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Abstract
We show that non-dominated sorting of a sequence X1, ..., X, of i.i.d. random vari-

ables in R? has a continuum limit that corresponds to solving a Hamilton-Jacobi equation
involving the probability density function f of X;. Non-dominated sorting is a funda-
mental problem in multi-objective optimization, and is equivalent to finding the canonical
antichain partition and to problems involving the longest chain among Euclidean points.
As an application of this result, we show that non-dominated sorting is asymptotically
stable under random perturbations in Xi,...,X,,. We give a numerical scheme for com-
puting the viscosity solution of this Hamilton-Jacobi equation and present some numerical
simulations for various density functions.

1 Introduction

Let X1,..., X, be i.i.d. random variables on R¢ with density function f € Ll(]Rd). The points
form a partially ordered set &, = {X7,..., X,,} under the partial order

xSy <= x;<y; for i=1,...,d. (1.1)

Let ¢(n) denote the length of the longest chai in X,, and for x € R? let u,(x) denote the
length of the longest chain in &), consisting of points less than or equal to x. We are interested
in the asymptotic properties of u,, as n — oo.

When f is a smooth density on [0, 1]¢, hence £(n) = u,(1,...,1), the problem of studying
the asymptotics of £(n) has a long history. It begins with Ulam’s famous problem [44] of finding
the length of the longest increasing subsequence of a random permutation. Hammersley [24]
made some of the first breakthroughs in understanding Ulam’s problem. He observed that
the distribution of the longest increasing subsequence among n numbers chosen uniformly
at random is the same as the distribution of £(n) for uniformly distributed points on [0, 1]%.
Using subadditive ergodic theory, Hammersley showed that n-2f (n) converges in probability
to a constant ¢ as n — 0o, and he conjectured that ¢ = 2. In subsequent papers, Vershik and
Kerov [45] and Logan and Shepp [31] showed that ¢ < 2 and ¢ > 2, respectively. Hammersley’s
results were generalized by Bollobas and Winkler [6] to uniformly distributed points on [0, 1]¢;
they showed that there exist positive constants cg such that n_%ﬁ(n) — ¢4 almost surely as
n — 00, and c¢gq /' e as d — 0o. The only known values of ¢; are ¢; = 1 and co = 2. Deuschel

LA chain is a totally ordered subset of A;,.



and Zeitouni [14] generalized Hammersley’s results in another direction. For Xi,..., X,
i.i.d. on [0, 1] with C! density function f : [0,1]?> — R, bounded away from zero, they showed

that n_%ﬁ(n) — 2.J in probability, where J is the supremum of the energy

1
J(p) = /0 V@) o) de,

over all ¢ : [0,1] — [0, 1] nondecreasing and right continuous.

There is another motivation for studying the asymptotics of wu, that arises in multi-
objective optimization problems. Such problems are of immense importance in many fields
of science and engineering, including control theory and path planning [34) B0, [33], gene se-
lection and ranking [41] 27, 26, 28| 17, [I8], 19], data clustering [25], database systems [29] [37]
and image processing and computer vision [35, [9]. In a discrete multi-objective optimiza-
tion problem, one has several objective functions g; : S — [0,00), where ¢ = 1,...,d and
S = {x',... 2"} is a finite set, and is tasked with finding an element z € S that minimizes
all of the functions simultaneously. This is generally an impossible task, and instead, a family
of solutions are obtained based on the notion of Pareto optimality. A feasible solution x € .S
is called Pareto optimal if for every y € S, we have g;(y) > g;(z) for some i, or g;(y) = gi(x)
for all 4; in other words, no other feasible solution is better in every objective. The collec-
tion of Pareto optimal elements is denoted F; and called the first Pareto front. It is the
most natural notion of solution for a discrete multi-objective optimization problem. If we set
X; = (g1(z?),...,ga(z")) € R% for i = 1,...,n, then assuming all X; are distinct, it is not
hard to see that

z' e F un(XZ) =1.

The second Pareto front, F5, consists of the Pareto optimal elements of S\ 7, and in general

Fi = Pareto optimal elements of S\ U Fij.
j<k

The Pareto front that a particular feasible solution lies on is useful for ranking feasible solu-
tions. As before, when the X; are all distinct we have

'€ Fr = un(X;) = k.

This observation is essential. It says that studying the asymptotic shapes of the Pareto fronts
F1,Fa,... is equivalent to studying the longest chain function w,. Figure 11 shows the
Pareto fronts for n = 50 points uniformly distributed on [0, 1]?, and Figure [1(b)| shows the
Pareto fronts for n = 10° points. The points X; that are on the same Pareto front are
connected by a continuous staircase curve that represents the jump set of w,,.

In the multi-objective optimization literature, the process of computing the Pareto fronts
for a collection of points is called non-dominated sorting [12]. In the combinatorics literature,
the partition S = Fy UFy U --- is called the canonical antichain partition [16]. Although we
have described non-dominated sorting in the context of a discrete optimization problem, it is
a fundamental tool in continuous optimization as well. Many state of the art algorithms for
continuous optimization involve a large number of discrete subproblems, each of which requires
non-dominated sorting. The most common examples are the so-called genetic and evolutionary
algorithms for continuous multi-objective optimization [12] 20, 21), [IT], [42]. The applications




- &

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

03

0.2

0.1

0
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

(a) n = 50 points (b) n = 10° points

Figure 1: Examples of Pareto fronts for X1,... X, chosen from the uniform distribution on
[0,1]2. In (b), 29 equally spaced fronts are depicted out of the 1938 total fronts.

of non-dominated sorting are not restricted to optimization; indeed, there are further striking
applications in combinatorics [16, B2], molecular biology [38| [1], graph theory [32], Young
Tableaux [46, [16] and even in physical layout problems in the design of integrated circuits [1].

The goal of this paper is to study the asymptotics of u,,, and hence the asymptotics of non-
dominated sorting. Our main result, Theorem [1} states that n_%un converges almost surely
to a continuous function U, which is the viscosity solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi equation.
Our proof is based on linking the asymptotics of w, to a variational problem, which is a
generalization of the variational problem discovered by Deuschel and Zeitouni [I4] to higher
dimensions. The Hamilton-Jacobi equation satisfied by U is the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation [3] for the corresponding variational problem. We describe our main result in Section
and postpone the proofs to Sections [2| and Although the proofs are technical, it is
straightforward to derive the Hamilton-Jacobi equation via an informal heuristic argument,
which we give in Section In Section 4] we give a numerical scheme for computing U,
and show simulation results comparing the level sets of U to Pareto fronts for various density
functions.

1.1 Main result

For z,y € R?, we write z < y if z £ y and x # y. When x; < y; for i = 1,...,d, we write
x <y, and we set R‘i ={z € R : x> 0}. We will always assume d > 2. For s,t € R, s <t
and s < t will retain their usual definitions. Let Q C R% and let f : RY — [0,00). We place
the following assumptions on f and ().

(H1) There exists a continuous nondecreasing function m : [0, 00) — [0, 00) satisfying m(0) =
0 such that

[f(x) = f(y)] < m(|z —yl),
for z,y € Q, and f(x) =0 for x ¢ Q,

(H2) Q C R? is open and bounded with Lipschitz boundary.



Set
A= {7 e C1([0,1;R%) : /(1) > 0 for all € [0, 1]} . (1.2)

Recall that 4/(t) > 0 means that 7;(¢t) > 0fori = 1,...,d and 7/(t) # 0. Define J : A — [0, 00)
by

=

1 1
J(y) = /O FOO)E( () - Ah(0) % dt, (1.3)
and U : R* = R by
Ulx)= sup J(7). (1.4)
yEA:y(1)Sz

We make the following definition.

Definition 1. Given a domain © C R%, We say that a function v : O — R is Pareto-
monotone if z Sy = u(x) < uly) for all z,y € O.

In Section [2, we show that U is a Pareto-monotone viscosity solution of the Hamilton-
Jacobi partial differential equation (PDE)

le...UId:didf on Rff_ (1.5)

U=0 on ORY. '

We note that f need only be Borel measurable, bounded and have compact support in Ri
for U to be a viscosity solution of . The stronger assumption (H1) is only necessary
for the proof of Theorem The PDE should be interpreted as the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equation for the value function U. In Section we prove a comparison principle for
which shows that U is the unique solution of within a restricted class of viscosity

solutions. Our main result is

Theorem 1. Let f satisfy (H1), let Q satisfy (H2), and let X1,..., X, be ii.d. with density
f- Then there exists a positive constant cq, depending only on d, such that

. _1
nh_)rgo [n"dup — caU||poo(ray = 0 aus.

The constants ¢y are the same as those given by Bollobds and Winkler [6]. In particular,
c1=1,c0 =2and ¢y /' easd — co. When f is a product density, i.e., f(x) = fi(z1) -+ fa(zq),
then (see Proposition [2)) the value function U is given by

Ule) = ( [ ) dy>é ([ 5w dt)i ([ g dt)i . (16)

For the case f = 1 and d = 2, Aldous and Diaconis [2, p. 204] provided a non-rigorous
derivation of by viewing the problem as an interacting particle process. They used this
to motivate their proof that ¢ = 2 in Ulam’s problem, but make no rigorous statements about
the relationship between and the longest chain problem. A similar, though tangentially
related, PDE also appears in growth models in multiple dimensions that are defined through
the height of a random partial order [39, p. 209].



Figure 2: Some quantities from the heuristic derivation of the Hamilton-Jacobi PDE for w.

