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ON THE STRUCTURE OF co-HARMONIC MAPS

NIKOLAOS I. KATZOURAKIS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we primarily study 2-dimensional co-Harmonic maps
u:Q CR2 — RN, N > 2 that is solutions to

(1) Acou = (Du@ Du + |Du|?*[Du]*® I) : D%y = 0.

PDE (1) and the Aronsson system with respect to general Hamiltonians were
derived in recent work [[{3]. By establishing a general Rigidity Theorem for
Rank-One Lipschitz Maps of independent interest, we analyse the structure of
phase separation of solutions and of their interfaces whereon the coefficients
of (1) become discontinuous. As a corollary, we extend the Aronsson-Evans-
Yu theorem on the non-existence of zeros of |Du| for solutions to (1) to all
N > 2 and establish a Maximum Principle (Convex Hull Property) for N = 2.
We further classify all Hamiltonians H € C?(RY ® R™) which lead to elliptic
Aronsson systems: they are the “geometric” ones, which depend on Du via
the Riemannian metric Du" Du. We finally study existence, uniqueness and
regularity of solutions to the initial value problem for Aronsson ODE systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are primarily concerned with the study of co-Harmonic maps,
that is of solutions u : @ C R® — RN, n, N > 2, to the PDE system

(1.1) Au = (Du®Du + \Du|2[Du]l® I) :D%u = 0.

Here [Du(x)]* is the projection on the nullspace of Du(x)" : RN — R” and
|Dul? = tr(Du' Du) is the Euclidean norm on RY @ R™ (for details and nota-
tion see Conventions 1.1). System (1.1) is a quasilinear degenerate elliptic sys-
tem in non-divergence form which arises in the limit of the p-Laplacian A,u =
Div(|DulP~2Du) = 0 as p — oo. It was first derived in Katzourakis [I3]. Let us
briefly recall this derivation. After expansion and normalization of Ayu = 0, we
have

D 2
(1.2) Du® Du : D*u + [Dul” U‘Q Au = 0.

p—
Let [Du]" and [Du]* be the the projections on range of Du and the nullspace of
Du' respectively. Since [Du]" +[Du]t = I, by expanding Au with respect to these
orthogonal projections, we get
Dul? Dul?
%[Duf Au — _|Duf

(1.3) Du® Du: D*u +
p- p—2

[Du) L Auw.
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By perpendicularity, right and left hand side of (1.3) are normal to each other.
Hence, they both vanish and (1.3) actually decouples to 2 systems. By renormaliz-
ing the right hand side of (1.3) and rearranging, we get

| Dul?

p—2
As p — o0, (1.4) formally leads to (1.1). The special case of the oo-Laplacian
PDE A u = DiuDjuDinu =0 for v : @ C R®" — R has a long history. It
was first derived and studied by Aronsson in the '60s in [A3, A4] and has been
extensively studied ever since (see for example Crandall [C], Barron, Evans, Jensen
[BEJ] and references therein). When N = 1, the normal coefficient |Du|?[Du]*
vanishes identically and the same holds for submersions in general. Yet, a major
difficulty in its study is its degeneracy and the emergence of singular solutions (see
e.g. [AG, A7, K1]). In the last 20 years the scalar PDE has been studied in the
context of Viscosity Solutions.

In the vector case even more intriguing phenomena occur, highlighted in [I<3].
Firstly, there emerge highly singular solutions to (1.1). For example, for any unit
speed curve f € CY(R)?, the planar map u(z,y) := f(z) + if(y) is a singular
“oo-Harmonic” local diffeomorphism on a neighborhood of the diagonal. Secondly,
a further difficulty not present in the scalar case is that (1.1) has discontinuous
coefficients even for C* solutions. There exist smooth co-Harmonic maps whose
rank of the gradient is not constant: such an example is given by

(1.5) u(z,y) == e® —e¥ |, u: {Jz+yl <7} CR? — R%

(1.4) Du ® Du : D*u + |Dul?[Dul*Au = [Du] " Aw.

Indeed, (1.5) is co-Harmonic on the rhombus and has rk(Du) = 1 on the diagonal
{x =y}, but it has rk(Du) = 2 otherwise and the projection [Du]* is discontin-
uous. In general, co-Harmonic maps present a phase separation, with a certain
hierarchy. On each phase the dimension of the tangent space is constant and these
phases are separated by interfaces whereon the rank of Du “jumps” and [Du]*
gets discontinuous. On a phase, we interpret (1.1) as decoupling to the tangential
system DuD(%|Dul?) = 0 in the tangent bundle [Du]" and the normal system
| Du|?[Du]*Au = 0 in the normal bundle [Du]*.

In order to compensate the startling property of discontinuous coefficients, we
proposed the following natural modification of (1.1):

(1.6) Toou = (Du®Du + (Ju)? [Du]t® 1) D% = 0

where J is the Jacobian of u: Q C R® — RYV:

(1.7) Ju = { det (DuTDu)%7 n <N,

det (DuDuT)?, n > N.

We call solutions of (1.6) oo-Harmonic varifolds. System (1.6) has continuous
coefficients: (Ju)? [Du]t is continuous and vanishes at critical points of u. Inter-
estingly, 'y, and A, are equivalent when either n = 1 or N = 1, but not for
general maps. In particular, when n = 1 all co-Harmonic curves are affine and for
u:QCR— RN (1.1) reduces to

u’ u’

(1.8) Aoou _ (U/®UI)UH + |u/|2<1* m@)m)u// — |u'|2u”.
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Hence, the coefficients become automatically continuous since nornal and tangential
part “match”.

Actually, in [I{3] we introduced and started studying a more general PDE system
which we call Aronsson system and its solutions Aronsson maps. If H = H(Du) is
a Hamiltonian in C2(RY ® R"), the Aronsson system for u : 2 C R® — RV is

(1.9) Asu = <Hp®Hp + H[HP]LHPP)(Du):DZu _

Here [Hp(Du)]* is the projection on the nullspace of Hp(Du) " and Hp = DpH.
In particular, for H(P) = %|P|?, (1.9) reduces to (1.1). System (1.9) arises as a
sort of Euler-Lagrange PDE related to L°° variational problems for the supremal
functional

(1.10) Eoo(u,Q) := 688 Sup H(Du) , u€WL*R"Y.

Recently, special cases of (1.9) and (1.10) in the vector case have attracted sub-
stantial interest. Ou, Troutman and Wilhelm in | | and Wang and Ou in [WO]
studied Riemannian variants of tangentially co-Harmonic maps which solve only
the tangential part of (1.1). Sheffield and Smart in [SS] used as Hamiltonian the
nonsmooth operator norm on RY @ R™

Nl

(1.11) |P|| = max (PTP:w®uw)
weSn—l

and derived a very singular variant of (1.1) for a norm different than the Euclidean,

which governs optimal Lipschitz extensions of maps. The choice of (1.11) owes to

that they employ an L°° variational approach and they need the coincidence

(1.12) ess sup ||[Dul| = Lip(u,Q), wue€ C'RMY,
Q

which fails for the Euclidean norm |Du| on RY @ R™. Capogna and Raich in [('R]
used the Hamiltonian

Ll
det(P)
defined on GL(n,R) C R™ ® R™ for local diffeomorphisms v : Q@ € R* — R”
and developed an L variational approach to extremal Quasi-Conformal maps.
They derived a special important case of (1.9), for which the normal term vanishes
identically.

Herein we are interested to understand the structure of regular solutions to (1.1)
and more generally to (1.9). To this end, we first develop a Geometric Analysis
tool of independent interest, and then employ it to our PDE analysis. Section 2 is
devoted to this analytical result.

To begin with, consider a map v : Q@ C R* — RY given as composition of a
scalar function f € C?(2) with a unit speed curve v : R — R¥, that is u = vo f.

(1.13) H(P) =

Figure 1.
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Then, Du = (Po f)® Df and hence u is a Rank-One map, that is rk(Du) < 1 on
and Du can be written as Du = £ ® w for two vector fields & and w. Interestingly,
the class of Rank-One maps is rigid since a certain converse is true as well: all
maps which satisfy rk(Du) < 1 arise as compositions of unit speed curves with
scalar functions. More precisely, in Theorem 2.1 of Section 2 we prove that for any
Rank-One map u € C2(Q)" over a contractible domain 2 C R¥ | there exists an
f € C%(Q) and a partition of Q to connected Borel sets B; such that on each B;, u
can be represented as composition of f with a twice differentiable unit speed curve:
u=v'o f.

Theorem 2.1 is optimal. Without an extra assumption which reduces the com-
plexity of sgn(Du), u(2) may bifurcate. The latter is an 1-rectifiable subset of R,
but there may not exist a single-valued curve v such that uw = v o f. (Corollary
2.2, Example 2.3) Moreover, if  is not homotopically trivial, then there exists no
globally defined f either.

Theorem 2.1 is a result of rigidity type and has been motivated by the rigidity
results of Ridler in [R1, R2]. Actually, we extend a part of his result from constant
rank to variable rank. When compared to the rigidity results known in the literature
which relate to Gromov’s Convex Integration (see e.g. Kirchheim [Ki]), Theorem
2.1 is somewhat surprising in that most rigidity phenomena appear for rank greater
than 2.

The idea of the proof of Theorem 2.1 has two main steps. Suppose that Du =
¢ ®w. By using that Curl(Du) = 0, we first show that rk(D€) < 1 as well and also
invoke Poincaré’s lemma of De Rham Cohomology to represent w by the gradient
Df of a scalar function. Then, we employ geodesic flows, exponential maps of
Riemannian Geometry and a curvilinear extension of “De Giorgi-type” arguments
to show that £ and f locally have the same level sets and hence & can be written
as £ = v o f. Hence, locally we deduce Du = (o f)®@ Df = D(vo f).

