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LOCAL STRICT SINGULAR CHARACTERISTICS:

CAUCHY PROBLEM WITH SMOOTH INITIAL DATA

WEI CHENG AND JIAHUI HONG

ABSTRACT. Main purpose of this paper is to study the local propagation of singularities of vis-

cosity solution to contact type evolutionary Hamilton-Jacobi equation

Dtu(t, x) +H(t, x, Dxu(t, x), u(t, x)) = 0.

An important issue of this topic is the existence, uniqueness and regularity of the strict singular

characteristic. We apply the recent existence and regularity results on the Herglotz’ type vari-

ational problem to the aforementioned Hamilton-Jacobi equation with smooth initial data. We

obtain some new results on the local structure of the cut set of the viscosity solution near non-

conjugate singular points. Especially, we obtain an existence result of smooth strict singular

characteristic from and to non-conjugate singular initial point based on the structure of the su-

perdifferential of the solution, which is even new in the classical time-dependent case. We also

get a global propagation result for the C1 singular support in the contact case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Main purpose of this paper is twofold. First, we want to study the Bolza problem of Herglotz’

type. We will emphasize on the Jacobi condition and the structure of the cut locus with respect to

the associated value function. Second, we will analyze the propagation of singularities from and

to non-conjugate points along smooth strict singular characteristics firstly touched in [12] (see

also [4]).

Throughout this paper, we assume L = L(t, x, v, r) ∶ ℝ × ℝn × ℝn × ℝ → ℝ is a function of

class CR+1 (R ⩾ 1) such that the following standing assumptions are satisfied:

(L1) L(t, x, ⋅, r) is strictly convex for all (t, x, r) ∈ ℝ ×ℝn ×ℝ.

(L2) There exist two superlinear functions �0, �0 ∶ [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) and two L∞
loc

-functions

c0, c̄0 ∶ ℝ → [0,+∞), such that

�0(|v|) + c̄0(t) ⩾ L(t, x, v, 0) ⩾ �0(|v|) − c0(t), (t, x, v) ∈ ℝ ×ℝ
n ×ℝ

n ×ℝ.

(L3) There exists an L∞
loc

-function K ∶ ℝ → [0,+∞) such that

|Lr(t, x, v, r)| ⩽ K(t), (t, x, v, r) ∈ ℝ ×ℝ
n ×ℝ

n ×ℝ.

(L4) There exists two L∞
loc

-functions C1, C2 ∶ ℝ → [0,+∞) such that

|Lt(t, x, v, r)| ⩽ C1(t) + C2(t)L(t, x, v, r), (t, x, v, r) ∈ ℝ ×ℝ
n ×ℝ

n ×ℝ.
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Given any x, y ∈ ℝn, a < b and u ∈ ℝ, we denote by Γa,b
x,y

the set of absolutely continuous

functions � ∈ W 1,1([a, b],ℝn) such that �(a) = x and �(b) = y. The variational problem of

Herglotz’ type is to solve

inf
�∈Γa,bx,y

∫
b

a

L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ds,

where u� is uniquely determined by the Carathéodory equation

{
u̇�(s) = L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)), s ∈ [a, b],

u�(t1) = u.

The existence and regularity issues of this problem were solved in [8, 7] in a rigorous way

recently.

The first part of this paper is composed of a collection of results on the Bolza problem of

Herglotz’ type, and relevant results on the viscosity solutions of the associated Hamilton-Jacobi

equation {
Dtu(t, x) +H(t, x, Dxu(t, x), u(t, x)) = 0

u(0, x) = u0(x)
x ∈ ℝn, t > 0, (HJe)

with u0 of class CR+1. Recall that the Hamiltonian H ∶ ℝ ×ℝn ×ℝn ×ℝ → ℝ is defined by

H(t, x, p, r) = sup
v∈ℝn

{⟨p, v⟩ − L(t, x, v, r)}, (t, x, p, r) ∈ ℝ ×ℝ
n ×ℝ

n ×ℝ.

For other variational approach of equation (HJe), see also [16, 15] and references therein.

We give the definition of conjugate points and irregular points for this Herglotz-type problem

and clarify the structure of the cut locus Σ̄. A very important observation (Proposition 3.10) is

that, if (t̄, x̄) is not conjugate then u has a local representation as the minimum of a finite family

of smooth function, i.e., there exists r0 > 0 such that

u(t, x) = min
i=1,…,k

vi(t, x), (t, x) ∈ Br0
((t̄, x̄)) (1.1)

where all v′
i
s are of class CR+1. This is a standing point of our sequel analysis of the propagation

of singularities around a non-conjugate point.

It is well known that Hamilton-Jacobi equations have no global smooth solutions in general,

because solutions may develop singularities due to crossing or focusing of characteristics. The

persistence of singularities, i.e, once a singularity is created, it will propagate forward in time up

to +∞. The expected maximal regularity for solutions of (HJe) is the local semiconcavity of u.

See, for instance, [9] and [14] for more details for the notion of semiconcavity.

In the seminal paper [2], Albano and Cannarsa introduced the important notion of generalized

characteristics for Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJe), which is a keystone for the study of the

problem of propagation of singularities later. In one-dimensional case, the idea of generalized

characteristics also comes from earlier work by Dafermos [11] on Burgers equation. Recall that

a Lipschitz curve x ∶ [0, T ] → Ω, x(0) = x0 ∈ Σ, the set of non-differentiability of u, is called a

generalized characteristic from x0 with respect to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(x,Du(x), u(x)) = 0, x ∈ Ω, (1.2)
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if the following differential inclusion is satisfied

ẋ(t) ∈ coHp(x(t), D
+u(x(t)), u(x(t))), a.e., t ∈ [0, T ]. (1.3)

Local structure of generalized characteristics was systematically studied in [10].

However, the convex hull in (1.3) is an obvious obstacle to establish the well-posedness of the

differential inclusion (1.3) such as uniqueness and stability. Khanin and Sobolevski’s celebrat-

ing results ([12]) established the existence of the singular characteristics satisfies (1.3) without

convex hull under some extra conditions on the initial data for classical time-dependent Hamil-

tonians (see also [13] for some relevant discussion). Given a locally semiconcave solution u of

the equation
{

Dtu(t, x) +H(t, x, Dxu(t, x)) = 0

u(0, x) = u0(x),
x ∈ ℝn, t > 0,

a Lipschitz singular curve x ∶ [t0, t0+�] → (0,+∞)×ℝn is called a strict singular characteristic

from (t0, x0) ∈ Sing (u) if there exists a right continuous selection p(t) ∈ D+u(t, x(t)) such that
{

ẋ
+(t) = Hp(t, x(t), p(t)) ∀ t ∈ [t0, t0 + �],

x(t0) = x0,
(1.4)

where the curve p(⋅) satisfies the following energy condition

H(t, x(t), p(t)) = min
p∈D+u(t,x(t))

H(t, x(t), p) ∀t ∈ [t0, t0 + �]. (1.5)

In a recent paper ([4]), the authors showed that if the initial point is not a critical point with

respect to (H, u), then all the singular characteristics is unique up to a bi-Lipschitz homeomor-

phism and the strict singular characteristic has uniqueness, for 2D stationary equation. However,

the strict singular characteristics are not well understood since lack of more information from the

underlying characteristic systems, comparing to the intrinsic approach of global propagations in

[3], [5] and [6].

In this paper, we solve this problem for Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJe) around a non-conjugate

singular point. Under certain non-degenerate condition we proved that the strict singular charac-

teristic is locally a smooth curve with uniqueness for the problem in arbitrary dimension. More-

over, we characterize such strict singular characteristics in a way with high geometric intuition

(see Theorem 4.9). We also obtained a smooth strict singular characteristic approach a minimax

non-conjugate singular point (see Theorem 4.13). These results also lead to a clear picture of the

singular set Σ near a non-conjugate singular point at least when n = 1.

We also give a global result on the propagation of the C1 singular support of viscosity solutions

of contact type Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJe) (Theorem 5.4). This result is known for classic

time-dependent one (see [1]).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 and 3, we introduce the Bolza problem of

Herglotz type and obtain a collection of results on the Jacobi conditions and the structure of the

cut set of the value functions which are viscosity solutions of (HJe). In Section 4, we analyze the

strict singular characteristics around the non-conjugate singular points. In Section 5, we prove

the global propagation of the C1-singular support. The last section is a collection of the proofs

of all the statements in Section 2.
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2. BOLZA PROBLEM OF HERGLOTZ’ TYPE

In this section, we are devoted to study the following Bolza problem of Herglotz type: for any

(t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn,

inf
�∈t,x

{u0(�(0)) + ∫
t

0

L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ds} (COVt,x)

where t,x is the set of absolutely continuous curve � ∶ [0, t] → ℝn such that �(t) = x, and

u� ∶ [0, t] → ℝ is a curve uniquely determined by the Carathéodory equation
{

u̇�(s) = L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)), s ∈ [0, t],

u�(0) = u0(�(0)),
(2.1)

with u0 of class CR+1 and bounded below by a function (�1, �2)-Lipschitz in the large1.

For any t2 > t1, x, y ∈ ℝn and u ∈ ℝ, we define

ℎL(t1, t2, x, y, u) ∶= inf
�∈Γa,bx,y

∫
t2

t1

L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ds,

where u� is uniquely determined by the Carathéodory equation
{

u̇�(s) = L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)), s ∈ [t1, t2],

u�(t1) = u.
(2.2)

We call the function ℎL(t1, t2, x, y, u) the (negative type) fundamental solution for the Hamilton-

Jacobi equation Dtu(t, x) +H(t, x, Dxu(t, x), u(t, x)) = 0.

We denote by u(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞)×ℝn, the value function of Bolza problem (COVt,x). As

shown in [7], the value function can represented as

u(t, x) = inf
y∈ℝn

{u0(y) + ℎL(0, t, y, x, u0(y))}

= inf
�∈t,x

{
u0(�(0)) + ∫

t

0

L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ds

}

where u� is determined by (2.1). Similar to the classical case, u(t, x) is a viscosity solution of

(HJe).

Now, we list some fundamental results on (COVt,x), especially the regularity aspects. We

collect all the proofs of these propositions in Section 6. For any (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn, set

t,x = {z ∈ ℝ
n ∶ u(t, x) = u0(z) + ℎL(0, t, z, x, u0(z))}.