The connection between non-dominated sorting and solving a Hamilton-Jacobi PDE is
intriguing, and potentially opens the door to fast algorithms for non-dominated sorting of large
datasets. It also provides new tools with which to study the asymptotics of non-dominated
sorting. As an example of the applicability of this result, we show in Theorem [J] that non-
dominated sorting is asymptotically stable under bounded random perturbations in the data.
This is a non-trivial result that follows easily from Theorem [I]and standard results on viscosity
solutions. Another challenging problem concerns the convexity of the Pareto fronts. It is
important to know when the Pareto fronts are non-convex, as such situations pose significant
problems for standard linear scalarization approaches to multi-objective optimization [15].
Macroscopic convexity of the Pareto fronts is asymptotically equivalent to quasiconcavity of
U. Recall that U is quasiconcave if the super level sets { : U(x) > a} are convex for every
«. Thus it would be interesting to classify density functions f for which U is quasiconcave.
We plan to study these problems and others in a future work.

1.2 Heuristic approach

It is fairly straightforward to derive the Hamilton-Jacobi PDE using an informal argu-
ment. Suppose f : R* — R is continuous and n_éun — u uniformly for some u € C'(R?). Fix
n large enough so that n_éun ~ u. Then the k*" Pareto front should be well approximated
by the level set {y : u(y) = n_ék}. It is not hard to see that u should be Pareto-monotone
(recall Definition , and hence it is reasonable to assume that u,, > 0 for all 4. Fix z,v € R?
with (Du(z),v) > 0, where Du(x) denotes the gradient of u at x. Consider the quantity
n%(u(ac + v) —u(z)). This is approximately the number of Pareto fronts passing between x
and x 4+ v. When counting these fronts, we may restrict ourselves to the region

A={y : uly) > u(x) and y < = + v}.

This is because any samples in {y : u(y) < u(z)} will be on a previous Pareto front and
only samples that are less than = 4+ v can influence the Pareto rank of x + v. See Figure
for a depiction of this region and some quantities from the derivation. Since uz,(x) > 0
for all 4, and u is C', A is well approximated by a simplex for small |v|, and furthermore,



the samples within A are approximately uniformly distributed. Let m denote the number
of samples falling in A. By scaling the simplex into a standard simplex, without disrupting
the Pareto ordering within A, 1it is reasonable to conjecture that the number of Pareto fronts
within A is approximately ¢md for some constant ¢, independent of . For simplicity we take
c=1.

By the law of large numbers, we have m ~ n [, f(y) dy. Hence when |v| > 0 is small we

have )
Fi

ni(u(w%—v) —u(z)) = (n/Af(y) dy) = n%]Aﬁf(:c)é (1.7)

Let ¢1,...,¢4 denote the side lengths of the simplex A. Then |A| ~ ¢/, --- {4 for a constant
¢ which we again take to be 1. Since = + v — {;e; lies approximately on the tangent plane to
the level set {y : u(y) = u(z)}, we see that

(Du(z),v — lie;) = 0.
Rearranging the above we see that ¢; &~ u,, () ~!(Du(z),v), and hence
A g (2) gy () (D), ) (1.8)
For small |v|, we can combine and to obtain
(Du(z),v) = u(z + v) — ulz) ~ f(2)TUg, ()74 - g, ()77 (Du(z), v).
Simplifying, we see that u should satisfy

Ugy - Ugy — f =0 on RY, (1.9)

up to scaling by some constant.

Although this derivation is informal, it is straightforward and conveys the essence of the
result. It is difficult, however, to construct a rigorous proof based on these heuristics. There
are two main reasons for this. First, it supposes that u, converges to a limit «, which is not
obvious. Second, it is essential that u € C', as we require A to be an approximate simplex.
As we shall see in Section |4}, solutions of are in general not smooth, and can develop
corners due to crossing characteristics. This is true even in the case that f is smooth, and is
related to the geometry of the domain €.

2 Analysis of variational problem

Before studying the variational problem , we recall some aspects of the theory of optimal
control [3] that are relevant to our problem. We will describe the infinite horizon optimal
control problem, but the discussion below applies with minor modifications to other variants
of optimal control, such as finite horizon or undiscounted problems with exit times. The state
of the control problem, y(t), is assumed to obey the dynamics

{y’(t) = g(y(t),a(t)), t>0 (2.1)

y(0) = =,



where a : [0,00) — A is the control, A is a topological space, and g : R x A — R%. Given an
initial condition = € R%, the solution of (2.1)) is denoted y,(-). Let

A := {measurable functions [0,c0) — A}.

The goal in optimal control is to select the control o € A to minimize the cost functional

Iz, a) = / (), a(t))e M dt, (2.2)
0
where A > 0 and ¢ : R x A — R. The value function for this problem is
v(z) = inf J(z, ). (2.3)
acA

Under sufficient regularity assumptions on ¢ and g (discussed below), the value function is a
Holder- (or Lipschitz) continuous viscosity solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

M+ H(x,Dv) =0 on R% (2.4)
where
H(w,p) = sup{~(g(z,a),p) = clx,a)} (2.5)

Although the variational problem ([1.4)) can be cast in this framework, the assumptions
on the running cost ¢(-,-) in the existing literature are too restrictive. For our variational
problem, we have A =0, g(z,a) =a, A = Ri,

1

c(x,a) = —f(z)i(ar---aq)d, (2.6)

and U(z) = —v(x). In the proofs of Theorems (7| and 8] we require the standard optimal
control theory to hold for f piecewise constant on arbitrarily small grids. In the standard
reference on optimal control [3], it is assumed that z +— c¢(x,a) is uniformly continuous.
This assumption is then used to prove regularity of the value function v. There is relatively
little research devoted to relaxing the regularity condition on c¢. There are some results for
the optimal control problem associated with the Eikonal equation [36] [7, [13], which allow
¢ to have discontinuities. These results assume that A = R? and make essential use of
either Lipschitzness of v, or uniform continuity and/or coercivity of p — H(x,p), none of
which hold for the variational problem (1.4). Soravia [40] and Garavello and Soravia [22]
considered a running cost of the form c(z,a) = c1(x,a) + ca(z), where ¢; is continuous and co
is Borel measurable, and showed that the standard optimal control results hold with minor
modifications. This is incompatible with when f is not continuous. A similar program
is carried out for differential games here [23]. Barles et al. [4] study optimal control on
multi-domains, where the discontinuity in c is assumed to lie in a half-space.

Under the assumption that f is compactly supported, bounded and Borel measurable,
the standard results on optimal control hold for the variational problem with minor
modifications to the proofs. In particular, in Lemma [I| we show that U is Hélder-continuous
with exponent é, and in Theorem e show that U is a viscosity solution of . The
uniqueness of viscosity solutions of (|1.5)) under the assumption that f satisfies (H1) is a more

=



delicate problem. This is addressed in Section where we show that U is the unique
Pareto-monotone viscosity solution of within a restricted class of viscosity solutions.

In our main result, Theorem (1| we assume that f satisfies (H1), which is stronger than
Borel-measurability. We assume Borel-measurability in much of this section so that our
results apply to piecewise constant densities, which are used to approximate f in the proofs
of Theorems [7]and [§ To be more precise, we set

B={f:RY= R : fisbounded, Borel-measurable, and supp(f) C [0, 1]¢}. (2.7)

We note that the assumption supp(f) C [0, 1]d is not restrictive, as we can make a simple
scaling argument to obtain the case where f has compact support in R?. We also note that
Borel-measurability of f is necessary, as opposed to Lebesgue-measurability, to guarantee that
the composition t — f(v(t)) is Lebesgue measurable.

We now introduce some new notation. We will write v < z whenever (t) < x for all
t € [0,1]. We write v; = 72 whenever y1(1) < ~2(0). The same definitions apply to <, <, 2,2
and > with obvious modifications. Fory € R? and r > O we set B,(y) = {z € R? : |z—y| < r}.
For z,y € R? we set

(2.8)

(z.7) sup{J(y) :y€Aandz =y=<y} fz=y
w(z,y) =
Y 0 otherwise.

2.1 Basic properties of U
We establish here some basic properties of U. Namely, in Lemma [I| we establish Holder-

continuity of U, and in Lemma [2| we establish a dynamic programming principle for U.

1
Lemma 1. Let f € B. Then U is Hélder-continuous with ezxponent & and [U]: < ||f||zoo(Rd).

=

Proof. Let z,z € R? and let ¢ > 0. Choose v € A with v < x and J(y) > U(x) —e. Since
f(z) =0 for x ¢ [0,1]¢, we may assume that ~(t) € [0,1]¢ for all ¢ € [0,1]. Set

s=sup{t € [0,1] : y(t) < z}.

If for all t € [0, 1] we have (t) £ z, then set s = 0. We claim that

(Y (E) -~ 74(t)) 7 dt — <. (2.9)

-

UG 2 U@ - [ o)

To see this: In the case that s > 0, we have y(s) < z and hence

=

U@)Z(Aiﬂv@» (1) () 4 dt

1 1 1
=ﬂw—/fwwwww»~ﬁ@wﬁ



In the case that s = 0, we have

(VL (E) - 74(t)) @ dt

=

1
U(z) > 0= J(y) - /0 ()

=

1 1
> U(x) - /0 SO EL(E) () dt <.

Hence (12.9) is established. Suppose s < 1. Then there must exist ¢ such that v;(s) > z. It
follows that

1
/ Yi(t) dt = 7i(1) = vi(s) < @ — 2z = |@i — 2.

Applying the generalized Hélder inequality we see that

[ sem)

S
=

) ) 1 1 v
A0 = 1y ([ 000) ([ i)
< 1 gy i — 2 TT (1) = 5(9))'

1 1
< [ s — 2.

