) for ¢, that do not have to be continuous up to 952,
allows more flexibility for the investigation near 02 (cf. the discussion surrounding
(3.10). In Example this allows e.g., in contrast to , to describe the be-
havior on both sides of the inner boundary 02 N int,2 by the normal components
of F', which is of course helpful for the description of cracks.

In the special situation where 2 is open and bounded and where the vector field
F € DM>(Q) is such that ' € DM(R™) for its extension F with zero, we can
choose some open bounded U C R" with Q € U. Applying Proposition ’4_?2_4‘ (1) to
F' we obtain and, by the previous arguments, we get dﬂb Using also the
second assertion of Proposition [4.34] we basically recover the Gauss-Green formulas
stated by Chen-Li-Torres [9, p. 248]. Let us still mention that a vector field F' €
DM (§2) can be extended by zero as required above if € is a bounded open set of
finite perimeter satisfying H" 1 (9Q N int.Q2) < oo (cf. [9, p. 242]).

The previous remark and the definition of divergence measure in (3.14)) lead to
a simple extension criterion for open 2 with finite perimeter and bounded vector
fields F' (cf. also [5, p. 104], [13], [9]).

Proposition 4.37. Let Q C R™ be an open bounded set with finite perimeter and
let F '€ DM™>(QQ). Then the extension F' of F' by zero belongs to DM™>(R™) if and

only if there is a Radon measure o supported on OS2\ ext,( such that

/F-Dcpdﬁ"—{—/goddivF:/ pdop (4.80)
0 0 OQ\ext .
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for all p € C*(R™).

This basically means that the extension of F' by zero has also divergence measure if
and only if there is a Gauss-Green formula where the boundary term is related to a
Radon measure.

Proof. First, let F' has an extension F as assumed. Then we can argue as in Re-
I{larkto get . If otherwise is satisfied, then we have for the extension
F and for

:=(divF)|Q—op

/ F~D<pd£":—/ ©do

for all C!(R™). Thus F' € DM>(R"). O

that

Remark 4.38. Let us discuss the general case where U C R" is open and bounded,
Qe B({U), and FF € DM>(U). Then we always have

div (o)) = |

YdAp —I—/ Dodup (4.81)
(89Q)sNU (0)sNU

for any 6 > 0 and all ¢ € W°(U) by ({.1)). If Q = U then we have case (L) with
core A\ C 02 and we can remove 0 in the first integral and if Q2 € U then we have
case (C) and can identify Ar with a o-measure on 9 (cf. Corollary [3.18)). If merely
Qe B(U) with £"(2\ int ) = 0 but in addition

sup H"H(0N_5) < oo for some >0, (4.82)
0<6<d
then we have
div (pF) () :][ wd\p (4.83)
o9
(cf. Proposition . Notice that (4.82)) is valid for a large class of sets of finite

int ext

perimeter and, if €2 € U, it allows the application of the normal measures v™", v,
and v™™ that are constructed by means of a distance function. This leads to Gauss-
Green formulas containing F and the normal field ** explicitly in the boundary term
(cf. Proposition and the subsequent discussion). If is not available, then
we can apply the normal measures 7™, 7Y™ and 7, that are based on mollified
functions, to any set of finite perimeter {2 € U. Then the right hand side in has
the form fBQ oF dv with v being one of those normal measures. But here we cannot
explicitly incorporate a normal field (cf. Theorem and Corollary . We
have to realize that , though it excludes some “exotic” sets of finite perimeter,
leads to more structural information about Ar in the boundary term.

Notice that, even if merely 2 C U, it is possible in the general variants
and to account precisely for the boundary points belonging to 2, which is
relevant if parts of the boundary belong to the support of div F'. If we want to have
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more structural information in a Gauss-Green formula “up to the boundary”, i.e. if
we e.g. have 1 = U, then merely the normal measure v is available. It gives

div (¢ F')(int 2) :][ OF dy™* :][ oF - v d denspey
o0 0N

for some density measure denspy of the type as in Proposition . The missing
condition 2 € U is compensated by a compact support of the thc of the approxi-
mating sequence. However, a uniform bound on H"~1(9Q_;) for small § > 0 similar
to (@ - that excludes certain sets of finite perimeter, is needed. But notice that
the bound implies that the extension F' of any F' € DM™(Q) by zero has divergence
measure on R™ (cf. [9, p. 7, 11]). Consequently the problem is equivalent to that
for F' with Q € U for some open U.

Proof of Proposition |4.34 For (1) we start with the case of the interior normal

measure 7™ and use

~int

X = X" = X and  xp = Xy
(cf. Example [4.21)). The first equation in (4.66|) follows from Corollary with

/(99 x ddiv (eF) 4+ div (pF)(int ) = div (¢ F') (int.€2) .

Obviously Fpint E ba (U, B(U), £L")" and ¢ € WH®(U) is continuous on . Then,
by Proposition [2.13] there is some related Radon measure 62, Since x; € W (U)
has compact support, the definition of divergence measure for xiF' gives

/g&F-DXkdE”: —/ ngoddivF—/XkF~Dg0d,C”
U U U
for all ¢ € CY(U). By X = Xint.o H" '-a.e. and div F <<® H"! (cf. [41], p.21)),

lim goF-DXkdE”:—/ goddivF—/ F-Dpdl".
int,Q int.

k—o0 U

Hence, we do not need a subsequence in (4.33]) and get

lim [ @F-Dy,dL" = —][ OF di™ = —/ o doet .
k=oo Ju o0 o0

Since C}(U) is dense in C.(U) we have —F - Dy, L" = 512 as weak* limit of Radon
measures. With the first equation in (4.66|) and the results in [13, p. 194, 200] we get
the second equation in . For 1 from 1) we also have 2yqe DU L™ = Dyq
by [13, p. 189] and |Dyy|L™ = |Dyq| by (4.44). Recall also . Then, for given
e > 0 and any open B € U with |Dxq|(0B) = 0, there is some ¢. € C.(B) with
|elloo < 1 such that, with arguments similar as in Comi-Payne [13] p. 196],

|~1nt ( )—8 < / Sogd&;}t = — lim (PEFDXkdﬁn
oONB

k—o0 UNB
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k—o00

= — lim 2/ p B Dy dL”
UNBNQ

< 2[F e Jim | D] dL”

UNBNS2

= WPlem Jima ([ ipwilder = [ puic)
o0 UNB UNBNQe

S 2”FH£00(B) lim </ ’Dwkldﬁn— ‘/ XQCD¢k dﬁn)
k—=oo \ Junp UnB

= 2/|F|l () (| Dxal (B) — 4| Dxa(B)])

= 2||F| gy (H" 1 [0.0)(B) (1 — e (4.84)

xal(B)

(for |[Dxql|(B) # 0 in the last line). By the arbitrariness of € > 0 we can remove it.
Then
GF (B) < 20| F | 2 (5)(H"[0.Q)(B) .

Since H" 19,8 is a Radon measure, we conclude that
supp Gt € 9,92 and &Rt << H"0,0.