Proposition 2.1. For any (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn we have t,x ≠ ∅. If yt,x ∈ t,x then there exists

� ∈ Γ0,t
yt,x,x

such that � is a minimizer of (COVt,x). Moreover, we have that

1Let (x, d) be a metric space. A function � ∶ X → ℝ is called (�1, �2)-Lipschitz in the large if there exists

�1, �2 ⩾ 0 such that |�(y) − �(x)| ⩽ �1 + �2d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X.
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(1) � is of class CR+1 and it satisfies the Herglotz’ equation

d

ds
Lv(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s))

=Lx(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) + Lu(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s))Lv(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s))
(2.3)

on [0, t] with u� satisfies Carathéodory equation (2.1).

(2) Set p(s) = Lv(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)). Then the arc (�, p, u�) satisfies the following Lie equation

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

�̇ = Hp(s, �, p, u�),

ṗ = −Hx(s, �, p, u�) −Hu(s, �, p, u�)p, s ∈ [0, t],

u̇� = p ⋅ �̇ −H(s, �, p, u�).

(2.4)

(3) There exists C(t, x) > 0 such that

max
s∈[0,t]

{|�(s)|, |�̇(s)|, |p(s)|, |u�(s)|} ⩽ C(t, x).

Proposition 2.2 (dynamic programming principle). Let (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn and � ∈ t,x.

Then, for all 0 ⩽ t′ ⩽ t,

u(t, �(t)) ⩽ u(t′, �(t′)) + ∫
t

t′
L(s, �, �̇, u�) ds (2.5)

where u� satisfies (2.2) on [t′, t] with u = u(t′, �(t′)). The equality holds in (2.5) if and only if � is

a minimizer of (COVt,x).

Proposition 2.3.

(1) u(t, x) is a solution of (HJe) in the sense of viscosity;

(2) u is locally Lipschitz and locally semiconcave on (0,+∞) ×ℝn;

(3) the following relation holds:

Ext (D+u(t, x)) = D∗u(t, x) = {(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x) ∶ q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = 0};

(4) if � is a minimizer of (COVt,x) then u is differentiable at (s, �(s)) for all 0 < s < t.

Proposition 2.4. Let (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn and � be a minimizer of (COVt,x). Then

p(t) =Lv(t, �(t), �̇(t), u�(t)) ∈ ∇+u(t, x),

p(s) =Lv(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) = ∇u(s, �(s)), ∀s ∈ (0, t),

p(0) =Lv(0, �(0), �̇(0), u�(0)) ∈ Du0(�(0)).

Proposition 2.5. If the triple (X, P , U ) of curves satisfies Lie equation (2.4) on [0, t], U (0) =
u0(X(0)) and U (s) = u(s, X(s)) for s ∈ (0, t], then X is a minimizer of (COVt,x) with x = X(t).

Proposition 2.6. For any (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn, we have the following one-to-one correspon-

dences

D∗u(t, x) ⟺ minimizers of (COVt,x) ⟺ t,x.

More precisely, (q, p) ∈ D∗u(t, x) if and only if there exists a minimizer � of (COVt,x) such that

p = Lv(t, �(t), �̇(t), u�(t)) with u� determined by (2.1). The second one-to-one correspondence is

that � is a minimizer of (COVt,x) if and only if �(0) ∈ t,x.
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Proposition 2.7.

(1) Let (tk, xk), (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn (k ∈ ℕ) and (tk, xk) → (t, x) as k → ∞. If �k is a

minimizer of (COVt,x) with respect to (tk, xk), then there exists a subsequence {ki} such that

�ki converges to some minimizer of (COVt,x) as i → ∞ under the CR+1-topology.

(2) Given (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn. Then, for any " > 0 there exists � > 0 such that, if |(t′, x′) −
(t, x)| < �, then, for any minimizer � of (COVt,x) with respect to (t′, x′), there exists a

minimizer � of (COVt,x) such that

‖� − �‖CR+1([0,min{t,t′})] < ".

3. IRREGULAR AND CONJUGATE POINTS

In this section, we will give the definition of the conjugate loci and analyze the structure of the

cut locus for problem (COVt,x).

3.1. Irregular and conjugate points. Consider the following Lie equation or characteristic sys-

tem
⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

Ẋ = Hp(t, X, P , U ),

Ṗ = −Hx(t, X, P , U ) −Hu(t, X, P , U )P , t ⩾ 0,

U̇ = P ⋅ Ẋ −H(t, X, P , U ),

(3.1)

with respect to the initial condition

X(0; z) = z, P (0; z) = Du0(z), U (0; z) = u0(z), z ∈ ℝ
n.

By differentiating (3.1) with respect to z we obtain that the triple (Xz, Pz, Uz) satisfies the

(linear) variational equation

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

Ẋz = HpxXz +HppPz +HpuUz,

Ṗz = −HxxXz −HxpPz −Hx,uUz −HuPz − (PHux)Xz − (PHup)Pz − (PHuu)Uz,

U̇z = P THpxXz + P THppPz + P THpuUz −HxXz −HpPz −HuUz,

(3.2)

with initial condition

Xz(0; z) = I, Pz(0; z) = D2u0(z), Uz(0; z) = ∇u0(z).

Now, for any z ∈ ℝn and � ∈ ℝn⧵{0}, Xz(0; z)� = � ≠ 0. Notice (Xz(t; z)�, Pz(t; z)�, Uz(t; z)�)
satisfies an linear ODE from (3.2). Thus,

(Xz(t; z)�, Pz(t; z)�, Uz(t; z)�) ≠ 0, ∀t ⩾ 0.

To simplify equation (3.2), we note that{
U̇ = L(t, X,Hp(t, X, P , U ), U ) = L(t, X, Ẋ, U ), t ⩾ 0,

U (0, z) = u0(z), z ∈ ℝn.
(3.3)

By differentiating (3.3) with respect to z we have that{
U̇z = LT

x
Xz + LT

v
Ẋz + LuUz,

Uz(0; z) = ∇u0(z).
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One can solve the equation above to obtain

Uz(t; z) = e∫ t0 Ludr∇u0(z) + ∫
t

0

e∫ ts Ludr(LT
x
Xz + LT

v
Ẋz)ds.

Recalling that from Herglotz equation we have that

d

ds

{
e∫ ts LudrLT

v
Xz

}
= e∫ ts Ludr(LT

x
Xz + LT

v
Ẋz).

Therefore,

Uz(t; z) = e∫ t0 Ludr∇u0(z) + e∫ ts LudrLT
v
Xz|t0

= e∫ t0 Ludr∇u0(z) + LT
v
(t, X(t; z), Ẋ(t; z), U (t; z))Xz(t; z)

− e∫ t0 LudrLT
v
(0, X(0; z), Ẋ(0; z), U (0; z))Xz(0; z)

= e∫ t0 Ludr∇u0(z) + P T (t; z)Xz(t; z) − e∫ t0 Ludr∇u0(z)

=P T (t; z)Xz(t; z).

(3.4)

So, if detXz(t; z) = 0, then there exists � ∈ ℝn ⧵ {0} such that Xz(t; z)� = 0. It follows

Uz(t; z)� = P T (t; z)Xz(t; z)� = 0. This leads to the fact that Pz(t; z)� ≠ 0.

Now we can introduce some notions from calculus of variation in the contact case.

Definition 3.1 (irregular point and conjugate point).

(1) (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn is called regular if problem (COVt,x) admits a unique solution. Other-

wise, we say (t, x) is irregular.

(2) (t, x) is called a conjugate point if there exists z ∈ ℝn such that X(t; z) = x, X is minimizer

of (COVt,x) and detXz(t; z) = 0.

(3) The set of all irregular points and conjugate points for problem (COVt,x) are denoted by Σ
and Γ respectively.

Remark 3.2. From Proposition 2.6, the set Σ is exactly Sing (u), the set of points at which u is

non-differentiable.

3.2. Structural analysis of cut locus.

Proposition 3.3. For any (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn, let ̃(t, x) = {z ∈ ℝn ∶ X(t; z) = x)}. Then

u(t, x) = min{U (t; z) ∶ z ∈ ̃(t, x)},

(t, x) = {z ∈ ̃(t, x) ∶ U (t; z) = u(t; z)}.

Proof. Proposition 2.1 and 2.4 shows any minimizer � ∶ [0, t] → ℝn for u(t, x) is a solution of

(2.4) and there hold u�(0) = u0(�(0)), p(0) = Du0(�(0)). Thus, we know that �(⋅) = X(⋅, �(0))

and u�(⋅) = U (⋅, �(0)), which imply �(0) ∈ ̃(t, x) and u(t, x) = u�(t) = U (t, �(0)). On the other

hand, for any z ∈ ̃(t, x), we have

U (t, z) = u0(z) + ∫
t

0

L(s, X(s, z), Ẋ(s, z), U (s, z)) ⩾ u(t, x).

This leads to our conclusion. �
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Now, let (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn and � is a minimizer of (COVt,x). Given a Lipschitz curve

� ∶ [0, t] → ℝn with �(t) = 0, we note that �" = � + "� ∈ t,x for any " ∈ [−1, 1]. Then the

Carathéodory equation with respect to �" is{
u̇�" = L(s, �", �̇", u�"), a.e., s ∈ [0, t],

u�"(0) = u0(�
"(0)).

By differentiating with respect to " we have{
)

)"
u̇�" = LT

x
(s, �", �̇", u�") ⋅ � + LT

v
(s, �", �̇", u�") ⋅ �̇ + Lu(s, �

", �̇", u�")
)

)"
u�" ,

)

)"
u�"(0) = ∇u0(�

"(0)) ⋅ �(0).
(3.5)

Similar to (3.4) we can solve the equation above to obtain

)

)"

|||"=0u�"(s) = LT
v
(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ⋅ �(s), s ∈ [0, t].

In particular,

)

)"

|||"=0u�"(t) = 0.

Differentiating (3.5) again at " = 0 leads to

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

)2

)"2

|||"=0u̇�" = �TLxx� + �TLxv�̇ + �TLxu
)

)"

|||"=0u�"
+�̇TLvx� + �̇TLvv�̇ + �̇TLvu

)

)"

|||"=0u�"
+Lux� ⋅

)

)"

|||"=0u�" + Luv�̇
T
⋅

)

)"

|||"=0u�" + Luu

(
)

)"

|||"=0u�"
)2

+ Lu ⋅
)2

)"2

|||"=0u�" ,
= �T (Lxx + 2LxuL

T
v
+ LvLuuL

T
v
)� + 2�T (Lxv + LvLuv)�̇ + �̇TLvv�̇ + Lu

)2

)"2

|||"=0u�"
)2

)"2

|||"=0u�"(0) = �T (0)D2u0(�(0))�(0).

