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Abstract

We extend the study of eikonal Hamilton–Jacobi equations posed on networks performed
by Siconolfi and Sorrentino (Anal. PDE, 2018) to a more general setting. Their approach
essentially exploits that such equations correspond to discrete problems on an abstract
underlying graph. However, a specific condition they assume can be rather restricting in
some settings, which motivates the generalization we propose. We still get an Aubry set,
which plays the role of a uniqueness set for our problem and appears in the representation
of solutions. Exploiting it we establish a new comparison principle between super and
subsolutions to the equation.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35F21, 35R02, 35B51, 49L25.

Keywords: Hamilton–Jacobi equations, Aubry set, embedded networks, comparison principle,
Hopf–Lax formula.

1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is to extend the study of eikonal-type Hamilton–Jacobi equations on
networks performed in [16] to a more general setting. In particular, the correspondence of such
equation to a discrete problem on an underlying graph is, at least partially, lost. We establish a
comparison principle and provide a Hopf–Lax type representation formula for solutions of such
problems.

Since the pioneering works of [13], there is an increasing interest in the study of Hamilton–
Jacobi equations posed on networks, see for instance [1, 5, 6, 7, 8]. This attention is motivated by
several applications (traffic models, data transmission, management of computer cluster, etc.) as
well as the analysis of some theoretical issues related to the discontinuities of the Hamiltonian in
this framework, as pointed out in the recent comprehensive monograph [3]. Eikonal equations are
particularly important due to their connections with other problems. For example, solutions to
discounted and time-dependent Hamilton–Jacobi equations converge, under suitable conditions,
to solutions to corresponding eikonal equations as the discount factor goes to 0 ([10]) and the
time positively diverges ([9]), respectively.

We consider a connected network Γ embedded in RN with a finite number of arcs γ, namely
regular curves parametrized in [0, 1], linking points of RN called vertices. A Hamiltonian on Γ is
a collection of Hamiltonians Hγ : [0, 1]×R→ R indexed by the arcs, with the crucial feature
that Hamiltonians associated to arcs possessing different support are totally unrelated. We are
interested in the corresponding family of equations

Hγ(s,Du) = a, on [0, 1], (1)
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where a is a constant independent of γ. A solution to such problem on Γ is a continuous function
u : Γ → R satisfying a suitable condition on the vertices and such that u ◦ γ is a solution, in
the viscosity sense, to (1) for each arc γ. We show that there is a unique value of the parameter
a in (1), called critical value, such that the eikonal problem admits solutions on the whole
network. The critical value is in addition deeply related to the Aubry–Mather theory and the
homogenization problem on networks, see [12, 15].

Note that if, for every arc γ, a is greater than

aγ := max
s∈[0,1]

min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ),

any local equation (1) admits unique solutions once the boundary values are fixed without
any restriction, see [16]. This holds true also in the case where the arc is a loop, i.e., a closed
curve. This crucial local uniqueness property actually allows establishing, as done in [16], a
correspondence of the equation on the network with a discrete problem on an underlying graph.
When instead a = aγ , it can happen that the local problem indexed by γ with fixed boundary
values admits multiple solutions. In this frame, to keep the correspondence with the discrete
problem, condition (D) is introduced in [16]. This assumption ensures that there is uniqueness set,
called Aubry set, which, according to the aforementioned discrete approach, roughly corresponds
to a subset of the underlying graph. Once an admissible trace is assigned on such set, a unique
critical solution is identified via a Hopf–Lax type representation formula.

Condition (D) is usually not assumed in other works about Hamilton–Jacobi equations on
networks. Even the ones cited before which establish some connection with the eikonal equation,
impose (D) with the sole objective of proving said connection. This condition can also be rather
restrictive in some applications, e.g., it is impractical for problems where the critical value is
unknown beforehand.

The main novelty of our work is that we overcome this restriction by extending the weak
KAM analysis carried out in [16] to a setting where condition (D) is not assumed, losing the
correspondence with the discrete problem. We will exclusively work on the network, and to do so
we need to adapt the tools developed in [16] to a continuous setting. Not surprisingly, while we
can still retrieve a uniqueness set, it does not correspond in general to a subset of the abstract
graph. For example, it could be made up of a countable number of disjointed pieces of arcs or
just a single point. Using this new Aubry set, we provide a Hopf–Lax representation formula for
solutions and a comparison principle between super and subsolutions, which, to our knowledge,
is a novelty for this problem.

The article is organized as follows. We introduce the notions of network and Hamiltonian
defined on it, together with our assumptions, in Section 2. In Section 3 we present the problem
under investigation. Section 4 is devoted to the characterization of the Aubry set and the
representation formula for the solution. In Section 5 we provide our comparison principle.
Appendix A contains the proofs of some auxiliary results.

Acknowledgments. The author is a member of the INdAM research group GNAMPA.

2 Networks

Here we describe our framework, namely what is a network, a Hamiltonian defined on it and
some related concepts useful for our study.
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2.1 Basic Definitions

We fix a dimension N and RN as ambient space. An embedded network, or continuous graph, is
a subset Γ ⊂ RN of the form

Γ =
⋃
γ∈E

γ([0, 1]) ⊂ RN ,

where E is a finite collection of regular (i.e., C1 with non-vanishing derivative) simple oriented
curves, called arcs of the network, that we assume, without any loss of generality, parameterized
on [0, 1]. Note that we are also assuming existence of one-sided derivatives at the endpoints 0
and 1. We stress out that a regular change of parameters does not affect our results.

Observe that on the support of any arc γ, we also consider the inverse parametrization defined
as

γ̃(s) := γ(1− s), for s ∈ [0, 1].

We call γ̃ the inverse arc of γ. We assume

γ((0, 1)) ∩ γ′([0, 1]) = ∅, whenever γ′ ̸= γ, γ̃. (2)

We call vertices the initial and terminal points of the arcs, and denote by V the sets of all
such vertices. It follows from (2) that vertices are the only points where arcs with different
support intersect and, in particular,

γ((0, 1)) ∩V = ∅, for any γ ∈ E .

