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ON THE NORMAL TRACE SPACE OF
EXTENDED DIVERGENCE-MEASURE FIELDS

CHRISTOPHER IRVING

ABsTRACT. We characterise the normal trace space associated to extended (measure-
valued) divergence-measure fields on the boundary of a set E C R™, as the Arens-Eells
space AE(OFE). Such a trace operator is constructed for any Borel set E, and under a
mild regularity condition, which includes Lipschitz domains, this trace operator is shown
to moreover be surjective. This relies in part on a new pointwise description of the
Anzellotti pairing V¢ - F between a W function ¢ and extended divergence-measure
field F. As an application, we prove extension theorems for divergence-measure fields
and divergence-free measures. Results for L1-fields are also obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with the structure of the distributional normal trace (F - v, - )og as-
sociated to (extended) divergence-measure fields. Motivated by problems from continuum
mechanics, we seek to understand whether the classical Gauss-Green formula,

(1.1) / ¢F-V6UdH"*1:—/ qu-Fdx—/qﬁdidex,
oU U U

valid for suitably regular domains U C R™ with inwards pointing normal vgy, vector fields
F and scalar functions ¢, remains valid when the vector field is highly irregular. We will
consider divergence-measure fields F € DM®*(Q2); these are vector-valued Radon measures
F' defined on some open set 2 C R"™, whose divergence is also a measure on ). Given such
a field F and any Borel subset E C €, it is by now customary (following e.g. [CF03; Sch07;
Sil09]) to define the normal trace as a distribution via the Gauss-Green formula as

(1.2) (F-v,0)op = —/EV¢~dF— /Egbd(divF) for all ¢ € C%,(Q),

where the minus sign corresponds to an inwards pointing normal. We thereby recast the
problem of understanding the Gauss-Green formula to that of studying this distributional
normal trace.

The case where the underlying field is represented by a function in L° has been extensively
studied, starting with the seminal papers of ANZELLOTTI [Anz83] and CHEN & FRID [CF99).
Here the normal trace as defined in (1.2) can be represented by a function in L (90U, H" 1),
which holds in the generality of sets of finite perimeter, as was established independently
by CHEN & TORRES in [CT05] and SiLHAVY in [Sil05]. While the bounded case will not
be the focus of this paper, we will mention there have been many interesting developments
since, such as [CLT20; CTZ09; Com-+24; CL25; CD19; PT08; SS16].

Comparatively little is known when underlying field F' is unbounded or measure-valued.
A major difficultly stems from the fact that, even for regular domains U, the normal trace
(F - v, -)ou need not be represented by a locally H"~!-integrable function on the boundary
(e.f.|[CF03; Sch07]). To make matters worse, the normal trace may fail to even be a measure,
as was shown in [SHOQ]. For this reason, many authors study the validity of the Gauss-
Green formula on almost all surfaces in a suitable sense, starting with [DMM99; éilQl] in
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the context of Cauchy fluxes, which was further developed in [CCT19; CF03; CIT24; Sch07;
Sil05; Sil09]. We also mention [CDS23; $S22; Sil08] for further contributions in this setting.

A natural question is whether we can characterise the space of distributions that arise as
the normal trace of a divergence-measure field. In this direction SILHAVY in [SilOQ] proved
that, for any open set U C R™, we can view the normal trace as a linear functional

(1.3) Ny (F) € Lip, (9U)*.

As far as the author is aware, in this generality, this is the sharpest description available
in the literature up until now. The purpose of the present work is to settle this problem
by showing that (1.3) is not optimal, by identifying the correct space that the normal trace
surjects onto. As a consequence of this characterisation, we will also obtain extension results
for extended divergence-measure fields; these appear to be entirely new.

1.1. Main results. We will first establish the following refinement of (1.3), where we show
that the normal trace enjoys improved continuity properties.

Theorem 1.1. Let F € DM“*(Q) and E C Q be any Borel set. Then there exists a unique
weakly*-continuous linear functional Ng(F') € Lip, (OF)* satisfying

(1.4) (Ng(F), ¢lop) = —/EV¢-dF— /Eqbd(div F) forall ¢ € C}(Q).