Inserting this into [2.9] we obtain
1 1 1 1
U(a) = U(:) < Iyl — 5l 46 < gz — 2542 (210)

If s = 1 then inspecting (2.9)), we see that U(z) — U(z) < e, which implies (2.10). Sending
1
e — 0 we find that U(z) — U(z) < ||f||zoo(Rd)|x - z|§. Since z,z € R? are arbitrary, we can

reverse their roles in the preceding argument to obtain the opposite inequality U(z) — U (x) <

1 1
11 e ey 2 = 214 0

Remark 1. By a similar argument, we can show that w : R x R* — R is Holder-continuous

1
with exponent 1/d and [w]é < Hszoo(Rd).

Lemma 2 (Dynamic Programming Principle). Let f € B. Then for any r > 0 and y € R?
we have

Uly) = Ux) + , . 2.11

() mea£2}§¥ixgy{ (z) +w(z,y)} (2.11)

Proof. Let us denote the right hand side of (2.11) by v(y). We first show that U(y) < v(y).
Let € > 0 and let v € A such that v < y and J(y) > U(y) — €. Suppose that |y(1) —y| > r.
Then there exists € 0B, (y) such that v(1) £ x < y and hence

Uly) <Jy)+e<Ux)+e<v(y) +e.
If |7(0) — y| < r then there exists x € dB,(y) such that x < <y and hence

v(y) 2 w(z,y) = J(v) 2 U(y) — e



Finally, suppose that |y(1) —y| < r and |y(0) — y| > r. Then there exists 0 < s < 1 such that
|v(s) —y| = r. Set x = v(s) and define v*,+? € A by

L (t) = y(st) and v2(t) = (s + t(1 — 5)) for t € [0, 1].

Note that 4! <z and < 42 <. Since J is invariant under a change of parametrization of
v, we see that

Uy) <J(y)+e=J0")+ () +e < U(x) + wz,y) +e < v(y) +e.

Sending ¢ — 0 we obtain U(y) < v(y).
We now show that U(y) > v(y). By Lemma [If and Remark |1} there exists x € 0B, (y)
with & < y such that

v(y) =U(z) +w(z,y).
Let € > 0 and let !,7% € A with 4! £ 2 and z < 42 < y such that

J() 2 Ule) = 5 and J(%) > w(a.y) - 5.

Since v! < 4% < g, we can concatenate ! and 72 to find that U(y) > J(7!) + J(7?). Thus
we have
Uly) 2 U(z) + w(z,y) —e=v(y) —e.

Sending ¢ — 0 yields U(y) > v(y). O
2.2 Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation for U
We digress momentarily to recall the definition of viscosity solution of

H(Du)=f on O, (2.12)

where O C R? is open, H : R? — R is continuous, f : @ — R is bounded, and u : O — R
is the unknown function. For more information on viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations, we refer the reader to [3]. The superdifferential of u at x € O, denoted DT u(x), is
the set of all p € R? satisfying

u(y) <ul(x) + (p,y —x) +o(|lx —yl|), as O 3y — x. (2.13)
Similarly, the subdifferential of u at € O, denoted D~ u(x), is the set of all p € R? satisfying
w(y) > u(z) + (p,y —x) +o(|lr —y|), as O >y — x. (2.14)
Equivalently, we may set
DT u(z) = {Dp(z) : ¢ € C1(O) and u — ¢ has a local max at x},

and
D™ u(z) = {Dp(z) : ¢ € C1(O) and u — ¢ has a local min at x}.

10



Definition 2. A viscosity subsolution of s a continuous function u : O — R satisfying
H(p) < f*(z) for all x € O and p € DV u(z). (2.15)

Similarly, a viscosity supersolution of is a continuous function u : O — R satisfying
H(p) > fu(z) for all x € O and p € D™ u(z). (2.16)

The functions f, and f* are the lower and upper semicontinuous envelopes of f, respectively,
defined by

[ (z) =limsup{f(y) : y € O and |x — y| < r},
r\,0

and f, = —(—f)*. If u is a viscosity subsolution and supersolution of (2.12)), then we say that

u is a wiscosity solution of (2.12)).
After a basic proposition, we establish in Theorem [2] that U is a Pareto-monotone viscosity

solution of (1.5)).

Proposition 1. Let O C R? be open and let v: O — R be continuous and Pareto-monotone.
Then _
Dtv(z) U D v(z) C RY,

for all x € O.

Proof. Let * € O and p € D%v(z). For any index i and small enough ¢t > 0, we have
x S x+te; € O. Since v is Pareto-monotone, we have

v(x) <wv(z+te;) <wv(x)+pit+o(t), ast\ 0.
Hence p; > o(t)/t as t \, 0 which implies that p; > 0. The proof for D~ v(z) is similar. O

Theorem 2. Let f € B. Then the value function U defined by (1.4) is a Pareto-monotone
viscosity solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

1
Ug, - Up, = E‘f on RZ (2.17)
Furthermore, U satisfies
(i) Whenever supp(f) C {x € R? : 0 < x < 2}, we have
Ulzy,...,xq) = U(min(zy, z1), - min(zg, z4)) for all z € RZ,
(ii) U(x) = 0 for every x € R\ RL.

Proof. Tt follows immediately from the dynamic programming principle (Lemma [2)) that U is
Pareto-monotone, and (ii) follows from the fact that supp(f) C [0,1]%.

For (i), let z € R such that supp(f) C {z € R? : 0 < z < 2} and let © € R? such that
x; > z; for some i. Set T = (min(z1, 21),...,min(zg, 24)). Since U is Pareto-monotone we
have U(Z) < U(x). Let € > 0 and v € A such that v < x and U(z) < J(v) +¢. Let

s =sup{t : y(t) < T}.

11



If for all ¢ € [0,1] we have y(¢t) £ =, then set s = 0. If s = 1, then v < T and hence
U(x) < J(y)+e <U@)+e. If s =0 then for every t € [0,1], v(t) & supp(f), and hence
J(v) = 0. It follows that

Ul)<J)+e=e<U(I)+e¢

If 0 < s < 1, then for any ¢t > s, v;(t) > 2; for some i, and hence f(7(t)) = 0. Set v!(t) = v(st)
for t € [0,1]. Then ! £ 7 and J(y) = J(¥}), hence U(z) < J(y) +e = J(v}) +e < U(Z) +¢
Sending & — 0 we see that U(x) < U(Z) and hence U(x) = U(Z).

We now show that U is a viscosity supersolution of . Let y € R?, let a € R%, and
set v(t) =y — a(l — t). By Lemma [2] we have

U(y) > U(y —a(l—1t)) /f falfs))%( ad)éds
>U(y—a(l —t) + (1 — ) f(y)(ar--aq)d +o(l —t) ast /' 1. (2.18)

Let pe D~ U(y). Since y —a(l —t) - y ast /' 1, we have

(0. (1—1)a) > Uy)— Uly —a(1— ) +o(1 1)
(1= t)f(y)(a1---aq)d +o(l—t) ast ] 1.

Sending t /' 1 we obtain

=

1
(p,a) = fuy)i(ar---aq)d.
Since a > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain

sup { ~(p,a) + £.(y)# (a1 -+ aq)d | <0. (2.19)

a>0

Since U is Pareto-monotone, Proposition yields p > 0. Hence if f.(y) = 0 then U is trivially
a viscosity supersolution of (2.17)) at y. We may therefore suppose that f.(y) > 0. Fix ¢ and

set a; =1 for j # 4. By (2.19) we have

1
sup ij+ad y)d —a;p; p <0.
a; >0 ]7&

Since a; can be arbitrarily large, we must have p; > 0 for the above to hold. Substituting
a; =p; Uinto (2.19) and simplifying we obtain

1
p1epd > Ef*(y)-

Thus U is a viscosity supersolution on R

We now show that U is a viscosity subsolution of . Let y € RY, let € > 0, and let
p € DTU(y). By Lemmas [1| and [2| and Remark [} for every r > 0 there exists x € 9B, (y)
with z < y such that U(y) = U(x) + w(x,y). Hence there exists v € A with 2 < v < y such

that
/ e

7&(15))5 dt +U(z) + er.

Q.\H
=
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By Holder’s inequality

1 1 N
U@—U@hgéfwwwwww~w@wﬁ+w

g(f%yﬁ—%db)(Alﬁaoﬁ);~-<43m@wﬁ)é+er

w21 1 1
< fAy)dler —yild - |xg — yald +o(r) +er,
as r\ 0. Since x — y as r \, 0, we have

(12.13)
(py—a) < Uly) —Ux)+o(r) < f*(y)i|z1 — |- |2g — yal® + o(r) + er,

as 7\, 0. Choose r > 0 small enough so that o(r)/r < ¢, and set a = (y —x)/r. Then we have

=

—(p,a) + f*(y)i(ar---ag)d > —2.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we see that

s {~p.0) + £ @t} 20
a>0:lal=1

Since U is Pareto-monotone, we have p > 0. If p; = 0 for some i, then p; ---pg < f*(y)/d?.
Thus we may assume that p; > 0 for all ¢. Then the supremum above is attained at some
a > 0 with |a| = 1. By scaling a so that a; ---aq = 1, we see that

si  {~p.a)+ ()i} = 0. (2.20)

a>0:a1--ag=1

Since p; > 0 for all 4, we have that

e

limsup —(p,a)+ f*(y)d = —oc.

|a|—o00, a>0
It follows that the supremum in (2.20) is attained at some a* > 0. Introducing a Lagrange
multiplier A > 0, the necessary conditions for a* to be a maximizer of the above constrained
optimization problem are

pizi* forallie {1,...,d} and a]---a; = 1.

a;

and a* = p; *(p1- - pa i. Substituting this into (2.20) we have
(2 7 g

=

It follows that A = (py - - - pg)

]' *
P pa < ). .