We assume that the network is connected, namely given two vertices there is a finite
concatenation of arcs linking them.

For each x ∈ V, we define Γx := {γ ∈ E : γ(1) = x}.
The network Γ inherits a geodesic distance, denoted with dΓ, from the Euclidean metric

of RN . It is clear that given x, y in Γ there is at least a geodesic linking them. The geodesic
distance is in addition equivalent to the Euclidean one.

We also consider a differential structure on the network by defining, for every x ∈ Γ, the
tangent space to Γ at x, TxΓ in symbols, as the set made up by the q ∈ RN of the form

q = λγ̇(s), if x = γ(s), s ∈ [0, 1], with λ ∈ R.

Note that γ̇(s) is univocally determined, up to a sign, if x ∈ Γ \V or in other words if s /∈ {0, 1}.
We further define the cotangent space T ∗

xΓ as the dual space of TxΓ, and set the tangent bundle
TΓ and cotangent bundle T ∗Γ as the disjoint union of the TxΓ and T ∗

xΓ at all points of Γ,
respectively.

By curve we mean throughout the paper an absolutely continuous curve. We point out that
the pair

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
, where ξ is a curve in Γ, is naturally contained in TΓ. Let ξ : [0, T ] → Γ and

ξ′ : [0, T ′] → Γ be two curves such that ξ(T ) = ξ′(0). We define their concatenation as the curve
ξ ∗ ξ′ : [0, T + T ′] → Γ such that

ξ ∗ ξ′(t) :=

{
ξ(t), if t ∈ [0, T ),

ξ′(t− T ), if t ∈
[
T, T + T ′] .

Notice that ∗ is an associative operation.

Definition 2.1. Given a function f : Γ → R such that D(f ◦ γ) is differentiable at x = γ(s0),
where γ ∈ E and s ∈ (0, 1), we define its differential at x, denoted by DΓf(x), as the unique
covector in T ∗Γ such that

DΓf(x)γ̇(s0) :=
d

ds
f(γ(s))|s=s0 .
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2.2 Hamiltonians on Γ

A Hamiltonian on Γ is a collection of Hamiltonians H := {Hγ}γ∈E , where

Hγ : [0, 1]×R−→R

(s, µ) 7−→Hγ(s, µ),

satisfying
Hγ̃(s, µ) = Hγ(1− s,−µ), for any arc γ. (3)

We emphasize that, apart the above compatibility condition, the Hamiltonians Hγ are unrelated.
We require any Hγ to be:

(H1) continuous in both arguments;

(H2) coercive in µ;

(H3) strictly quasiconvex in µ, which means that, for any s ∈ [0, 1], µ, µ′ ∈ R and ρ ∈ (0, 1),

Hγ

(
s, ρµ+ (1− ρ)µ′

)
< max

{
Hγ(s, µ), Hγ

(
s, µ′

)}
.

When condition (H2) holds the above assumption is equivalent to require, for every a ∈ R
and s ∈ [0, 1], the convexity of the sublevel set {µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) ≤ a} (provided it is
nonempty) and

int{µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) ≤ a} = {µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) < a}, (4)

where int denotes the interior of a set.

We define the support functions

σ+γ,a(s) := max{µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) = a}, σ−γ,a(s) := min{µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) = a}, (5)

with the usual convention that σ+γ,a(s) = −∞ and σ−γ,a(s) = ∞ when {µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) = a} is
empty. It follows from (3) that

σ+γ̃,a(s) = −σ−γ,a(1− s). (6)

Notice that {µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) = a} is not empty if and only if a ≥ min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ), thus

σ+γ,a(s) ̸= −∞ for any s ∈ [0, 1] if and only if a ≥ aγ , where

aγ := max
s∈[0,1]

min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ). (7)

Proposition 2.2.

i) For each γ ∈ E and s ∈ [0, 1] the function a 7→ σ+γ,a(s) is continuous and increasing in[
min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ),∞
)

.

ii) Fixed γ ∈ E, let [s1, s2] ⊆ [0, 1] and a ∈ R be such that

a ≥ max
s∈[s1,s2]

min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ). (8)

Then the function s 7→ σ+γ,a(s) is continuous in [s1, s2].
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Proof. Item (i) follows from (4), thus we focus on item (ii). We start observing that (8) is
equivalent to

σ+γ,a(s) > −∞, for all s ∈ [s1, s2].

Let {sn}n∈N be a sequence in [s1, s2] converging to a point s. The sequence
{
σ+γ,a(sn)

}
n∈N is

equibounded by (H2) and therefore converges, up to subsequences, to a µ ∈ R with Hγ(s, µ) = a.
We have that either µ = σ+γ,a(s) or µ = σ−γ,a(s). The sequence {sn} is arbitrarily chosen, thus
showing that µ = σ+γ,a(s) is enough to conclude our proof. If σ+γ,a(s) = σ−γ,a(s) there is nothing
to prove, otherwise (4) yields

a > min
µ∈R

Hγ(s, µ). (9)

Thanks to the continuity of the Hamiltonians (9) implies the existence of a µ0 ∈ R such that

σ+γ,a(s) > µ0 > σ−γ,a(s)

and, for any n big enough, Hγ(sn, µ0) < a, i.e., σ+γ,a(sn) > µ0. This shows that µ0 ≤ µ, i.e.,
µ = σ+γ,a(s).

3 Eikonal Hamilton–Jacobi Equations on Networks

Here we are interested in equations of the form

H(x,Du) = a, on Γ, (HJa)

thoroughly analyzed in [16], where a ∈ R. This notation synthetically indicates the family of
Hamilton–Jacobi equations

Hγ(s, ∂U) = a, on [0, 1], (HJγa)

for γ varying in E .
Here (sub/super)solutions to the local problem (HJγa) are intended in the viscosity sense, see

for instance [2] for a comprehensive treatment of viscosity solutions theory. We just recall that,
given an open set O and a continuous function u : O → R, a supertangent (resp. subtangent) to
u at x ∈ O is a viscosity test function from above (resp. below). We say that a subtangent φ to
u at x ∈ ∂O is constrained to O if x is a minimizer of u− φ in a neighborhood of x intersected
with O.