Thus, the Radon-Nikodym theorem implies that 612 has an integrable density fint.
For fixed x € 9*Q2 and balls B,(x) we have that |[Dxq|(0B,(z)) = 0 for L'-a.e. 7 >0
and, thus, is valid for such B = B,(x). Then, by the definition of the reduced
boundary, the fraction in tends to 1 as r | 0 (cf. [2) p. 154]). Hence, by
Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem,

Fint e £2(0,0, 1 10.Q) with  [|f™]w < [ Flloe (4.85)

and, consequently,

/ apd&?t — / (pd&?t — / (,Dfint dHn_l
o0 02 02

for all ¢ € Wh°°(U). This verifies the first case. We can argue analogously in the
second case by using that x = xs,0nmt.o implies

/ x ddiv (eF) 4+ div (¢ F)(int ) = div (¢ F') (0.8 N int.)
)

cext

and that x;, = x37* — Xa*Qmim*Q H" lae. on U. If Q) is open we argue as in
Remark [4.36) to get (4.68)). If © is closed we start with (£.67)), we use

Q=int, QU 0, QU (ext, Q2N ON),

and we argue analogously to get (4.69)).
For (2) we first observe that one always has the disjoint decomposition

R"” = int,Q U 0,Q U ext, 2.
With 0,8 C 99 we get
0.Q U (int, Q2 N 9N) = 00\ ext,.) (4.86)
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(cf. [34, p. 49, 50]). Since £"(Q) > 0 and H" ' (IQ N int, ) < oo we can apply
Chen-Li-Torres [0, Theorem 3.1] to get sets €2 € €2 with finite perimeter such that

sup H" 1(0,Q%) < oo and 98y, C (0Q)

keN

forall ke N

1
2k

where the set inclusion is not explicitly stated there but it follows from the proof
(cf. also [13| p. 208]). Then we define

Xk = X, * 75, With some 9 € (0, ﬁ)

where 7. is the standard mollifier supported on B.(0) (cf. also (4.42)). Obviously
we have supp xr C (89)% and, by € € 2, we can choose J;, > 0 so small that even
supp xx € Q. Moreover x; € W1(U) with

Xk — 1 on Q, x, — 0 otherwise.

Since |Dxgq,|(OU) = 0, we can apply (4.46) to Qx. Therefore we can assume J; > 0
to be so small that

DxA|(U) = / Dxi| L™ < [Dxa, |(U) + 1= H™ (0.0) +1.
U

Consequently, we have that {x;} is an approximating sequence for the good approx-
imation x = xinto Of xo and each (992)1 N is an aura of the associated normal
measure v (cf. Theorem [1.19). Then follows from Theorem and Corol-
lary

By "' (0Q N int,Q) < co we have ' € DM™(R™) for the extension F of F
with zero (cf. [9, p. 11]). Let us choose some open bounded U c R™ such that
Q € U. Then we canly assertion (1) to get (4.66) for F' and all ¢ € C'(R").

4.36

According to Remark this can be transformed to 1' and, by div F' = div (F )
on €2, we get

div (F)(Q) = / odor

O\ extQ

for some Radon measure o supported on 99 \ ext,). The assumptions and
imply that H" (99 \ ext.) < co. Therefore o has an H" '-integrable density f
by the Radon-Nikodym theorem and we obtain (4.71)) (cf. the arguments following
(4.79)). Then follows from (4.78). In order to show that f is essentially
bounded we argue as in Chen-Li-Torres [9, p. 18] but without smooth approximation
of F'. We fix some B, (z) with z € 00 \ ext,£ and r > 0. Moreover we observe that
the sets 0, € €2 from above can be chosen such that they have smooth boundary,
and can therefore assumed to be open, and that

| Dxe,|(Br(x)) = (K" 0%)(Br (2)) < cH" (02 \ ext, ) N B, ()

for some ¢ > 0 depending merely on dimension n (cf. [9, p. 237, (5.8)]) and also
[13 p. 208]). Now, for some ¢ € C*(R") with ||¢|ls < 1 and supported on B,(z),
we use dominated convergence, € = int,), and assertion (1) for Q; with density
functions f; to get

/ ef dH" ' = div(eF)(Q)
O\ extQ

107



= /gpddivF+/F-Dgod£"
Q Q

— lim (/ goddivF—i—/ F«D<pd£”>
k—o0 Q o

= lim O fpdH"

k—oo 8* Qk

. n_l
l}ggO||Fllz:°°<(aﬂ)1/k>/ pdH

0xQy,

Pl lim (3471 2.8)(B, (@)
< || FllaoH™ (02 ext, Q) N B,(z)) .

IN

IN

Hence, by Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem, || f|loq < c||F|laq-

If F is continuous, we use Yinto = Xa to get with the normal measure v
derived above (that we assume to be extended with zero on R"). Then and
with the vector function ¢F give the second equality in . Since we also
have (£.71), the measure fH" [ (0 \ ext.Q) has to vanish outside 6,02. By
this means that (div F')(0Q N int,Q2) = 0 (cf. also [13], p. 198]). Using we get
the first equality in (4.73]). m

Next we consider an example with high oscillations that is occasionally discussed
in the literature (cf. Chen-Torres-Ziemer [12] p. 258], Comi-Payne [13], p. 216]).

Example 4.39. Let Q = {y < 2} N{|z| +|y| <1} C R? and F : R* — R? given by
F(z,y) = (sin (%_y),sin (%_y) ) for z#y.

Obviously div F' = 0 on §2 and, thus, F' € DM>(Q2). From Proposition we get
div (¢ F)(2) :f oF - v ddenspe (4.87)
o0

for all o € Wh°(Q). We can divide € by its diagonals into two large triangles Qé
and two small triangles Q% (j = 1,2). Then we have

F-1% =0 on the Qé and F-I/Q::EQSin( L ) on the Qj

=Yy

Therefore we can disregard the large sides in (4.87)) and the integral vanishes for
constant . Moreover, using (4.63)), the o-measure op associated to F - v dens}y,

according to Proposition [2.13]is suported on Jf) and we have
op =0 on 002N 892 and op = +2sin (I—iy)”Hl on 9QNIN (j=1,2).

Hence

div (pF)(2) = 2/

00MdQ3

psin (ﬁ) dH' — 2/ @ sin (%_y) dH! (4.88)

89N003

ext

for all ¢ € C1(Q). Analogously we can argue for  with dens$. This in particular
implies that div F'|{x = y} = 0. Notice that the problem can be treated analogously
for other €2 touching the set {z = y}.
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4.3 Sobolev functions and BV functions

In this section we show that the previous results are applicable to Sobolev functions
and BV functions. Recall that, for f € BY(U) and Q € B(U),

g0—>div(<pf)(Q):/Qfdivgadﬁn—f—/ggade

is a trace on 9 over W (U, R") according to Proposition . As direct conse-
quence of Theorem we provide a general Gauss-Green formula for BV functions
by arguing as in the proof of Proposition [3.7 Notice that we have to take m = n
for the particular cases (L) and (C) in this section.