It seems that the natural setting for the validity of the Rigidity Theorem 2.1
is that of Lipschitz maps u € W5>(Q)". Indeed, we provide such an extension
in Theorem 2.4. Yet, this does not follow by a direct approximation argument
and substantial complications arise. The problem is that unless at least one of
&, w is constant, all standard mollification schemes seem to fail when one tries to
approximate Lipschitz Rank-One maps by smooth and Rank-One maps. If both &
and w vary, the image of the mollification may “fatten” and its Hausdorff dimension
increases (Remark 2.5). We remedy this problem by imposing a rather reasonable
functional-analytic assumption on Du.

Using the analytical machinery developed in Section 2, in Section 3 we move to
(1.1) and analyse the structure of co-Harmonic maps. In Theorem 3.1 we establish
that if u : Q@ € R? — R¥ is an co-Harmonic map in C?(2)", then u naturally
separates to (at most) two different phases, a 2-dimensional Qo whereon u has
the structure of an Eikonal immersion and an 1-dimensional €2; whereon u has
the structure of a scalar oco-Harmonic function along a fixed direction. The two
phases are separated by an interface S, whereon u has the structure of a scalar
FEikonal function. Theorem 3.1 relates directly to the phase separation of tight
maps (vectorial optimal Lipschitz extensions) observed by Sheffield and Smart in
[SS]. For their non-smooth Hamiltonian (1.11), the 2-dimensional behavior of tight
maps is Conformal and the 1-dimensional is that of “fans”, that is, behavior of
essentially scalar co-Harmonic functions but with variable direction.
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By employing Aronsson’s theorem in [A4], Theorem 3.1 implies an extension of
the Aronsson-Evans-Yu theorem ([A4, E, Y]) on the non-existence of zeros of | Dul|
for solutions to (1), for all N > 2. That is, if u : @ C R? — R is an oo-Harmonic
map, either rk(Du) > 0 or Du = 0. In view of our earlier observations, solutions
of (1.1) have positive rank but generally non-constant rank. As a corollary, for
N = 2 we establish a vectorial version of the Maximum Principle for solutions
u: Q CR? — R?, known as Conver Hull Property (Corollary 3.3), which states
that the range is contained in the closed convex hull of the boundary values:

(1.14) u(@) C w(u(09)).

Inclusion (1.14) is nothing but an elegant restatement of the Maximum Principle for
all projections of w. It is well known in the context of Minimal Surfaces (see Colding-

Minicozzi IT [CM], Osserman [O]) and more generally in Calculus of Variations (see
Katzourakis [[{2] and references therein).
Motivated by Aronsson’s paper [A6] and also from [SS], in Proposition 3.5 we

investigate solutions to (1.1) of the radial form u = p* f(k) for k > 0 and f a curve
in RY. Interestingly, such solutions are very rigid, since they always have affine
range and they moreover are essentially scalar if k # 1.

In Section 4 we focus to the general Aronsson PDE system (1.9). We motivate
our results by observing that (1.1) is quasilinear and degenerate elliptic, that is, for

(1.15) A(P) == P®P + |PP[P]*®I
we can rewrite the oco-Laplacian (1.1) as
(1.16) A(Du): D*u = 0

and A satisfies the Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity condition (4.4) and also the sym-
metry condition (4.5). However, (1.9) is not degenerate elliptic, not even when the
Hamiltonian H € C?(RY ® R™) is strictly convex. The problem is that in the
normal Aronsson system

(1.17) H(Du)[Hp(Du)|* Hpp(Du) : D*u = 0

both tensors [Hp(Du)]* and Hpp(Du) are symmetric, but when N > 2 their
product may not commute. Which are the Hamiltonians which lead to elliptic
Aronsson systems? This question has empty content for N = 1, since Aronsson’s
equation Hp, (Du)Hp,(Du)D}ju = 0 is always degenerate elliptic. In Theorem 4.1
we give a complete answer, by classifying the Hamiltonians which lead to elliptic
Aronsson systems. Every “geometric” Hamiltonian which depends on Du via the
induced Riemannian metric Du' Du on the range u(2) C RY| that is when

1
(1.18) H(P) = h(iPTP) ., h=h(p),
gives rise to a degenerate elliptic PDE system which takes the form
(1.19) Au = (Duhp®Duhp + h[Du*® hp) D% = 0.

with h = h(%DuTDu). In the case of Ay, we have h(p) = tr(p) = p11 + ... + Dun-
In dimensions n < 3, the converse is true as well and this is the only way that
degenerate elliptic Aronsson systems can arise. However, if n > 4 complicated
structures in the minors of the higher order derivative tensors Hp_ p(0) appear and
a necessary extra assumption is required for the converse to be true. Without it, H
can be written in the form (1.18) up to an O(|P|*) correction. In the case n = 1,
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then (1.18) requires that H(P) is radially symmetric: H(P) = h(%|P[?). This is
very restrictive, but should be compared with the rigidity of Lipschitz extensions
for maps in Kirszbraun’s theorem (see e.g. Federer [F], p. 201), in contrast to the
flexibility of scalar Lipschitz extensions.

In the light of our general Theorem 4.1, it is not a coincidence that all Hamilton-
ian known in the literature have the form (1.18). For, the Euclidean norm trivially
gives H(P) = 1tr(PT P). The Hamiltonian (1.11) of Sheffield and Smart evidently
has this form and the Hamiltonian (1.13) of Capogna and Raich can be written as

T T p\n %
(1.20) H(P) = <ge<t](;fl)3)>

Finally, in Section 5 we focus on the 1-dimensional case of Aronsson ODEs. We
first formally derive Aronsson’s system in the limit as p — oo of the Euler-Lagrange
equations of an LP-functional with Hamiltonian H € C?(R x RY x R") depending
on all arguments: H = H (z,u(x),v/(z)) (equation (5.8)). Then, by arguing as
in Theorem 4.1, we derive the degenerate elliptic system of Aronsson ODFEs with
dependence on all the arguments:

(1.21) Asou = |u'|2<hpu" — Ru/hn> + hyu' = 0.

Here h = h(z,u(z), 3|u'|*) and R, is the reflection operator with respect to the
normal hyperplane bundle [u/]*. As in the case of (1.8), the coefficients of (1.21) are
continuous, although R, becomes discontinuous at critical points on {v' = 0}. In
Theorem 5.2 we study existence, uniqueness and V[/focOo (R)Y regularity of solutions
to the initial value problem for (1.21).

1.1. Conventions. Throughout this paper we reserve n, N € N for the dimen-
sions of Euclidean spaces and SV ~! denotes the unit sphere of RY. Greek indices
a, 3,7, ... run from 1 to N and Latin 4, j, k, ... form 1 to n. The summation conven-
tion will always be employed in repeated indices in a product. Vectors are always
viewed as columns and we differentiatiate along lines. Hence, for a,b € R™, a'b
is their inner product and ab” equals a ® b. If u = upeq : @ CR?* — RV is a
map, the gradient matrix Du is viewed as D;uneq ® €; : § — RY ® R and the
Hessian tensor D?u as ijuaea ®ei®e;: ) — RY @S(R™). If V is a vector space,
then S(V) denotes the symmetric linear operators 7' : V. — V for which 7' =T'T.
The Euclidean (Frobenious) norm on RY @ R™ is |P| = (PaiPai)? = (tr(PTP))z.
If F e CYRYN ®R") is a function and we denote the standard basis elements of
RY @ R™ by eq; := eq @ €;, then its g-th order derivative tensor Fp_ p at P,

(1.22) Fp.p(P)) = Fp

i

Pagig (Po)earis ® ... ® Cayqiq

is viewed as a multilinear map ®@R" — @@RN or equivalenly as an element
of @D (R"® R™). Here “@(0)” ig the ¢-fold tensor product. Hence, Fp_p is a map
RY@R" — @@ (RN®R"™). We will say that a g-th order tensor C' € @@ (RN¥@R™)
is fully symmetric in all its arguments when

(1.23) C.aipj. = C.aj.si. = C. gj. .ai...

We also introduce the following contraction operation for tensors which extends
the trace inner product P : Q = tr(PTQ) = PniQa; of RN @ R™. For, if C €
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@@ (RN @ R") is a g-th order tensor and A € @ (RN @ R") is a p-th order tensor
with p < q, we define

(1.24) C: A := (Cayiy...onisAayip...arir) €ayiy @ QC€ay iy € 2P (RN gR™).

Let now P : R® — R be linear map. Upon identifying linear subspaces with
projections on them, we have the split RN = [P]T @ [P]* where [P]" and [P]*
denote range of P and nullspace of P T respectively. Hence, if ¢ € S¥~1, then [¢]* is
(the projection on) the normal hyperplane I —£®£. Consequently, the co-Laplacian
(1.1) in index form reads

(1.25) DiuaDjugD}ug + |Dul?[Du]ysDius = 0

and the Aronsson system (1.9) becomes
(1.26) (Hpainﬂj + H[HP];HPWPM)(Du)ijuﬁ = 0.

Finally, #* will denote the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure and for geometric
measure theoretic notions we use herein we refer to Simon [S].

2. R1GIDITY OF RANK-ONE MAPS.

2.1. The case of smooth Rank-One Maps. In this subsection we establish our
Geometric Analysis rigidity result in the case of C? maps.