Definition 3.1. A continuous function w : Γ → R is called a viscosity subsolution to (HJa) if

i) s 7→ w(γ(s)) is a viscosity subsolution to (HJγa) in (0, 1) for any γ ∈ E .

We say that a continuous function v : Γ → R is a viscosity supersolution to (HJa) if

ii) s 7→ v(γ(s)) is a viscosity supersolution of (HJγa) in (0, 1) for any γ ∈ E ;

iii) for every vertex x there is at least one arc γ ∈ Γx such that

Hγ(1, ∂φ(1)) ≥ a

for any constrained C1 subtangent φ to v ◦ γ at 1.

If u : Γ → R is both a viscosity subsolution and supersolution to (HJa), we say that u is a
viscosity solution.
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In order to provide a representation formula for solutions to (HJa), we extend the support
functions defined in (5) to the tangent bundle TΓ in the following sense: we set, for any a ∈ R,
the map σa : TΓ → R such that

• if x = γ(s) for some γ ∈ E and s ∈ (0, 1) then

σa(x, q) := max

{
µ
qγ̇(s)

|γ̇(s)|2
: µ ∈ R, Hγ(s, µ) = a

}
.

It is clear that when {µ ∈ R : Hγ(s, µ) = a} ≠ ∅

σa(x, q) = max

{
σ+γ,a(s)

qγ̇(s)

|γ̇(s)|2
, σ−γ,a(s)

qγ̇(s)

|γ̇(s)|2

}
,

otherwise we assume that σa(x, q) = −∞;

• if x ∈ V and q ̸= 0 then

σa(x, q) := minmax

{
µ
qγ̇(1)

|γ̇(1)|2
: µ ∈ R, Hγ(1, µ) = a

}
,

where the minimum is taken over the γ ∈ Γx with γ̇(1) parallel to q. We assume that
σa(x, q) = −∞ whenever {µ ∈ R, Hγ(1, µ) = a} = ∅ for some γ ∈ Γx with γ̇(1) parallel to
q;

• if x ∈ V and q = 0 then
σa(x, q) := 0.

We point out that the case x ∈ V, q ̸= 0 is more involved because there is a problem to take into
account, namely different arcs ending at x could have parallel tangent vectors, in this case we
should have

q = λ1γ̇1(1) = λ2γ̇2(1), for arcs γ1 ̸= γ2 and scalars λ1, λ2.

Notice that, thanks to (6), σa is a well-defined function in TΓ.
Next we set

a0 := max
γ∈E

aγ (10)

and define the critical value, or Mañé critical value, as

c := inf{a ≥ a0 : (HJa) admits subsolutions}. (11)

The critical value is finite. Indeed, because of condition (H2), there is an a ≥ a0 large enough so
that

Hγ(s, 0) ≤ a, for any s ∈ [0, 1], γ ∈ E ,
i.e., each constant function is a subsolution to (HJa). It is also apparent that (HJa) admits
subsolutions whenever a > c.
Remark 3.2. If c > a0, it is the unique value such that (HJc) (namely the equation (HJa) with
a = c) admits solutions in the sense of Definition 3.1. This is proved in [16] using the following
characterization: the critical value is the only c > a0 which satisfies∫ T

0
σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ ≥ 0, for all the closed curves ξ : [0, T ] → Γ, (12)

and, for at least one nonconstant closed curve, the inequality above is an identity.
If c = a0 (12) still holds true, however it is not guaranteed that (12) is an identity for some
nonconstant closed curve. In [16] this is overcome by requiring the following condition:
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(D) for any γ ∈ E with aγ = c = a0 the map s 7→ min
p∈R

Hγ(s, p) is constant in [0, 1].

In some cases, e.g., when we do not know beforehand the value of c, condition (D) is too
restrictive, thus we do not assume it.
We point out that the results in [16] for (HJa) when a > a0 still hold true in our setting, since
are not affected by condition (D). In particular, (HJa) does not admit solutions if a > c.

Hereafter c will always denote the critical value of the eikonal equation. In addition,
(sub/super)solutions to (HJc) will often be referred to as critical (sub/super)solutions.
Remark 3.3. In [16] the authors give special consideration to loops. Namely, a loop is an arc γ
with γ(0) = γ(1). They define the set E∗, made up of the loops in E , and cγ as the minimum
a ≥ aγ such that (HJγa) admits periodic subsolutions. We stress out that we do not assume any
periodicity on Hγ when γ is a loop. They further set

a0 := max

{
max

γ∈E\E∗
aγ ,max

γ∈E∗
cγ

}
,

which is clearly bigger than or equal to the a0 defined in (10). However, the definition of critical
value (11) remain the same regardless of the a0 used: it is indeed apparent that if (HJa) has
a subsolution w and γ is a loop then w ◦ γ is a periodic subsolution to (HJγa), i.e., a ≥ cγ . In
view of this fact and since loops do not require special attention in our analysis, throughout this
paper we will employ the definition of a0 given in (10).

We conclude this section by defining the semidistance on Γ

Sa(y, x) := inf

{∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ : ξ : [0, T ] → Γ is a curve from y to x

}
, (13)

whose importance is highlighted by the next Proposition.

Proposition 3.4. A continuous function w : Γ → R is a subsolution to (HJa) if and only if

w(x)− w(y) ≤ Sa(y, x), for any x, y ∈ Γ.

Proof. See [16].

The proofs of the next results, which characterize the semidistance (13), are given in Ap-
pendix A.