A more precise statement is given in Theorem 3.6 which additionally asserts that, as a
consequence of the weak* continuity, Ny (F') in fact lies in the predual of Lip, (OF), known as
the Arens-Fells space E(OF) (see Definition 2.9). Theorem 1.1 will rely on a fine description
of the Anzellotti-type pairing measure V¢ - F between Lipschitz functions ¢ and divergence-
measure fields F. Introduced in [éilOQ], this measure is characterised by the product rule

(1.5) div(pF)=V¢-F + ¢ divF inD'(Q).
We will show this pairing measure admits the following pointwise description and continuity
property:

Theorem 1.2. Let F € DM®(Q) and ¢ € W"™(Q). Then V¢-F < |F| and the
associated Radon-Nikodym derivative is given by

d —— dF
1.6 —(V¢- F =V T
(1.6) 77 (V5 F)@) = Vola) - (o)
where V¢ - v denotes the directional derivative of ¢ in direction v € S*~!, and the relevant
derivatives exist |F|-a.e. Furthermore, if (¢x)r C W"(Q) is a sequence such that ¢, = ¢
weakly* in WH°(€2), then the associated pairing measures converge setwise in that

(1.7) klim Vo - F(E)=V¢-F(E) forall EC ) Borel
— o0

for |F|-a.e.x € Q,

The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on a decomposition of divergence-measure fields into
curves, due SMIRNOV [Smi93]. We note that the differentiability statement was already
proven by ALBERTI & MARCHESE in [AM16], whose proof also relies on Smirnov’s decom-
position result.

Theorem 1.1 asserts that the normal trace Ng maps into a strict subspace of Lip, (OE)*.
We show that this is moreover optimal, assuming the following mild regularity condition on
the domain.

Definition 1.3. We say an open set U C R" is locally rectifiably convex if there exists
g,0 > 0 such that for any p,q € U such that |p — ¢q| < §, there exists a rectifiable curve ~
connecting p to ¢ through U, whose length satisfies £(y) < e 1|p — q|.

Theorem 1.4. Let U C R™ be an open set satisfying Definition 1.3. Then
(1.8) Ny : DM™YU) — E(OU) is surjective.

More precisely, there exists a discrete set A C U such that for each m € FE(QU), there exists
F € DM®*(U) such that Ny (F) = m, div F is supported on A, and we have the estimate

(1.9) I F | p ey < Cllm|l mou)-
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Thus, for a general class of open sets U, we completely characterise the normal trace space
on QU for divergence-measure fields. As we will discuss in §4.1 (namely Theorem 4.8), we
can infer surjectivity results for the trace Ny : DM (Q) — E(OU) for U C Q by applying
the above on both U and UC; here we require not only that U and U* satisfies Definition 1.3,
but also the topological condition U = AU’ . These conditions are satisfied by all bounded
Lipschitz domains, and also by certain fractal domains (see Example 4.2).

As a consequence of this characterisation, we obtain extension results for divergence-
measure fields; detailed statements can be found in §4.2.

Theorem 1.5. Let U C R" be a open set such that U° satisfies Definition 1.3 and U = dU".
Then there exists a (not necessarily linear) extension operator

(1.10) Ey: DM (U) — DM (R™)
such that &y (F) LU = F for all F € DM®*(Q), and & is bounded in that

(1.11) €0 (F)||p et (ny < C|F||ppgext () for all F € DM™H(Q).

As Example 4.13 will illustrate, the condition QU = AU  is in general necessary. Similarly
as in Theorem 1.4, the extension F we construct satisfies div F = 0 away from a discrete
set A on the complement. This allows us to establish extension results for divergence-free
fields; for this we let

(1.12) Maiv(U;R™) = {F € M(;R™) : div F = 0} € DM™(U).