Remark 2. We remark that U satisfies an important truncation property. Namely, if we fix
z € R% and define U, f : R* - R by

U(z1,...,2q) = U(min(z1, 21), . . ., min(zq, z4))

13



0 otherwise,

{f*(:v) v <z

then we have

le---ﬁxd:f on R

i the viscosity sense. Indeed, this follows directly from Theorem@ by noting that supp(f) -
{reR¥: 0<2 <2} and

=

~ T 1
Fz)= sup /0 F®) (1) () dt.

yeA:v<z

2.3 Comparison principle

As in the theory of optimal control, we would like to establish that U is the unique viscosity
solution of . The difficulty here comes from the hypothesis (H1). The standard results on
uniqueness of viscosity solutions [3|, [I0] assume uniformly continuous dependence on spatial
variables. There has been some recent work relaxing this condition, as it is important in many
applications. Tourin [43] considered Hamilton-Jacobi equations of the form H(z, Du) = 0,
where x — H(z,p) is allowed to have a discontinuity along a smooth surface, and proved
a comparison principle under the assumption that p — H(x,p) is convex and uniformly
continuous. Neither assumption holds for , although the non-convexity can be easily
remedied. Deckelnick and Elliot [13] prove a comparison principle for Lipschitz viscosity
solutions of Eikonal-type equations of the form H(Du) = f, where f satisfies a regularity
condition similar to (H1), but slightly more general. As exhibited by the solution U(z) =
(:El"-l'd)é of for f = 1, solutions of are not in general Lipschitz continuous.
Camilli and Siconolfi [§] proposed a new notion of viscosity solution for Hamilton-Jacobi
equations of the form H(x, Du) = 0, where H is only assumed to have measurable dependence
on the spatial variable x. They obtain general uniqueness results under the assumption that
p — H(x,p) is quasiconvex and coercive. Their results do not apply to due to the
coercivity assumption.

In this section we establish two comparison principles for continuous viscosity sub- and
supersolutions of (1.5)), under different regularity conditions on f. The first comparison
principle, Theoremassumes that f : Ri — R is uniformly continuous and applies to the
broad class of Pareto-monotone viscosity sub- and supersolutions. In the second comparison
principle, Theorem {4 we allow f to have a controlled discontinuity: We assume that f is
uniformly continuous on a bounded open set €2 with Lipschitz boundary, and that f vanishes
off of Q. This is summarized in hypotheses (H1) and (H2). In this case, we can only obtain a
comparison principle within the class of truncatable viscosity subsolutions, as per Definition
As pointed out in Remark 2] the value function U is truncatable, so this result is applicable
in the proof of Lemma 3] which is essential to our main result.

Theorem 3. Suppose [ : Ri — R is uniformly continuous with supp(f) C [0,1]%. Let u and
v be viscosity sub- and supersolutions, respectively, of

Ugy - Uy, = f on RI (2.21)
and suppose that
u(z) = w(min(z1,1),...,min(zq, 1)) for z € R, (2.22)

14



and v is Pareto-monotone. If u < v on OR‘j_ then u < v on Ri.

The proof of Theorem [3| utilizes the method of doubling the variables, which is standard in
the theory of viscosity solutions [3], with appropriate modifications for the boundary condition
(12.22)).

Proof. For 6 > 0, set vg(z) = v(z) + 95@3, 14), where 14 = (1,...,1) € R% Fix z € RY and
p € D™ vg(x). It is easy to see that p — fily € D~v(x). Hence we have

(1= 0) - (pa = 04) = f(w) 2 0.

Since v is Pareto-monotone, we have p; — g > 0 for all 7, and therefore

Provepa=(p1— 01 +070) - (pa— 07 +63) = (pr = 03) - (pa — 04) + 0 > f(a) +0.
Hence vy is a viscosity supersolution of

Vg, - Vo, = f+0 on Rd,

and u < vg on ORi.

Suppose that § := SUpgd (u—wvg) > 0. For z,y € Ri and a > 0, set

Da(@,y) = u(z) —vo(y) — alz —yf*,
and M, = SUPRd i (u—wp). Setting z = y in P, (x,y) we see that M, > ¢ > 0 for all . Let
Z = (min(zy,1),...,min(zg, 1)) and ¥ = (min(y1, 1), --- , min(yg, 1)).

Note that |7 — 3| < |z — y, u(@) = u(z) (by [2:22)) and vy(7) < vg(y) for all z,y € RY.
It follows that ®,(Z,y) > P®4(x,y), and hence P, attains a maximum at some (Z4,Ya) €
[0,1]% x [0, 1]¢. Since M, > §, we have

U(wa) _UG(yoa) > 5+a‘xa _ya‘Q- (2'23)

It follows that
< 0)? 2.24
2 = ol = = (Iull o — w(0)) (2:24)

Since u < vg on ORY and (z,y) — u(x) —vg(y) is continuous, it follows from ([2:23) and (2:24)
that (za,%a) € (0,1]¢ x (0,1]¢ for a large enough. For such a we have p := 2a(7q — Ya) €
Dt u(zy) N D™ vg(ya), and hence

pr--pa < f(zq) and p1---pg > f(ya) + 6.

Subtracting the above equations yields f(z,) — f(ya) > 0, which contradicts the uniform
continuity of f and (2.24) as & — co. Therefore u < vy on Ri. Sending § — 0 completes the
proof. O

We can prove a comparison principle for discontinuous f by assuming that the subsolution
satisfies the truncation property described in Remark For this, we make the following
definition.

15



Definition 3. Let u be a viscosity subsolution of

Ug, -~ Ug, = f on R‘i. (2.25)
We say that u is truncatable if for every z € Ri, u is a viscosity subsolution of

U,y - gy, :]? on RY,
where u and f are defined in Remark @

We note that that truncatability is well-defined, i.e., it depends only on f*. By Remark
the value function U is truncatable. It is easy to see that every C' Pareto-monotone
subsolution of is truncatable, and we suspect that every continuous Pareto-monotone
viscosity subsolution may be as well, but are not able to prove this. As we show below,
in the case that f € LOO(RSZF) is a product density, the expression for u given by is
truncatable, even though w is not in general C'.

Proposition 2. Let f € L®(R%) such that f = fi -+ f4 where f; € L>°((0,00)), and f > 0.

Then u : Ri — R given by
1
d
u() = ( |t dy) (2:26)
0Zy==x

is a Pareto-monotone truncatable viscosity solution of

1 d
{u$1~-uxd—ddf on RY,

(2.27)
u=~0 on GRi.

Proof. 1t is obvious that u is Pareto-monotone and v = 0 on 8Ri. The fact that u is
truncatable will follow immediately from the expression (2.26)) for u, once we show that w is
a viscosity solution of (2.27)).
. 1

Let z € ]Ri. Throughout the proof, we will set z; = (foxﬂ fi(t) dt)d, so that u(x) =
21 -zq. We split the proof into two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that u(z) = 0. Then we must have f.(z) = 0. Since u is Pareto-
monotone, we have by Propositionthat D~u(z)UDTu(z) C RL. Thus, for any p € D~ u(x)
we have py -+ pg > 0 = fi(z)/d?. Let p € DTu(z). Then we have

u(y) < u(@) + (p.y — x) + olly — a]) as y — .

Since u is Pareto-monotone and u > 0, we have u(y) = u(x) = 0 for all y < z. For any i we can
set y = x—te; to obtain 0 < p;t < o(|t|) ast \, 0, and hence p; = 0 and py - - - pg = 0 < f*(x)/d?.

Case 2. Suppose that u(z) > 0, and hence z; > 0 for all j. Let p € DV u(z). Fix i and set
y = x — te;. Then we have

u(r —te;) <u(x) —pit +o(|t]) ast — 0.

Substituting the definition of u we have

pit < 2 Z o ((/: £i(s) ds)é - </Ot fils) ds>‘li) +o(lt]) as t — 0.
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Applying a Taylor expansion to the term in brackets, we obtain

z; -1
pit < LA <1 (/ fi(s)d5>d fi(s)ds+o(
Zi d 0 CEi—t

T

@)z [ fi(s)ds + o(lt))

x;—t

u()z; (fi (@)t + o([t])) + o([t]),

T

i fi(s)ds

l‘i—t

)>+owo

<

QU =

as t \, 0. It follows that p; < éu(azc)zi_df;k (z;) for all i and hence

P pa < el @) U )+ fiea) = 200 @),

Let p € D~ u(z). We again set y = x; — te; for fixed i and find that

) 19 )
1 i d i
pit > 2124 ( (/ fi(s) ds> fi(s)ds +o (
Zi d 0 x;—t

)>+owo
w(@)z; 4 (fin(zi)t + o([t])) + o(|t]),

as t\ 0. As before, we conclude that py ---pg > % f.(z). O

T

i fi(s)ds

x;—1t

>

SH N

We place the following assumption on f : R4 — [0,00) and .

(H1) There exists a continuous nondecreasing function m : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying m(0) =
0 such that

[f(x) = F()] < m(|z —yl),
for z,y € Q, and f(z) =0 for = & Q.
(H2) Q C Ri is open and bounded with Lipschitz boundary.

In particular, since 2 is open (H1) implies that f = f, on Ri. The assumptions on € imply
that the following cone condition is satisfied.

or every x € , there exists a cone K, with nonempty interior and a neighborhoo
H2*) F 09, th i K, with i i d ighborhood
V. of x such that -
yeVu\Q = (y+K,)NQnV, C{y}.