Definition 3.5. Let ζ : [0, T ] → Γ be a simple curve. We say that ζ is a sub-arc if there exist
an arc γ and a curve η : [0, T ] → [0, 1] with η̇ = 1 a.e. such that ζ ≡ γ ◦ η.

Proposition 3.6. Let x, y ∈ Γ and a ≥ c. The infimum in (13) is a minimum and,

i) Sa(x, x) = 0;

ii) if x ̸= y, there is a simple curve ζ : [0, T ] → Γ, which is a concatenation of sub-arcs linking
y and x, such that

Sa(y, x) =

∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ.

Proposition 3.7. For any a ≥ c the map

Γ2 ∋ (y, x) −→ Sa(y, x)

is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the geodesic distance dΓ.
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4 Aubry Set and Representation Formula

The following set, whose definition is deeply related to the critical value c, is crucial for our
analysis:

Definition 4.1. We call Aubry set on Γ, the closed set AΓ made up of

i) the x ∈ Γ incident to a closed simple curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ with
∫ T
0 σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ = 0;

ii) the x = γ(s) with γ ∈ E and s ∈ [0, 1] such that σ+γ,c(s) = σ−γ,c(s).

We point out that, if c = a0, then there is at least one point x as in Definition 4.1(ii). If
instead c > a0, we know from (12) that there exists at least one closed curve as in Definition 4.1(i).
This shows that the Aubry set is always nonempty.

Remark 4.2. A different notion of Aubry set has been given in [16], which is solely made up of the
x ∈ Γ incident to a closed curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ with

∫ T
0 σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ = 0 and a.e. non-vanishing

derivative. Under their assumptions, such set consists of the support of a collection of arcs.
Conversely, in our case, the Aubry set AΓ could even be made up of a countable number of
disjointed pieces of arcs or just a single point.

Let us assume that there exist a γ ∈ E and a closed interval [s1, s2] ⊆ [0, 1] such that

σ+γ,c(s) = σ−γ,c(s), for any s ∈ [s1, s2]. (14)

We define the curves

η(t) :=

{
t+ s1, if t ∈ [0, s2 − s1),

2s2 − s1 − t, if t ∈ [s2 − s1, 2(s2 − s1)],

and ξ := γ ◦ η, then∫ 2(s2−s1)

0
σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ =

∫ s2−s1

0
σ+γ,c(r)dr −

∫ 2(s2−s1)

s2−s1

σ−γ,c(r)dr = 0.

It is therefore apparent that a point in the Aubry set is either incident to a closed curve
ξ : [0, T ] → Γ with

∫ T
0 σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ = 0 and a.e. non-vanishing derivative, or an isolated point of

AΓ. Moreover, a maximal interval I such that σ+γ,c = σ−γ,c on I must be closed by Proposition 2.2.
These facts suggest the Definition below.

Definition 4.3. The Aubry set is partitioned into static classes, defined as the singletons
containing the isolated points of AΓ or the equivalence classes with respect to the relationx, y ∈ Γ: x and y are incident to a closed curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ with

∫ T

0
σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ = 0

and a.e. non-vanishing derivative

 .

Remark 4.4. It easily follows from (5), (7), (10) and (11), that item (ii) in Definition 4.1 is
relevant for the definition of AΓ only when c = a0. Moreover, if we assume condition (D), (14)
holds true, with s1 = 0 and s2 = 1, for any γ with aγ = a0 = c. These facts yield that if (D)
holds or c > a0, then every point in the Aubry set is incident to a closed curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ

with
∫ T
0 σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ = 0 and a.e. non-vanishing derivative. Consequently, see Remark 4.2, AΓ

corresponds to the Aubry set defined in [16].
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We exploit the properties of the Aubry set to further characterize critical subsolutions.

Lemma 4.5. If Γ′ is a static class of AΓ and w is a subsolution to (HJc) then

w(x) = w(y) + Sc(y, x), for any x, y ∈ Γ′.

Furthermore, if ζ : [0, T ] → Γ is a curve with
∫ T
0 σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ = 0, then

Sc
(
ζ(t), ζ

(
t′
))

=

∫ t′

t
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ (15)

for any 0 ≤ t ≤ t′ ≤ T .

Proof. If Γ′ = {x} our claim is trivially true, see Proposition 3.6. We thus assume that this is not
the case. We argue by contradiction, assuming that there exist x, y in a static class Γ′ such that

w(x) ̸= w(y) + Sc(y, x). (16)

Thanks to Definition 4.3, we have two curves ζ1 : [0, T1] → Γ′ and ζ2 : [0, T2] → Γ′ with
ζ1(0) = ζ2(T2) = x, ζ1(T1) = ζ2(0) = y and a.e. non-vanishing derivative such that, setting
ζ := ζ1 ∗ ζ2 and T := T1 + T2,∫ T1

0
σc

(
ζ1, ζ̇1

)
dτ +

∫ T2

0
σc

(
ζ2, ζ̇2

)
dτ =

∫ T

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ = 0. (17)

It follows from Proposition 3.4 and (16) that

w(x)− w(y) < Sc(y, x) ≤
∫ T1

0
σc

(
ζ1, ζ̇1

)
dτ, w(y)− w(x) ≤ Sc(x, y) ≤

∫ T2

0
σc

(
ζ2, ζ̇2

)
dτ,

thus

0 = w(x)− w(y) + w(y)− w(x) < Sc(y, x) + Sc(x, y) ≤
∫ T

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ,

in contradiction with (17). The same arguments also prove (15).

Proposition 4.6. Any subsolution to (HJc) is also a solution in AΓ.