Solving the ODE above we obtain

)2

)"2
|||"=0u�"(s)

= e∫ s0 Ludr�T (0)D2u0(�(0))�(0)

+ ∫
s

0

e∫ s� Ludr{�T (Lxx + 2LxuL
T
v
+ LvLuuL

T
v
)� + 2�T (Lxv + LvLuv)�̇ + �̇TLvv�̇} d�

for all s ∈ [0, t]. Define

J ∗(�) =
)2

)"2
|||"=0u�"(t).

Obviously J ∗(�) ⩾ 0 since � is a minimizer of (COVt,x).

Observe that, for a new Lagrangian

L̃(s, �, �̇, u)

= �T (Lxx + 2LxuL
T
v
+ LvLuuL

T
v
)� + 2�T (Lxv + LvLuv)�̇ + �̇TLvv�̇ + Lu ⋅ u.
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L̃ satisfies all of conditions in (L1)-(L4) except for the fact that L̃ is only continuous in the time

variable. We can not directly apply the results from [7] to guarantee the C1-regularity of the

minizers of J ∗.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose � ∶ [0, t] → ℝn, �(t) = 0 is a Lipschitz curve. If J ∗(�) = inf{J ∗(
)|
 ∶

[0, t] → ℝn, 
(t) = 0 is a Lipschitz curve}, we have � ∈ C1([0, t],ℝn).

Proof. Notice that L̃ satisfies conditions (L1)-(L3) and (L4’) in [7] and � is a minimizer for J ∗.

Therefore, the results in [7] implies that � is of class C1. �

Proposition 3.5. Suppose (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × ℝn, z0 ∈ (t, x). Then (s, X(s, z0)) ∉ Σ ∪ Γ for all

s ∈ (0, t).

Proof. Fix any s̄ ∈ (0, t). Proposition 2.3 (4) implies (s̄, X(s̄, z0)) ∉ Σ and we prove (s̄, X(s̄, z0)) ∉

Γ by contradiction. If (s̄, X(s̄, z0)) ∈ Γ, then there exists � ∈ ℝn ⧵ {0} such that Xz(s̄, z0)� = 0.

By (3.4) there holds Uz(s̄, z0)� = 0 and Pz(s̄, z0)� ≠ 0. Let

�(s) =

{
Xz(s, z0)�, s ∈ [0, s̄],

0, s ∈ [s̄, t].

Then � is a Lipschitz curve, �(0) = �, �(t) = 0, �̇+(s̄) = 0 and

�̇−(s̄) = Ẋz(s̄, z0)� = HpxXz(s̄, z0)� +HppPz(s̄, z0)� +HpuUz(s̄, z0)� = HppPz(s̄, z0)� ≠ 0.

So we have � ∉ C1([0, t],ℝn). On the other hand, by previous computation we obtain

J ∗(�) = e∫ t0 Ludr�TD2u0(z0)� + e∫ t0 Ludr ∫
s̄

0

e− ∫ s
0
Ludr[�TXT

z
(Lxx + 2LxuL

T
v
+ LvLuuL

T
v
)Xz�

+ 2�TXT
z
(Lxv + LvLuv)Ẋz� + �T ẊT

z
LvvẊz�]ds.

Notice

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

)

)z
Lx = LxxXz + LxvẊz + LxuL

T
v
Xz

)

)z
Lv = LvxXz + LvvẊz + LvuL

T
v
Xz, t ∈ [0,∞), z ∈ ℝn

)

)z
Lu = LuxXz + LuvẊz + LuuL

T
v
Xz,

It follows that

J ∗(�) =e∫ t0 Ludr�T [D2u0(z0)

+ ∫
s̄

0

e− ∫ s
0
Ludr(XT

z

)

)z

|||z=z0Lx + ẊT
z

)

)z

|||z=z0Lv +XT
z
Lv

)

)z

|||z=z0Lu)ds]�

=e∫ t0 Ludr�T [D2u0(z0) + ∫
s̄

0

e− ∫ s
0
Ludr(

d

ds
(XT

z

)

)z

|||z=z0Lv) − LuX
T
z

)

)z

|||z=z0Lv)ds]�

=e∫ t0 Ludr�T [D2u0(z0) + (e− ∫ s
0
LudrXT

z

)

)z

|||z=z0Lv)
|||
s=s̄

s=0
]�

=e∫ t0 Ludr�T [D2u0(z0) + 0 −XT
z
(0, z0)

)

)z

|||z=z0Lv(0, X(0, z), Ẋ(0, z), U (0, z))]�

=e∫ t0 Ludr�T [D2u0(z0) −
)

)z

|||z=z0Du0(z)]�

=0.
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Recalling the fact that for any Lipschitz curve 
 ∶ [0, t] → ℝn with 
(t) = 0, we have J ∗(
) ⩾
0. Then by Lemma 3.4, we conclude that � ∈ C1([0, t],ℝn). This leads to a contradiction.

Therefore, (s̄, X(s̄, z0)) ∉ Γ. �

Proposition 3.6. For any z̄ ∈ ℝn, there exists rz̄ > 0 and tz̄ > 0 such that ([0, tz̄] ×Brz̄
(z̄)) ∩ (Σ∪

Γ) = ∅.

Proof. Let � ∶ [0,∞) × ℝn
→ [0,∞) × ℝn, (t, z) → (t, X(t, z)). Then � is of class CR and

Xz(0, z) = Id, ∀z ∈ ℝn. By the inverse function theorem, there exists t′
z̄
> 0 and rz̄ > 0

such that � is a CR diffeomorphism on [0, t′
z̄
] × B2rz̄

(z̄). Let tz̄ = min{t′
z̄
,

rz̄

C(t′
z̄
,|z̄|+rz̄)

}, where C

is defined in Proposition 2.1 (3). Now fix any (t, x) ∈ [0, tz̄] × Brz̄
(z̄). If z ∈ (t, x), we have

|z− z̄| ⩽ |z−x|+ |x− z̄| ⩽ tz̄C(t,z̄ , |z̄|+ rz̄) + rz̄ ⩽ rz̄+ rz̄ = 2rz̄, that is (t, x) ⊂ B2rz̄
(z̄). This

implies (t, x) = z(t, x) is a singleton and Xz(t, z(t, x)) is invertible. Therefore (t, x) ∉ Σ∪Γ. In

conclusion, ([0, tz̄] × Brz̄
(z̄)) ∩ (Σ ∪ Γ) = ∅. �

Proposition 3.7. Suppose (t̄, x̄) ∈ (0,∞) ×ℝn, (t̄, x̄) ∉ Σ ∪ Γ and (t̄, x̄) = z̄. Then there exists

a neighborhood W of (t̄, z̄) and a neighborhood N of (t̄, x̄) such that � ∶ W → N, (t, z) →
(t, X(t, z)) is a CR diffeomorphism and we have:

(1) For any (t, x) ∈ N , (t, x) = Πz(�
−1(t, x)) is a singleton, i.e., N ∩ (Σ ∪ Γ) = ∅.

(2) For all (t, x) ∈ N ,

u(t, x) =U (�−1(t, x)),

∇u(t, x) =P (�−1(t, x)),

ut(t, x) = −H(t, x, P (�−1(t, x)), U (�−1(t, x))).

Moreover, u ∈ CR+1(N,ℝ).

Proof. (t̄, x̄) ∉ Σ ∪ Γ implies Xz(t̄, z̄) is non-degenerate. By the inverse function theorem, we

know that there exists a neighborhood W of (t̄, z̄) and a neighborhood N of (t̄, x̄), such that

� ∶ W → N, (t, z) → (t, X(t, z)) is a CR diffeomorphism. By Proposition 2.7 (2), we can

choose N small enough such that for any (t, x) ∈ N, (t, x) = Πz(�
−1(t, x)) = z(t, x) is a

singleton. That is, N ∩ (Σ ∪ Γ) = ∅. This completes the proof of (1).

It follows from (1) that u(t, x) = U (�−1(t, x)) and ∇u(t, x) = P (�−1(t, x)), ∀(t, x) ∈ N .

Then by Proposition 2.3 (1), we have ut(t, x) = −H(t, x, P (�−1(t, x)), U (�−1(t, x))). Therefore,

∇u(t, x) and ut(t, x) are of class CR, which implies u ∈ CR+1(N,ℝ). �

Corollary 3.8. Σ ∪ Γ is a closed set, and u is of class CR+1 on (Σ ∪ Γ)c.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × ℝn, (t, x) ∉ Γ. Then (t, x) and D∗u(t, x) are finite

sets.

Proof. For any z̄ ∈ (t, x), Xz(t, z̄) is non-degenerate. Then there exists a neighborhood V of

z̄ such that X(t, z) ≠ x, ∀z ∈ V . This implies (t, x) consists of isolated points. On the other

hand, by Proposition 2.1 (3), (t, x) is bounded. Therefore, (t, x) is a finite set. Combing this

with Proposition 2.6, we conclude that D∗u(t, x) is also a finite set. �

Proposition 3.10. Suppose (t̄, x̄) ∈ (0,∞)×ℝn, (t̄, x̄) ∈ Σ⧵Γ. By Proposition 3.9, we let (t, x) =
{z1, z2,⋯ , zk}, k ⩾ 2. Then there exist neighborhoods Wi of (t̄, zi) and a neighborhood N of
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(t̄, x̄) such that �i ∶ Wi → N , (t, z) → (t, X(t, z)), i = 1, 2,… , k are all CR diffeomorphisms

and we have:

(1) Wi ∩Wj = ∅ and P (Wi) ∩ P (Wj) = ∅ for all i, j ∈ {1, 2,… , k}, i ≠ j.

(2) Let vi(t, x) = U (�−1
i
(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ N , i = 1, 2,… , k. Then vi ∈ CR+1(N,ℝ) and

∇vi(t, x) =P (�−1
i
(t, x)),

)

)t
vi(t, x) = −H(t, x, P (�−1

i
(t, x)), U (�−1

i
(t, x)))

for all (t, x) ∈ N , i = 1, 2,… , k.

(3) We have that u(t, x) = min1⩽i⩽k{vi(t, x)} and

(t, x) = {Πz(�
−1
i
(t, x)) ∶ vi(t, x) = u(t, x), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k}

D∗u(t, x) = {(
)

)t
vi(t, x),∇vi(t, x)) ∶ vi(t, x) = u(t, x), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k}

for all (t, x) ∈ N . Moreover, N ∩ Γ = ∅.

(4) N ∩ Σ is contained in a finite union of n-dimensional hypersurfaces of class CR+1.