Theorem 4.40. Let U C R™ be open and bounded, let Q € B(U), let § > 0, and let
f e BV(U). Then there exist measures

A; € ba (U, BU), LN" and ;€ ba (U, BU), Lr)"

with core Ay, core piy C (0Q)s NU such that

(Tf.0) = div (p/)() = /

@ d/\f + / DQO d,uf (489)
(89)5ﬁU (8Q)5ﬂU

for all ¢ € WH(U,R™) with T : BY(U) — WH(U,R")* from Proposition . In
the particular cases with I' = 0S) we have in addition

(L): core Ay C 0 and (4.89) becomes

div (¢ f)(2) :][ pdAs+ / Dydpy .
o0 (0Q)sNU

(C): Ay corresponds to a Radon measure oy with supp oy C 082 such that
dv(oh@) = [ pdoy+ [ Dody.
o9 (0Q)sNU

We call (Af, f17), representing an element of W (U, R™)*, normal trace of f on 9.
Notice that Dy dpuy in (4.89) has to be taken as scalar product of matrices. Since
WHEL(U) C BV(U), the result covers these Sobolev functions (cf. also Remark [3.8).

Proof. For vector fields F}, € DM (U) related to f € BV(U) as in the proof of
Proposition we can apply Theorem to get measures Ap, € ba (U, B(U), L")
and pp, € ba(U,B(U),L™)" with core A\g,, core up, C (92)s N U such that for all
functions p = (p',...,¢") € W= (U,R")

(D (24 ))(Q) = /

o* d\p, + / D" du,
(00)snU (09)5nU

with the scalar measure

Dy, (" f) = fDu 0" L" + "Dy, f

(cf. Remark [3.8 and [2, p.118]). The sum over k gives the first statement and the
particular cases follow directly from these in Theorem [4.1] O
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As in Proposition we can characterize the cases where j1y = 0 is possible and
where the measures Ay, iy can be chosen independent of 4.

Proposition 4.41. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q € B(U), and assume
that f € BY(U).
(1) In Theorem we can choose Ay, pp with core Ay, core piy C 09, i.e. inde-
pendent of 0, if and only if

lim inf sup div (%0 £)(Q) < oo (4.90)
00 pewteo(Uurn)
lle)a0)5nTlly1.00 <1

with X% as in (3.31). In this case (4.89)) becomes

div (o)) =

o0

(2) In Theorem we can choose py =0 for 6 > 0 if and only if

pd\f + Dodpuy . (4.91)
o9

sup div (pf)(2) < c0. (4.92)
PEWL2(UR™)
lle)a0)snulleee <1

(3) In Theorem we can choose py =0 and Ay with core Ay C 082 if and only

if
lim inf sup div (pf)(Q) < 00.
00 pewteo(URm)
llejaa)snullcoe <1

Proof. We use the notation of the proof of Theorem [4.40f We have for all k£ that
Y B = 8% f if @ =0forall j #k.

Hence ([4.90) is equivalent to (4.5]) for all F}, and, by Proposition[4.5] this is equivalent
to core Ap,, core iy, C OS2 for all k. But this gives (1). Analogously we derive (2)
and (3) from Proposition [£.5 O

Arguing as in the previous proof we can transfer Lemma [4.6] Proposition [.7]
and Proposition to BV functions. Let us briefly rephrase these results for com-
pleteness and for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 4.42. Condition (4.90)) in Proposition is equivalent to each of the
following two conditions

lim inf sup / ©fDXIdL™ < 00,
S0 sewteowrr)  J(09)5n0
lleyo0)snullyteo <1

efDdistgg dL™ < 0.
)ne

. 1
lim inf sup 5
80 pewhe(URm) ((09)5\(09)
lle)a0)5n0 ly1,00 <1

Moreover, int Q = () implies (4.90)).

[
2
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Proposition 4.43. Let U C R™ be an open and bounded set, let Q € B(U) satisfy
LM\ int Q) =0, and assume that f € BV(U). If

lim inf / | fDX3?| dL" < 0, (4.93)
510 Q

then we can take piy = 0 and Ay with core \y C 982 in Theorem m We have (4.93))
if f is bounded and if there is some & > 0 such that

sup H" (00 5) < 00 (4.94)
5€(0,6)

If Q has finite perimeter, then (4.12)) for some ¢, > 0 ensures (4.94)).

Proposition 4.44. Let U C R"™ be open and bounded, and let f € BV(U).

(1) IfQ € B(U) is such that any ¢ € WH>*(U) has a_continuous extension onto §,
if £7(Q2\ int Q) =0, and if there are ¢ > 0 and § > 0 such that

lpoalluipen) < cllellwisonyney  for all o € WH(U), § € (0,6), (4.95)

then (4.90) is satisfied.
(2) If Q is open with Lipschitz boundary, then (4.90)) is satisfied.

Notice that we do not have to consider ¢ € W'°(U, R") in the previous proposition.

Simple examples of Gauss-Green formulas for Sobolev functions going beyond
the classical ones can be obtained from Example or if we take the first
component of the vector field F' as function f € Wh(U). Let us now provide a
Sobolev function on a set 0 C R? of finite perimeter where the precise representative
is not H'-integrable on 9. This certainly prevents a usual Gauss-Green formula.
By the derivation of measures Ay and p¢ for (4.89)) we demonstrate how more general
Gauss-Green formulas can be obtained.

Example 4.45. Using the unit square

Q:={(z,y) eR* | z,y € (0,1)},

N[ey

,yk=(3)", segments Ty = {zx} x [0,y4],

I =

T =

and the closed convex sets
Qk = COHV{FQka F2k+l} )

we define the open sets

U=0:=0\J%. (4.96)
k=1
Since Y, yi is finite, 2 has finite perimeter. Let us consider f € WH(Q) with
1
fl@y) = ———
(@, )]s
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where | - |, is the co-norm (one even has f € W'?(Q) for 1 < p < £). Clearly

8Qlfldle/ |f|dH1:Z(%)%%: 1

Uk Tk k k

and, thus, f & £1(0Q,H'). Therefore we do not have a Gauss-Green formula in the
classical sense.

Nevertheless we can apply Theorem and is valid. Let us first realize
that for any two points in ) there is a connecting curve in €2 with length less than
three times its distance. Therefore any ¢ € W'>°(Q,R?) is Lipschitz continuous on
2 and, thus, continuously extendable onto 2. Moreover we readily verify ( - for
any 6 > 0. This implies (4.90) by Proposition [4.44 Since (9Q)s N Q is bounded
path connected with 0 for any 0 > 0, we have case (C) by Proposition [3.17]
Consequently there is a vector-valued Radon measure o; supported on 02 and a
measure p; € ba($2, B(Q2), £2)2*? with core iy C 92 such that

div (pf)(Q2) = / pdoy+F Dpdpuy
o0 o0

for all o € WH>(Q, R?) (identified with their extension onto Q).