Proof. We start showing that, given a subsolution w, γ ∈ E and s ∈ (0, 1) such that γ(s) ∈ AΓ\V,
w ◦ γ is differentiable at s and

Hγ(s,D(w ◦ γ)(s)) = c. (18)

It is well known, see for instance [2], that D(w ◦ γ)(s) = Dφ(s) for any C1 subtangent φ to w ◦ γ
at s, (18) thus yields that w ◦ γ is a solution to (HJγc) at s and, consequently, w is a solution
to (HJc) at γ(s). Since w, γ and s are arbitrary, this will prove that any critical subsolution is a
solution to (HJc) in AΓ \V.
We first assume that γ and s are as in Definition 4.1(ii), namely

σ+γ,c(s) = σ−γ,c(s). (19)

Thanks to Proposition 3.4 we have, for h > 0 small enough,

w(γ(s+ h))− w(γ(s)) ≤ Sc(γ(s), γ(s+ h)) ≤
∫ s+h

s
σ+γ,c(r)dr,

w(γ(s+ h))− w(γ(s)) ≥ − Sc(γ(s+ h), γ(s)) ≥ −
∫ s+h

s
σ+γ̃,c(1− r)dr =

∫ s+h

s
σ−γ,c(r)dr,

9



which implies

σ−γ,c(s) = lim
h→0+

w(γ(s+ h))− w(γ(s))

h
= σ+γ,c(s).

Similarly, we can show that the left derivative of w◦γ at s is σ+γ,c(s), thereforeD(w◦γ)(s) = σ+γ,c(s)
and (18) holds true.
Next we assume that (19) is false, then Definition 4.1, Proposition A.8, and Lemma A.7 yield that,
possibly replacing γ with γ̃, there is a closed simple curve ζ : [0, T ] → Γ, which is a concatenation
of sub-arcs, with ζ(0) = γ(s) and

∫ T
0 σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ = 0. We get from Lemma 4.5 that, for any

h > 0 small enough,

w(γ(s+ h))− w(γ(s)) = Sc(γ(s), γ(s+ h)) =

∫ h

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ =

∫ s+h

s
σ+γ,c(r)dr

and

w(γ(s))− w(γ(s− h)) = Sc(γ(s− h), γ(s)) =

∫ T

T−h
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ =

∫ s

s−h
σ+γ,c(r)dr.

It follows that w ◦ γ has both left and right derivative at s equal to σ+γ,c(s), i.e., it is differentiable
at s with D(w ◦ γ)(s) = σ+γ,c(s), thus (18) holds true.
Now let x be a vertex in AΓ. Arguing as in the previous part of the proof we get that there is an
arc γ such that x = γ(1) and w ◦ γ is left differentiable at 1 with left derivative equal to σ+γ,c(1).
Let φ be a constrained C1 subtangent to w ◦ γ at 1, then

∂φ(1) = lim
h→0+

φ(1)− φ(1− h)

h
≥ lim

h→0+

w(γ(1))− w(γ(1− h))

h
= σ+γ,c(1),

which proves that w satisfies (iii) in Definition 3.1. This concludes our proof since w and x are
arbitrary.

Remark 4.7. The proof of Proposition 4.6 shows a regularity property of critical subsolutions: if
x ∈ AΓ ∩V, even if it is an isolated point of the Aubry set, there exist γ ∈ E and s ∈ (0, 1) such
that γ(s) = x and

D(w ◦ γ)(s) = σ+γ,c(s).

Moreover, Lemma 4.5 proves that critical subsolutions are uniquely determined in a static class
by its value at a single point, i.e., they differ by a constant. It follows that all the subsolutions
to (HJc) possess the same differential in AΓ \V (see Definition 2.1), extending [16, Theorem
7.5] to our case.

The next Theorem, which extends the existence result given in [16] to our setting, is the main
connection between the Aubry set and critical (sub)solutions.

Theorem 4.8. Let Γ′ be a closed subset of Γ, g : Γ′ → R be a continuous function and define

u(x) := min
y∈Γ′

(g(y) + Sc(y, x)), for x ∈ Γ. (20)

Then u is the maximal subsolution to (HJc) not exceeding g on Γ′ and a solution in Γ \ (Γ′ \AΓ).

Proof. First observe that Proposition 3.7 justifies the minimum in (20) and yields the continuity
of u. In addition, u is a subsolution because of Proposition 3.4. The maximality is proved arguing
by contradiction: let x ∈ Γ and w be a critical subsolution not exceeding g on Γ′ such that
u(x) < w(x). For any y optimal to u(x) in (20) we have

w(y) + Sc(y, x) ≤ g(y) + Sc(y, x) = u(x) < w(x),
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i.e., Sc(y, x) < w(x)− w(y), in contradiction with Proposition 3.4.
It only remains to prove that u is a critical supersolution at x whenever x ∈ Γ \ (Γ′ \ AΓ). We
distinguish three cases:

i) x ∈ AΓ;

ii) x ∈ Γ \ (Γ′ ∪V);

iii) x ∈ V \ Γ′.

We will focus on case (iii). The same arguments will also prove case (ii), while case (i) has
already been proved in Proposition 4.6.
By (20) and Proposition 3.6, there is an y ∈ Γ′ and a simple curve ζ : [0, T ] → Γ, which is a
concatenation of sub-arcs, such that

u(x) = g(y) + Sc(y, x) = g(y) +

∫ T

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ.

The optimality of ζ yields that there is a γ ∈ Γx such that, for any h small enough,

u(x) = u(γ(1)) = u(γ(1− h)) + Sc(γ(1− h), γ(1)) = u(γ(1− h)) +

∫ T

T−h
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ

= u(γ(1− h)) +

∫ 1

1−h
σ+γ,c(r)dr.

Let φ be any constrained C1 subtangent to u ◦ γ at 1, then

∂φ(1) = lim
h→0+

φ(1)− φ(1− h)

h
≥ lim

h→0+

u(γ(1))− u(γ(1− h))

h
= σ+γ,c(1),

which proves that u satisfies (iii) in Definition 3.1, i.e., it is a critical supersolution at x.

The next Corollary is a simple consequence of Remark 3.2 and Theorem 4.8:

Corollary 4.9. If (HJa) admits solutions, then a = c.