Theorem 1.6. Let U C R" be a open set such that [ satisfies Definition 1.3 and OU = ou”.
Then there exists an open set U C R™ such that U C U and dist(U,dU) > 0, and an
extension operator

(1.13) Eu.5 Ma(U;R™) = Maie(U; R™)

such that &, 5(F)LU = F for all F € My;,(U;R™). Furthermore, if U is bounded and

U° is connected in addition, then we can choose U =R".

Finally, we show that the restriction of the trace operator to DM' remains surjective;
despite being a seemingly stronger statement, this will follow as a consequence of Theo-
rem 1.5. This also implies an extension theorem analogous to Theorem 1.5 for fields in
DM (U), which we will detail in §4.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let U C R™ be an open set satisfying Definition 1.3. Then restriction of
the trace operator

(1.14) Ny: DMYU) — E(OU) is surjective.

More precisely, for each m € E(QU) there exists G € DM (U) such that Ny (G) = m and
the estimate

(1.15) 1Gllpat ) < Climllzou)
holds. We moreover have that div G € L*(U).

Organisation: We recall some necessary results in §2 regarding divergence-measure
fields, the space of Lipschitz functions and its predual, along with Smirnov’s decomposition
theorem. A proof of Smirnov’s theorem, in the form we use, is also included in Appendix A.
Equipped with these results, §3.1 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.2, and consequences
of said theorem is explored in §3.2, where Theorem 1.1 is proved. The surjectivity of this
refined trace operator is proven in §4.1, from which we can infer the extension results, namely
Theorems 1.5 and 1.6, in §4.2. Finally, in §4.3 we establish similar surjectivity and extension
results in DM,
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We begin by setting our conventions, and recording some results that will be used in the
sequel. We will start with:

Notation: Throughout the paper, we will consider an open set 2 C R™ with n > 2. Given
any set A C R™ we denote its complement by A° and the associated indicator function by 1 4.
In © we denote the space of finite signed Radon measures by M (), the space of bounded
Lipschitz functions by Lip, (£2), and the space of bounded Borel functions by By, (€2). Also we
denote by Clg (Q) as the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions with bounded
derivatives in Q, and put Cy, () = CP(Q) for the space of bounded continuous functions.

If 1 is a Borel measure on €2 and A C  is a Borel subset, then we will denote by uL A
the Borel measure on R™ satisfying (uL A)(B) = u(A N B) for any Borel set B C R". We
also denote the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure and k-dimensional Hausdorff measure on
R™ by £™ and H* respectively.

In general for a function space X, we will write X(€2;R™) for the space of functions valued
in R™, and write X., Xjoc for compactly supported functions in X(€2) and functions locally
in X respectively. Also given two Banach spaces X' and )Y, will write X ~ )Y if they are
isomorphic, and X = ) they are moreover isometrically isomorphic. The dual space of X
will be denoted X*.

2.1. Divergence-measure fields. We recall the central notions of interest in this paper.

Definition 2.1. Let Q@ C R™ be an open set. A measure-valued field F = (Fy,...,F,) €
M(;R™) is called a divergence-measure field if div F is represented by a finite measure.
That is, there exists a signed measure div F' € M () which satisfies

(2.1) / Vé-dF = — [ ¢d(divF) forall ¢ € CL(Q).
Q Q

The space of divergence-measure fields will be denoted by DM®*(Q), which we equip with
the norm

(2.2) [F |l patexe(y = [F|(Q2) + |div F|($2).

If the field F is represented by a function in LP(Q) with 1 < p < oo, we write F' € DMP(Q).

In §4.2 we will also consider divergence-free fields on 2; the space of such fields will be
denoted by Mgy (§2;R™) € M(Q;R™).

Remark 2.2. A normal 1-current in Q is a 1-current T € D;1(Q2) such that both T and
0T are represented by finite Radon measures in 2, and the space of such currents will be
denoted by N1(€2). Note that in component form we can write

i=1 i=1

from which we see that T € N1(Q) if and only if the measure-valued field T := (T4, ...,T})
is a divergence-measure field. This gives a one-to-one correspondence

(2.4) N1(Q) = DM(Q),

thereby providing a geometric viewpoint which allows us to naturally identify curves as
divergence-measure fields (see §2.3).