To see this: For any z € 0f) there exists, by Lipchitzness of 92, » > 0 and a Lipschitz
continuous function ¥ : R4~! — R such that, upon relabelling and reorienting the coordinate
axes if necessary, we have

QN By(x)={y € Br(x) : ya < V(y1,...,Ya-1)}

One can check that the cone
Ky = {y eR?: yy > 2Lip(¥)4/y? +~~y§_1}

satisfies (H2*). As it is more useful in the comparison principle proof, we will assume that
(H2*) holds instead of Lipschitzness of the boundary. We note that the cone condition (H2*)
is the same as the one used by Deckelnick and Elliot [13] p. 331].
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Theorem 4. Suppose that Q satisfies (H2*) and f satisfies (H1). Let u and v be viscosity
sub- and supersolutions, respectively, of

uﬂ?l . e ul’d = f on Rf"l_7 (2.28)
and assume that u is truncatable and v is Pareto-monotone. Then u < v on 8le_ implies that
u<uvon Ri.

As in the proof of Theorem [3| the proof below is based the standard technique of doubling
the variables [I0]. The proof is similar to [I3], Theorem 2.3] in the way that (H2*) is used,
however, we cannot assume Lipschitzness of v. The truncatability condition on u in a sense
replaces the Lipschitz condition on v in [13, Theorem 2.3].

Proof. For 6 > 0, set vg(x) = v(z) + 9%@, 14) + 0. Then u < vy on ORL. As in the proof of
Theorem (3] vy is a viscosity supersolution of

Vg, " Vozy = f+0 on ]Ri. (2.29)

Now suppose that SUPR4 (u—vg) > 0 and let
R:sup{r>0 tu<wvy on RiﬂBr(O)}.

Since u < vy on 8]Ri and u — vy is continuous, we see that 0 < R < oo. By the definition
of R, there exists zy € 0Bg(0) NRY such that u(z9) = vg(20) and every neighborhood of z
contains a point y such that u(y) > vg(y). For r > 0 set

H:{:J:ERd : zo—r1d<m<zo+r21d}.

and note that supy(u — vg) > 0 for any r > 0.

Notice that we may assume (H2*) holds at any = € Ri. Indeed, if © € 002 then we may
set V, = B,(x) and choose ¢ > 0 small enough so that 92NV, = &. Then any cone I, will
suffice as either V,\Q =@ or V,NQ = 2. Let n € S9=1 be in the interior of K, For x € Ri
set

w(z,...,xq) = w(min(zy, 20,1 + r2),...,min(zg, 20,d + r?)).

For a > 0 and (z,y) € Ri X Ri, set

2

- 1
Po(z,y) = ulz) —vo(y) —a |z —y — 7 (2.30)
and M, = SUPRd e ®,,. By continuity of u and vg we have
e := liminf M, > sup(a — vg) > 0. (2.31)

a—0o0 d
R+

Set
D={ze Ri s x; < z9,; — r for some i}.

Let x € D such that = < z9 + 721,. Then there exists ¢ such that x; < 20, —r and we have

2* < (200 = 1)° + D (204 + %) = |2 — 220,47 + O(r?).
J#i
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Since |z| = R and zp; > 0, we can choose r > 0 small enough so that € Br(0) and hence
u(r) < vg(z) for any x € D with z < 2 + r?1,. Fixing such an r > 0 we have

i<wvg on DN{zx €RL : x < 20+ 1714} (2.32)

Since w and vy are uniformly continuous on compact sets, it follows from (2.32)) that there
exists 6 > 0 such that

Doz<z+r’1gand |z —y| <6 = U(z) —vely) <

9

DN ™

for every z,y € R‘i. Now let x € D and y € ]Rﬁlr with |z —y| < J, and set

z = (min(xy, 201 + 7“2), .o.,min(zq, 20,4 + 7“2))

y = (min(y1, z01 + r2), ..., min(yq, 20,4 + 7«2))_

ThenZ € D, 7 < 29+7214, |7 — 7| < |z —y| < 0, u(z) = (Z) and vge(y) > vg(y). We conclude
that
u(z) — vp(y) < u(Z) — vy(y) <

| ™

Hence we have shown that for any z,y € ]Ri

ze€Dand |z —y| <d = u(z) —vg(y) < (2.33)

| ™

Fix a > 0 large enough so that M, > /2 and let (z,y) € R4 x R such that @4 (z,y) >

£/2. Then we have

1 2

9

> —.
2

1
2+1).

Taking « large enough so that |z — y| < 4, we see from (2.33)) that = = zg — r14. Now set

u(z) —v(y) —a

In particular, we have u(x) — vg(y) > 5, and

1 ~
o =91 = = (1l = 0

T = (min(z1, 20,1 + 7“2), .,min(zg, 20,4 + TQ))’

and y=y+7—x. Thenwehave 7 € H, T — 3§ = x —y, u(Z) = u(x), and vg(y) < vg(y). It
follows that ®,(z,y) > ®.(z,y). Hence for a > 0 large enough, ®, attains a global maximum
at (Ta,ya) € R x RY satisfying z, € H and |z, — ya| < C/y/a.

Sending o — oo and extracting a subsequence, if necessary, we may assume that

To — g and Yy, — To as a — 00,

for some z¢ € H. Since

u(xo) — vg <x — 177) < Mo < (za) = vo(ya),

Ja
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we see, by the continuity of u and vy, that

ah_}ngo My = u(zg) — vo(zo).

It follows that )

a — 0 as o — o0. (2.34)

1
xa—ya—ﬁn

1
pZQOé(%—ya—\/a??)-

Since (za,ya) € R x RY is a local max of ®,, we have p € D' ti(z4) N D~ vg(ya). Since @ is
a truncatable, we have

~

p1-pa < (f ) (xa) < fH(20a),
where f(x) = f*(z) for z < 29 + 1?14 and f(:c) = 0 otherwise. By (2.29)) we have

p1pd > fe(ya) + 6.

Combining these we see that
[ (@a) = fi(ya) 2 0. (2.35)
If xg & 01, then for a large enough we have either x4, Yo € 2 O o, Yo € R‘i \ Q. Hence
by (H1) we have
[ (@a) = fe(Ya) < m(|za — yal)- (2.36)
Suppose now that zo € 992. We have two cases; either (1) yo € Q or (2) yo € RL\ Q.
Case 1. In this case we have f,(ya) = f(Ya). If 2o € Q then f*(z,) = f(24) and hence

(2-36)) holds. If x, € R% \ © then f*(z,) =0 and (2.36) holds trivially.
Case 2. Set Wy = To, — Yo — ﬁn and note that

1
Ta = Yo + ﬁ(ﬁ"’ \/awa)'

By we have \/ow, — 0 as & — oo. Since 7 is in the interior of K,,, we see that
N+ Voaw, € Ky, for a large enough, and hence x4 € yo + K,. We can take r > 0 smaller,
if necessary, so that H € V,,. Since x, € H, we can choose « large enough so that y, € V.
Since x4 # Yo for a large enough, we have by (H2*) that x, € Ri \ © and hence f*(z,) =0

and ([2.36)) holds. Sending o — 0 in (2.36]) contradicts (2.35]), hence u < vy on Ri. Sending
H%OweﬁndthatugvonRi. O

In order to prove our main theorem, we require a general perturbation result that includes
certain types of L! perturbations in the density. We can obtain such a result from the
comparison principle proved in Theorem [ We first recall some notation standard in the
theory of viscosity solutions. For a sequence of bounded functions f,, : Ri — R, the upper
and lower limits are defined by

1
limsup® f,,(x) := lim sup {fn(y) :n>7j, yeRY and |z —y| < ,},
n—o00 J—o0 J
and .
liminf, f,(x):= lim inf {fn(y) :n>j, yeRY and |z —y| < }
J

n—00 Jj—00
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Lemma 3. Let {f,}22, C B and suppose that Q satisfies (H2*), f satisfies (H1), and

fv <liminf, f, and limsup* f, < f*. (2.37)

n—oo n—oo

For each n, set

-

1 1
vn(®) = sup /0 v ) (1) - A1) .

yEA:ySzx

Then vy, — U uniformly where U is the value function given by (1.4).

Proof. We claim that {f,}>° is a uniformly bounded sequence. To see this, suppose to the
contrary that there exists a sequence z, in [0,1]¢ such that f,(z,) — oo as n — co. By
passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we may assume that x,, — xo € [0,1]2 as n — co. By
the definition of the upper limit and , we have

[ (x0) > limsup® f,(zg) = o0,

n—oo

which contradicts the assumption that f satisfies (H1) and establishes the claim.
Since {f,}9°; is uniformly bounded, there exists (by Lemma 1)) a constant C' such that
[vn]é < C for all n. The sequence v, is therefore bounded and equicontinuous, and by

the Arzela-Ascoli theorem there exists a subsequence v,, and a Hélder continuous function
v : R — R such that Up,, — v uniformly in R? as k — co. By Theorem [2, each v, is a
Pareto-montone truncatable viscosity solution of

1
d
vn,xl---vn,zdzﬁfn on RY.

By standard results on viscosity solutions (see [10, Remark 6.3]) and (2.37)), we have that v
is a Pareto-monotone viscosity solution of

1
'Uzl"'v:cd:@f on Ri.

By the assumption that supp(f,) C [0,1]¢, we have that v,(x) = 0 for all z ¢ R%, hence
v(z) =0 for all z ¢ RY.

We claim that v is truncatable. To see this, fix z € Ri and define v, Uy, f and fn as in
Remark 2| Since v, is truncatable, v,, is a viscosity solution of

~ ~ N d
vn,xl---vn,mdzﬁfn on RY.