Taking into account Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 4.8, we call admissible trace any continuous
real function g defined on a subset Γ′ ⊆ Γ such that

g(x)− g(y) ≤ Sc(y, x), for any x, y ∈ Γ′. (21)

We point out that every subsolution is also an admissible trace. The next Corollary is a trivial
consequence of Theorem 4.8.

Corollary 4.10. Let Γ′ be a closed subset of Γ. Given an admissible trace g : Γ′ → R, in the
sense of (21), the function

u(x) := min
y∈Γ′

(g(y) + Sc(y, x)), for x ∈ Γ, (22)

is the maximal subsolution to (HJc) agreeing with g on Γ′ and a solution in Γ \ (Γ′ \ AΓ).

We point out that in [16] it is also proved that, when Γ′ = AΓ, (22) is the unique critical
solution agreeing with g on AΓ. Their proof heavily relies on condition (D), thus it does not
apply to our case. We will show later that, under our assumptions, such solution is still unique.
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5 Comparison Result for the Eikonal Equation

This section is devoted to prove a comparison principle for the eikonal problem (HJc) where the
Aubry set plays, in a sense, the role of a hidden boundary. To our knowledge there is no previous
comparison result between super and subsolutions for such equation.

Some preliminary results are needed. The first one is self-evident.

Lemma 5.1. Let wγ be a subsolution to (HJγa) in (s1, s2) ⊆ (0, 1) and assume that

σ+γ,a(s) > σ−γ,a(s), for all s ∈ (s1, s2).

Fixed 0 < δ < s2−s1, there is a sequence {wn}n∈N ⊂ C1([s1+δ, s2−δ]) of subsolutions uniformly
converging to wγ on [s1 + δ, s2 − δ] such that

Hγ(s,Dwn(s)) < a, for every s ∈ [s1 + δ, s2 − δ], n ∈ N.

Lemma 5.2. Let U be a solution to (HJγa) in (s, 1) ⊆ (0, 1), continuously extended up to [s, 1].
If

σ+γ,a(s) > σ−γ,a(s), for all s ∈ (s, 1],

and
Hγ(1, ∂φ(1)) ≥ a, for any constrained C1 supertangent φ to U at 1,

then
U(s) = U(s) +

∫ s

s
σ+γ,a(r)dr, for each s ∈ [s, 1].

Proof. For any a δ > 0 small enough, [16, Proposition 5.6] yields that

U(s) = U(s+ δ) +

∫ s

s+δ
σ+γ,a(r)dr, for each s ∈ [s+ δ, 1].

Since U is continuous and δ is arbitrary, this proves our claim.

Theorem 5.3 (Comparison Principle). Let v be a continuous supersolution to (HJc) in Γ \ Γ′,
where Γ′ is a closed subset of Γ containing AΓ, and w be a critical subsolution. If v ≥ w on Γ′,
then v ≥ w on Γ.

The natural choice of Γ′ in the above statement is clearly AΓ. There are however situations
where considering a general Γ′ ⊃ AΓ makes more sense, such as numerical applications in which
the Aubry set cannot be explicitly represented (see Remark 4.2). See also [9], where the Aubry
set is, in a certain sense, extended by the asymptotic behavior of the solutions to a related
time-dependent problem.

Proof. First we define

u(x) := min
y∈Γ′

(w(y) + Sc(y, x)), for x ∈ Γ,

which by Corollary 4.10 is both a critical solution in Γ \ Γ′ and the maximal subsolution in Γ
agreeing with w on Γ′. We will show that there is a minimizer z ∈ Γ′ to v − u, which implies

v(z)− w(z) = v(z)− u(z) ≤ v(x)− u(x) ≤ v(x)− w(x), for any x ∈ Γ,
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i.e., v − w achieves its minimum in Γ′ proving our claim. We argue by contradiction, assuming
that all the minimizer of v − u are outside Γ′.
Let γ ∈ E and (s1, s2) ⊂ [0, 1] be such that γ((s1, s2)) ∩ Γ′ = ∅, then we have

σ+γ,c(s) > σ−γ,c(s), for any s ∈ (s1, s2).

Fixed 0 < δ < s2 − s1 we get, thanks to Lemma 5.1, a sequence {uγ,n}n∈N ⊂ C1([s1 + δ, s2 − δ])
uniformly converging to u ◦ γ on [s1 + δ, s2 − δ] as n→ ∞ such that

Hγ(s, ∂uγ,n(s)) < c, for every s ∈ [s1 + δ, s2 − δ], n ∈ N. (23)

If v ◦ γ − uγ,n has a local minimum at s ∈ (s1 + δ, s2 − δ) then uγ,n is a C1 subtangent to v ◦ γ
at s, which is in contradiction with (23) and the supersolution property of v ◦ γ. Therefore, at
least one between s1 + δ and s2 − δ is a minimizer of v ◦ γ − uγ,n in [s1 + δ, s2 − δ]. Since δ is
arbitrary and uγ,n uniformly converges to u ◦ γ, this shows that v ◦ γ − u ◦ γ restricted to [s1, s2]
achieves its minimum at s1 or s2. Moreover, also s1, s2 and γ are arbitrarily chosen, thus our
assumptions yield that there is a minimizer x of v − u contained in V \ Γ′, which we assume
nonempty. We choose a γ1 ∈ Γx so that v, x and γ1 satisfy (iii) in Definition 3.1. Notice that 1 is
a minimizer for v ◦γ1−u ◦γ1, thereby a constrained subtangent to u ◦γ at 1 is also a constrained
subtangent to v ◦ γ at 1, namely u, x and γ1 satisfy (iii) in Definition 3.1. We further know from
the definition of Aubry set and Proposition 2.2 that there is an s ∈ [0, 1) such that

σ+γ1,c(s) > σ−γ1,c(s), for all s ∈ (s, 1]. (24)

Hence u ◦ γ1 satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 5.2, yielding

u(γ1(s)) = u(γ1(s)) +

∫ s

s
σ+γ1,c(τ)dτ, for any s ∈ [s, 1].