Proof. (t̄, x̄) ∉ (Σ ∪ Γ) implies that Xz(t̄, zi), i = 1, 2,⋯ , k are non-degenerate. By the inverse

function theorem, we know that there exist neighborhoods Wi of (t̄, zi) and a neighborhood N of

(t̄, x̄) such that �i ∶ Wi → N, (t, z) → (t, X(t, z)), i = 1, 2,⋯ , k are CR diffeomorphisms.

By Proposition 2.6, (−H(t̄, x̄, P (t̄, zi), u(t̄, x̄)), P (t̄, zi)), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k, are all different. This

implies P (t̄, zi) ≠ P (t̄, zj), i ≠ j. Therefore, by taking N sufficiently small, we can make

Wi∩Wj = ∅ and P (Wi)∩P (Wj) = ∅ for all i, j ∈ {1, 2,⋯ , k}, i ≠ j. This completes the proof

of (1)

In fact, vi can be seen as a solution of (COVt,x) when �(0) is limited in Wi. In this sense, vi is

regular and non-conjugate on N , 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k. Then the conclusion in (2) is a direct consequence

of Proposition 3.7.

Now we turn to the proof of (3). By Proposition 2.7 (2), we can choose N small enough

such that (t, x) ⊂
⋃k

i=1
Wi for all (t, x) ∈ N . Then we have u(t, x) = min1⩽i⩽k{vi(t, x)} and

(t, x) = {Πz(�
−1
i
(t, x)) ∶ vi(t, x) = u(t, x), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k} for all (t, x) ∈ N , which also implies N∩

Γ = ∅. Combing this with Proposition 2.6 and (2), we obtain D∗u(t, x) = {(
)

)t
vi(t, x),∇vi(t, x)) ∶

vi(t, x) = u(t, x), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k} for all (t, x) ∈ N .

Finally, we can shrink N again such that for any i = 1, 2,⋯ , k and (t, z) ∈ Wi, Xz(t, z) is

non-degenerate, which implies N ∩ Γ = ∅. When i ≠ j, we have vi(t̄, x̄) = vj(t̄, x̄) = u(t̄, x̄) and

Dvi(t̄, x̄)−Dvj(t̄, x̄) ≠ 0. By the implicit function theorem, we can take N sufficiently small such

that {(t, x) ∈ N ∶ vi(t, x) = vj(t, x)}, i ≠ j, are all n-dimensional hyper-surfaces of class CR+1.

Notice that for any (t′, x′) ∈ N ∩ Σ, there exists i ≠ j such that (t′, x′) ∈ {(t, x) ∈ N ∶ vi(t, x) =
vj(t, x)}. Therefore, N ∩Σ is contained in a finite union of n-dimensional hyper-surfaces of class

CR+1. This completes the proof of (4). �

Corollary 3.11. Γ is a closed set.

Proof. Indeed, Γc = (Σ ∪ Γ)c ∪ (Σ ⧵ Γ). Choose any (t, x) ∈ Γc . If (t, x) ∈ (Σ ∪ Γ)c , by

Proposition 3.7 (1), there exists a neighborhood N of (t, x) such that N ⊂ (Σ ∪ Γ)c ⊂ Γc. If

(t, x) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, Proposition 3.10 (3) implies there exists a neighborhood N ′ of (t, x) such that

N ′ ⊂ Γc. Therefore, Γc is open, that is, Γ is closed. �
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Proposition 3.12. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ∪ Γ. Let M = C(t0 + 1, |x0| + 1), ℎ = min{1,M−1},

where C is defined in Proposition 2.1 (3). Then for any " ∈ (0, ℎ], there exists x" ∈ B"M (x0)
such that (t0 + ", x") ∈ Σ.

Proof. We prove it by contradiction. If there exists "0 ∈ (0, ℎ] such that (t0 + "0, x) ∉ Σ, ∀x ∈

B"0M
(x0), then by semiconcavity of u, Du(t0+"0, x) exists for all x ∈ B"0M

(x0) and is continuous

with x on B"0M
(x0). For x ∈ B"0M

(x0), let X̄(t, x), P̄ (t, x), Ū(t, x), t ∈ [0, t0 + "0] be the solution

of (3.1) with terminal condition

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

X̄(t0 + "0, x) = x

P̄ (t0 + "0, x) = Du(t0 + "0, x)

Ū (t0 + "0, x) = u(t0 + "0, x).

Then X̄, P̄ , Ū is continuous with (t, x) and for any x ∈ B"0M
(x0), X̄(⋅, x) ∶ [0, t0 + "0] → ℝn

is the unique minimizer for u(t0 + "0, x). Let Λ(x) = x0 − X̄(t0, x) + x, x ∈ B"0M
(x0). Then

Λ(x) is continuous with x, and when |x − x0| ⩽ "0M , we have |Λ(x) − x0| = |x − x̄(t0, x)| =|x̄(t0 + "0, x) − x̄(t0, x)| ⩽ "0M . By Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, there exists x"0
such that

Λ(x"0
) = x"0

, that is X̄(t0, x"0
) = x0. This implies (t0, x0) ∉ Σ ∪ Γ by Proposition 3.5 and leads

to a contradiction with (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ∪ Γ. Therefore, for any " ∈ (0, ℎ], there exists x" ∈ B"M (x0)
such that (t0 + ", x") ∈ Σ. �

Corollary 3.13. Σ ∪ Γ = Σ̄.

Proposition 3.14. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Γ and z0 ∈ (t0, x0) such that Xz(t0, x0) is degenerate.

Then

(1) limt→t−
0
‖∇2u(t, X(t, z0))‖ = +∞.

(2) If in addition (t0, x0) ∈ Γ ⧵ Σ and {xi}, {pi} satisfy limi→∞ xi = x0, limi→∞
xi−x0

|xi−x0|
= v ∉

ImXz(t0, z0) and (−H(t0, xi, pi, u(t0, xi)), pi) ∈ D∗u(t0, xi). Then we have

lim
i→∞

||||
pi − p0

xi − x0

|||| = +∞.

Proof. By Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.7, we know that for any " ∈ (0, t0), there exists

r" > 0 such that:

P (t, z) = ∇u(t, X(t, z)), ∀(t, z) ∈ [0, t0 − "] × Br"
(z0).

It follows that

Pz(t, z) = ∇2u(t, X(t, z))Xz(t, z), ∀(t, z) ∈ [0, t0 − "] × Br"
(z0).

Since " is arbitrary, we obtain that

Pz(t, z0) = ∇2u(t, X(t, z0))Xz(t, z0), ∀t ∈ [0, t0).

Because Xz(t0, x0) is degenerate, there exists � ∈ ℝn ⧵ {0} such that Xz(t0, z0)� = 0, which

implies Pz(t0, z0)� ≠ 0. And we have

Pz(t, z0)� = ∇2u(t, X(t, z0))Xz(t, z0)�, ∀t ∈ [0, t0).
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Therefore,

lim
t→t−

0

‖∇2u(t, X(t, z0))‖ ⩾ lim
t→t−

0

||||
Pz(t, z0)�

Xz(t, z0)�

|||| = +∞.

Now, we turn to the proof of (2). By Proposition 2.6, there exists zi ∈ (t0, xi) such that

P (t0, zi) = pi, i = 1, 2,⋯. Proposition 2.7 (2) implies limi→∞ zi = z0. For any subsequence

{zi′} of {zi}, there exists a sub-subsequence {zik} such that limk→∞

zik
−z0

|zik−z0|
= � ∈ ℝn ⧵ {0}. Now

we have

pik − p0 = P (t0, zik) − P (t0, z0) = Pz(t0, z0)(zik − z0) + o(|zik − z0|)
xik

− x0 = X(t0, zik) −X(t0, z0) = Xz(t0, z0)(zik − z0) + o(|zik − z0|),

for k = 1, 2,…. It follows that

pik − p0

|zik − z0| = Pz(t0, z0)
zik − z0

|zik − z0| + o(1)

xik
− x0

|zik − z0| = Xz(t0, z0)
zik − z0

|zik − z0| + o(1), k = 1, 2,… .

Notice that if Xz(t0, z0)� = � ≠ 0, then v = limk→∞

xik
−x0

|xik−x0|
=

�

|�| ∈ ImXz(t0, z0), which

leads to a contradiction. So we have Xz(t0, z0)� = 0. This implies limk→∞

xik
−x0

|zik−z0|
= 0 and

limk→∞

pik−p0

|zik−z0|
= Pz(t0, z0)� ≠ 0. Therefore,

lim
k→∞

|pik − p0|
|xik

− x0| = lim
k→∞

|pik − p0|
|zik − z0| ⋅

|zik − z0|
|xik

− x0| = |Pz(t0, z0)�| ⋅ +∞ = +∞.

Since {zi′} is arbitrary, we obtain that limi→∞ | pi−p0
xi−x0

| = +∞. �

Proposition 3.15. �(Σ) = �(Γ) = 0, where �(⋅) denotes the Lebesgue’s measure of a subset of

ℝn+1.

Proof. u ∈ SCLloc ((0,+∞] × ℝn) implies �(Σ) = 0. Fix any t ∈ (0,+∞), X(t, ⋅) is a CR map

on ℝn. By Sard’s Theorem, we have �({X(t, z)|z ∈ ℝn, detXz(t, z) = 0}) = 0. Using Fubini’s

Theorem, we know that �({X(t, z)|(t, z) ∈ (0,+∞) × ℝn, detXz(t, z) = 0}) = 0. Therefore,

�(Γ) = 0. �

4. STRICT SINGULAR CHARACTERISTICS FROM AND TO NON-CONJUGATE POINTS

In this section, we will analyze the local structure of strict singular characteristics from and to a

non-conjugate point. This approach gives us more information on the propagation of singularities

especially with geometric intuition.

Recall some basic notions from convex analysis. For any compact convex subset K of ℝn and

� ∈ ℝn ⧵ {0}, the exposed face of K in direction � is the set

epf (K, �) = {x ∈ K ∶ ⟨y − x, �⟩ ⩾ 0 for all y ∈ K}.
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A set {x0, ..., xk} of points of ℝn is said to be geometrically independent, or affinely independent,

if the equations
∑k

i=0
aixi = 0 and

∑k

i=0
ai = 0 hold only if each ai = 0.

Fix (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ. By Proposition 3.10 and Corollary 3.11, there exists a neighborhood

N ⊂ Γc of (t0, x0) and vi ∈ CR+1(N,ℝ), i = 1,⋯ , k, k ⩾ 2 such that for all (t, x) ∈ N ,

u(t, x) = min
1⩽i⩽k

{vi(t, x)},

D∗u(t, x) = {Dvi(t, x) ∶ vi(t, x) = u(t, x)},
(4.1)

and v1(t0, x0) = ⋯ = vk(t0, x0). Since we shall handle certain exposed face of D+u(t, x), in

general we define

D#u(t, x) = co {Dvi(t, x)}
k′

i=1
, (t, x) ∈ N, (4.2)

where {vi} is a family of smooth functions in (4.1).