Theorem 2.1 (Rigidity of Rank-One Maps). Suppose Q& C R™ is open and con-
tractible and u : Q@ C R™ — RN s in C2(Q)N. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) w is a Rank-One map, that is k(Du) < 1 on Q or equivalently there exist
£:0— RN and w: Q — R"™ such that Du = £ @ w.

(ii) There exists f € C*(2), a partition {B;}ien of Q to Borel sets where each B;
equals a connected open set with a boundary portion and Lipschitz curves {v'}ien C
Wl})fo (R)N such that on each B; u equals the composition of the curve v with the
scalar function f:

(2.1) u = viof, onB; CQ.

Moreover, [0t = 1 on f(B;), v =0 on R\ f(B;) and there exists " on f(B;),
interpreted as 1-sided on Of(B;), if any. Also,

(2.2) Du = (Fof)y®@Df, onB; CQ,

and the image u(Q) is an 1-rectifiable subset of R :

(2.3) u(Q) = Uu"(f(Bi)) c RY.

As we have already mentioned in the Introduction, an extra assumptions is
required in order to deduce that a rank-one map u has the form v = vo f for a unique
single-valued unit speed curve v. This assumption guarrantees “low complexity”
for the direction field &.

Corollary 2.2 (Strong Rigidity of Rank-One Maps). Suppose Q@ C R™ is open
and contractible and u : Q C R® — RY s in C2(Q)N. Consider the following
statements:
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(i) w is a strictly Rank-One map, that is tk(Du) = 1 on Q or equivalently there
exist £ : Q — RN\ {0} and w : Q@ — R"™\ {0} such that Du = ¢ ® w. Moreover,
the following condition holds

N
(2.4) E = Qn <U o{| D& >0}> = 0.

(i) u equals the composition of a single curve v € VV&)COO (R)N with a scalar function
f € C?(Q), without critical points that is uw = v o f with || =1 on f(Q), =0 on
R\ f(2). Moreover, Du = (vo f)® Df on Q and u(Q) is 1-rectifiable, equal to
v(f(82)).

Then, (i) implies (ii) and also (ii) implies that u is a strictly rank-one map, that
is assertion (i) without (2.4).

Example 2.3. The additional assumption (2.4) of Corollary 2.2 is necessary in
order to obtain uw = vo f. It reduces the complexity of & and leads to the avoidance
of bifurcations in the curve v. For, let u: R?> — R? be given by

(+ f4@), f@) ", on {f>0}n{a: >0},

wx) =4 (= f@). f@) " on {f >0} n{ar <0},
0, f(z))7, on {f <0},
where
fx) =1 — |z —e|*|z+er]®

Then, u can not be written as uw =vo f for a single-valued curve v since the unique
v bifurcates and has two braunches: vE(t) = (+ t4x(0700)(t),t)-r

f a Al

K

X1

X2

Figure 2.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The implication (i7) = (7) is trivial and the whole proof
is devoted to establish the reverse implication (i) = (ii). For, suppose there exist
£:QCR" — RY and w: Q C R®” — R” such that Du = £ ® w. By replacing &
by £/|€] on {|¢] > 0} and w by |§|w on {|£| > 0}, we may pass all the zeros of Du
to w and assume that [§| =1 on

(2.5) Qo = {|Du| >0} = {Jw| > 0}.
By differentiating Dyu, = Eqwg, we have

(2.6) Diua = (Dj&a)w; + Ea(Djw;),
(2.7) Diug = (Difa)w; + &a(Dswj).

Since u € C%(Q)V, the curl of Du vanishes and we have

(2.8) Dijug = D3,
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Hence, by (2.6), (2.7), (2.8),
(2.9) (Dj§)w; — (Di§)w; = §(Diw; — Djw;).

Since [¢]2 = 1 on Qq, we have Dp¢T¢ = 0 thereon. Hence, the two sides of (2.9)
are normal to each other. By applying the projections £ ® £ and [¢]*F =T — £ ®E,
(2.9) decouples on g to

(2.11) (D) w; — (Di§)w; = 0.
By (2.10), the curl of w : Q9 € R™ — R™ vanishes and by w = 0 on 2\ Qy. Hence,
since € is contractible, by Poincaré ’s Lemma w can be represented by the gradient
of a scalar function f € C?(Q): w = Df. By (2.11), for all 4, j € {1,...,n} for which
{w; # 0} N {w; # 0} # 0, we have

Djfoz Difa

2.12 — =
(2.12) ol

By (2.12), the quotient Dy&,/wy is independent of k. Hence, we may define

D
(2.13) n = w—kg c {wp A0} CQy — RY,
k
By (2.12), n is well defined on all of Qg since UP{wy # 0} is an open cover of
Qo = {Jw| > 0} and on the overlaps the different expressions coincide. By (2.13),
we have Dy, = nawy on {wy # 0}. Actually, this extends to the whole of Q) since

by (2.11) we get D& = 0 whenever wy, = 0. Thus,
(2.14) D¢ = neDf, on g,

and also 7 is normal to &, since n'¢ = wika(%|§|2) = 0, on {wy # 0}. We now
employ (2.14) to show that in a certain local sence £ and f have the same level sets.
Fix a € {1,..., N} and set

(2.15) A = QoN{|nal| > 0},
(2.16) g = &,

(2.17) A = 7.

We then obtain

(2.18) Dg = ADf, onA,

while [Dg| > 0 and |A| > 0 on A. (2.18) says that the level hypersurfaces {f = f(z)}
and {g = g(x)} passing through z have, for all € A the same tangent spaces given
by

Df Df

oA DA

Consider the level hypersurfaces of f, g as Riemannian submanifolds of A with the

induced metrics from R"™. Since covariant derivatives coincide with tangential pro-
jections of derivatives in R™, the geodesic equations for y, ¥ with initial conditions

x(0) =(0) =2 € A and X(0) = ¥(0) = e € [Df(x)]* = [Dg(x)]* are
{ [Df(x®)*Fx(t) = 0, t>0,
x(0) =z, x(0)=e,

(2.19) [Dg]* = [Df)t =

(2.20)
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and
. { DaEN-o) = 0. ¢>0.
P(0) ==z, ¢(0)=e.
Since [Dg]* = [Df]*, x and 1 satisfiy the same ODEs with the same initial condi-
tions. Hence, by uniqueness, y = 9. Consequently, the esponential maps exp/ and

expd of {f = f(x)} and {g = g()} coincide and hence (exp?)~! o exp/ equals the
identity their common geodesically convex neighborhood centered at x.

Figure 3.

Hence, the level hypersurfaces of f, g within A coincide, but perhaps they are at
different hights. Cover A by countably many balls whose radii are small enough
to guarrantee that the intersections of the level sets of f, g with each ball are
connected. Using this cover, we decompose A to a partition of connected Borel
sets by writting A = U A4,;, where each A; equals an open subset of the ball of the
cover with possibly some boundary portion. Then, for each t € R and each i € N
there is a unique p*(t) € R such that {f =t} equals {g = p’(t)} locally within A;.
Hence, there exists a unique bijection p’ : f(A4;) C R — g(A;) C R such that

(2.22) {g=p')} = {f=t} = {pof=p(t)
within A; C Q. Equivalently,
(2.23) g = plof, ondAd,;, ieN.

We extend p’ from f(A;) to R by zero.

g(A)
———>9

f g(A) P!

A f(A)

Figure 4.
On Qo \ A =9Qp\ U°A4;, we have Dg = 0. Hence, there exists a constant function
P%: f(Q\ A) CR — R such that
(2.24) g = plof, onQy\USA;.
We extend p° by zero on R as well. By recalling (2.15), (2.16), (2.17), we have

shown that for any &,, 1 < a < N, there exists a partition of €y to disjoint
connected Borel sets A where each A equals an open set with possibly some
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boundary portion and also their complement A := Qg \ U A%. There also exist
functions p!, : R — R such that
(2.25) €w = plof, onAY i=0,1,2,...

Hence, by recalling that |{| = 1 on Qq, there exists a partitition of ¢ to connected
Borel sets { B; };en which are intersections of the A;’s and respective bounded curves
pt iR — {0} USN-1 C RY which satisfy

(226) [W'|=1on f(By), p'=0onR\ f(B),
and are such that
(227) 5 = Mi Of 9 on Bi7
for all i € N. We set
t
(2.28) Vi(t) = / p'(s)ds, i€N.
0

Then, by (2.26) we have that v € VVlifo(R)N, while [!| = 1 on the interval f(B;)
and also 7' =0 on R\ f(B;). By (2.27) we have

(2.29) € =vof, onB,.
Hence, since Du = & ® w, (2.29) implies
Du = £EQuw
(2.30) — (W of)®Df
= D(v' o f),

on B;. Thus, v = v'o f on each B; C Qg, up to an additive constant. By differencing
(2.29), comparing with (2.14) and passing to limits, we obtain

(2.31) D¢ = (o f)® DF,

and hence ¥/% o f = Dy&, Dif, on B;. Thus, i exists on f(B;) C R and is
interpreted as 1-sided at the endpoints of this interval in case it is not open. Since
Du =0and Df = 0 on 9() N Q, we can extend the partition U®B; of Qg to

Qo NQ and further extend the families {B;};en and {v'};en by attaching the limit
values and setting

(2.32) By == Q\ 0,

(2.33) V0= = const.

uloyas
Hence, since u = v o f on each B; of the partition US°B; = €0, we conclude that u
is 1-rectifiable and the image u(f2) equals a union of images of Lipschitz curves:

(2.34) wQ) = UJv(/B)-

=1
The theorem follows. ]

Proof of Corollary 2.2. In the setting of the proof of Theorem 3.1, if in addition
the set E given by (2.4) is empty and moreover rk(Dwu) > 0 on £, then for all a €
{1,..., N}, either D¢, does not vanish anywhere inside Qo = Q or it is identically
constant. In both cases, the previous set A is connected and coincides with Q.
Hence, the curve v constructed is unique and consequently v = v o f with |¢| =1
on f(Q) and v =0 on R\ f(Q2). The reverse implication is obvious. O
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2.2. Extension to Lipschitz Rank-One Maps. In this subsection we extend
Theorem 2.1 to the Lipschitz setting. As we have already explained, this does not
follow by a straightforward mollification argument and an additional assumption is
required.