Exploiting (24) and Proposition 2.2, we set an n0 > 0 and an infinitesimal sequence {δn}n≥n0

such that
σ+
γ1,c− 1

n

(s) > σ−
γ1,c− 1

n

(s), for all n ≥ n0, s ∈ [s+ δn, 1].

We further define, for every n ≥ n0,

Un(s) := u(γ1(s+ δn)) +

∫ s

s+δn

σ+
γ1,c− 1

n

(τ)dτ, for s ∈ [s+ δn, 1],

which is a C1([s+ δn, 1]) function such that

Hγ1(s, ∂Un(s)) < c, for any n ≥ n0, s ∈ [s+ δn, 1]. (25)

As in the previous step, the definition of supersolution implies that the only local minimum of
v ◦ γ1 − Un is achieved at s+ δn. Indeed, if s ∈ (s+ δn, 1] is a local minimizer, then Un is a C1

subtangent to v ◦ γ1 at s (a constrained subtangent if s = 1) satisfying (25), in contradiction
with our assumptions. It follows that v ◦ γ1 − Un is increasing in [s+ δn, 1] and in particular

v(γ1(s+ δn))− Un(s+ δn) ≤ v(γ1(s))− Un(s) ≤ v(γ1(1))− Un(1), for any s ∈ [s+ δn, 1].

By definition Un locally uniformly converges on (s, 1] to u ◦ γ1 as n tends to ∞, while 1 is a
minimizer of v ◦ γ1 − u ◦ γ1. Consequently, the previous inequality yields that v ◦ γ1 − u ◦ γ1 is
constant on [s, 1] and, since the minimizers of v − u are not in Γ′, γ1([s, 1]) ∩ Γ′ = ∅. We point
out that Γ′ is closed, therefore we can assume that s in (24) is equal to 0, i.e.,

γ1([0, 1]) ∩ Γ′ = ∅ and u(γ1(s)) = u(γ1(0)) +

∫ s

0
σ+γ1,c(τ)dτ, for any s ∈ [0, 1].
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Next we choose another arc γ2 ∈ Γγ1(0) such that (iii) in Definition 3.1 holds for v, γ2 and
γ1(0) = γ2(1). Arguing as before, we get

γ2([0, 1]) ∩ Γ′ = ∅ and u(γ2(s)) = u(γ2(0)) +

∫ s

0
σ+γ2,c(τ)dτ, for any s ∈ [0, 1].

Iterating this procedure n times, we get a concatenation of arcs ξ := γn ∗ · · · ∗ γ1 with

ξ([0, n]) ∩ Γ′ = ∅

and

u(ξ(t)) = u(ξ(0)) +

∫ t

0
σc

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ, for any t ∈ [0, n].

The arcs are finite, therefore after a finite number of iterations we get a closed curve ζ := γ′k∗· · ·∗γ′1
such that

ζ([0, k]) ∩ Γ′ = ∅ (26)

and

u(ζ(t)) = u(ζ(0)) +

∫ t

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ, for any t ∈ [0, k].

Finally we have ∫ k

0
σc

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ = u(ζ(k))− u(ζ(0)) = 0,

which is in contradiction with (26) because Γ′ contains the Aubry set.

Notice that this comparison result can be carried effortlessly to the supercritical case. Indeed,
keeping in mind that when a > c

σ+γ,a(s) > σ−γ,a(s), for all γ ∈ E , s ∈ [0, 1],

and, for any nonconstant closed curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ, (see Remark 3.2)∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ > 0,

the proof of Theorem 5.3, with straightforward modifications, also proves the next Theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let a > c and Γ′ be a closed subset of Γ. If v and w are a continuous supersolution
in Γ \ Γ′ and a subsolution in Γ to (HJa), respectively, with v ≥ w on Γ′, then v ≥ w on Γ.

Combining Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 4.10, we obtain that the Hopf–Lax type formula (22)
provides a representation formula for the unique critical solution to (HJc) assuming a prescribed
value on the Aubry set:

Theorem 5.5 (Existence and uniqueness of solutions). Given an admissible trace g, in the sense
of (21), the function

u(x) := min
y∈AΓ

(g(y) + Sc(y, x)), for x ∈ Γ,

is the unique solution to (HJc) agreeing with g on AΓ.
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A Optimal Curves

The optimal curves for the semidistance (13) play a central role in our analysis. This appendix is
therefore devoted to the characterization of such curves.

We start with a result about curves whose support is contained in an arc of the network.

Lemma A.1. [11, Lemma 3.2] For any given arc γ and curve ξ : [0, T ] → γ([0, 1]), the function

γ−1 ◦ ξ : [0, T ] → [0, 1]

is absolutely continuous, and

d

dt
γ−1 ◦ ξ(t) =

γ̇
(
γ−1 ◦ ξ(t)

)
ξ̇(t)

|γ̇(γ−1 ◦ ξ(t))|2
, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].

Definition A.2. Given an absolutely continuous curve ζ : [0, T ′] → RN , a curve ξ : [0, T ] → RN

is called a reparametrization of ζ if there exists a nondecreasing surjective absolutely continuous
function ψ from [0, T ] onto [0, T ′] with

ξ(t) = ζ ◦ ψ(t), for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that if ξ is a reparametrization of ζ, the converse property in general is not true for
ψ could have not strictly positive derivative for a.e. t, see Zarecki criterion for an absolutely
continuous inverse in [4]. We have that reparametrizations are absolutely continuous:

Lemma A.3. [14, Corollary 4] Let ζ : [0, T ′] → RN be a curve and ψ : [0, T ] → [0, T ′] be
absolutely continuous and nondecreasing. Then the reparametrization ξ ≡ ζ ◦ ψ of ζ is absolutely
continuous and

d

dt
ξ(t) = ζ̇(ψ(t))ψ̇(t), a.e. in [0, T ].