Definition 2.3. Let F € DM®*(Q) and E C Q a Borel subset. The normal trace of F on
OF is defined as the linear functional

(2.5) (F-u,qﬁ)aE:—/EV(b-dF—/E(bd(divF) for allquC%)(Q).

If the normal trace can be represented as a measure on F, we will denote it by (F - v)gxg.
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We will adopt the convention of taking the inner unit normal as in [CIT24]. By considering
the restriction of ¢ € CL(R™) to Q, as distributions in R” we have

(26) <FV, >6E:d1V(]1EF)—]lEd1VF,

so we see that the normal trace is represented by a measure if and only if 1y F € DM (R").
We will briefly recall some useful properties of the normal trace. Given an open set
Q C R", for each § > 0 we set

(2.7) Q= {z €0z < % dist(z, 0Q) > 5}.

Observe that Q%2 € Q% e Q for all 02 > 61 > 0 and Uy~ g Q= Q.
Lemma 2.4. Let  C R™ be an open set and F' € DM (Q). Then for £L'-a.e.d > 0, the

normal trace (F - v),qs is represented by a measure on Q8. Moreover, for any such § > 0,

we have 15, F € DM®*(Q2) with
(2.8) div(lﬁgF) = ]155 div F' + (F . l/)aﬁg.

Proof. By |CIT24, Lem. 7.3, 7.4], for £!-a.e.§ > 0 we have
1 ~ ~
(2.9) limsup = |F|({z € Q° : dist(x,99°) < €)}) < oo,
e—=0 €
so by [Sil09, Thm. 2.4(ii)] the normal trace of F on 8 is a measure, and (2.8) follows from
(2.6). O

Definition 2.5. Let F € DM®(Q) and ¢ € W"™(Q). We define the pairing measure
between V¢ and F' via

(2.10) V- F :=div(¢F) — ¢divF in D'(Q).
Moreover, if ¢ € Ci,(2), we can understand V¢ - F = V¢- F in the classical pointwise sense.

Although V¢ - F is defined as a distribution in 2, as the terminology suggests, it is in
fz}ct represented by a measure, which is the content of the following lemma. We refer to
[Sil08, Prop. 5.2] for a proof (see also [CIT24, Thm. 2.7]).

Lemma 2.6 (Product rule, [Sil09]). Let F € DM™*(Q) and ¢ € W°(Q). Then ¢F €
DM (), so V - F is also a finite measure on Q via (2.10). Moreover for any A C {2 open,
if (¢x)x € Cy(A) such that ¢ — ¢4 weakly” in W">(A), then

(2.11) V\;:-liqubk-Fl_A=V¢-Fl_A
—00

as measures. We also have

(2.12) V¢ - F| < [[VLee )| F|

as measures in Q.

Using this pairing measure, we can extend the normal trace to be defined on Wl’OO(Q) as

(2.13) (F v, ¢)or = — /

d(Ve - F) —/ ¢d(div F) for all p € WH>(Q).
E E

With this we can formulate the following result from [Sil09] (see also [CTT24, Lem. 10.2]) we
mentioned in the introduction.

Lemma 2.7. Let F € DM®*(Q) and U C 2 be an open set. Then there exists a bounded
linear operator

(2.14) Ny (F): DM (Q) — Lip,, (OU)*
which satisfies

(2.15) (Nu(F), ¢lov) = (F -v,¢)ou for all ¢ € Lip,,(Q).
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2.2. The predual of the space of Lipschitz functions. Given any subset X C R"”,
we will denote by Lip, (X)) the space of Lipschitz continuous functions ¢ on X which are
bounded in that

(2.16) 8l ) = max { dllioe ), Lin(@, X) } < oo.

This norm is equivalent to the more standard choice ||¢||1,o x)+Lip(¢, X ), however the above
form will be more convenient in describing the predual. We observe that if ¢ € Lip, (X),
where X C R" is any set, we have ¢ is uniformly continuous and hence admits a unique
continuous extension to X, which is remains Lipschitz continuous with the same norm. This
gives a natural identification Lip, (X) 2 Lip, (X).