Theorem 2.4 (Rigidity of Lipschitz Rank-One Maps). Suppose & C R™ is open,
bounded and contractible and u : @ C R" — RN is in WHoe(Q)V,

We moreover assume that there exists a family {V=}eso of rank-one smooth
tensor fields in C°°(Q)N™ where each V¢ is curl-free (that is (V) < 1 and also
D;Vs; — D;Vy; = 0) such that

(2.35) Ve — Du in L®(Q)N" and V' — Du a.e. on Q, as e — 0.

Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) w is a Rank-One map, that is k(Du) < 1 a.e. on Q or equivalently there exist
£:0 — RN and w: Q — R™ both L> wvector fields such that Du = £ ® w a.e.
on .

(ii) There exists f € WH(Q), a partition {B;}ien of 2 to measurable sets which
covers it a.e., that is |Q\ (U°B;)| = 0 and Lipschitz curves {v'}ien C WL (R)N
such that on each B; u equals the composition of the curve v' with the scalar function

f:

(2.36) u = viof, onB; CQ.
Moreover, ||| Le®) <1 and 0" =0 a.e. on R\ f(B;). Also,
(2.37) Du = (VPof)®@Df, ae onB; CQ,

and the image u(Q) is an 1-rectifiable subset of R :
(2.38) H1 <u(Q) \ Y (f(Bi))> = 0.
i=1

Remark 2.5. The extra approximation assumption (2.35) of Theorem 2.4 requires
that Du is in the intersection of the weak* and the pointwise closures in L>(Q)V"
of the cone which consists of smooth rank-one curl-free tensor fields. Such an
assumption is superfuous if either £ or w is identically constant, since mollification
of Du = £ ® w produces the desired approximations V.

Generally, however, all standard mollification methods average at each point
contributions from nearby points. As a result, if such a “partial affineness” of u
fails to hold and both ¢ and w vary, its easy to see that the range u(Q) generally
“fattens” and the mollification of u is not be rank-one any more.

Unfortunately, we have not been able neither to verify the necessity of the as-
sumption nor to construct an appropriate mollification scheme which allows to drop
it.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Is suffices to demonstrate the implication (i) = (i4).
Suppose Du = £ ® w a.e. on §. By a rescaling of the form Du = (%f) ® (J€|w) on
{|¢] > 0}, we may assume that ¢ : Qy — S¥~1 where Qg := {|Du| > 0} C Q and
also that £ = 0 a.e. on 2\ Q.

By assumption, we have rk(V¢) < 1 and hence there exist smooth vector fields
€ :QCR* — RY and w® : Q@ C R® — R" such that V¢ = £ @ w®. By an
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appropriate rescaling inside the products (ﬁfs) ® (|€%|w®) on {|&°| > 0}, we may
assume that &5 : Q. — SV=1 where Q. := {|V¢| > 0} C Q and also that & = 0
on O\ Q..

We now claim that £&& — £ and also that w® — w as € — 0, both weakly*
in L*>(£) and also a.e. on ; indeed, there exists 7 such that £° —~ 7 and hence
by the L!'(Q)V™ strong convergence of £° ® w® which follows by the Dominated
Convergence theorem, we have

(2.39) w' = (&) (Eew) — ' (¢ow) = T Ew,

as € — 0. Thus, by uniqueness of limits of £ ® w® we have [(n @ )] @w =R w
a.e. on ) and hence & = .

Since €2 is contractible, by Poincaré’s lemma, for any € > 0 there exists a smooth
map u° : Q C R — RY such that V¢ can be represented as the gradient of u°:
Du® = & ® w®. Moreover, each u® is a smooth rank-one map: by Theorem 2.1,
there exist scalar functions f¢ € C'*°(Q), partitions of {2 to Borel sets { Bf };en with
Q= Q‘foBf7 families of Lipschitz curves {Vif}ieN - V[/llo’fo (R)Y with ||ma\|Lx(R) <1
and ¢ = 0 on R\ f¢(Bf) such that u® = v o f© on each B C ), while the images
u®(Q) are 1-rectifiable, equal to U (f¢(BY)).

We will now show that appropriate normalized shifts of the maps u® approximate
u. Fix a point Z € Q and set d := diam(Q). Since Du® — Du in L>®°(Q)N" as
e — 0, for all z,y € Q and € > 0 small we have

[u(2) —u(y)] < [|Du[[pe(o)lz -yl
(2.40) < ([1Dull g @) + 1) |z = yl.
We further normalize u® by considering appropriate shifts, denoted again by u?,
such that v*(Z) = u(Z). By (2.40), we have
[0 @) < dIDu||lL=(@) + [u*(Z)|
(2.41) < d([Dullp=(o) +1) + |u(@)]-

Hence, there exists v such that u* — v in W ()N as e — 0. We will now show
that © = v. Since Du® — Du a.e. on €, for H" !-a.e. direction e € S* 1, we
have that Du® — Du H'-a.e. on the set (Z + spanle]) N Q =: I. We fix such an
e. By Egoroff’s theorem, for any o € (0,1), there is an H!-measurable set Eo C I
with #*(E,) < o such that Du® — Du uniformly on I \ E, as ¢ — 0. Since
u®(T) = u(T), by the 1-dimensional Poincaré inequality, for € > 0 small we have

d d
/ |u(Z + te) — u(T + te)| dt < d/ |Du® (T + te)e — Du(T + te)e| dt
0 0

A

(2.42) d? sup |Du® — Dul|

I\E,
+ d(2]|Dul (o) + 1) H (Eo).

Since u® — v in C° (ﬁ)N and Du® — Du in C°(I \ E,)N™ as ¢ — 0, by passing
to the limit in (2.42) we obtain

d
(2.43) / [v(T + te) — u(T + te)| dt < d (2| Dullp=(qn) + 1)0.
0
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By letting 0 — 0, by (2.43) we get u = v on I C Q. Since this holds for H" !-a.e.

N

direction e € SV, we get u = v on Q. Hence, u® — u in Whe(Q)N as e — 0.

Since Df¢ — w in L®(Q)" , for £ > 0 small we have

[f5 (@) = fF W)l < IDf e yle =yl
(2.44) < (lhwllz= ) + 1)z - yl.
We further normalize the family f¢ by considering appropriate shifts denoted again
by f¢ such that f¢(Z) = f(¥). By replacing also each v** with the translate
ve (L= (f(®) — f(T))), we do not affect the previous nornalization u®(Z) = u(T).
Consequenly, (2.44) implies

[f¥llLe) < dIDf o) + [f9(@)]
(2.45) < d([Jwllpe@) +1) + [f(@)].

A A

As a result, there exists an f such that f¢ — f in WH(Q) as e — 0.
Since 7% o f€ = &% on Bf and ¥ o f¢ =0 on Q\ B, for £,§ > 0 small we have

{BfAB?‘ = /Q|XB1§_XB7§|
Lo ge1 = oo £
/|l'/€iof6_])5iof5‘
Q

|le-¢l

Since €& — ¢ in L' ()Y, for each i € N the family {B¢}.~ is Cauchy in measure
and hence has a measurable limit B, C €. Since for all € > 0 we have Q = U* B¢
and Bf N Bj = () for ¢ # 4, the limit family forms a cover of Q except perhaps for
a nullset: |2\ (U B;)| = 0.

We recall that we have u® = v* o f¢ on Bf and also [|%"||pc(r) < 1 and 2% =0

on R\ f°(B5).
—

(2.46)

IN

1B~
+ - - - 1 LEI
L1 1 |
i - — - e 1
Figure 5.

Hence, if T € B;, for any t € R we have
)] < N5 et = @) + = (f5(@))]
(2.47) = [t=f@)| + [v*(@)|
= [t=f@)| + [u@)]

IN
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If 7 € B, then f(T) is in the complement of the interval f¢(Bf) and since |v¢| is
constant on R\ f¢(B¢), for any ¢ € R we have

O] < N l=mlt = f@)] + [ (f(@)]

(2.48) < Jt—f@| + max [v=(d(f°(B))|
= [t—f@]| + sup o [
B;
< =@+ =)

As a result, since the family u® is uniformly bounded on €, for each i € N the
family {v5}.50 € W,o°(R)N has a weak* limit ¢ € W,">°(R)N which satisfies

loc loc

%] Lo vy < 1. By passing to the limit as ¢ — 0 we get u = v’ o f on B; C Q and
vi=0on R\ f(B;).

Finally, the image u() is 1-rectifiable in RY and up to an H'-nullset of RY we
have u(Q2) = Us°v*(f(B;)). The theorem follows. O

3. THE STRUCTURE OF 2-DIMENSIONAL co-HARMONIC MAPS.

In this section we use the Rigidity Theorem 2.1 of Section 2 to analyse the phase
separation of classical solutions to (1.1) when n =2 and N > 2.