Let us analyze how o and py, that are not unique, could look like. First we
restrict our attention to smooth ¢ = (1, ) € C*(R?* R?) such that we can also
consider uy as Radon measures (cf. Proposition . Notice that € has Lipschitz
boundary and we decompose

O = Do UT g UTOUT]

where I'{ is the part on the z-axis and T'}, is the opposite part. Then, taking div (¢ f)
as a measure, we get

div ($/)(9) = div ()(© zdw o)) (497)

for all ¢ € C'(R%,R?). Obviously f € £1(dQ,H") and, by the usual Gauss-Green

formula,
div (pf)( Q) = [ fo-vPdH". (4.98)
Elo)
Moreover
div(ef)(u) = [ fo v aH!

O

= / ford”' — | for dH1+/ Fo-v®dH . (4.99)
Fakt1 Lok rourt

If we plug (4.98) and (4.99) into - the integrals on T'? will be canceled out.
Thus the integral in (4.98) has to be evaluated merely on I := GQ\ ( U, FO) Hence
the Radon measure

oy = FOH T
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can be taken as part of ;. The integral on T’} in (4.99) is related to the Radon
measure i
o' = fUH TG

Since the sum over k£ € N is also a Radon measure, we can take it with the opposite
sign also as part of o;. It remains to consider the integrals on I'y in (4.99). Here
we have to realize that the sum of the Radon measures fH!|T; is not bounded
(cf. above) and, thus, not a Radon measure. Therefore we have to transform these
integrals on I'y, in a suitable way (it would be sufficient to take finitely many of these
measures with the correct sign as part of oy and to transform merely the rest, which
would lead to measures pif that differ from that derived below). With

1 0 —a~i
g(z,y) =z"1y, G°z,y):= (0 xO y) :

integration by parts gives

Yk
fordH' = / 9y(Tr, y)o1(xr, y) dy
0

T

Yk

— _/Oyk 9@k, Y1y (Th, y) dy + [Q(xk,y)gol(xk,y)]o

1
1

Yk
= T / ygol,y(xk,y) dy + 9(zr, yi) 01 (Tr, Yi)
0
Yk
= / G°(zk,y) : Dp(xh,y) dy + o1 (2k, Yie)
0
= / G°: DpdH' + 11 (xk, yr) (4.100)
Ty

(here : denotes the scalar product of matrices). Now, taken with the correct sign,
the measures GH!| T, with total variation

) = [ty =4

[

could contribute to py and the Dirac measures +8(, ,,) might contribute to o.
While the sum of the GYH! | T gives a finite measure, the sum of the Dirac measures
is not finite and needs some further transformation. We therefore consider (cf.
(4.99))

for dH' — for dH?

Cak Pokt1

= / GO:Dgodﬂl—/ G°: Dy dH!
Lo Tors1

+ ﬁ%(@k? Yok) — —2k1+1 ©1(T2k41, Yor+1) -
S | 1
Using ¢ = T s and

A
(ékz,yk)

. A A
Vg = ———— Wwith (Tk, Yr) = (T2r, Yor) — (Tok41, Yort1)

|G, 9|
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we get

ﬁ%ol (Tok, Yor) — leﬁ%(x%ﬂa Yokt1)

= ﬁ(%pl(fBQk,y%) — p1(Toks1, Yors)) + mwl(i@k,yzk)

1 ! AN A A A
= g1 | Der(@orer + 02k, Yorrr + 1Yk) - (T, Yi) di
0
+ 2k—(2}g+1)901(x2ka Yor)

— _2k1+1 /I:l Vg - DQOl dHl -+ mwl(x%, ygk) .

k

Here the sum of the Dirac measures d¢ y is finite and, thus, it can con-

1
2k(2k+1) “\T2k Y2k

tribute to o;. The measures G, H'|T'}. with

v v,
G =zt (5 15)

have total variation

L1l < 1(2 2): 1

2k+1 = 2k+1\2k = 2k+f1 k(2k+1)2 -

Thus the sum of these measures is finite and can contribute to py. Summarizing we

obtain (4.89)) for ¢ € C'(R? R?) with Radon measures

op = J?—

NE

Q L
(fV CHU T+ 2k(2}€+1)6(x2k7y2k))
k=1

g = Z G H'|To, — GOH' [Dopyr + GyH' T,
k=1

Let us now consider the extension of iy to ¢ € WH*(Q,R?). Since an extension
by Hahn-Banach will not be unique in general, we have to argue more carefully.
Instead of an approximation by smooth functions as in Example [4.14] we want to
present a more direct argument. First we consider I'y, with odd index k& and set

Since f, ¢ are continuous on a neighborhood of I'y intersected with 2 and since
o(xp + t,-) is absolutely continuous on I'y, for almost all small ¢ > 0, we argue

similar as for (4.100) to get

1 t
fordH' = lim =~ / fordH dr
0 Tir

T, t10 ¢t
T 1 ¢ 0 . 1 Yk
= lim— < G’ : DpdH + ————pi(xp + T, yk)> dr
tl0 t 0 Thr (xk -+ 7—)Z

1 t
— 1im_// G°: DpdH' dr + 101 (k. yr) -
tlo ¢ o Jry,
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Obviously

® — lim — / / O GOdH dr
t\LO Fk‘r

is a linear continuous functional on £>(€2 szz) depending on values of ¢ near I'y.
Hence there are matrix-valued measures p? € ba(Q, B(Q), £2)?*? with core T}, such
that

f O duf) = hm G ddH' dr

I3 to ¢ | iy

for all @ € L>(Q,R?*?). By the spec1al form of G° the only non-vanishing com-
ponent of the measure u is (1)12. More precisely, with up, from Proposition
where ' = Q and () = §, we obtain from 1’ that (u))i2 = (— x_%y),upk, ie. a
kind of weighted density measure. Clearly,

fordH' =4 Dovdp + por(r, ye)
Iy Iy
for all p € WH>*(Q2,R?) and odd k. Analogously we get measures uy for even k.
Since the pf have the same total variation as the GOH!'|T, their sum is again a
measure and we can replace the Radon measures G'H!|T';, with the u? to han-
dle ¢ € Wh°(Q,R?). By analogous arguments we can construct measures j, €
ba(Q, B(Q), £*)**? with core T'; that can replace the Radon measures G} H!'|T}.
This way we can finally replace the former p; with

My = Zﬂgkﬂ - Mgk - Mllc
k=1
to get a Gauss-Green formula for all p € WH>(Q, R?).

Notice that we didn’t use for the derivation of the Gauss-Green formula that
is satisfied. Since oy and py do not depend on 6, we could thus also apply
Proposition after this derivation to get . Recall that the choice of oy and
¢ is not unique, since an alternative version with merely terms for k > ko in py is
possible for any kg € N.