Note that for U € R™ open we have Lip, (U) € W"°(U); while equality holds for suitably
regular domains (e.g. for bounded Lipschitz domains), the inclusion is in general strict. We
will show that both spaces can be identified as a dual space, and thus can be equipped with
the topology of weak*-convergence.

Lemma 2.8. Let U C R™ be an open set. Then there is an isometric isomorphism
Whe(U) 2 W™HH(U)* induced by the pairing

(217)  (9,9) = /U foodz =Y /U fi0z, 0 dx, forall g € WH=(U), g€ W1 (U),
=1

where g = fo + 2?21 Oy, fi with fo, f1,--, fn € Ll(U).

Here W~ 11(U) is equipped with the norm lgllw-11 @y = mf{3 77|l fillLiwy }, where the
infimum is taking over all such representations of g. We refer to [AFP00, Ex. 2.3, Rmk. 3.12]
for a proof.

From this we see that W1’°°(U) is the dual of a separable space, and we will also use this
precise description in §4.3. For a general set X C R™, Lip, (X) also has the structure of a
dual space, which was described by ARENS & EELLS in [AE56]; for this we introduce the
following definition.

Definition 2.9. Let X C R™ be a closed set. We define the Arens-FEells space E(X) to be
the completion of the space

(2.18) Eo(X) :=span{d, : * € X} C Lip, (X)*
with respect to the dual norm on Lip(X)*, which we denote by ||| z(x). We also denote the
induced pairing by (-, ) m, which satisfies

k k
(2.19) (m, ¢y = aip(p;), where m=> a6, € Bo(X), ¢ € Lip,(X).

i=1 i=1

We will need a more concrete description in §4.1; for this, following [Weal8, §3] we also
introduce the following related space. Note that our conventions differ from the aforemen-
tioned text, since we do not consider pointed spaces.

Definition 2.10. Let X C R" be closed, and fix e ¢ X. Then writing X = X U {e}, define
A(X,e) as the completion of the space

(2.20) Ao(X,e) =span{d, — 6, : p,q € )?}
with respect to the norm
k ~
_ X . ) - _ . aieRapiaqieX
(221)  fmlla = inf {;|az|p<pz,q1> =Dl ). SR P } ,
where p is a modified metric on X = X U {e} given by

(2.22) p(p,q) = min{|p — q|,2} for all p,q € X,
(2.23) p(p,e) =1 for all p € X.
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We also denote the induced pairing by (-, -) 4, which satisfies

k
(2'24) <m’¢>A = Zaz((b(%) - ¢(pi))a m = Zai((sth - 61%‘) € AO(Xae)a ¢ € Lipb(X)’

i=1
understanding that ¢(e) = 0.

Proposition 2.11. Let X C R™ be a closed set and e ¢ X. Then,

(a) A(X,e) = E(X) viam—mlL X for m € Ay(X,e), extending by density,
(b) Lipy,(X) =~ E(X)" via ¢ = (m = (m, ¢) m).

Proof. By [Weal8, Thm. 3.3, Cor. 3.4], the pairing (2.24) extends to an isometric isomor-
phism A(X,e)* = Lip,(X). In particular this implies that for m € Eq(X,e),

(2.25) [mL X|Lip,x)- = sup{|(m, @) al : [SllLip,x) <1} = Iml]a.

Hence it follows that A(X,e) = AE(X) by sending each m € Ag(X,e) to mL X € Ey(X)
and extending by density, thereby proving (a). Since we also have (m,¢)a = (mL X, d) &
for all m € Ap(X,e) and ¢ € Lip, (X), it follows that A(X)* = Lip,(X) via the pairing
(-,-)m, establishing (b). O

Example 2.12. If X C R" is closed, we have M(X) C E(X), by noting for that each
u € M(X), the mapping ¢ — fX ¢ dp is well-defined and weakly*-continuous on Lip,, (X).
However this space is strictly larger in general; if a € X is an accumulation point of X, then
we can find a sequence (ay)r C X converging to a such that ay # a for all k. By passing to a
subsequence if necessary, assume that y_, |ar —a| < co. Then m = >~ (dq, —da) € E(X)

*

by noting the series converges absolutely in Lipy, (X)*.