Theorem 3.1 (Structure of co-Harmonic Maps). Suppose u : @ C R2 — RV,
where u is an co-Harmonic map in C2(Q)N, that is solution to

(3.1) Asu = (Du@Du + |Duf*[Du)* ® I) : D*u = 0.
Then, there exists disjoint open sets 1, Qo C Q such that Q = Q1 US U Qs where
S = 001 N 0Ny is their common boundary such that:

(i) On Qo we have tk(Du) = 2 and the map u’sb : Qy — RY s an Eikonal
immersion with

(3.2) |Dul?> = const. >0,

on each connected component of Q5.

(i) On Q1 we have rk(Du) = 1 and the map u|Ql : Qp — RY s given by an
essentially scalar co-Harmonic function f € C?(§2):

(3-3) u=a+§&f, Axf =0, acRY, £es

where & and a may vary on different connected components of €2y.
(iii) On S, |Dul? is constant and also rk(Du) = 1; hence, the map u}s S — RN
is given by an essentially scalar Eikonal function:

(3.4) w = a + &f, |Df| = const. >0, a € RN, ¢ e SN~

o @

S
Q

Figure 6.
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By employing Aronsson’s result in [A4] on the non-existence of zeros for the gradient
of scalar co-Harmonic functions on the plane, Theorem 3.1 readily implies the
following

Corollary 3.2 (co-Harmonic Maps have Positive Rank). Let u :  C R? — RV
be an oo-Harmonic map in C*(Q)N. Then, either |Du| > 0 on Q or |Du| =0 on
Q. Hence, non-constant co-Harmonic maps have positive rank.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We begin by assuming N > 2 and setting
(3.5) Q; = int{rk(Du) < 1},
(3.6) Qy = {rk(Du) =2}.

Then, 2, Qs are open, disjoint and Q = Q5 U (Q; N Q). Our PDE system (3.1)
decouples to

(3.7) DuD(%|Du|2) — 0,
(3.8) |Du*[Du)*Au = 0.

On 9, we have rk(Du) = 2 and hence u‘QQ : Oy — RY is an immersion. Thus,
Du(x) possesses a left inverse (Du(z))~! for all x € Q. Hence, (3.7) implies

1
(3.9) (Du)~'DuD(5|Dul?) = 0
and hence D(%\Du|2> =0 on Qy, or equivalently

(3.10) |Dul?> = const.,

on each connected component of 5. Moreover, (3.10) holds on S as well, the
common boundary of 5 and ;.

On the other hand, on ©; we have rk(Du) < 1. Hence, there exist vector
fields € : Q@ € R? — RN and w : ©; € R? — R” such that Du = ¢ ® w.
Suppose first that Q; is contractible. Then, by the Rigidity Theorem 2.1, there
exists a function f € C?(Q1), a partition of {; to Borel sets {B; }ien and Lipschitz
curves {vi}iey € WEP(R)N with |7] = 1 on f(B;), |¢'] = 0 on R\ f(B;) twice
differentiable on f(B;), such that u = vio f on each B; and hence Du = (Vo f)®Df
on B;. By (3.7), we obtain

(e f)@Df) @ (e f)@Df):
(3.11) e @DfeDf + o e D] = 0,
on B; C €. Since || =1 on B;, we have that i’ is normal to ©* and hence
(312)  ((Fof)eDf)e (o f)eDf): (o f)e DAf) = 0,
on B; C ;. Hence, by using again that || = 1 on B; we get
(3.13) (Df@Df:D*f)(i" o f) = 0,

on B; C Q. Thus, Ay f =0 on B;. By (3.8) and again since || = 1 on B;, we
have [Du]t = [ o f]* and hence

(3.14) |Df? [ o fI* Div((#' o f)®@ Df) = 0,
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on B; C Q4. Hence,

(3.15) DS o 1 (' 0 NIDF? + (70 AS) = 0,
on B;, which by using once again |/!|> = 1 gives

(3.16) IDf[*( o f) = 0,

on B;. Since A f =0o0n B; and Q1 = U®B,;, f is co-Harmonic on €. Thus, by
Aronsson’s theorem in [A4], either [Df| > 0 or |[Df| =0 on Q5.

If the first alternative holds, then by (3.16) we have ¥ = 0 on f(B;) for all i
and hence v is affine on f(B;), that is vi(t) = t&* + a' for some |¢f| = 1, o’ € RV.
Thus, since u = v’ o f and u € C%(Q;)V, all ¢ and all a* coincide and consequently
u==Ef +a, &€ SV where a € RY and f € C?(Qy).

If the second alternative holds, then f is constant on €2; and hence by the
representation u = v o f, u is piecewise constant on each B;. Since u € C?(Q;)V
and ©; = US®B;, necessarily u is constant on ;. But then |Du|q,| = |Df|s| =0
and necessarily Qy = (. Hence, |Du| = 0 on , that is u is affine on each of the
connected components of €.

If Q, is not contractible, cover it with balls {B,, };men and apply the previous
argument. Hence, on each B,,, we have u = ™ f™ +a™, ™ € SV=1 a™ € RN and
fm™ e C?*(B,,) with A f™ = 0 on B, and hence either |Df™| > 0 or |Df™| = 0.
Since u € C2?(2;)", on the overlaps of the balls the different expressions of u must
coincide and hence we obtain u = £f +a for £ € S¥~1 o € RN and f € C%(Qy)
where ¢ and @ may vary on different connected components of €2;. The theorem
follows. O

Theorem 3.1 implies a vectorial version of the Maximum Principle when n =
N = 2, which we now prove. It seems that under a thorough analysis of the
hierachy of the multiple m phases €4, ..., {2, of higher-dimensional co-Harmonic
maps u :  C R® — RY with m = min{n, N}, Corollary 3.3 below extends to the
case of n > N, but generally not the case of n < N for positive codimension.

Corollary 3.3 (Convex Hull Property). Suppose that u : Q@ C R? — R? is an
oo-Harmonic map. Then, for all ' CC Q, the image u(Y') is contained in the
closed convexr hull of the boundary values:

(3.17) u(Q) C co(u(0)).

Proof of Corollary 3.3. We begin by observing that (3.17) is an elegant restate-
ment of the Maximum Principle for all projections 1w of w, that is, when for all
' cC Q and all directions € S¥~! we have
(3.18) supn'u < maxn' u.
Qf o

Indeed, (3.18) says that u(f2') is contained in the intersection of all halfspaces
containing u(0€Y).

To see (3.18), fix ' and n € SV~1 and let 1, Q9, S respectively be the constant
rank domains and the interface of u, as in Theorem 3.1. Suppose that u = &f + a
on Q; US, where £ € SV~! a € RY and f € C?(92; US). Then,

ID(n"w)| = |n" Dulxa, + In" Dulxsua,
(3.19) = |77TDU|XQ2 + |77Tf||Df|X5qu.
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If IDf| = 0 on 4, then Qs = § and u is affine. Hence, (3.18) follows. Hence,
suppose |Df| > 0 on ;. Since ulq, is a local diffeomorphism, we have [T Du| > 0
for all n € SN-1,

n

Figure 7.

Consequently, for all n € SV=1\ [¢]4, in view of (3.19) we have |D(n"u)| > 0 on
Q. Hence, 7" u has no interior critical points inside  and consequently we have
(3.20) maxn'u = maxn' u,

Q7 oY
for all directions n [ €. By letting dist(n, [£]1) — 0, (3.20) implies (3.18) for all
neSN-L O

As a topological consequence of the Convex Hull Property for planar co-Harmonic
maps, we deduce the following:

Corollary 3.4 (Absence of Interfaces). Suppose that u : Q@ C R? — R? is an
oo-Harmonic map. Then:

(i) If Qo = {rk(Du) = 2} CC Q, then Q2 = 0 and S = 0. Hence, either the set
whereon u s a local diffeomorphism has a common boundary portion with Q0 or it
is empty and u is everywhere essentially scalar without any interface S.

(ii) If @ CC R? and u extends on O as an essentially scalar function, there is no

interface S inside Q and u is an essentially scalar co-Harmonic function throughout
Q.

3.1. Rigidity of Radial 2-Dimensional Solutions. In this subsection we study
a class of special solutions of the co-Laplacian, that of smooth co-Harmonic maps
u:R? — RN N > 2 of the form u = p*f(kf) in polar coordinates (p,6). Here
k > 0 is a parameter and f : R — R" is a curve in RV. It follows that such
solutions are very rigid, because if k # 1 they are essentially scalar and if £k = 1
they always have affine image. Accordingly, we have

Proposition 3.5 (Rigidity of Radial 2-D co-Harmonic maps). Suppose that u :
R? — RN, N > 2, in an oo-Harmonic map of the form u = p¥f(kf) in polar
coordinates (p,0) € R%, k >0, f € C°(R)N. Then, f solves the ODE systems

(3.21) Fof(f+ )+ S 1 = o,
(3.22) [(f, A" = 0.
Moreover:

(i) If k # 1, then all such solutions have constant rank one and the image u(R?)
is contained into a line passing through the origin and f can be represented as

1(0) =£g(0) for some & € SN~1 and g € C*°(R).
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If k = 1, then all such solutions have rank at most two and the image u(R?) is
contained into a 2-plane of R passing through the origin. On this plane f can be
represented by

(3.23) f(0) = ccos B() (cos A(6),sin A(Q))T,
where ¢ € R and A, B € C*(R) satisfy the differential equation
(3.24) |B'|> + |A'*cot’ B = 1

and also 0 < B < 7.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. The derivation of the “tangential part” (3.21) of Ay
is entirely analogous to Aronsson’s derivation of its scalar counterpart in the paper
[A6], p. 138. Hence, it suffices to outline the derivation of the “normal part” (3.22).
Since for all a € {1,..., N} we have u,, = p* f,(kfl), we obtain