By the definition of f,, we have f, < £, with fn(zv) = f¥(z) for x < z. It follows that

lim sup* j?n(ac) <limsup® f,(z) < f*(z) = f(x) = (]?)*(x) for x < z.

n—oo n—oo

For x £ z, there exists a neighborhood V of x on which fn is identically zero for all n. It
follows that

lim sup* ]?n(x) =0= (]/”\)*(x),

n—o0
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and therefore limsup* fn < (]‘A’)* Since v, — v uniformly, we can again apply standard
n—oo

results on viscosity solutions [I0] to find that v is a viscosity subsolution of
~ ~ 1~ d
Ugy =+ Uy = ﬁf on RY,

which proves the claim.

By Theoremlwe have v = U on R%. Since U(z) = v(z) = 0 for x ¢ RY we have v = U
on R?. The above argument can be used to show that every subsequence of v, contains a
uniformly convergent subsequence converging to U. It follows that v, — U uniformly in R?
as n — 0o. O

3 Large sample asymptotics of u,

The proof of Theorem [I]is split into several steps. In Section we prove a basic convergence
result for piecewise constant density functions, which is a generalization of the results of
Deuschel and Zeitouni [I4]. In Section we extend the convergence result to densities that
are continuous on 2 and vanish on RY\ Q by considering a sequence of piecewise constant
approximations to f, applying the results from Section and passing to the limit. This
requires a perturbation result for the energy J, which we obtained from the comparison
principle for the associated Hamilton-Jacobi PDE in Lemma

3.1 Piecewise constant densities

We aim to prove a basic convergence result for piecewise constant densities here. The proof is
split into a lower bound, Theorem [5] and an upper bound, Theorem [6l We should note that
the techniques used here are similar to those used by Deuschel and Zeitouni [14], who showed
the same convergence result for smooth densities bounded away from zero in dimension d = 2.

Let us introduce some notation. For a finite set S C RY, let £(S) denote the length of the
longest increasing chain in S. The set function ¢ has an important invariance. If ¥ : R — R¢
is a mapping that preserves the partial order <, ie., z Sy < ¥(x) < ¥(y), then

£(S) = £(¥(S)) for any S C RY. (3.1)

For A C R? we denote by x4 : R — R the characteristic function of the set A, which takes
the value 1 on A and 0 on R?\ A. When A is Lebesgue measurable, we denote by |A| the
Lebesgue measure of A. We set 05 = (0,...,0) € R and 14 = (1,...,1) € R% Given an
integer L, we partition [0,1)¢ into L? hypercubes of side length 1/L. More precisely, for a
multiindex a € N* with ||as < L, where ||a||o = max(a,...,ar), we set

Qra={rcl0,1)?:a—-14< La < a}. (3.2)

We say that f :[0,1)¢ — [0,00) is L-piecewise constant if f is constant on Qp,, for all a. Tt
follows that if f is L-piecewise constant then f is kL-piecewise constant for all £ € N. For
convenience, we also set

V) 74(1)) 7 dt.

m.\»—‘

J =sup J(y —sup/f

veA veA

We now establish an asymptotic lower bound on ¢({X1,..., X,}).
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Figure 3: An illustration some quantities from the proof of Theorem

Theorem 5. Let f : [0,1)% = [0, 00) be L-piecewise constant, and let X1,. .., X, be ii.d. with
density f. Then
1 —
liminfn~al ({X1,...,Xn}) > cqJ as.

n—oo

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and select v € A with J(v) > J — i. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that 7/(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,1]. Let s1,...,s; denote the k& < dL times at which ~
intersects the set

JoQr.an (0, 1)
6%
Set so =0 and sg41 = 1. For j =0,...,k set I; = [sj,5j41) and

Rj = {z € [0,1)" : v(sj) S = < y(sj41)}. (3.3)
For every j we have R; C Qo for some a. Recalling the definition of J (1.3|) we have

k
J(y) = Z; /I T6)

where the second equality follows from the fact that f is constant on R; C @ . Applying
the generalized Holder inequality to (3.4) we have

k L d
R SVICIOHIE || ( [ dt)

=
=

k
(1) A adt =" f(r(s;) / () -yt ade,  (3.4)

=0 1

=

k
=" 1)) IRl

j=0 i=1 J J=0
Setting p; = ij f(x)dz = f(v(s;))|R;| we have
B I A
J<IY)+—< ) pi+—. (3.5)
ca” S



Fix j € {0,...,k}. Let n; denote the number of points from X1, ..., X, falling in R; and
set
EJ(TL) :f({Xl,,Xn}ﬂRj) (3.6)

Then n; is Binomially distributed with parameters n and p;. If f is identically zero on R;
then £;(n) = 0 with probability one for all n, and p; = 0, hence

1
n_éﬁj(n) =cqpj as. (3.7)

If f is not identically zero on Rj, then since +/(t) > 0 for all ¢, we have |R;| > 0 and hence
p; > 0. The conditional law p; := qu - f - Xr; 1s then uniform on R;. Let iy,...,i,; be the

indices of the n; random variables out of X1,..., X, that belong to R;. Let ¥ : R; — [0, 1)d
be the injective affine transformation mapping R; onto [0,1)%. Then ¥(X;,),..., \If(Xinj) are

independent and uniformly distributed on [0,1)?. By [6, Remark 1], we have
1
n; 10 ({\IJ(XZ-I), . .,\If(Xinj)}) g as.
Since W preserves the partial order <, we have by (3.1) that
4n) =€ (1K Xi }) = £ ({2(X), o W(XG,))} )

Since n~1n; — p; almost surely we have
j Py Y

_ 1
n_%ﬁj(n) =n, (n_lnj)%ﬁj(n) — capi  as. (3.8)

Combining this (3.5)), (3.7) and (3.8]), we see that

=

k 1
n=d Zﬂj(n) — chpjfi >cq —e  as. (3.9)

Since « is a monotone curve (i.e., 7/(t) > 0), we can connect the longest chains from each
rectangle R; together to form a chain in [0, 1)%. Tt follows that

k
CH{ X1 X)) 2> 4(n). (3.10)

=0
Combining this with (3.9) we have
liminfn_%ﬁ({Xl,...,Xn}) >cyd —e  as. O

n—oo

For the proof of the upper bound, we need to introduce some new notation. Let k1 be an
integer and set Az = 1/k;. Let k2 be another integer and set Ay = Ax/ko. For given ki, ko,
we say that a sequence of multiindices b = (bj);?lzl C N1 is admissible if by < - < by,
and ||bj|loc < ki1ks for all j. We denote the set of admissible multiindices by ®(ki, k2). For
b € ®(ki, ko), define zp0,2p1, ..., 2bk, in [0, 1]¢ by 2p0 = 0g and 21, ; = (bjAy,jAx) for
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Zb,4

Zb,3

Ry 4

Ay¢ Zbal Zb’2 Rb 3
Ry 2

g

Zb,0

Az

Figure 4: An illustration of the quantities Ry, j, 2pj, @10 and v in two dimensions with
b = (b1, ba, b3, by) = (7,7,10,11). In this case, the unit square is partitioned into four squares,
Qr,1,1): Qr,1,2), Qr,(2,1) and Qr, (2.2), which are separated by dotted lines in the figure.

j > 1. Since b is admissible, zp 9, . .., 2p k, defines a chain in [0, 1]¢. Define vy, : [0,1] — [0, 1]¢
to be the polygonal curve connecting the points zy0,. .., 2pk,, i.€.,
1

() = 2bj-1 + 1 (26, = 2b,j-1)(t = (j — 1)Az)
for t € [(j — 1)Axz, jAx]. For b € ®(k1,ke) and 1 < j < ky, set
Rb,j = {1‘ S [0, 1)d P Zb,j—-1— <1d7170>Ay g T < Zb,j} .

For each rectangle Ry, j, we set p, j = be f(z)dx. We say that a chain 1 S x9 < -+ < @y,
sJ

in [0,1)¢ is b-increasing if

k1
{1'1, R ,.lem} C U Rb,j-
j=1

It is not hard to see that for any ki, ks, every chain in [0,1)¢ is b-increasing for some b €
®(ky, k2). See Figure for an illustration of the above definitions.

We first need a preliminary lemma which bounds the length of the longest chain within
the narrow strip

Ty := [0, x [(j — DA, jA), (3.11)
for any j € {1,...,k1}. We note that the following lemma is a generalization of [14, Lemma
7]. The proof is based on the same idea of using a mixing process to embed X7, ..., X, into

another set of .i.d. random variables that are uniform when restricted to the strip 7Tj.
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Lemma 4. Let f:[0,1)% — [0,00) be L-piecewise constant, and let X1,..., X, be i.i.d. with

density f. Fix an integer j € {1,...,k1} and let 0 < Az < HfHLoo (0.)%)" Then
1
limsupn= il ({X1,..., X} N T}) < eq (zAgc||f||Loo((0,1)d)) T as. (3.12)
n— o0

Proof. Set M = || f|| poo((0,1)ey and let g = f+ (M — f) - xr;. Let Y1,...,Y; be i.i.d. according
to the conditional density 5~!(M — f) - x7, where 8 = ij M — f(z)dx. Let mq,...,my be
Bernoulli zero-one random variables with parameter (1 + 3)~! and set

ie=m1+ - +mp. (3.13)
Define 7y, ..., Z, through the mixture process

Then Zi,...,Z, are i.i.d. with density (1 + 8)"'g. Let W denote the cardinality of the
set {Z1,...,Z,} NTj. Then W is binomially distributed with parameters n and p := (1 +
B)"'AzM. Since g is constant on T}, we can use a similar argument to that in Theorem |5/ to
show that