4.1. Minimal energy elements on various exposed faces. In this section, we shall deal with

the exposed face containing the unique minimal energy element (q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)) of the convex

function (q, p) ↦ q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) on some exposed face of D+u(t, x) in the form D#u(t, x).
Thus, we recall the following well known result of convex optimization.

Proposition 4.1. Let f be a convex function on ℝn and let C ⊂ ℝn be a convex set and consider

the following minimizing problem:

Min f subject to x ∈ C. (4.3)

Then, x be a minimizer of (4.3) if and only if 0 ∈ )f (x) +NC(x), where

NC(x) = {� ∈ ℝ
n ∶ ⟨�, y − x⟩ ⩽ 0, y ∈ C}, x ∈ C.

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.1 together with the structure of D#u(t, x) and our

assumption that H is strictly convex in p-variable, we conclude

Lemma 4.2. We assume (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ satisfies (4.1) and D#u(t, x) is defined as in (4.2). Then,

for any (t, x) ∈ N

(a) There exists a unique (q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)) ∈ D#u(t, x) such that:

q̄(t, x) +H(t, x, p̄(t, x), vk′(t, x)) ⩽ q +H(t, x, p, vk′(t, x)), ∀(q, p) ∈ D#u(t, x).

(b) Set v̄(t, x) = Hp(t, x, p̄(t, x), vk′(t, x)). Then we have

(q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)) ∈ epf (D#u(t, x), (1, v̄(t, x))).

(c) If (q1, p1), (q2, p2) ∈ epf (D#u(t, x), (1, v̄(t, x))) and p1 = p2, then q1 = q2.

Now, we formulate the main result in this section.

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.2, if (t0, x0) ∈ N satisfies:

(i) v1(t0, x0) = ⋯ = vk′(t0, x0),

(ii) The vectors in {Dvi(t0, x0)}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent,

(iii) (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)) ∈ ri (D#u(t0, x0)),
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then there exists � > 0 such that

{
ẋ(t) = v̄(t, x(t)), t ∈ [t0 − �, t0 + �],

x(t0) = x0,
(4.4)

has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �, t0 + �] → ℝn and for all t ∈ [t0 − �, t0 + �]

(1) v1(t, x(t)) = ⋯ = vk′(t, x(t)),

(2) The vectors in {Dvi(t, x(t))}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent,

(3) (q̄(t, x(t)), p̄(t, x(t))) ∈ ri (D#u(t, x(t))),
(4) epf (D#u(t, x(t)), (1, v̄(t, x(t)))) = D#u(t, x(t)).

The proof of Theorem 4.3 is based on the following Lemma 4.4, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3, there exists a neighborhood N1 ⊂ N of

(t0, x0) such that for all (t, x) ∈ N1,

(1) {Dvi(t, x)}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent.

(2) {∇vi(t, x) − ∇vk′(t, x) ∶ 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k′ − 1} are linearly independent.

Proof. Since {Dvi(t0, x0)}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent, we have

rank (Dv1(t0, x0) −Dvk′(t0, x0),⋯ , Dvk′−1(t0, x0) −Dvk′(t0, x0)) = k′ − 1. (4.5)

If rank (∇v1(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0),⋯ ,∇vk′−1(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0)) < k′ − 1, then there exists

�i ∈ ℝ, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k′ − 1 such that the �i’s are not all 0 and

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(∇vi(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0)) = 0. (4.6)

By (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(
)

)t
vi(t0, x0) −

)

)t
vk′(t0, x0)) ≠ 0. (4.7)

On the other hand, due to Lemma 4.2 we obtain

epf (D#u(t0, x0), (1, v̄(t0, x0))) = D#u(t0, x0).

It follows that for all 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ k′,

)

)t
vi(t0, x0) + v̄(t0, x0) ⋅ ∇vi(t0, x0) =

)

)t
vj(t0, x0) + v̄(t0, x0) ⋅∇vj(t0, x0). (4.8)
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Combing (4.6) with (4.8), we have

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(
)

)t
vi(t0, x0) −

)

)t
vk′(t0, x0))

=

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(
)

)t
vi(t0, x0) −

)

)t
vk′(t0, x0)) + v̄(t0, x0)

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(∇vi(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0))

=

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(
)

)t
vi(t0, x0) + v̄(t0, x0) ⋅∇vi(t0, x0) −

)

)t
vk′(t0, x0) − v̄(t0, x0) ⋅ ∇vk′(t0, x0))

= 0,

which leads to a contradiction to (4.7). Therefore,

rank (∇v1(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0),⋯ ,∇vk′−1(t0, x0) − ∇vk′(t0, x0)) = k′ − 1.

Noticing that the vi’s are of class CR+1 in N , there exists a neighborhood N1 ⊂ N of (t0, x0)

such that (1) and (2) hold, by implicit function theorem. �

Now we define a convex set Δ ⊂ ℝk′−1 in the form

Δ = {� = (�1,⋯ , �k′−1) ∈ ℝk′−1 ∶ 0 ⩽ �i ⩽ 1, i = 1,⋯ , k′ − 1, 0 ⩽ 1 −

k′−1∑
i=1

�i ⩽ 1}.

Then for any (t, x) ∈ N1, by Lemma 4.4, the map

Φt,x ∶ Δ → D#u(t, x)

� = (�1,⋯ , �k′−1) ↦ Φt,x(�) = (q̄(t, x, �), p̄(t, x, �)).

is a linear isomorphism, where

q̄(t, x, �) =

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(
)

)t
vi(t, x) −

)

)t
vk′(t, x)) +

)

)t
vk′(t, x),

p̄(t, x, �) =

k′−1∑
i=1

�i(∇vi(t, x) − ∇vk′(t, x)) + ∇vk′(t, x).

We define

E(t, x, �) = q̄(t, x, �) +H(t, x, p̄(t, x, �), vk′(t, x)), (t, x, �) ∈ N1 × Δ.

Obviously, q̄, p̄ and E are of class CR in N1 × Δ and E strictly convex with variable �.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose (t, x) ∈ N1, then

(a) There exists a unique �̄(t, x) ∈ Δ such that

E(t, x, �̄(t, x)) ⩽ E(t, x, �), ∀� ∈ Δ.

and we have Φt,x(�̄(t, x)) = (q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)).

(b) �̄(t, x) ∈ int (Δ)2 if and only if (q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)) ∈ ri (D#u(t, x)).

2We denote by int (C) the interior of a set C .



LOCAL STRICT SINGULAR CHARACTERISTICS I 17

(c) If � ∈ Δ and D�E(t, x, �) = 0, then we have � = �̄(t, x). If �̄(t, x) ∈ int (Δ), then we have

D�E(t, x, �(t, x)) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 (a) and the linear isomorphism Φt,x, we obtain (a) and (b) directly. The

consequence (c) is trivial since E is of class CR and convex with respect to �. �

Lemma 4.6. There exists a neighborhood N2 ⊂ N1 of (t0, x0) such that:

(1) The function (t, x) ↦ �̄(t, x) is of class CR in N2, and �̄(t, x) ∈ int (Δ) for all (t, x) ∈ N2.

(2) q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x) and v̄(t, x) are of class CR in N2, and (q̄(t, x), p̄(t, x)) ∈ ri (D#u(t, x)) for all

(t, x) ∈ N2.

(3) For all (t, x) ∈ N2, epf (D#u(t, x), (1, v̄(t, x))) = D#u(t, x).

Proof. Since (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)) ∈ ri (D#u(t0, x0)), we have �̄(t0, x0) ∈ int (Δ) by Lemma 4.5 (b).

According to Lemma 4.5 (c), there holds

D�E(t0, x0, �̄(t0, x0)) = 0.

Differentiating E(t, x, �) by �, we obtain

D�E(t, x, �) = Vt(t, x) +Hp(t, x, p̄(t, x, �), vk′(t, x))∇V (t, x),

D2
��
E(t, x, �) = (∇V (t, x))THpp(t, x, p̄(t, x, �), vk′(t, x))∇V (t, x),

(t, x, �) ∈ N1 × Δ.

where

Vt(t, x) = (
)

)t
v1(t, x) −

)

)t
vk′(t, x),⋯ ,

)

)t
vk′−1(t, x) −

)

)t
vk′(t, x))

∇V (t, x) = (∇v1(t, x) − ∇vk′(t, x),⋯ ,∇vk′−1(t, x) − ∇vk′(t, x)),
(t, x, �) ∈ N1 × Δ.

Notice that Hpp is positive definite and Lemma 4.4 (2) implies rank (∇V (t, x)) = k′ − 1. There-

fore, D2
��
E(t, x, �) is non-degenerate for all (t, x, �) ∈ N1 × Δ. Now, by the implicit function

theorem, there exists a neighborhood N2 ⊂ N1 of (t0, x0) and a CR function �̃ ∶ N2 → int (Δ)

such that �̃(t0, x0) = �̄(t0, x0) and

D�E(t, x, �̃(t, x)) = 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ N2.

Combing this with Lemma 4.5 (b), we have �̃(t, x) = �̄(t, x) for all (t, x) ∈ N2, which leads

to our conclusion (1). Conclusion (2) follows from Lemma 4.5 (a) (b) and Lemma 4.6 (1), and

conclusion (3) Proposition 4.2 (b) and Lemma 4.6 (2). �

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Now consider (4.4). By Lemma 4.6 (2) and the Cauchy-Lipschitz theo-

rem, there exists � > 0 such that (4.4) has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �, t0 + �] → ℝn and

(t, x(t)) ∈ N2 for all t ∈ [t0 − �, t0 + �]. For 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k′, Lemma 4.6 (3) implies

⟨Dvi(t, x(t)), (1, v̄(t, x(t)))⟩ = ⟨Dvk′(t, x(t)), (1, v̄(t, x(t)))⟩, ∀t ∈ [t0 − �, t0 + �].
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Then we have that for any t ∈ [t0, t0 + �],

vi(t, x(t)) = vi(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

⟨Dvi(s, x(s)), (1, ẋ(s))⟩ds

= vi(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

⟨Dvi(s, x(s)), (1, v̄(s, x(s)))⟩ds

= vk′(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

⟨Dv1(s, x(s)), (1, v̄(s, x(s)))⟩ds
= vk′(t, x(t)).