Dyuq | | cosf —sinf Dyug
Dyu, “ | sinf cos@ 1 Dg Uy

| cosf —sind kpk=1f,
(3.25) o [ sinf  cosf } {k:pk e

Let O(#) denote the rotation-by-6 appearing in (3.25). Since (f, f’) is a matrix-
valued curve R — RY @ R?, we have
(3.26) Du = kp*1(f,fHO®6)".
Hence, since O(#) " = O(6)~! we have
N(Du") = {neR" : g (f f’)owf =0}
(3.27) = {neRrR" : n' =0}
— N F)T).

and consequently [Du]t = [(f, f')]*. Moreover,
[Du)tAu = [(f, )]+ ( Dyu + D2 u + D09u>

(3.28) = (£ S (R 2+ K= 1)p"2F + k22"
= 202 S
By Corollary 3.2, we may require |Du| > 0 and hence (3.22) follows by (3.8) and
(3.28). Now, for (i) we have that if k£ # 1 then on {|f| > 0} (3.21) gives
k 1 + T !
(3.29) _ kU ,j) / /=T
(k=1 + 1£P)
Consequently, f’ is everywhere proportional to f and as a result f(R) is contained
into an 1-dimensional subspace of RV,

For (i), we have that if k = 1 then (3.22) implies f” = Af + uf’ for some \, u €
C>(R). Hence, f(R) is contained into a 2-dimensional subspace of RY. (3.21) gives
the extra condition that f’T(f” + f) = 0 which implies |f'|> + |f|? = ¢? for some
c € R. Hence, if ¢ # 0 then (| f’|,|f|) T is on the unit circle and as such | f| = ccos B
and |f’| = csin B, for some B valued in [0, Z]. Hence, f = ccos B(cos A,sin A) T

)
for some A. The differential relation |B’|? + |A’|? cot? B = 1 follows easily. O
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4. CLASSIFICATION OF ELLIPTIC ARONSSON PDE SYSTEMS.

In this section we focus to the more general Aronsson system (1.9). As already
explained in the introduction, when N > 2 the normal coefficient H[H p]J-H pp IS
not commutative and as a result the system generally is not degenerate elliptic, not
even for strictly convex Hamiltonians.

In Theorem 4.1 below we establish that all “geometric” Hamiltonians which
depend on Du via the induced Riemannian metric Du ' Du lead to elliptic systems.
Moreover, in low dimensions n < 3 the converse is true as well for (normalized)
analytic Hamiltonians with fully symmetric Hessian tensor. When n > 4, there
appear complicated structures in the minors of forth and higher order derivatives
and an additional assumption is required. The constructive method of proof reveals
that it is necessary.

The main idea in the reverse direction is to impose the commutativity relation
[Hp]*Hpp = Hpp|Hp]* and use power-series expansions of H to derive the form
(1.18) inductively, by a term-after-term blow-up argument along “privileged” rank-
one directions.

Theorem 4.1 (Classification of Hamiltonians leading to elliptic Aronsson systems).
Suppose that H € C*(RN @ R™) is a non-negative Hamiltonian with n > 1, N > 2.
Consider the following statements:

(i) There exists h € C%(S(R™)), h = h(p) with positive symmetric gradient h, =
h; > 0 such that

(4.1) H(P) = h(iPTP).
(ii) The Aronsson PDE system
(4.2) Agou = (Hp © Hp + H[HPHHPP)(Du) D% = 0

is quasilinear and degenerate elliptic, that is, the tensor map
(13)  Awig(P) = Hp, (P)Hp, (P) + H(P)Hp(P)l5, He, p,,(P)
satisfies the strict Legendre-Hadamard condition and the symmetry condition
(4.4) A(P):(n@w)® (new) > 0,
(4.5) AP): (Q®R-R®Q) = 0,
for alln € RN\ {0}, w € R"\ {0} and P,Q,R € RN @ R" \ {0}.

Then, (i) implies (ii). If moreover H is analytic at 0 and satisfies
(4.6) {Hp =0} ={H =0} ={0}, Hpp(0) >0 and Hpp: (vQw—-w®v) =0,
for v,w € R™, then, (i) implies (i) when either
a)n <3,

or
b)n > 4 and the q-th order derivative tensor Hp, p(0) € @@ (RN @R™) is contained
in the linear subspace L1 which consists of fully symmetric tensors T for which the
only mon-trivial components are of the form Tovicsjask...aqk, Where ay, € {1,..., N},
i,5,ke{l,...,n}.

If n > 4 but Hp_ p(0) & £9, then H has the form (4.1) up to a forth order
correction: H(P) = h(3PTP) + O(|P[*).
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In the case where H(P) equals h(%PTP), the elliptic Aronsson system takes the
form

(4.7) At = (Duhy, @ Duhy, + h[Dul*@hy) : D*u = 0
and then h = h(%DuTDu).

The extra assumption Hp_ p(0) € £7 is necessary only in higher dimensions
n > 4. It requires that Hp_ p(0) vanishes when more than 3 of its Latin indices are
different to each other. The linear space .£? can be descrided as

P = {T € @DRN @R™) | T = Ty, aryiy Conis @ ooe @ €aiy
(4.8) T. ai.gj.. = T . giaj. = T. gj.ai.
(i1, g} # {i,j, by kY = T = 0}.

If Hp p(0) ¢ £, then Hamiltonians with a little more complicated fourth and
higher order derivatives also give rise to elliptic systems.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We first prove the implication (¢) = (i¢). For, assume that
the Hamiltonian H has the form (4.1). We begin by observing that the symmetry
assumption hy, . = hy,, implies that second derivatives of h are fully symmetric in
all indices: obviously since h is in C?(S(R™)) we have hy, ., = hyp,,p,, and also

(4'9) hm]‘pkz = (h’pkl)pij = (h’plk)pij = h’pijplk'
Using that, we suppress the arguments in the notation of h and calculate
1
Hp, (P) = Sy, (8apduiPor + dupduPar)
(4.10) = Porhp,,,
and also
1
Hp,ipy;(P) = Shpupin (557§jlp’vm + 56'v5jmp'yl)Pak
(4.11) + hpikaocﬁ(skj

= 5aﬁhpij + hpikpijD‘kPBm‘

Also, since h, > 0 in S(R"), the operators Hp(P)", PT : R® — R have the
same nullspaces:

N(Hp(P)") = {neRY : n"Hp(P) =0}

(4.12) = {neRY : " Ph, =0}
= {neR? : p'P=0}
= N(P").

Hence, we obtain that [Hp(P)]* = [P]*. By (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), we have
(Hp ® Hp + H[HP]LHPP) (P) = Ph,® Ph, + h[P]* (I ®hy + PhppPT)
(4.13) Ph, @ Phy, + h[P]* @ hy,
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where h = h(3PTP). Hence, in view of (4.3), equation (4.7) follows. Also, since
h > 0 and h,, [P]* are positive symmetric, conditions (4.4) and (4.5) follow as well:
AP):(mew) @ Mo w) = (Pakhp,naw:)(Ppihy,nsw;)
+ h([Plagmans) (hp;, wiw;)

(4.14) = (Ph,:n®w)?
+h([PI* in@n)(hy : w @ w)
> 0,

AP): (@®R—-R®Q) = £(Pakhp,, Qai)(Ppihp,, Rp;)
+ h[P]ﬁ;BQaihpuRﬁj
(4.15) = +(Ph, : Q)(Ph, : R) + h[P]*: (Qh,R")
=0,

for allp € RN, w € R*, P,Q,R € RN @ R". Hence, (ii) follows. Now we assume
(#4) and prove the reverse implication. For, suppose H is analytic at 0 and assume
(4.4) - (4.8). By (4.5), we have

(4.16) (HP®HP+H[HP]LHPP)(P) H(QOR-R®Q) = 0,

for all P,Q, R € RN ® R". By symmety of Hp ® Hp and since by (4.6) we have
H >0and Hp # 0 on (RY @ R?) \ {0}, (4.16) gives

(4.17) [Hp]“Hpp: (Q©R—-R®Q) = 0.

By the identity [Hp]* = I — [Hp]' and since I, Hpp and [Hp]* are symmetric,
for @ = ey, ®e; and R = eg ® ej, (4.17) gives the commutativity relation

(4.18) [HPEWHPWPBJ' = Hp,p,, [Hp]iﬁ
on (RN @ R")\ {0}, that is
(4.19) [Hp|*Hpp = Hpp[Hp] .

We set Aaipj := Hp,,p,,(0). By assumtpion (4.6), we have A > 0 in S(RY @ R™).
By analyticity of H and since H(0) =0 and Hp(0) = 0, we have

(4.20) H(P) = %A:P@P + O(|P]*),
(4.21) Hp(P) = A:P + O(|P]%),
(4.22) Hpp(P) = A + O(|P)),

as |P| — 0. Since A = Hpp(0) > 0 and Hp(0) = 0, the map Hp is a diffeomorphism
between open neighborhoods of zero in RY @ R™. Hence, there is an r > 0 such
that

(423)  Hp : BN :={QecRY@R":|Q| <r} — HpBY") CRY @R"

is a diffeomorphism. Hence, there is a p > 0 such that for 0 <t < p, £ € S¥~1 and
w € S"~1, there exists a unique P(t) € BY™ such that

(4.24) té@w = Hp(P(t)).
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Moreover, |P(t)] — 0 as t — 0. The path P(.) is the inverse image through Hp of

the rank-one line spanned by £ ® w. By (4.24), we have

(4.25) [He(P(t)]T = [téouw]” = @

By evaluating (4.19) at P(t) and using (4.25) and (4.22), we obtain
(4.26) @A + o(1) = (A + o(1))(§ @),

at t — 0. In the limit we get (€ ®&)A = A({® ), that is

(427) gagnAniﬂj = Aaimj§m£ﬂ7

for all4,j € {1,...,n}, a, 8 € {1,..., N}. By the symmetry condition in assumption
(4.6), for all 4, j fixed the matrix A,;3; commutes with all 1-dimensional projections
of RYN. Hence, it is simultaneously diagonalizable with them and as such a multiple
of the identity. Thus, there is a symmetric matrix A;; such that

(4.28) Anig; = Aijbap.