IS

Wil ({Zy,..., Za} NT) — cap
Let m = i,, and note that
CHAX, - X)) =0{Zk - mp =1}N0Ty) <l{Z1,..., 2,3 NT;),
and that p < AzM. Combining this with (3.14)) we have

a.s. (3.14)

limsupn_éﬁ({Xl,...,Xm}) < cd(AmM)% a.s. (3.15)

n—oo
Since m is Binomially distributed with parameters n and (1 + 8)~!, we have nm=! — 1 + 3

almost surely and hence

lim sup m=al {X1,...,Xn}) = limsup (nm_l)%n_%ﬁ {X1,..., Xm})

n—oo n—oo

< (1+ 6)5cd(AxM)§ a.s.
Since 8 < AxM < 1 we have

limsupmféﬁ({Xl, oy Xm}) < cd(QAa:M)é a.s.

n—o0

The desired result (3.12)) follows from noting that n — m(n) is monotone nondecreasing along
every sample path and m — co as n — oo with probability one. O

The following short technical lemma is essential in the proof of Theorem 6]

Lemma 5. Let f :[0,1) — [0,00) be L-piecewise constant. For every e > 0 and ky > L we

have )
Y opi;<T+e (3.16)
J€EHL
for all b € ®(k1, k2), the admissible multiindices, and kg > C|| | Lo (0,1 d)k: Ve where
Hp =1{Jj : Rbj C Qr, for some a}. (3.17)
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Proof. Let ki,ky,e > 0, and b € ®(k1,k2). Set I; = [(j — 1)Ax,jAz) and fix t € I;. Note
that

|R Ayd IAxH_( Z—bj_lﬂ'—i-l) iijQ
by A d— 1A.%'H ( i bj—l,i) lf j = 1,
and
d—1
Ax, 1 () A g(t) = Ay Az T (bs — bj-1.4),
=1

where we set by = 0 for convenience. A short computation shows that
1 1 1.1
Az (51 (8) -+ b,a(t)d — [Rb 5|4 < CAzaAya, (3.18)

where C' = (d — )% Since f is L-piecewise constant we have

Pb,j
Fom ) = flzbj1) = 52 (3.19)
|Rb,]|
for all j € Hy and t € I;. Noting that Az = |I;| and recalling the definition of J (1.3]) we
have

_ (13.18)
J > J(w)

> g ‘/f% (0)4(|Roy |t — CAzEAyH) di
JEHDL J

_ 3 Rl [ senentar—c S g [ sniarisytas

JEHY ‘ J| I jEHY

B19) 1 1 P
Z Phj~ Hf”ioo((o,nd)kld ky . (3.20)
JEHD
Taking ky > (C/g)dHfHLOO((OJ)d)kil_l completes the proof. ]

We now establish an asymptotic upper bound on ¢ ({X1,..., X,}).

Theorem 6. Let f : [0,1)% — [0,00) be L-piecewise constant, and let X1, ..., X, be i.i.d. with
density f. Then
lim sup nal ({X1,..., Xn}) <caJ  as.
n—oo
Proof. Let ko > 0,k; > L,e >0, and b € ®(ky, k2). We suppose that k1 > L is a multiple of
L so that f is kj-piecewise constant. Let f(n) denote the length of the longest b-increasing
chain. Let n; denote the number of X1,...,X,, that belong R}, ; and set

Ebyj(n) :é({Xl,...,Xn}ﬁRbyj). (321)

Due to the monotonicity of zp,...,2b %, at most (d — 1)L of Ry 1,...,Rp, can have a
non-empty intersection with more than one hypercube Qr, o. It follows that [Hf| < (d —1)L,
where HE = {1,...,ki1} \ Hp.
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Since each b-increasing chain is the union of chains in Ry, 1,..., Rp,, we have

k1
o) <Dty = 3 () + 3 o) (3.22)
j=1

JEHE j€HL

We will deal with each of the above sums separately. For the first term, set M = || f[| Lo ((0,1)4)
and let k1 be large enough so that Az < 1/M. Since Ry, ; C Tj for each j, we have by Lemma
[l that

limsupn*% lo.i(n) < cyg|Hy|(2AxM i < cg(d—1)L(2M ik a.s.
?.] b ].

=

Choose k1 large enough so that

£
lim sup n"d E by i(n) < =
JEHY

a.s. (3.23)

We now bound the second sum in (3.22). By Lemma [5 choose k2 = k(M, k1, ¢) so that
P A 24
. < — .
. pb’] B S 2Cd7 (3 )
Jj€HL

for all b € ®(ki, k). For any j € Hyp, the conditional density p; on Ry, ; is uniform. By a
similar argument as in the proof of Theorem [5 we have that

1
n_%fb’j(n) — Capp ;A

Combining this with (3.22]), (3.23]), and (3.24) we have

lim sup n_%ﬁb(n) <cgJ +e as. (3.25)
n—oo
Since every chain in X1,..., X, is b-increasing for some b € ®(k1, ko), we have

(X1, X)) < lp(n),
{X1,..., }>—beg%?ffk2) b(n)

for every n. It follows that

limsup? ({X1,...,Xn}) <cgJ +¢  as. O

n—o0

3.2 Continuous densities on 2

We now generalize the convergence results on piecewise constant densities, Theorems [5| and
[6] to continuous densities on €. Our main result, Theorem [I] is proved at the end of the
section. The idea of our approach is to divide [0,1)¢ into a large number of hypercubes, and
to flatten f on each sub-cube. We can then apply the results from Section and take the
limit as the size of the sub-cubes tends to zero. In order to pass to the limit, we apply the
perturbation result given in Lemma [3]
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Let Xy,...,X, be i.i.d. with density f. We recall that u,(z) denotes the length of a
longest chain among X1, ..., X, consisting of points less than or equal to z under the partial
order <. In other words

We also recall the definition of the value function U, defined in (1.4)) by

Ulx) = sup /f D)A (A1) -+ A4(6) d.

yEA:y<zx
We now establish pointwise asymptotic upper and lower bounds on u,,.

Theorem 7. Let f : RY — R satisfy (H1) and let Q C Ri satisfy (H2). Then for every
z € RY we have
1
limsupn™du,(z) < cqU(z) a.s. (3.26)
n—oo

Proof. Set D = {x ¢ RY : 0 < 2 < 2z} and p = [p f(z)dx. Suppose that p = 0. It
follows from (H1) that f is lower semicontinuous, and hence f(z) = 0 for z £ z. Thus
un(z) = 0 =U(z) almost surely.

Suppose that p > 0 and let € > 0. Let k € N and partition D into k% hypercubes Qo for
multiindices o with ||as < k. Define fi, : R? — [0, 00) by

fie(@) =37 (50 ) xqpa (@) + F(@) Xz p (), (3.27)

Qk,a

and set py, = [ p fx(z) dx. For every integer k, fj, is k-piecewise constant on D and f < fj.
Define v, : R = R by

Vi (t) -7 (1)) dt. (3.28)

m.\»—‘

wier= s [ o

yeA:y<zx

Note that the sequence fi is uniformly bounded, Borel measurable, and has compact support
in [0, 1]¢. Furthermore, it follows from ([3.27)) that (2.37) holds for the sequence f;. Hence by
Lemma, [3| we have that vy — U uniformly as k& — oco. Now fix k large enough so that

o (2) — U(2)] < C% (3.29)

_ ( [ o) dx>_1, (3.30)

and define ¢ = Afir. Then A\f < ¢ and we can write g as a convex combination of two
distributions as follows:

Set

g=A+(g—Af).

Let Y1,...,Y, be i.i.d. with density (1 — A)~(g — Af), let mq,...,m, be Bernoulli random
variables with parameter A, and set

ij=my+ - +mj.
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Define
Zj =m;jX; + (1 —m;)Yj.

Then a simple computation shows that Zi,..., Z, are i.i.d. with density g. Let W denote the
cardinality of {Z1,...,Z,} N D. Since g is k-piecewise constant on D, we can apply Theorems
Bl and [6] to obtain

=

lim W=l ({Zy,...,Zn} N D}) = capy,

n—o0

ve(z) as. (3.31)

Note that W is Binomially distributed with parameters n and Apy, hence n ='W — Apj, almost
surely. Applying this to (3.31]) we have

lim n~al({Zy,...,Z,} N D) = lim (n *W)aW at({Z,...,Z,} N D)

n—oo n—o0

= cd/\%vk(z) a.s. (3.32)
Set m = i,,. Note that m is Binomially distributed with parameters n and A, and
um(2) =L({X1,...,Xn}ND)<l({Z1,...,Z,} N D). (3.33)
Combining with and the fact that n='m — X as n — oo we have

) (333) L1 1
limsupm™ dup,(z) < lim (m™ n)in"dl({Z1,...,Z,} N D)

n—00 n—00

cqup(z)  a.s. (3.34)

Recalling (3.29)) we have

lim sup m_%um(z) <cqU(z)+¢  as.
n—oo
As in the proof of Lemma {4} the proof is completed by noting that n — m(n) is monotone
nondecreasing along every sample path and m — oo as n — oo with probability one. O

Theorem 8. Let f : RY — R satisfy (H1) and let Q C Ri satisfy (H2). Then for every
z € R? we have
lim inf nféun(z) > cqU(z)  as. (3.35)
n—oo
Proof. Let € > 0. As in the proof of Theorem @ weset D :={r €R?: 0=< 2 <z} and
we may suppose that p := fD f(x)dx > 0. As before, let k£ € N and partition D into k?
hypercubes Qy., for multiindices o with ||a|ls < k. Define fi, : R — [0, 00) by