Lemma A.4. If the curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ is a reparametrization of a curve ζ : [0, T ′] → Γ, then∫ T ′

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ =

∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ, for every a ∈ R.

Proof. It follows from the definition that (x, q) 7→ σa(x, q) is positively homogeneous on q, thus,
if we let ψ be the nondecreasing absolutely continuous function such that ξ ≡ ζ ◦ ψ and consider
the change of variable r = ψ(τ), we get from Lemma A.3 that, for every a ∈ R,∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ =

∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ ◦ ψ, ζ̇ ◦ ψ

)
ψ̇(τ)dτ =

∫ T ′

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dr.

The next Proposition comes from classical results of analysis in metric space, see [4, Proposition
4.14].

Proposition A.5. Any curve defined on a bounded interval is a reparametrization of some curve
ζ : [0, T ] → RN with constant speed, i.e., with

∣∣∣ζ̇∣∣∣ = constant a.e..
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Remark A.6. Let ξ : [0, T ] → Γ be a simple curve. Since ξ is absolutely continuous, there is a
finite partition {t0, . . . , tm} of the interval [0, T ] so that t0 = 0, tm = T and

ξ((ti−1, ti)) ⊆ γi((0, 1)), for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

where γi is an arc of Γ. Proposition A.5 and Lemma A.1 yield that, for every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m},
γ−1
i ◦ ξ|[ti−1,ti] is the reparametrization of a curve ηi with either η̇i = 1 a.e. or η̇i = −1 a.e..

Possibly replacing γi with γ̃i, we can always assume that η̇i = 1 a.e.. Setting

ζ = (γ1 ◦ η1) ∗ · · · ∗ (γm ◦ ηm),

it is apparent that ξ is a reparametrization of ζ. This shows that any simple curve on Γ is the
reparametrization of a finite concatenation of sub-arcs, see Definition 3.5.

The Lemma below is a simple consequence of (11) and Proposition 3.4.

Lemma A.7. Let ξ : [0, T ] → Γ be a closed curve. Then, for any a ≥ c,∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ ≥ 0.

Proposition A.8. Given a nonconstant curve ξ : [0, T ] → Γ there is a curve ζ : [0, T ′] → Γ,
which is a finite concatenation of sub-arcs and has the same endpoints of ξ, so that∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ ≥

∫ T ′

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ, whenever a ≥ c.

Furthermore, if ξ is simple or non-closed then ζ is simple.

Proof. We preliminarily assume that ξ is not closed. We define E as the set made up of the
nonempty intervals [t1, t2) ⊂ [0, T ] such that the restriction of ξ to [t1, t2] is a closed curve. These
intervals are at most countable, therefore E is a measurable set and

ξ̇0(t) :=

{
ξ̇(t), if t ∈ [0, T ] \ E,
0, if t ∈ E,

is a measurable function, i.e., is the derivative of an absolutely continuous curve ξ0 : [0, T ] → Γ.
Thanks to Proposition A.5 we have that ξ0 is the reparametrization of a curve ζ : [0, T ′] → Γ
with constant speed. We point out that ζ is simple by construction, thus we can assume, in view
of Remark A.6, that ζ is a concatenation of sub-arcs. Finally Lemmas A.4 and A.7 yield∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ, ξ̇

)
dτ ≥

∫ T

0
σa

(
ξ0, ξ̇0

)
dτ =

∫ T ′

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ, whenever a ≥ c,

which proves our claim when ξ is not closed. The case where ξ is closed can be solved similarly,
breaking ξ into two non-closed curves.

We can now prove the main results of this appendix.

Proposition 3.6. Let x, y ∈ Γ and a ≥ c. The infimum in (13) is a minimum and,

i) Sa(x, x) = 0;

ii) if x ̸= y, there is a simple curve ζ : [0, T ] → Γ, which is a concatenation of sub-arcs linking
y and x, such that

Sa(y, x) =

∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ.
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Proof. The proof of (i) is trivial in view of Lemma A.7, thus we focus on item (ii). We notice
that by Proposition A.8 the infimum in (13) can be taken over the simple curves linking y and x
which are a concatenation of sub-arcs. Since there is only a finite number of arcs, it is apparent
that there is only a finite number of such curves. This concludes our proof.

Proposition 3.7. For any a ≥ c the map

Γ2 ∋ (y, x) −→ Sa(y, x)

is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the geodesic distance dΓ.

Proof. Fixed a ≥ c and (y1, x1), (y2, x2) ∈ Γ2, let ζ : [0, T ] → Γ be an optimal curve for Sa(y2, x2),
which exists by Proposition 3.6, ξy : [0, Ty] → Γ be a geodesic from y1 to y2 and ξx : [0, Tx] → Γ
be a geodesic from x2 to x1. It is apparent that

Sa(y1, x1)− Sa(y2, x2) ≤
∫ Ty

0
σa

(
ξy, ξ̇y

)
dτ +

∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ +

∫ Tx

0
σa

(
ξx, ξ̇x

)
dτ

−
∫ T

0
σa

(
ζ, ζ̇

)
dτ

≤
∫ Ty

0
σa

(
ξy, ξ̇y

)
dτ +

∫ Tx

0
σa

(
ξx, ξ̇x

)
dτ.

Setting
ℓa := max

(x,q)∈TΓ,|q|≤1
σa(x, q),

we can then exploit the positive homogeneity of q 7→ σa(x, q) to get

Sa(y1, x1)− Sa(y2, x2) ≤ ℓa

∫ Ty

0

∣∣∣ξ̇y(τ)∣∣∣ dτ + ℓa

∫ Tx

0

∣∣∣ξ̇x(τ)∣∣∣ dτ = ℓadΓ(y1, y2) + ℓadΓ(x2, x1).

Interchanging (y1, x1), (y2, x2) and since (y1, x1), (y2, x2) are arbitrary, this proves that Sa is
ℓa–Lipschitz continuous.
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