Consequently, A : P@ P = A: PTP. We now set Baigjy == Hp,,p,,p,, (0). Then,
by (4.28), equations (4.21) and (4.22) become

(4.29) Hp(P) = PA + O(|P)?),

(4.30) Hpp(P) = I A +%B:P + o(PP),
and hence by (4.29) and (4.24) we get

(4.31) té@w = PH)A + O(|P(t)]?).

Since 4 > 0 in S(RY ® R"), we have A > 0 in S(R") as well. Thus, for 0 < ¢ < p,
we have

P(t) Tw
(432) B+ OUPOD = e (A7)Tw).

Ab t — 0, we have |P(t)| — 0 and by compactness along an infinitessimal sequence

m — 0 there exists a P with |P| = 1 such that P(t,,)/|P(t,n)| — P. By passing to
the limit in (4.32) as m — oo along {t,,}, we obtain that the limit of ¢,,/|P(tm)]
exists and

439 Jim e = P = o |(Jim e ) (407e).

Since A~! > 0 and |P| = 1, for any v € S*~!, there is a w € S~ such that (4.33)
becomes

- P(tm)
lim
2L TP (6
By (4.19), (4.25), (4.29) (4.30), we have

(4.34) =P = (@

coc(Tod+  B:P) + O(PWP)
(4.35) = (104 + %B:P(t) £ O(PWP))ewE.

By cancelling the commutative term £ ® (I ® A) (4.35) gives
(

(4.36) 5@5( f;gt; n 0<|P<t>|>) - (B |(t§ n 0<P<t>|>)5®5.
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By passing to the limit in (4.36) along t,, — 0, in view of (4.34) we obtain

(4.37) EREB:E®V) = (B:ERv)ERE,
for all ¢ € S¥=1, v € S"~L. Hence, (4.37) says

(4.38) Eaén(Bgixjuk Euvk) = (Baixjuk EuVi)érEp
and for v = e, we get

(4.39) Ea(Bpirjuk §uéx) = (Bairjuk §u60)E8,
or,

(4.40) @ (B:ERE = (B:ERE L

By (4.40), B : £ ® £ is proportional to &; hence, there exists a tensor map B :
RN — @G)R” such that B: £ ® & = B(£) @, or

(441) BOéi/\jp.k? f/d«g)\ = zgk(g) ga

By assumption (4.6) and induction, all second and higher order derivatives are fully
symmetric in all their indices. Hence, we may fix 4,7,k € {1,...,n} and suppress
the dependence in them to obtain Baxa £xén = B(£)&a with B € C=(RN \ {0}).
The idea now is to differentiate in order to cancel both £’s contracted with B and
then contract again with a vector which annihilates £ from the right hand side. For,
by differentiating we get

(4.42) DsB(€)éa + B(€)das = 2Bap&y,
or equivalently
(4.43) DBE)®¢ = —B(6)I + 2B: €.

By (4.43), we obtain that DB(€) ® € € S(RN). Hence, we get that DB(£) @ & =

£ ® DB(€) and hence there exists B € C>°(RN \ {0}), such that DB(£) = B(£)¢.
Thus, (4.43) gives

(4.44) B¢®E +BE)I = 2B:¢&
By differentiating DB(&) = B(£)€, we get
(4.45) DB()®¢ = D?B(&) — B(&)1.

By (4.45), we obtain DB(¢) ® ¢ € S(RV). Hence, there exists B € C>(RN \ {0}),
such that DB(¢) = B(£)¢ and hence (4.45) gives

(4.46) D*B(€) = BE§®E + BE) 1.
By differentiating (4.42) again and inserting (4.46) we get
(4.47) 2Bagy = D3 B(E)6a + DpB(E)dar + DyB()0ap

(f)foﬁﬁ&/ + B(f)(&l&h + §B5a7 + fw‘sﬁa)’
for all £ € RN \ {0}. Since N > 2, for each n € RY we can choose ¢ € ]+ \ {0}.

Hence, by triple contraction in (4.47) we obtain

Binenen = 3|BOE ™ + BEWP|E )

(4.48) =

=N T
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Hence, by full symmetry in all indices we obtain Hp_, p,, p.,(0) = Baigjyx = 0 and
consequently third order derivatives vanish. We now set

(4.49) Coijyksl = P, Pgj Py, Ps; (0)
and then for 0 < t < p, (4.30) and (4.36) become

(4.50) Hpp(P(t)) =I®A + %O:P(t)@P(t) + O(JP(t)]*),
P P
(w50 goc(c: o D0+ ogr()))
(. P PW
- (C' ZOIZON O('P(t)')>§®5'

By setting t = ¢, and letting m — oo, in view of (4.34), we get

(4.52) §®§[C:(§®v)®(£®v)} - [C:(f@v)@(&@v)}f@&

for all £ € RN, v € R™. Hence, for v = e,
(4.59) o Coimprnun 6x6r&| = [Caimirpun €x628 |85-

By (4.53), there exists a tensor C' : RN\ {0} — @@R" with Oy € C=(RN\{0})
such that

(454) Camj)\kuk fl’ig)\gu = Aijkk(g)fa-

By fixing again the indices i, j,vk, dropping them and arguing exactly as we did
before for Bag., there exist C,C € C°(RY \ {0}) such that

(455) 3!Caﬁ’y5£5 = é(g)gagﬁf'y + O(ﬁ)(éaéﬁfy + fﬁéa’y + gvaﬁa)'
By differentiating (4.55), we get

31 Capys — C(€)(dapdys + dypdas + dsp0ya)
(4.56) = C()(€asdys + £8&40as + &Ealps)
+ DC(E)[Eatoly + (Eadsy + Eabay + E1650)].

Fix n € RY. Since N > 2, there exists £ L 7, £ # 0. Then, (4.56) gives

e O(n"€)

(4.57) = 0.

Capys — (6apbys + 018005 + 05804a) | Mamanyms

By (4.57), the function C is constant and moreover for all 4, j, k,
Cijkk
3!

If either n < 3 or n > 4 but Hpppp(0) € £, where £ is given by (4.8), then
in view of (4.49), the tensor Cyigj ks has no more than 3 different indices 1, j, k, I

(4.58) Cuigjvksk = (6a[j6»y§ + 5755046 + 56[15704)-
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for which it is non-zero. Hence, by full symmetry in all indices, (4.58) completely
determines Hpppp(0) and gives

1.
Hpppp(0): @WP = §Cijklpaipajpﬁkpﬁl

j— é .
=5
Now we iterate the above arguments. The analog of (4.52) after blowing up along
t,, for g-th order derivatives is

(4.60) g®gfbmﬂm:®wﬁkg®vﬂ::[Hpjxm;®wﬂxg®vﬂg®g

for all ¢ € RN, v € R®. When Hp_ p(0) € £, the only components of the tensor
Hp, ;. P, (0) which may not vanish are of the form

a

(4.61) HPy i Py Pagi..Pagi (0),

where i,j,k € {1,..,n} and a1,...,aq € {1,...,N}. Hence, (4.60), completely
determines Hp_ p(0). By induction, all odd order derivatives of H vanish and all
even order derivatives depend on P via PT P: we have

C,:®W2PTP, qec2N,
0, q € 2N+ 1,

(4.59) (PTP)® (PTP).

(4.62) Hp p(0) = {
—————

qg-th order

for certain tensors C, € ®(@/2R™. Hence, by defining h : R” @ R* — R by

(4.63) h(p) := Z 2™ Copy + @™,
m=1
we obtain
_ o(lpT
(4.64) H(P) = h(iP P).

Hence, h > 0 with h € C*°(S(R™)) and also h,, = h;—. Moreover by (4.3), (4.4) and
(4.13), for w € S*~1 and n € [P]* NSV~ we have

AP):(n®@w) @ (n®w)

h(p)[PI* i@

where p = %PTP. Hence, h, > 0. If finally Hp_ p(0) ¢ £9, then H has the
form (4.64) up to a correction of order O(|P|*). This follows by decomposing each
Hp._ p(0) to the sum of a term in 7 and a term in the orthogonal complement of
£1. The O(|P|*) function arises from the series consisting of the forth and higher

order parts of Hp_ p(0) : ®@P in the orthogonal complements. The theorem
follows. O

(4.65) hp(p) :w@w =

> 0,

5. THE 1-DIMENSIONAL CASE: ARONSSON’S ODE SYSTEM.

5.1. Formal derivation of the general Aronsson ODE System. Let H be a
non-negative Hamiltonian in C?(R x RY x RY), where N > 2 and we denote the
arguments of H by H(z,n, P). Consider the integral functional

(5.1) En(u,I) = /(H(axu(m),u’(:):)))md:v7

I
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where m > 2 and u : I C R — RY. The Euler-Lagrange equation of functional
(5.1) is the ODE system

/
G2 (E T Cw ) ) = B ) Hy ()
which after expansion and normalization gives
H _ !/
H(ou,v) ()

m—1
on I CR. We define the following projections of R:
(54) [ (‘ranvp)]T = Sgn(HP(xanvp)) ®Sgn(HP($ﬂ77P)),
(55) [ (Jj’r]’P)]l =1 - [H(xanvp)]—r

Then, by employing (5.4) and (5.5) to expand the term in bracket of (5.3), we
obtain

(5.6)

!/

(5.3) (H(u,u')) Hp(Lu,u') + —Hn(,7u,u/)) — 0,

H
H

(H(uu)) Hp(Luu') + %[Hp(ﬂu,u’)ﬁ((ffp(ﬂu,u’))’ _ H,,(,,u,u’)>
T ‘Er(ﬂ;,iﬁ’lul)[HP(i,U7U/)]l ((HP(*a ’U,,U/))/ - Hn(ﬂuyul)).