Let us now discuss normal measures for Sobolev and BV functions. We start
with a scalar variant of Proposition [4.25]

Proposition 4.46. Let U C R™ be open, bounded, let Q € B(U), let f € L1(Q), let
v be a normal measure related to a good approrimation x for xq and with approzi-

mating sequence {xy} satisfying |[Dxy| < vk L"-a.e. on Q for some v > 0, and let
A CU be an aura of v as in 1) If there is some 6 > 0 such that

1 -
5/ |f]dL™ is uniformly bounded for 0<§ <9, (4.101)
(092)sNA

then @ f is v-integrable on U for all ¢ € L>®(U,R™). If, in addition,

1 .
lim — |f|dL" =0 wuniformly for § € (0,9), (4.102)
k=00 0 J (oa)snang|fizk}
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then for each ¢ € L2(U,R™) there is a subsequence {xy } such that

lim / fo-Dxwdl'=—4 fodv. (4.103)
k' —o00 U o0

For the proof we apply Proposition to vector fields F} as in the proof of The-
orem [£.40] Analogously we obtain the subsequent results from Theorem and

Proposition [4.30}

Theorem 4.47. Let U C R"™ be open and bounded, let Q) € B(U), let v be a normal
measure of €2 related to a good approrimation x for xao with approximating sequence
{xx}, let f € BV(U) be v-integrable such that is satisfied, and let xx — X
Df-a.e. on 9. Then we have for all ¢ € W1°°(U,R"™) that

/ xddiv (fe) +div (fe)(intQ) =4 fedv. (4.104)
o9 o9

If f e BV(U)NL>®(U), then f is v-integrable, satisfies (4.103)), and we have (4.104))
for all o € W (U, R").

Proposition 4.48. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q@ € B(U), let v* be a
normal measure where x stands for int, intc, ext, or sym, let x*, Xy, and 0 be
related to v* as in the corresponding examples above, let densy, € ba (U, B(U), L")
be the related measure as in Proposition and let V¥ be the normal field from

4.2). If f € BY(U) is v*-integrable such that (4.103)) is satisfied and that x; — x*
Df-a.e. on 0%, then we have for all o € WH>*(U,R")

div (fe)(int Q) = " fo - vt ddenshy

div (fp)(int Q) = ” fo- vt ddensiy

div (fe)(©) = - e v d densg;

3 div (f)(09Q) + div (fo)(int Q) = ” fo- % ddensiy" .

For bounded functions on sets of finite perimeter we can transfer Proposition |4.34
(cf. also [9, p. 25] and use [2, p. 171, 177] for (4.111))).

Proposition 4.49. Let U C R" be open and bounded, let Q2 C U have finite perime-
ter, let f € BY(U)N L>U), and let o™, 0% be the normal measures from Ezam-

ples and [4.23.

(1) If Q € U, then there are vector-valued functions F™ Ft € £°(9,0Q, H" 1"
with ||F™ | s, [[F s < ||flloq such that

div (¢ f)(int.Q) = fodi™ = / QF™M gyt (4.105)
0 Xo)
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div (o f)(0,.QUint, Q) = fodi™ = / pF ! (4.106)
o0 0+

for all o € Wh(U,R"™) (cf. (2.8)) for || - |lan). If Q is open we also have

div (9 F)(2) = / pF™ dH" ! — / pdDf (4.107)
0+ int, QMO0
and if ) is closed
v @ = [ eFtan s [ paps (4.108)
0+ ext« Q2NoN

for all o € Wh>2(U,R™).

Let Q C U be open with H"1(dQNint,Q) < co. Then f € BV(R™) N L>(R™)
for the extension f of f with zero outside ). There is also some normal
measure v € ba (U,B(U), L™")" such that (0Q)s N Q is an aura for all § > 0

and
div (¢f)(Q) = feodv (4.109)
)
for all o € WH*(U,R™). Moreover there is F € L2(9Q\ ext,Q, H"1)" with
| |loo < cllflloq for some ¢ > 0 depending merely on Q such that

div (¢ f)(Q) = / OF dH" (4.110)
AN\ ext.Q
for all p € C*(R™,R™) where
FH" (02 Nint,Q) = —D (09 N int, Q) .
FH"(0.9) = frPH" 1 (0,Q)  with

f(z) =lim fdcr H" '-a.e. on 9.0. (4.111)
™0 J B, (z)nQ
If f is continuous on a neighborhood of 2, then (D f)(0QNint,Q) =0 and
div (o f)(int,Q) = div (pf)(Q) = fo -V dH™ ! (4.112)
0xQ2

for all p € C*(R™,R").

Let us now consider the case where U = 2 C R™ has Lipschitz boundary and let
f € BY(2). By Corollary we have case (C) for I' = 02 and all 6 > 0 and by

Proposition we have (4.90). Hence Theorem implies

div (¢f)(Q2) = / pdoy —l—f Dyduy  for all ¢ € WH(Q,R") (4.113)
o0 o0

where o is a Radon measure supported on 02 and core iy C 0. With the precise
representative f* according to Remark [2.16] we get from the literature that

div (0)(Q) = / o vdH™ forall o e WHS(Q,RY) (4.114)
00
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(cf. [34, p. 168], [21, p. 177]). This implies (4.92) for all § > 0 and we can choose
py = 0in (4.113) by Proposition 4.41} In this case we have

or = frH0Q

since all ¢ € C(€2,R™) can be uniformly approximated by functions in W1 (€2, R").
Notice that this version of the Gauss-Green formula with a o-measure oy supported
on the boundary of {2 requires a pointwise trace function f* on 9€2. Let us now
provide an alternative version where only the values of f on 2 are used. For that

we verify (4.104)) with ¥ = Xin o and v = /™,

Theorem 4.50. Let U = €2 C R"™ be open and bounded with Lipschitz boundary, let
[ € BY(Q), let V'™ be the interior normal measure from Erxample let denspg,
be the measure according to Proposition and let v be the normal field as in
(4.2). Then f is v'™-integrable and

div (pf)(Q2) = /Qfdivgodﬁn—k/ﬂgode

= fodv™ = fo - v ddensiy (4.115)
o0 o0

for all ¢ € WH>2(Q,R").

By Wh(Q) € BV(Q2) we have that is also valid for all Sobolev functions f
(cf. Remark. For the proof we do not directly apply Theorem that is based
on the technical condition . We rather show the assertion directly by using
an approximating sequence of f. Nevertheless, for the approximating sequence x*
of Yint @ related to v according to Example [4.21] we readily get at the end
of the proof. Notice that we can use }i"* from , since €2 = int {2 and, thus,
div (¢ f)(2) = 0 if merely ¢ = 0 on 99 (cf. Proposition [3.7). Alternatively we can
use ¢ from Examplethat might give a slightly different normal measure 1",
but the related integral in (4.115)) would give the same values (roughly speaking,
the integral performs a slightly different averaging near 02 that doesn’t change the
result for functions entering (4.115)); cf. also Remark (2)). In the proof we
use arguments that are similar to those in the usual proof about traces (cf. [21],
p. 177-181]), however we have to work them out in much more detail. But, before
proving the theorem, let us still formulate a simple consequence.