Jiw) = 37 (0t 1) x0un (@) + f(@)xgo (@), (3.36)
and set pr, = [}, fr(x) dz. Define
Iel@) g fz) > 0
_ i@ !
(@) {0, otherwise. (3:37)



For any « such that Qo C €2, we have by (H1) and (3.36) that

fe(z) > f(x) —m (f) for v € Qg q-

It follows that ||q|| o (ra) /' 1 as k — oco. As in the proof of Theorem [7| we have that vy, — U
uniformly as k — oo, where vy is defined by (3.28). We can therefore fix k large enough so
that

_1
callall 2 g 0(2) = caU(2) <. (3.8)
For each i, let m; be a Bernoulli zero-one random variable with parameter Hq||£olo (Rd)q(Xi).
Let m = mq+---+m, and let i1, ..., i, denote the indices for which m; = 1. We claim that

Xiyy. .o, X5, are i.i.d. with density g := A\fx where A is defined in (3.30)). To see this, first
note since f(x) = 0 implies fix(x) = 0, we have q(z)f(z) = fx(x) for all x € R%. Thus
1
Plmi=1) = [ Pl =11% = )@y = [ T peyae = o
Rd re gl Allgl

where [|g|| = [|q[| oo (ray- Let j > 1 and let A C R4 be measurable. We have

(3.39)

P(X; € Aand m; = 1)

Nl [ Ploms =11 = )5 do
B A=) b0 do
= Ml | o sea

_ /AAfk(ac) da.

they are independent random variables, hence the claim

By the construction of X;,,...,X;,,,
is established.
Let W denote the cardinality of {X;,,...,X;, } N D. By Theorems 5| and [ we have

=

lim W™l ({X,,..., X, } N D) = cap,.

n—o0

ve(z) a.s. (3.40)

Define

1, ifm;=1and X; € D
w; =
0, otherwise.

Then W = wy + - - - w,. Each w; is a Bernoulli zero-one random variable with parameter
Pw;=1)=P(m; =1 and X; € D) :/ Pm;=1|X;=xz)f(x)de = Hp—kH
D q

It follows that W is Binomially distributed with parameters n and ||¢|| !px, and hence
n W — |lq||~'pr almost surely. Combining this with (3.40]) yields

lim n=dl ({X;,,...,X;, }ND) = lim (n *W)aW~al({X;,,...,X;, } N D)

n—oo n—oo

= callgl"ve(z) as. (3.41)
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Noting that
un(2) =L({X1,..., Xu} N D) > L({Xiy,.... X;,, } N D),

we have

liminfnféun(z) > lim niée({Xil, o, X5,y N D)

n—o0 n—oo

(3-41) _1
= cqllq|| " dvk(z) as. (3.42)

Recalling (3.38) we have

lirginf n_%un(z) >cqU(z) —e  as. O

We now have the proof of Theorem

Proof. Let ¢ > 0. Let k € N and for a multiindex o € Z¢, set z, = a/k. For z € R?, define
o to be the unique multiindex for which z,, < z £ x4, 41,. Since U is uniformly continuous
(by Lemma [1) we can choose k large enough so that

€
U(zat1,) — Ulza)| < o (3.43)

for all a € Z%. Let A,, denote the event that
li_)m n_éun(:ﬂa) = cqU(zq) (3.44)

for all o € Z%. By Theorems [7and |8 we have P(A,) = 1.
Now suppose that A,, occurs and let z € R%. Then we have

3.44] (3-43)
limsupn~duy(z) < lim 0~ duy (2o, +1,) = cal(Tar1,) < cal(z) +c.
n—00 n—00

By a similar argument we have

lim inf n_éun(z) > cqU(z) — ¢,

n—oo
and hence .
limsup [[n~ dup, — cqU|| poo(may < €.
n—oo
Therefore
P <limsup Hn_éun — caU|| oo ray < 5> > P(Ay,) =1,
n—oo
from which the result immediately follows. O

As a straightforward application of Theorem |1} we can show that non-dominated sorting
is stable under bounded random perturbations in the samples X1, ..., X,. For § > 0, we set

Z;=X;+Y;6 for i=1,...,n,

where Y7, ..., Y, are i.i.d. with a continuous compactly supported density function ¢ : R — R.
For z € R?, set
uwl(x) =0({Z; « Z; <x}).

n =
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Theorem 9 (Stability of non-dominated sorting). Let f : R® — R satisfy (H1) and let
QC Ri satisfy (H2). There exist constants Cs, depending only on d, f, and g, such that

lim sup n_éHui — Up| pooray < Cs  ass.
n—oo

and Cs — 0 as 6 — 0.

Proof. Set gs(x) = 5%9 (%) Then Zy,...,Z, are i.i.d. with density fs := gs * f. Set

! 1 1
U@ = sw [ 0060 )
yEA:y<z JO

Without loss of generality, we may suppose that Q c (0,1)¢. Since supp(f) € Q and g has
compact support, we can take § > 0 small enough so that supp(fs) C [0,1]?. Let 3 be a
sequence such that J; — 0 as k — oo. It is not hard to see that (2.37)) holds for the sequence
f5,- By Lemma we have that U% — U uniformly as k — oo, where U is the value function
defined by (T.4). Therefore U° — U uniformly as 6 — 0. Note that

)
n

_1l,. 5 _1 5 —1 4
n”d||up — Upl[poo(ray < [0 dup — calU®|| poo(ay + In7 dun — caUl|| poo (ray + call U° = Ul| oo (ray,

for every n. Since fs is continuous on (0,1) and f5(x) = 0 for = ¢ (0,1)%, (H1) is satisfied
for f5 by taking ' = (0,1)¢. We can therefore apply Theorem [1|to obtain

1 1
|n~du® — ch‘SHLm(Rd) + In"dun, — cqUl| poo(ray = 0 a.s.

The proof is completed by setting C5 = c4||U° — Ull oo (- O

4 Numerical demonstrations

Theorem [I] guarantees that the level sets of ¢yU will provide good approximations to the
Pareto fronts for large n. In this section, we present a numerical scheme for computing U
and show examples comparing the level sets of cqU to the Pareto fronts for various density
functions. To compute U, we need to compute the Pareto-monotone viscosity solution of

1
U, - Upy = 53 f on R%, (4.1)

that satisfies U = 0 on G]R‘i. Let U, and f, denote the values of U and f on a grid with
spacing Az, where « is a multi-index. For a given grid point «, the domain of dependence for
is {# : B £ a}. Hence an upwind scheme will use backward difference quotients. Now
consider substituting backward difference quotients into . We have

Ar?
[[Wa = Vae) = T o (4.2)

We intend to solve the above equation for U, in terms of U,—.,;. Since we intend to compute
the Pareto-monotone solution of (4.1)), we should look for a solution with Uy > Uqy—, for all
. Consider the mapping



where a; > 0 for all . Note that this mapping is strictly increasing for p > max(ay,...,aq)

and H?Zl(p —a;) = 0 for p = max(ay,...,aq). Hence, for any non-negative ao, ..., aq, there
exists a unique p > max(ay, ..., aq) satisfying
d
[ - @) = ao.
i=1
We denote this solution p by P(ag,...,aq) and define our numerical scheme by
Uy = P(Az%fo/d* Ups—cys ..., Un—c,) (4.3)
with the boundary condition U, = 0 for o with min(ay,...,aq) = 0. The numerical solution
can be computed by any sweeping pattern respecting the partial order <. This requires visiting
each grid point exactly once, and hence has linear complexity. The value of P(ay,...,aq) can

be computed numerically by either a binary search and/or Newton’s method restricted to the

interval [max(aq,...,aq), max(ay,...,aq) + aé/d]. In the case of d = 2, we have a closed form
expression for P

1 1
P(ag,a1,a2) = §(a1 +ag) + 5\/(a1 — a2)? + 4ayp.

Note that we have chosen the positive square root to obtain the Pareto-monotone solution.
We intend to prove, in a subsequent paper, that the numerical solutions, defined as above,
converge to the unique truncatable Pareto-monotone viscosity solution of as Ax — 0.

For d = 2, we have ¢y = 2, hence the level sets of U will approximate the Pareto fronts,
where U,U, = f. We now show examples of Pareto fronts alongside the level sets of U
for Xy,..., X, sampled according to different density functions. In Figure [5] we consider a
uniform density function on the gray region in the top left of Figure [5| and show the Pareto
fronts for n = 104, n = 10° and n = 10° independent samples alongside the corresponding level
sets of U. Observing the Figure, we see that the Pareto fronts are well approximated by the
level sets of U for large n. We also notice that the level sets of U appear to yield a consistent
underestimate of the Pareto fronts. Bollobds and Brightwell [5] showed that the normalized
expectation of the longest increasing subsequence among n points chosen independently from
the uniform distribution on [0, 1]¢ is always bounded above by cg, which is the limit of these
normalized expectations as n — oco. In light of this result, our observation is not surprising
and merely confirms the results in [5]. We also observe that although the boundary of
is smooth, the solution U develops shocks, or kinks, which are visible in the level sets of
U. In Figure @ we show the same comparison for a multi-modal density function on [0, 1]2.
The density function is depicted by the plot in Figure [6] and we have the same expected
underestimation present here as well.
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Figure 5: Comparison of the Pareto fronts and the level sets of U, where U, U, = f and f is
the uniform density on the gray region in the top left. The plots correspond to the Pareto
fronts computed with n = 10%, n = 10° and n = 10° independent samples from f. In each
case, we show 15 equally spaced Pareto fronts and the corresponding level sets of U.
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show 15 equally spaced Pareto fronts and the corresponding level sets of U.
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