Similarly, there holds

vi(t, x(t)) = vk′(t, x(t)), ∀t ∈ [t0 − �, t0].

This completes the proof of (1) in Theorem 4.3. Conclusion (2), (3) and (4) are direct conse-

quences of Lemma 4.4 (1), Lemma 4.6 (2) and Lemma 4.6 (3). �

4.2. Smooth strict singular characteristics from non-conjugate singular points. Fix (t0, x0) ∈
Σ ⧵ Γ such that (4.1) holds. Without loss of generality, let

D#u(t0, x0) = co {Dvi(t0, x0)}
k′

i=1
= epf (D+u(t0, x0), (1, v(t0, x0))),

where v(t0, x0) = v̄(t0, x0) is defined in Lemma 4.2 (b) in the case that D#u(t0, x0) = D+u(t0, x0).
That is, v(t0, x0) = Hp(t0, x0, p(t0, x0), u(t0, x0)) where (q(t0, x0), p(t0, x0)) ∈ D+u(t0, x0) is the

unique minimal energy element of the function (q, p) ↦ q+H(t0, x0, p, u(t0, x0)), and D#u(t0, x0)
is the exposed face of D+u(t0, x0) containing such a minimal energy element.

Remark 4.7. When considering propagation of singularities for stationary equations such as

H(x,Du(x), u(x)) = 0, x ∈ ℝn, (HJs)

we have to exclude the case 0 ∈ coHp(x,D
+u(x), u(x)). But for evolutionary equations (HJe)

here, it will not happen because the first variable of (1, v(t, x)) is always not 0.

Definition 4.8. We call (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ is non-degenerate if

(i) The vectors in {Dvi(t0, x0)}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent.

(ii) (q(t0, x0), p(t0, x0)) ∈ ri (D#(t0, x0)).

Theorem 4.9. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ is non-degenerate. Then there exists �0 > 0 such that{
ẋ(t) = v(t, x(t)), t ∈ [t0, t0 + �0],

x(t0) = x0,
(4.9)

has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0, t0 + �0] → ℝn and

(t, x(t)) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, ∀t ∈ [t0, t0 + �0].

Proof. Lemma 4.2 (b) implies (q(t0, x0), p(t0, x0)) = (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)) and v(t0, x0) = v̄(t0, x0).
For non-degenerate (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, by Theorem 4.3, there exists � > 0 such that (4.4) has a

unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �, t0 + �] → ℝn and

v1(t, x(t)) = ⋯ = vk′(t, x(t)), ∀t ∈ [t0 − �, t0 + �].
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Since D#u(t0, x0) = epf (D+u(t0, x0), (1, v(t0, x0))), there exists � > 0 such that

⟨Dvi(t0, x0), (1, v̄(t0, x0))⟩ ⩾ ⟨Dvk′(t0, x0), (1, v̄(t0, x0))⟩ + �, ∀k′ + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k.

Obviously, x and the vi’s are of class CR+1 and v̄(⋅, x(⋅)) = ẋ(⋅) is of class CR. Thus, there exists

0 < �0 ⩽ � such that

⟨Dvi(t, x(t)), (1, v̄(t, x(t)))⟩ ⩾ ⟨Dvk′(t, x(t)), (1, v̄(t, x(t)))⟩ + 1

2
� (4.10)

for all k′ + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k and t ∈ [t0, t0 + �0]. It follows that

vi(t, x(t)) = vi(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

⟨Dvi(s, x(s)), (1, ẋ(s))⟩ds

= vi(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

⟨Dvi(s, x(s)), (1, v̄(s, x(s)))⟩ds

⩾ vk′(t0, x0) + ∫
t

t0

{⟨Dvk′(s, x(s)), (1, v̄(s, x(s)))⟩ + 1

2
�}ds

= vk′(t, x(t)) +
1

2
�(t − t0)

> vk′(t, x(t))

for all k′ + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k and t ∈ (t0, t0 + �0]. We conclude that for t ∈ (t0, t0 + �0],

u(t, x(t)) = min
1⩽i⩽k

vi(t, x(t)) = vj1(t, x(t)) < vj2(t, x(t)), ∀1 ⩽ j1 ⩽ k′, k′ + 1 ⩽ j2 ⩽ k (4.11)

and D+u(t, x(t)) = D#u(t, x(t)). Therefore, when t ∈ (t0, t0 + �0], there holds

(q̄(t, x(t)), p̄(t, x(t))) = arg min
(q,p)∈D#u(t,x(t))

{q +H(t, x(t), p, vk′((t, x(t))))}

= arg min
(q,p)∈D+u(t,x(t))

{q +H(t, x(t), p, u((t, x(t))))}

= (q(t, x(t)), p(t, x(t))).

(4.12)

and

v̄(t, x(t)) = Hp(t, x(t), p̄(t, x(t)), vk′(t, x(t))) = Hp(t, x(t), p(t, x(t)), u(t, x(t))) = v(t, x(t)).

(4.13)

This implies x ∶ [t0, t0 + �0] → ℝn is a CR+1 solution of (4.9) and

(t, x(t)) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, ∀t ∈ [t0, t0 + �0].

Next, we turn to the uniqueness. Let 
 ∶ [t0, t0 + �0] → ℝn be a Lipschitz solution of (4.9)

such that 
̇+(t) = v(t, 
(t)) and 
̇+(⋅) is right-continuous on [t0, t0 + �0]. Set

� = sup{t ∶ 
(s) = x(s), ∀s ∈ [t0, t]}.

Obviously, we have t0 ⩽ � ⩽ t0 + �0, 
(�) = x(�) and (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), (4.13) implies

(q(�, 
(�)), p(�, 
(�))) = (q̄(�, 
(�)), p̄(�, 
(�))), v(�, 
(�)) = v̄(�, 
(�)), (4.14)

vi(�, 
(�)) ⩾ v1(�, 
(�)), ∀k′ + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k, (4.15)

⟨Dvi(�, 
(�)), (1, v̄(�, 
(�)))⟩ ⩾ ⟨Dv1(�, 
(�)), (1, v̄(�, 
(�)))⟩+1

2
�, ∀k′+1 ⩽ i ⩽ k. (4.16)
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Now, we claim � = t0 + �0. Otherwise, we assume � < t0 + �0. Since 
 is Lipschitz, there exists

� < t′ ⩽ t0 + �0 such that 
(t) ∈ N for all t ∈ [�, t′]. By (4.15), (4.16) and a similar argument as

above, there exists � < t′′ ⩽ t′ such that

vi(t, 
(t)) > vk′(t, 
(t)), ∀k′ + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k, t ∈ (�, t′′],

which implies

(q(t, 
(t)), p(t, 
(t))) ∈ D+u(t, 
(t)) ⊂ D#u(t, 
(t)), ∀t ∈ (�, t′′]. (4.17)

It follows from Theorem 4.3 (2) (3) (4) and (4.14) that the vectors in {Dvi(�, 
(�))}
k′

i=1
are geo-

metrically independent and

(q(�, 
(�)), p(�, 
(�))) ∈ ri (D#u(�, 
(�))),

epf (D#u(�, 
(�)), (1, v̄(�, 
(�)))) = D#u(�, 
(�)).

By Lemma 4.2 (c), there exists �′ > 0 such that

|p(�, 
(�)) − p| ⩾ �′, ∀(q, p) ∈ D#u(�, 
(�)) ⧵ ri (D#u(�, 
(�))).

It is easy to see that p(t, 
(t)) = Lv(t, 
(t), v(t, 
(t)), u(t, 
(t))) and the Dvi(t, 
(t))’s are right-

continuous. Thus, there exists t0 < t′′′ ⩽ t′′ such that for all t ∈ [�, t′′′], the vectors in

{Dvi(t, 
(t))}
k′

i=1
are geometrically independent and

|p(t, 
(t)) − p| ⩾ 1

2
�′, ∀(q, p) ∈ D#u(t, 
(t)) ⧵ ri (D#u(t, 
(t))), (4.18)

Combing (4.17) with (4.18), it follows that

(q(t, 
(t)), p(t, 
(t))) ∈ ri (D#u(t, 
(t))), ∀t ∈ [�, t′′′]. (4.19)

Invoking (4.17), (4.19) and the geometrical independence of {Dvi(t, 
(t))}
k′

i=1
, we obtain that

D+u(t, 
(t)) = D#u(t, 
(t)), ∀t ∈ [�, t′′′],

which implies

v1(t, 
(t)) = ⋯ = vk′(t, 
(t)) = u(t, 
(t)), ∀t ∈ [�, t′′′].

Therefore, we have that for all t ∈ (�, t′′′],

(q(t, 
(t)), p(t, 
(t))) = arg min
(q,p)∈D+u(t,
(t))

q +H(t, 
(t), p, u(t, 
(t)))

= arg min
(q,p)∈D#u(t,
(t))

q +H(t, 
(t), p, vk′(t, x))

= (q̄(t, 
(t)), p̄(t, 
(t))),

and

v(t, 
(t)) = Hp(t, 
(t), p(t, 
(t)), u(t, 
(t)))

= Hp(t, 
(t), p̄(t, 
(t)), vk′(t, 
(t)))

= v̄(t, 
(t)).

Now, we conclude that 
 ∶ [t0, t
′′′] → ℝn is in fact a Lipschitz solution of (4.4). By the Cauchy-

Lipschitz theorem, there holds 
(t) = x(t) for all t ∈ [t0, t
′′′]. This leads to a contradiction with

� < t′′′. Finally, we have � = t0 + �0 and 
(t) = x(t) for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + �0]. This completes the

proof uniqueness. �
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4.3. Smooth strict singular characteristics to non-conjugate singular points. In this section,

we will deal with the possible exposed face D#u(t, x) of D+u(t, x) where the a minimax energy

element is located.

Definition 4.10. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, we call (q0, p0) ∈ D+u(t0, x0) is minimax at (t0, x0) if

(q0, p0) ∈ epf (D+u(t0, x0),−(1, Hp(t0, x0, p0, u(t0, x0)))) ⧵D∗u(t0, x0).

Without loss of generality, set

D#u(t0, x0) = co {Dvi(t0, x0)}
k′

i=1
= epf (D+u(t0, x0),−(1, Hp(t0, x0, p0, u(t0, x0)))),

where k′ ⩾ 2. Now we have

Lemma 4.11.

(q0, p0) = (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)), Hp(t0, x0, p0, u(t0, x0)) = v̄(t0, x0)

where (q̄, p̄) and v̄ are given in Lemma 4.2.

Remark 4.12. This lemma ensure that, if (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ and (q0, p0) ∈ D+u(t0, x0) is minimax,

then (q0, p0) is the unique minimal energy element restricted on the exposed face D#u(t0, x0).