Corollary 4.51. Let U C R"™ be open and bounded, let €2 € U be open with Lipschitz
boundary, let f € BV(U), let v be the exterior normal measure from Example
let denspi, be as in Pmposz'tz’on and let the normal field v be as in . Then
f is v™*integrable and

div (pf)(Q)) = /fdivgpd£”+/c,0de
Q Q
= fodv™ = fo- vt ddensiy (4.116)
09 o0

for all p € WH2(Q,R™).
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For the use of v*** the function f has to be given in a small neighborhood of €. The

results in (4.115)) and (4.116]) will differ if | D f](02) # 0. But we have |D f[(092) = 0

for Sobolev functions and, thus, both formulas give the same in that case.

Proof. Let Q4 be open with Lipschitz boundary such that Q € 0y € U. We change
f to be zero on U \ Qg and still have f € BV(U) (cf. [21], p. 183]). Moreover we can
assume that U has Lipschitz boundary. From (4.115)) we get

div (f)(U) =0, div(¢f)(U\Q) = mfsodvmf

where v is the interior normal measure of Q. By construction we readily see that

vt = —p*t Consequently

div (¢ f)(Q) = div (¢f)(U) — div (¢ f)(U \ Q) = - fodv™

which gives the first assertion. For the second one we use that densfy = densgl(tgc)

by (4.63)) and that vt = — by (4.2). O]

Proof of Theorem |4.50. Let us fix some ¢ € WH>(Q,R™) and recall Example [4.21]
Since 2 has Lipschitz boundary, we have 1) for any sequence ¢,, < % For the

approximating sequence X, = X of yiu o according to (4.50)), we set ¥, == 1—Xy.
Notice that ¥, € WH>(Q,R") for all m. Since 2 = int Q and since v, equals 1
on 02, we get from Proposition (3.7 for all g € BV(f2) and all m € N

div (¢g)(©2) = div (Ympg)($2)
— / g div (P,0) dL™ + / VYmpdDg
Q Q

= /Q@Dmdivsﬁdﬁn+/g<prmd£”+/@bmgodDg. (4.117)
0 0 0

The first and the last integral in (4.117)) tend to zero for m — oo and, thus,

li_r)n g - D)y, dL™ = div (¢g)(2) . (4.118)

m—0o0 Q

Choose now an approximating sequence f, € BV(Q2) N C>(Q2) for f € BY(Q) with
foos £ in £1Q), |DAI©Q) = DFQ), Dfi — Df (4119)

where the last convergence denotes the weak® convergence in the sense of Radon
measures with (D fy)(B) = [z DfidC" for B € B(Q) (cf. [21, p. 54, 172, 175]).
Then

k—o00

= div(pf)(©).

lim div (pf)(©2) = lim / frdivedl" + / wdD fy
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By Lemma and Lemma [4.53] below we have that f is v™-integrable, that

lim frp dv™ = fodv™, (4.120)
k=00 Jan o0
and that
lim [ fup- D dC" =4 frpdv™ forall ke N (4.121)

(notice that Proposition [4.25 implies (4.121)) merely for a subsequence of {¢,,} that
depends on f;). From ({.118) for g = f; and from ([{£.121]) we get

div (ofi)(Q) =+  fepdy™ forall k € N.
o0
Consequently
[div(pf)(@) —F fodr™
o0
< | div (pf)(Q) — div (o fi) ()] + ‘ - frp dv™ — " fodv™|.

Since the right hand side tends to zero as kK — oo, we get

div (¢ f)() = ” fodv™

which verifies the first equality in (4.115). From (4.118]) we get

lim [ fo-Di,dC" =+ fody™.
Thus we can apply Proposition to get the second equality in (4.115)). O]

Lemma 4.52. Let 2 C R™ be open and bounded with Lipschitz boundary and let
g € BY(Q)NC>(Q). Moreover let V'™ be the interior normal measure of Q with
approzimating sequence X according to (4.50)). Then

lim [ go-Dx™dL" = — ][ g dv™ (4.122)
Q 0N

m—ro00
for all ¢ € WH°(Q,R").
Proof. For x € R™ we use the notation
v=(21,...,0,) = (2/,2,) €ER" with 2’ = (z1,...,2,1) ER"T.
Since €2 has Lipschitz boundary, for each x € 0€) there is a cylinder
Cla,r, 1) = {(90) | 1 = 2] <7, [y — 2a] < 20}

and a Lipschitz continuous function v on B,(z') C R"™! such that after a suitable
rotation of the coordinate system |y(y') — z,| < h on B,(2’) and

QNC(z,r,h) ={y eR"| |y —2'| <7, v(¥) < yn <z, + 2h}.
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Since 0€) can be covered by finitely many such cylinders, it is sufficient to show
only for the case where the integrals are restricted to a cylinder C' :=
C(z,r, h) and to work in the related coordinate system. The general case then fol-
lows by a straightforward argument with a partition of unity subordinate to finitely
many such cylinders.

Let us fix some ¢ € WH°(Q,R") and a cylinder C' = C(z,r, h) with 7 € 92 and
let us define

C*={zeC|y@)+t<mz, <y@)+s} for 0<t<s<h,

g'(x) = gl@,y(@)+1t), §'(x):=g z,+1t) for t>0.

g' is a shift of g with g* € C>(Q2 N (), while ¢* is constant in the last coordinate
and not necessarily smooth. Moreover we briefly write y,, = x'** and let §,, > 0
be related to it according to . Since 0f2 is Lipschitz, there is some ¢ > 0 such
that

(supp Dxm) NC = Q5, NC C C¥  for B, := &0y, . (4.123)

(a) For 0 < s <t < h we now have

dg
oz,

(', y(2') + 7)| dr

0'(2) — ¢*(@)] < /

t
< [ 1Dy o) + ) dr

By the coarea formula,

/ lg" — g°| dH" :/ |Dg| dLC™ S/ |Dg|dL™ . (4.124)
onnc C's:t 0.t

The right hand side tends to zero as t — 0 and, thus, there is some ¢° with

limg' =¢° in L£YOQNC,H" ). (4.125)

t—0

We can extend ¢° on C' such that ¢°(z) = ¢°(2’,v(2')). By (4.124) and the integra-
bility of |Dg|, for any & > 0 there is some § > 0 such that

/ lg" — g°| dH™ ! <& whenever |t—s|<d (4.126)
aQnC

(cf. [52 p. 1016]). Below we show for ¢ > 0 that

lim 3o Dxpdl" = —/ g - v dH !, (4.127)
m=e Jonc aQnC
][ glodv™ = / g'o-vrdH" (4.128)
0NnC oonC
lim G'o-Dxpdl" = / gp - DX dL"  uniformly for m € N, (4.129)
=0 Jonc onc
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lim glpdv™ = ][ g dv™ . (4.130)
=0 Jaanc aenC

Consequently, for € > 0 there is some ty > 0 and some my € N such that

’ / g - Dy dL™ + ][ gp dv™
Q o0

< (/gso-DdeE"—/ §"¢ - Dy, dL"
Q Qnc

+‘/ §t°so~Dde£"+/ g vtdH!
QncC o0NC

+ ‘f g dyint _f gtOQDdl/int
oanc oaNC

< 3¢ forall m >myg.