By perpendicularity of the orthogonal projections (5.4) and (5.5), the left and right
hand sides of (5.6) are normal to each other. Hence, they both vanish. By re-
normalizing the right hand side and rearranging, we get

(5.7)
(H(—7 u, u/))/HP(f, U, u’) + I’I(i7 u, U/)[Hp(,, u, u’)]i ((Hp(,, " u’))/ B Hn(ﬂ . u/))
T H(#T[Hp(ﬂuvUI)]T((HP(,,u,u’))/ _ Hn(ﬂu,u’))_

As m — oo, we obtain the complete system of Aronsson ODEs for a general Hamil-
tonian with dependence on all the arguments

(H(,,u,u’))al(,,u,u/) + H(.,u,u')
(5.8) [Hp (- (Hp () = Hy(u,u)) = 0,

whose solutions are curves u: I C R —s RN,

5.2. Degenerate elliptic Aronsson ODE systems. We begin by observing that
the Ellipticity Classification Theorem 4.1 readily extends to the case of Hamiltoni-
ans H(z,n, P) with dependence on all arguments; the form (4.1) of the Hamiltonian
modifies to

(5.9) H(zn P) = h(zn, 5PTP)

and the PDE systems (4.2) and (4.7) modify by the appearance of first and lower
order tems. In the case of ODEs where n = 1, the “geometric” Hamiltonians of the
form (5.9) become the radially symmetric ones:

— 1 2
(5.10) H(w,n,P) = h(z.n, 5|P[),
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where b € C?(R x RN x [0,00)) and the degenerate elliptic Aronsson ODE sys-
tem takes a particularly important and simple form. In the case of A, we have
h(z,n,p) = p. We now perform the derivation of the ODEs in the elliptic case.

Suppose h € C*(R x RN x [0,00)) with arguments denoted by h(z,7n,p) and
define H € C?(R x RY x RY) by means of (5.10). We henceforth assume

(5.11) {hp(x,n,-) =0} € {0} = {h(z,n,-) =0},
for all (z,n7) € RN, Assumption (5.11) is natural and will make the normal

coefficient H[Hp]* of (5.8) continuous. By using (5.10) and supressing arguments,
we calculate derivatives:

(5.12) Hp = hyP, Hpp = hppP®@P + hyl,
(5.13) Hp, = P@hyy, Hpy = hp,P,
(5.14) H, = h,, H, = h,.

By expanding derivatives in (5.8) and using (5.10) and (5.12)-(5.14), we get
(hp)? (W @ U )" + hp(u' @ hy)u' + hyhp!
(5.15) + hlhyu ] (hpp(u' DU + (U @ hpy)u
+ ot + By’ = hy) =0,
where h = h(_,u, 1|/|?). By assumption, (5.11), we have {h,u’ = 0} = {v' =0} =
{h = 0}. Hence, we obtain that [h,u']* = [u/]*. On {u' # 0}, we multiply the
normal term of (5.15) by % to obtain
(hp)? (' @ u )" + hy, ((u’ @u')h, + hxu')
(5.16) + |u’|2hp[u’ﬁ<hpu" - hn) = 0.
Hence, by using the identity |v/|*] = o/ @ v’ + |[v/|?[u]1, (5.16) gives

/ !

(5.17) (hp)? |/ 20" — hy, (|u'|2(1_2£,|®;‘,|)h,7 _ hu) — 0.

By introducing the reflection operator R : RY — RN with respect to the hyper-
plane [¢]*F, € € RV \ {0}, given by

£ ¢
5.18 Re =1 - 2@ —,
19 5 1 T
the ODE system (5.17) becomes
(5.19) Ao = |u’|2(hpu” - Ru/hn) + ho! = 0,
where h = h(_,u, |u[?).

L

Rehpe L

T

Figure 8.
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In view of (5.11), the systems (5.19) and (5.8) are equivalent on {v' = 0} as well.
The system (5.19) comprises the degenerate elliptic Aronsson ODE system.

Remark 5.1. We observe that in the special case where h = h(%|u’|2) and h, =0,
h,; = 0, solutions of (5.19) trivialize to affine and actually (5.19) is equivalent to
As. In the special case where h = h(-, 1|u/[?) and h, = 0, solutions of (5.19)
become essentially scalar with affine rank-one range, that is u(R) is contained in
an affine line of R since u”" becomes proportional to u’ and (5.19) becomes semi-
monotone.

Consequently, (5.19) is most interesting when h(z,u(z), 3|u/(z)|?) depends on
u(z) and hence h,, # 0. In this case the reflection operator R, with respect to
the normal hyperplane [u']* is discontinuous on {u’ = 0} at critical points of u,
but the product |u/|?R, is continuous. However, in any case the system is always
degenerate.

5.3. The initial value problem for elliptic Aronsson ODE systems. In this
subsection we solve the initial value problem for the ODE system (5.19) and consider
some regularity questions.

Theorem 5.2 (The initial value problem for elliptic Aronsson ODEs). Suppose
that h € C*(R x RN x [0,00)) satisfies h,h, > 0 and also (5.11) and consider the
following problem for Aronsson ODEs

Aoy = W2 (hpu — Ryhy ) + hgu' = 0,
520 2 (1 ")
u(zg) =up , w(xg)=v9, T €R.

Then:

(i) For any non-critical initial conditions (ug,vo) € RN x (RV\ {0}), there exists a
unique mazimal smooth solution u : (v — v,z + 1) — RN for some r > 0 which
solves (5.20) and satisfies |u'| > 0.

(i4) For any critical initial condition (ug,0) € RY x {0}, there exists at least one
solution to (5.20), one of them being the constant one u = ug.

(521) hn(xa n, 0) #0 and hz(fﬂﬂ%iﬂ) = O(p) as p— 0,

then bounded mazimal solutions of (5.20) starting (in positive time) from non-
critical data, either are defined on [xg,00) being smooth and satisfying |u'| > 0,
or they reach a critical point v' = 0 and form a discontinuity in u” in finite time.

() If
1
(5.22) ¢ <h, < p fore>0, and hy(xz,n,p) =0(p) as p—0,

then bounded mazximal solutions of (5.20) either are globally smooth or can be ex-
tended past singularities as Wlicoo (R)N strong solutions which satisfy (5.19) every-
where and are eventually constant.

Example 5.3. The solution of problem (5.20) is generally non-unique for critical
initial conditions. Choose h(x,n,p) = %|77|2 +p. Then, (5.19) takes the form

(5.23) \u’\z(u” - Ru/u> =0
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and the Hamiltonian is H(u,u') = 3(|u> + [u/[?). In view of ezample 3 in Aron-

sson’s paper [A1], for essentially scalar solutions u = &v where ¢ € SN~ and
v:R — R, (5.23) takes the form |v'|*(v" +v)& = 0. Hence, for initial conditions
U( - %) = —eq, u’( - g) = 0, (5.24) admits the solutions ui(x) = er;sinz and
us(z) = —ey.

The non-uniqueness for critical data owes to the fact that (5.19) is an 1-dimensional
degenerate elliptic system and the initial value problem generally is not well-posed
for it.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. All assertions follow directly by considering the following
dynamical formulation of the ODE (5.19). For, we write the N-dimensional second
order degenerate implicit system (5.19) as a 2N-dimensional first order explicit
system for a vector field defined off an N-dimensional “slice” of R?N. For U =
(u,v) T € RV, we set

(5.24) Ulx) == (u(x),v/ ()", U:ICR— R,
v
(5.25)  F(z,U) := 1 1012 h (. 3 [0]?) )
h,,(z,u,%h;\?) thn(x7u,§|v\ ) o [v]? v
where
(5.26) F : RxRY x (RV\{0}) — RV,
Then, in view of (5.24) and (5.25), the ODE (5.19) can be written as
(5.27) U(x) = F(z,U(x)), U:1CR— R,

We now merely observe that the equation

1 1 ha (-, u, 3 |W]?)

5.28 v = ——————— | Ryh <,,u, ~|u’ 2) - =2y

(5:28) hp(,u,;|u'|2)< whn{o gl 2

which follows by (5.27), implies that under assumption (5.21) the first term in the
bracket becomes discontinuous at critical points of u, while the second one vanishes.

Solutions extend past critical points where u” “jumps” by constant solutions. [

In the forthcoming work [KK4] we present a theory of non-differentiable solutions
which applies to fully nonlinear PDE systems and extends Viscosity Solutions to
the general vector case. This approach is based on the existence of an extremality
principle which applies to maps. In this context, we prove existence of solution to
the Dirichlet problem for (1.1).
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