Proof. Consider the function

f ∶ ℝ
n+1

→ ℝ, (q, p) ↦ q +H(t0, x0, p, u(t0, x0)).

Obviously, f is convex and of class CR+1, and

Df (q, p) = (1, Hp(t0, x0, p, u(t0, x0))), ∀(q, p) ∈ ℝ
n+1.

Since D#u(t0, x0) = epf (D+u(t0, x0),−Df (q0, p0)), the projection of Df (q0, p0) to the subspace

generated by D#u(t0, x0) is 0. By convexity of f and D#u(t0, x0), we have

f (q0, p0) ⩽ f (q, p), ∀(q, p) ∈ D#u(t0, x0),

which implies (q0, p0) = (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)) and Hp(t0, x0, p0, u(t0, x0)) = v̄(t0, x0). �

Theorem 4.13. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ⧵Γ, (q0, p0) is non-degenerate and minimax at (t0, x0). Then,

there exists �0 > 0 such that

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

ẋ(t) = v(t, x(t)), ∀t ∈ [t0 − �0, t0),

ẋ−(t0) = Hp(t0, x0, p0, u(t0, x0)),

x(t0) = x0.

(4.20)

has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �0, t0] → ℝn and

(t, x(t)) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, ∀t ∈ [t0 − �0, t0].

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.11 we have (q̄(t0, x0), p̄(t0, x0)) ∈ ri (D#u(t0, x0)). Thus, by Theorem

4.3, there exists � > 0 such that (4.4) has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �, t0 + �] → ℝn. In

fact, there exists 0 < �0 ⩽ � such that x ∶ [t0−�0, t0] → ℝn is the unique CR+1 solution of (4.20).

The rest of the proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 4.9. �
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Now we consider the case (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ and k = 2. By Proposition 3.10 and Corollary 3.11,

there exists a neighborhood N ⊂ Γc of (t0, x0) and v1, v2 ∈ CR+1(N,ℝ) such that

u(t, x) = min{v1(t, x), v2(t, x)}, (t, x) ∈ N,

and we have v1(t0, x0) = v2(t0, x0). Since Dv1(t0, x0) ≠ Dv2(t0, x0), by the implicit function

theorem, there exists a neighborhood N0 ⊂ N of (t0, x0) such that v1(t, x) = v2(t, x) determines

a CR+1 hyper-surface K∗ = N0 ∩ Σ.

Corollary 4.14. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, and k = 2. Then there exists �0 > 0 such that the

equation {
ẋ(t) = v(t, x(t)), ∀t ∈ [t0 − �0, t0 + �0],

x(t0) = x0.
(4.21)

has a unique CR+1 solution x ∶ [t0 − �0, t0 + �0] → ℝn and

(t, x(t)) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ, ∀t ∈ [t0 − �0, t0 + �0].

Proof. Since Dv1(t0, x0) ≠ Dv2(t0, x0) and (q(t0, x0), p(t0, x0)) ∈ (Dv1(t0, x0), Dv2(t0, x0)), the

point (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ is spontaneously non-degenerate. On the other hand, we have

[Dv1(t0, x0), Dv2(t0, x0)] = epf (D+u(t0, x0),−(1, v(t0, x0))),

which implies (q(t0, x0), p(t0, x0)) is a non-degenerate mini-max of (t0, x0). Therefore, our con-

clusion follows directly from Theorem 4.9 and 4.13. �

Remark 4.15. The conditions in the main results (Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 4.13) are satisfied

when n = 1, because any exposed face of D+u(t0, x0) is a segment for (t0, x0) ∈ Σ ⧵ Γ.

5. GLOBAL PROPAGATION OF C1 SINGULAR SUPPORT

For any viscosity solution u of (HJe), the C1 support (resp. C1,1 support) of u, denoted by

supp C1u (resp. supp C1,1u), is the set of (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞)×ℝn such that there exists a neighborhood

V of (t, x) and the restriction of u on V is of class C1. We call complement of C1 support (resp.

C1,1 support) of u, denoted by sing supp C1u (resp. sing supp C1,1u), the C1 singular support (resp.

C1,1 singular support) of u.

In this section, we will show that the sing supp C1u propagates along the generalized charac-

teristics globally for the contact type Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJe) (See [1] for the classical

case).

Lemma 5.1. sing supp C1u = Σ̄ and supp C1u = supp C1,1u.

Proof. By the definition of supp C1u, we know that supp C1u∩ Σ̄ = ∅. Since u is locally semicon-

cave with linear modulus, we have (0,+∞)×ℝn⧵Σ̄ ⊂ supp C1u. Thus, supp C1u = (0,+∞)×ℝn⧵Σ̄,

i.e., sing supp C1u = Σ̄. The relation supp C1,1u ⊂ supp C1u is trivial. Since u is a C1 solution of

(HJe) on supp C1u, we conclude u is locally semiconvex with linear modulus on supp C1u. There-

fore, u is of class C1,1

loc
on supp C1u. It follows supp C1u ⊂ supp C1,1u and supp C1u = supp C1,1u. �

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (t, xi) ∈ (0,+∞) ×ℝn and �i is a minimizer for u(t, xi), i = 1, 2, x1 ≠ x2.

Then, we have �1(s) ≠ �2(s) for any s ∈ (0, t).
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Proof. If there exists s0 ∈ (0, t) such that �1(s0) = �2(s0), let

�(s) =

{
�1(s), s ∈ [0, s0]

�2(s), s ∈ [s0, t].

Then � is a minimizer for u(t, x2). So � is the solution of the associated Lie equation (3.1) with

initial condition
⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

�(0) = �1(0)

p(0) = Lv(0, �1(0), �̇1(0), u0(�1(0)))

u(0) = u0(�1(0)).

Then, Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem implies � ≡ �1 since two two curves satisfy the same initial

condition. Thus, x2 = �2(t) = �(t) = �1(t) = x1. This leads to a contradiction with x1 ≠ x2.

Therefore, �1(s) ≠ �2(s) for any s ∈ (0, t). �

For (t, x) ∈ supp C1u, let y(⋅; t, x) be the solution of the associated Lie equation (3.1) with

terminal condition
⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

y(t) = x

p(t) = ∇u(t, x)

u(t) = u(t, x).

Then y(⋅; t, x) is the unique minimizer for u(t, x). By Lemma 5.1 and Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem,

we know that y(s; t, x) is locally Lipschitz with respect to (s; t, x).

Lemma 5.3. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ supp C1u. Then (s, y(s; t0, x0)) ∈ supp C1u for any s ∈ (0, t0).

Proof. Fix s ∈ (0, t0). (t0, x0) ∈ supp C1u implies that there exists 0 < " < s such thatB"(t0, x0) ⊂

supp C1u. Consider the map

F ∶ B"(t0, x0) → (0,+∞) ×ℝn,

(t, x) ↦ (t − (t0 − s), y(t − (t0 − s); t, x)).

Then, F is a Lipschitz map and Lemma 5.2 implies F is injective. Due to invariance of domain,

we know thatF (B"(t0, x0)) is an open set. NoticingF (B"(t0, x0))∩Σ = ∅, we haveF (B"(t0, x0))∩
Σ̄ = ∅, that is, F (B"(t0, x0)) ⊂ supp C1u. Therefore, we conclude (s, y(s; t0, x0)) = F (t0, x0) ∈
supp C1u. �

Theorem 5.4. Suppose (t0, x0) ∈ Σ̄, T > t0, 
 ∶ [t0, T ] → ℝn is a solution of of the differential

inclusion

ẋ ∈ coHp(s, x,∇
+u(s, x), u(s, x)), s ⩾ 0. (5.1)

with initial condition 
(t0) = x0. Then for any t ∈ (t0, T ], we have (t, 
(t)) ∈ Σ̄.

Proof. If there exists t ∈ (t0, T ] such that (t, 
(t)) ∉ Σ̄. Then (t, 
(t)) ∈ supp C1u. By Lemma 5.3,

we know that (s, y(s; t, 
(t))) ∈ supp C1u for all s ∈ [t0, t]. Thus, there exists an open set V such

that {(s, y(s; t, 
(t)))|s ∈ [t0, t]} ⊂ V ⊂ supp C1u. This implies y(⋅; t, 
(t)) is the solution of the

equation

ẋ = Hp(s, x,∇u(s, x), u(s, x)), s ⩾ 0 (5.2)

with terminal condition y(t) = 
(t). Noticing that 
(⋅) is a solution of (5.1) with the same terminal

condition and (5.1) coincides with (5.2) in V , we have 
(⋅) = y(⋅; t, 
(t)) by Cauchy-Lipschitz
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theorem. Therefore, (t0, x0) = 
(t0) = y(t0; t, 
(t)) ∈ supp C1u. This leads to a contradiction

since (t0, x0) ∈ Σ̄. �

6. PROOFS OF THE PROPOSITIONS IN SECTION 2

In this section we afford detailed proofs of all propositions in Section 2 for completion.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. By Lemma 3.1 in [7] we conclude that the set t,x is non-empty. For

any yt,x ∈ t,x there exists a minimal curve � ∈ Γ0,t
yt,x,x

for ℎL(0, t, yt,x, x, u0(yt,x)) which is also a

minimizer of (COVt,x). The rest of the proofs of (1) and (2) is follows from the proof of Theorem

1 in [8].

Now, we turn to prove (3). Since � is a minimizer of ℎ(0, t, yt,x, x, u0(yt,x)), we have

|�̇(s)| ⩽ F

(
t,
|x − yt,x|

t
, |u0(yt,x)|

)
, ∀s ∈ [0, t],

where F is a locally bounded function. By Lemma 3.1 in [7], there holds
|x−yt,x|

t
⩽ C1(t, x),

which implies |u0(yt,x)| ⩽ maxy∈BtC1(t,x)
|u0(y)|. Thus,

|�̇(s)| ⩽ F (t, C1(t, x), max
y∈BtC1(t,x)

|u0(y)|) = C2(t, x), ∀s ∈ [0, t].

Then it can be easily seen that there exists a locally bounded function C(t, x) such that the

estimates in (3) holds. �

Proof of Proposition 2.2. The proof is very similar to Proposition 3.3 in [7]. �

Proof of Proposition 2.3. The proof of (1) is very similar to Proposition 3.1 in [7], and The proof

of (2) is directly from the semiconcavity estimate in the paper [?].

Now, Suppose (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)×ℝn. By semiconcavity of u, we have D∗u(t, x) ⊂ D+u(t, x) and

D+u(t, x) = coD∗u(t, x). This implies Ext(D+u(t, x)) ⊂ D∗u(t, x). It follows from (1) that

q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = 0, ∀(q, p) ∈ D∗u(t, x).