But this implies the assertion (4.122)) and it remains to show ({4.127))-(}4.130]).
(b) Let us show (4.127). We have that g, y,, € W"*°(Q) and that Q N C has
Lipschitz boundary. Thus, integration by parts gives for ¢ > 0

- / i - Dym dL"
QNnc
_ / G- D(1— x) dL"
Qnc
- / (1= o) div (§0) dL”
Qnc
+/ (1 . Xm) gt(p . VQﬂC dHn—l
a(QNC)
s / G- vrdH Tt = / gl - vrdH Tt
onNC

20nC
But this is (E127).
(c) For (4.128)) we observe that g* € £(€). Then, by Theorem |4.19, there is a

subsequence {x, } with

lim G o - DXy dL™ = —][ gl dv™ .
m' =0 Jonc o9nC

With ([.127) we get (£.129).
(d) Let us verify (4.129)). For € > 0 we choose § > 0 as in (4.126)) and obtain for
all m € N

/ 13" — gl - DX dL"
QNC

90|OO n
< el / g — gldL
C9.8m

m

Brm
— || HOO / / ‘gs+t o gs‘ dHn_l ds
om Jo Joonc

[llooBme
Om

€ o

IN

= ||¢lle CE forall 0 <t<d, meN.
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This gives (4.129)).
(e) As preparation for the proof of (4.130) we first show that ¢* L g. Let us

fix some € > 0 and notice that ¢' Hn—_; ¢° on 99 by (4.125)). Therefore

H* (B 280 where B':= {zreoanC|lg -4 >¢}. (4.131)
Obviously,
B = {zedanC||g’ - g°| > 2}
c {zeoQnC|lg—¢"|+1¢9°—¢°| >2¢} Cc B'UB®.
For > 0 and

B'={zeqnC]||g" —g| > 2},

we have that
B é 19
ﬁn(Bt N CO,(S) — / Hn—l(Bt,s) ds S / Hn—l(Bt) +Hn—1(Bs) ds
0 0

By Theorem 4.19]

(B < limsup | DXl g1(ge) = limsup | [Dxm|dL”
m—00 m—00 Bt
< limsup(si ac"
m—oo  JBtnCO.Bm
Bm
< limsup - H (B + H (B ds
m—00 0
< limsup Qf—m sup H"H(B®) (use B, <t for m large)

m—oo " se(0,t)

= 2¢ sup H"'(B%)

s€(0,t)
By (4.131]) the right hand side tends to zero as t — 0. Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we
obtain g* L g. For pg' we have

Bfo ={zeQNC||pg" —pg| >e} c{zeQnC]||el«lg’ — gl >e}.

Hence, [1"|(BY) — 0 for all € > 0 implies that [v™™|(BL) — 0 for all & > 0. Thus

we also have gt “— ¢g.

(f) We now proof (4.130). Let us fix some ¢ > 0. For fixed s, we consider
the measure v := ||¢||l|g’ — ¢°[v™. By there is some ¢ € L£*(Q,R") with
| £l < 1 and by Theorem there is some subsequence Yy, such that

[ Tells' = gl -
Qnc

< lole / g — ¢l @ ™
QNneC
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=t el [l = 15 D

= anc
m—00 5m Q5mmC
m—00 5m C0,8m

— thU.p 5m”§0”oo / |gt _gs|d7_ln—1
oanc

m—r0o0 5’171

— el [ 1= gl
oaNC

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the estimate is also true without €. By (4.125)), the right
hand side tends to zero if ¢, s — 0. Hence g is v'™-integrable and we have (4.130))
(cf. [4 p. 114]). O

Lemma 4.53. Let ) C R"™ be an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary, let
f € BV(Q) and let fr, € BY(Q) N C*(Q) be an approzimating sequence satisfying
(4.119: . Moreover let V™ be the interior normal measure from Example . Then
f is v™-integrable and

lim frpd™ =4 fody™ (4.132)
k=0 /o0 o0

for all ¢ € WH>2(Q,R").

Proof. We use the notation from the proof of Lemma and, as there, it is suf-
ficient to show for the case where the integrals are restricted to an open
cylinder C' := C(z,r, h) for some € 02 and to work in the related coordinate
system. Let us also fix some ¢ € WH(Q, R").

(a) We start with some preliminaries. For g € BY(Q2) and ¢,7 > 0 we set

t+7
50 = 5'(@0) =gl @)+ 0, 9= [ s,

Then there is some I' C 9Q N C with H" 1 ((0Q2 N C) \ I') = 0 such that
g* € BY((0,h)) forall z el

(cf. [21), p. 217, 220]). These ¢g° agree L'-a.e. with their right continuous represen-
tative. Thus we can identify g with a representative where

all ¢* with « € I' are continuous from the right

(cf. [2] p. 136]). With the distributional derivative Dg”, that is a Radon measure
on (0, h), we then have

g°(s) = g*(t) + Dg*((t,s]) forall t<s,zel
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(cf. [2, p. 136, 139]). Since |Dg”|((t, s]) is the total variation of ¢* on (¢, s],
19°(s) — g"(t)| < |Dg"|((t,s]) forall z€l. (4.133)

The distributional derivative D, g with respect to z,, is a Radon measure on 2N C,
since we have for all 0 <t < s

o
t,s o n
|Dng|(Ct*) = sup{/msgamn Ll

< sup{/ gdivedL”
Ct,s
= |Dgl(C"™) (4.134)

b eCHC™), ] < 1}

@ € CHC™R"), [l¢lloo <1}

(cf. [2 p. 194, 195] and take ¢ = (0,...,0,%) to see the inequality). Therefore
|D,g|(C"*) = / |Dg”|((t,s)) dH" ' <oo forall 0<t<s (4.135)
a0NnC

(cf. [2, p. 195], [21) p. 220]). Since |Dg| is a Radon measure on the open set Q2N C,
lim | Dg|(C%) = 0. (4.136)

t—0

Using (4.133))-(4.134)), we get for t,7 > 0 small,

1 t+1
/ gt — gD dH Tt = / —/ g —q° ds‘ dH"
aanC oanc 'T Jt
1 t+7
S e glaneas
T Jt Glelated
1 t+7
—/ / |Dg”|((t,s+ 7)) dH" " ds
T Jt a0NC

1 t+71
_ ! / ID,g) (C*7) ds
t

T

< |Dugl(C™27) < [Dgl(C™E). (4.137)

IN

(b) We fix some € > 0 and show that there is some ¢y > 0 and some kg € N such
that
/ Ifi — fildH" ' <& forall k>ky, 0<t<tg. (4.138)
oanc

By (4.136)) we can choose some tq > 0 such that

IDfI(C) <

=~ | 0

Since

limsup | D fi|(CO30) < |Df|(C03%)

k—o0

(cf. [34, p. 93]), there is some ky € N with

|D f|(C03t0) < |Df|(CO3%) + for all k> k.

NN ON
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Let us fix some 7 < ty. Then, by fi — f in £}(2), we can assume that ky is so large

that ) )
—/ ‘fk_f’d£n<i for all k> k.
CO,QtO 4

T

Consequently, using (4.137]), we obtain for 0 < t < ¢ty and k > ko

[ 1= e

oancC

[ 1= e [ e e
oanc oanC

+ / |f(t,7') . ft| dHn—l
onNncC
S ‘ka|(co,t+27) 4 ’Df’(CO,t+2T>

1 t+71
+/ ‘—/ f,j—des‘dHH
oonc 'T Jt

— — 1
< IDAICT) + [DACT) + 1 [ |f- flde”
Ctit+r
1

T

IA

< ADAC@) + 541 [ Ifi-flden < e
C0,:2tg

which verifies (4.138]).
(c) We show that ¢f, = ¢f. For ¢ > 0 we define

B, ={zeQnC||fi— f|>¢},

B.:={zedanC||fi—f|>e}.

Let us also fix some € > 0 and let 5 > 0 and kg € N be related to € according to
(4.138]). The Chebyshev inequality and (4.138]) imply

) -
H*N(B}) < —/ |ft = fHldH"! < forall E>ky, 0<t<ty.
9 Bl 3

With (4.31)), (4.123)), and §,, — 0, we get

|Vint|(Bk) < lim sup ||DXm||£l(Bk) = lim sup |.DXm‘ drr

m—o0 m—00 By,

< limsupéL / ac"
m—00 m B,NCOAm
Bm

< limsup 3~ H" (B} dt
m—oo " Jo

< limsup D= = « for all k> k.
€

m
m—r0o0
Therefore |v™|(By,) — 0 for all ¢ > 0 and, hence, f; L f. For pf L of we
argue as in part (e) of the proof of Lemma [4.52]
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(d) Let us finally show the assertion (4.132). For that we fix ¢ > 0 and let ¢, > 0,
ko € N be related to € > 0 as in (4.138). By (2.7)) there is some ¢ € £L2(Q2, R™) with
|#llco < 1 and by Theorem there is a subsequence {x, } such that for k,1 > kg

/ lllocl i — fil ™| — &
QNC
< / lelloolfi — fil & do™
QncC
= [¢lls 1,im/ \fi = fil @ - DX AL
m’—0o0 QNe

: 1 n
[l 0 lim sup — |[fx = fil dC

m—00 5m C0,8m

1 Bm
|2 o lim sup — / ]f,’;—fﬂd?—[”fl dt
a0NC

m—00 5m 0

IA

< leltimsp = [ (1= 11 = ) a
m n

m—r0o0
1 Bm
< ||l lim sup 5 2 ds (since t <ty for m large)
m—00 m JO

= 2]l -

This is true without € > 0, since it is arbitrary. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the left
hand side tends to zero as k,l — oo. Therefore ¢f is v™-integrable and (4.132))
follows (cf. [4, p. 114]). O

As application of the introduced theory we finally consider a general boundary
value problem for the p-Laplace operator. Let {2 C R™ be an open bounded set and
let 1 < p < co. The trace operator T : Wh1(Q) — W (Q)* from Proposition
(with U = Q) is also a linear continuous operator on W'?(Q) by the continuous
embedding W'?(U)) < W"(U). For given g € £V (Q) and f, € W'P(Q) we call
f € WhHP(Q) weak solution of the boundary value problem

—div ([DfP°Df) =g on Q, f=/f, on 00 (4.139)

if we have that

/ |IDfIP2DfDp — gpdL™ =0 for all p € C>(Q) and
Q

(T(f = fp), ) =0 forall p € W(Q,R"). (4.140)

We show that this problem has always a solution without any regularity assumption
on the boundary 0€2. Before let us discuss the boundary condition (4.140)) for €2
having Lipschitz boundary. From (4.114]) we get

(T(f = ) = div (F = )@ = [ (= F)e-warr =0

for all ¢ € WH*(Q,R"). By approximation, the most right equality is even valid
for all ¢ € C(Q,R"). Hence (f* — f)vH"|9Q has to be the zero measure. Con-
sequently

=fr H"lae. on 9Q,
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which is the usual pointwise boundary condition. Let us still point out that the
trace T'f is uniquely defined though its representation according to Theorem [4.40|is
not.

Theorem 4.54. Let Q C R” be open and bounded, let 1 < p < oo, let g € LV ()

(where = + z% =1), let f, € W'P(Q), and let T be the trace operator from Proposi-

tion|3.7. Then there is a weak solution f € W'P(Q) of the boundary value problem

(E139).

Notice that we obviously have that
Tf=0 forall feCX((Q).
Thus, by the continuity of 7" on W?(Q),
WP (Q) C {f e WP(Q) | Tf =0}. (4.141)

The drawback of the set on the right hand side is that the Poicaré inequality might
not be true for all functions. But it turns out to be sufficient for the theorem to
study a variational problem on f, + W, ().

Proof of Theorem[{.5] We consider the minimization problem
E(f) = / IDfFP — fgdL™ — Min!, feW"(Q)
0

subject to

M= {f e W (Q) ‘ =+ fo, fo€ Wé’p(Q)}‘

Let fr € WY(Q) be a minimizing sequence fr € W'P(Q). Then, by the Poincaré
inequality, there is some ¢ > 0 such that

| fell I fi = follze + | foll o
c|[Dfx = D follcr + || foll cr
cl| D fillce + cl|Dfyllce + 1 foll oo

VANVANRVAN

Consequently, for some ¢ > 0,

E(fr) = IDfellee — gl zor 1 frll o
> |IDfellge — (1D fillce + 1D follco + Nl follcv)
= |IDfiller (IDfullen” — &) — (1D foll e + | foll 2v)

Combining both estimates we get that the f; must be bounded in W'?(Q). Thus
there is a weakly convergent subsequence, denoted the same way, with f, —: f.
Since M is a closed affine subspace of W'P(Q), it is also weakly closed. Therefore
f € M. As convex and continuous function, £ is weakly lower semicontinuous (cf.
[18, p. 49 or 74]). This implies that f solves the minimization problem. Obviously,
f = f»+ fo for some fo € WyP(Q). Hence

(T(f = fo),0) = (Tfo,p) =0 forall p € Wh™(Q,R")
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and, thus, f satisfies the boundary condition.
Now we decompose E = F; — F5 in the obvious way where E; is convex and FEy
is linear and continuous. Clearly,

Ey(f, ) = /Qggp dc™ for all p € W,P(Q).
Moreover FE; is Gateaux differentiable on M with
Ei(f.¢) = [ IDSP*DDdC forall ¢ € WiP(e)
(cf. [18, p. 89]). Since f minimizes E on M,
E'(f,¢) = /Q IDfP2DfDy — gpdL™ =0 for all ¢ € WyP(Q).

Consequently, f is a weak solution of (4.139)) and the proof is complete. O]
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