Thus, D∗u(t, x) ⊂ {(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x) ∶ q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = 0}. To obtain the conclusion, we

only need to show {(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x) ∶ q + H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = 0} ⊂ Ext(D+u(t, x)). For any

(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x)∕Ext(D+u(t, x)), there exists (q1, p1), (q2, p2) ∈ D+u(t, x), (qi, pi) ≠ (q, p), i =
1, 2 and 0 < � < 1 such that (q, p) = �(q1, p1) + (1 − �)(q2, p2). If p1 = p2 = p, then there holds

q1 < q < q2 (or q2 < q < q1) and

q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) < q2 +H(t, x, p2, u(t, x)) ⩽ 0.

If p, p1, p2 are all different, then by strictly convexity of H ,

q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = �q1 + (1 − �)q2 +H(t, x, �p1 + (1 − �)p2, u(t, x))

< �(q1 +H(t, x, p1, u(t, x))) + (1 − �)(q2 +H(t, x, p2, u(t, x))) ⩽ 0.

So we have

q +H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) < 0, ∀(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x) ⧵ Ext(D+u(t, x)).
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Therefore, {(q, p) ∈ D+u(t, x) ∶ q + H(t, x, p, u(t, x)) = 0} ⊂ Ext(D+u(t, x)). This completes

the proof of (3).

Finally, we turn to the proof of (4). Set 0 < s < t. By dynamic programming principle, we

know that

u(�, �(�)) = u(s, �(s)) + ∫
�

s

L(r, �(r), �̇(r), u�(r))dr, ∀� ∈ [s, t],

where u� is uniquely defined by (2.1) with initial condition u�(s) = u(s, �(s)). For any (q, p) ∈

D+u(s, �(s)), we have

lim
�→s+

∫ �
s
L(r, �(r), �̇(r), u�(r))dr

� − s
= L(s, �(s), �̇(s), u�(s)) ⩾ p ⋅ �̇(s) −H(s, �(s), p, u(s, �(s))),

and

lim sup
�→s+

u(�, �(�)) − u(s, �(s))

� − s
= lim sup

�→s+

u(s + (� − s), �(s) + �̇(s)(� − s)) − u(s, �(s))

� − s

⩽⟨(q, p), (1, �̇(s))⟩ = q + p ⋅ �̇(s).

It follows that q +H(s, �(s), p, u(s, �(s))) ⩾ 0. Combing this with (1), we obtain

q +H(s, �(s), p, u(s, �(s))) = 0, ∀(q, p) ∈ D+u(s, �(s)).

Thus, by (3) we have D+u(s, �(s)) = Ext(D+u(s, �(s))). Therefore, D+u(s, �(s)) is a singleton

and u is differentiable at (s, �(s)). �

Proof of Proposition 2.4. For any v ∈ ℝn, |v| ⩽ 1, let �v(s) = �(s) +
s

t
v, s ∈ [0, t] and ũv be the

solution of{
̇̃uv = L(s, �v(s), �̇v(s), ũv(s)) = L(s, �(s) +

s

t
v, �̇(s) +

v

t
, ũv(s)), s ∈ [0, t],

ũv(0) = u0(�v(0)) = u0(�(0)).
(6.1)

Differentiate (6.1) with respect to v, we have
{

)

)v
̇̃uv = Lx ⋅

s

t
+ Lv ⋅

1

t
+ Lu ⋅

)

)v
ũv, s ∈ [0, t]

)

)v
ũv(0) = 0.

Solving this Cauchy problem at v = 0, we obtain that

)

)v

|||v=0ũv(t) = e∫ t0 Ludr ∫
t

0

e− ∫ s
0
Ludr(Lx ⋅

s

t
+ Lv ⋅

1

t
)ds

= e∫ t0 Ludr[e− ∫ s
0
LudrLv ⋅

s

t

|||
s=t

s=0
+ ∫

t

0

(e− ∫ s
0
LudrLx −

d

ds
e− ∫ s

0
LudrLv)

s

t
ds]

= e∫ t0 Ludr
⋅ e− ∫ t

0
Ludr

⋅ Lv(t, �(t), �̇(t), u�(t)) ⋅ 1

= Lv(t, �(t), �̇(t), u�(t)) = p(t).
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Therefore,

lim sup
v→0

u(t, x + v) − u(t, x) − p(t) ⋅ v

|v| ⩽ lim sup
v→0

ũv(t) − u(t, x) − p(t) ⋅ v

|v|
= lim

v→0

ũv(t) − ũ0(t) − p(t) ⋅ v

|v| = 0,

which implies p(t) ∈ ∇+u(t, x). This completes the proof of the first relation. Notice that the

second relation is a direct consequence of the first one and Proposition 2.3 (4). Now, we turn to

the proof of the third relation. For any v ∈ ℝn, |v| ⩽ 1, let �v(s) = �(s) +
t−s

t
v, s ∈ [0, t] and ũv

be the solution of{
̇̃uv = L(s, �v(s), �̇v(s), ũv(s)) = L(s, �(s) +

t−s

t
v, �̇(s) −

v

t
, ũv(s)), s ∈ [0, t],

ũv(0) = u0(�v(0)) = u0(�(0) + v).
(6.2)

Differentiating (6.2) with respect to v, we have

{
)

)v
̇̃uv = Lx ⋅

t−s

t
+ Lv ⋅ (−

1

t
) + Lu ⋅

)

)v
ũv, s ∈ [0, t]

)

)v
ũv(0) = Du0(�(0) + v).

Solving this Cauchy problem at v = 0, we obtain that

)

)v

|||v=0ũv(t) = e∫ t0 Ludr[Du0(�(0)) + ∫
t

0

e− ∫ s
0
Ludr(Lx ⋅

t − s

t
+ Lv ⋅ (−

1

t
))ds]

= e∫ t0 Ludr[Du0(�(0)) + e− ∫ s
0
LudrLv ⋅

t − s

t

|||
s=t

s=0
+ ∫

t

0

(e− ∫ s
0
LudrLx −

d

ds
e− ∫ s

0
LudrLv)

t − s

t
ds]

= e∫ t0 Ludr[Du0(�(0)) − Lv(0, �(0), �̇(0), u�(0))]

= e∫ t0 Ludr[Du0(�(0)) − p(0)].

On the other hand,

ũv(t) ⩾ u(t, x) = ũ0(t), ∀v ∈ ℝ
n, |v| ⩽ 1.

This implies
)

)v

|||v=0ũv(t) = 0. Thus, e∫ t0 Ludr[Du0(�(0)) − p(0)] = 0, that is p(0) = Du0(�(0)). �

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Now we have

U̇ = P ⋅Hp(s, X, P , U ) −H(s, X, P , U ) = L(s, X,Hp(s, X, P , U ), U )

= L(s, X, Ẋ, U ), ∀s ∈ [0, t],

and U (0) = u0(X(0)), that is, U is the solution of the Cauchy problem (2.1) with � = X. Thus,

U (t) = u(t, X(t)) implies X is a minimizer of u(t, X(t)). �
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Proof of Proposition 2.6. If u is differentiable at (t, x), then by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition

2.5, the solution X of (3.1) with terminal condition

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

X(t) = x,

P (t) = ∇u(t, x),

U (t) = u(t, x),

is the unique minimizer if u(t, x). Thus, our conclusion obviously holds.

Now consider the case of a general (t, x). Fix any (q, p) ∈ D∗u(t, x), and let (X, P , U ) be the

solution of (3.1) with terminal condition

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

X(t) = x,

P (t) = p,

U (t) = u(t, x).

Then there exists a sequence of points (ti, xi) where u is differentiable which converges to (t, x)
such that limi→∞Du(ti, xi) = (q, p). Invoking the first step, we know that the solution Xi of (3.1)

with terminal condition

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

Xi(ti) = xi,

Pi(ti) = ∇u(ti, xi),

Ui(ti) = u(ti, xi),

is the unique minimizer if u(t, x). It follows that Ui(0) = u0(Xi(0)) and (Xi, Pi, Ui) converges to

(X, P , U ) in CR+1 topology. Therefore, we have

U (0) = lim
i→∞

Ui(0) = lim
i→∞

u0(Xi(0)) = u0(X(0)),

which impliesX is a minimizer of u(t, x) by Proposition 2.5. This proves that the correspondence

(q, p) → X is a map from D∗u(t, x) to the set of minimizers for u(t, x). Next, we prove the

injectivity of our map. If (qi, pi) ∈ D∗u(t, x), i = 1, 2 map to the same minimizer X for u(t, x),
then by Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.3 we have

pi = Pi(t) = Lv(t, X(t), Ẋ(t), u(t, x)) ∶= p, i = 1, 2,

and

qi = −H(t, x, p, u(t, x)), i = 1, 2.

Thus, (q1, p1) = (q2, p2). Finally, we prove the surjectivity. Let X ∶ [0, t] → ℝn be a mini-

mizer for u(t, x) and P (s) = Lv(s, X(s), Ẋ(s), u(s, X(s))), s ∈ [0, t]. By Proposition 2.3 and

Proposition 2.4, we know that for any s ∈ (0, t), Du(s, X(s)) exists, and we have

∇u(s, X(s)) = P (s), ut(s, X(s)) = −H(s, X(s), P (s), u(s, X(s))).

It follows that

lim
s→t−

∇u(s, X(s)) = P (t), lim
s→t−

ut(s, X(s)) = −H(t, x, P (t), u(t, x)).

Therefore, (−H(t, x, P (t), u(t, x)), P (t)) ∈ D∗u(t, x). �
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Proof of Proposition 2.7. By Proposition 2.6, there exists (qk, pk) ∈ D∗u(tk, xk) such that �k =
Xk, where (Xk, Pk, Uk) is the solution of (3.1) with terminal condition

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

Xk(tk) = xk,

Pk(tk) = pk,

Uk(tk) = u(tk, xk).

Since u is locally Lipschitz, we can choose a sub-sequence {(qki , pki)} of {(qk, pk)} such that

(qki , pki) → (q, p) ∈ D∗u(t, x) as i → ∞. Therefore, (Xki
, Pki

, Uki
) converges in the CR+1 topol-

ogy to (X, P , U ), which is the solution of (3.1) with terminal condition

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

X(t) = x,

P (t) = p,

U (t) = u(t, x).

Again by Proposition 2.6, we know that X is a minimizer for u(t, x). This completes the proof

of (1), and (2) is a direct consequence of (1). �
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