Lemma 2.13. Let X C R™ be any set, and ¢, ¢ € Lip,,(X). Then, as k — oo,

(2.26) S 5 ¢ in Lip (X) {qﬁk — ¢ uniformly on bounded subsets of X,
. ko — b

supy, | ¢k | Lip, (x) < o©.

Proof. Using the identification Lip, (X) = Lip,, (X ), we can assume without loss of generality
that X is closed. If ¢, — ¢ weakly* in Lip, (X), by the Banach-Steinhaus theorem, we have
|9 IILip,, (x) is uniformly bounded in k. Then by applying the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there is
a subsequence ¢; which converges uniformly to ¢ on X N By (0) for each M € N, and hence
¢k, — ¢ uniformly on bounded subsets of X. Since the limit is unique, this convergence
also holds for the entire sequence ¢y.

Conversely since Lip, (X) is the dual of a separable space, the weak*-topology is compact
and metrisable on norm-bounded subsets (see e.g. [Brell, Thm.3.16, 3.28]). Therefore ¢y,
admits a weakly*-convergent subsequence, but since this limit is uniquely determined as ¢
using the uniform convergence, the entire sequence ¢, converges weakly™* to ¢. 0

We will often use Lemma 2.13 with X = [0, 1], noting that Lip,([0,1]) = W*((0,1)).
For general open sets U however, we have a slightly different characterisation for weak*®
convergence in W (U).

Lemma 2.14. Let U C R” be an open set. Then if ¢y, € WH(U), as k — oo,

{qﬁk — ¢ pointwise,

(2.27) dp = ¢ in WHh(U) =
supy || ok [lw.e (1) < o0

In addition, the space Cp(U) is sequentially weakly* dense in W (U).

We note that C:;(U) ¢ Lip,(U) in general, so we do not get an analogous density state-
ment there. Also the below proof shows in fact that ¢ — ¢ locally uniformly in U in (2.27),
however pointwise convergence will suffice for our purposes.
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Proof. The equivalence (2.27) can be proven analogously as in Lemma 2.13, noting that
W_l’l(U ) is also separable. One difference lies in showing the pointwise convergence; for
this assume that ¢, — ¢ and fix z € U. Then there is a neighbourhood B,.(z) C U, and since
®k|B, (z) is bounded in W(B,(z)) = Lip,(B,(z)), we infer that ¢, converges uniformly
to ¢ on this ball B, ().

To show Cj(U) is sequentially weakly* dense, given ¢ € W' (U) we will take ¢, to
be as in the construction from [EG15, Thm.4.2]. More precisely, given a covering {V;}52,
of U such that V; € U for each j, let {(;} be a partition of unity subordinate to {V;}.
We then let ¢p = > 7., , * ((j¢), where 7. is a standard mollifier and ; is chosen to
satisfy €5, < dist(spt({;),0V;) and that €;, \, 0 as k — oo for each j. Since each ¢V(; is
continuous, by shrinking ¢;  if necessary we can also assume that

(2.28) e, . * (#VE) — OV ooy < 277
for all 5,k € N. Then noting that Z;’il V({; = V1y =0 in U, we can estimate

ey S 2l * (996) = 696 ey <1

j=1

22) [ Cn.r6ve)
j=1

for all k. We can then verify that (¢) is uniformly bounded in W*(U) and converges
pointwise to ¢ as k — oo, so by (2.27) we infer that ¢, — ¢ in WH*°(U). O

2.3. The Smirnov decomposition. We will state a version of Smirnov’s decomposition
theorem, valid for fields in DM®*(Q). For this, we first define the space of curves we will
work with, namely

(2.30) 1 = 6" .= {v € Lip, ([0, 1];R™) : Lip(y) < 1},

equipped with the topology of uniform convergence. We will refer to elements v € 4 as
curves, and we say v is closed if v(0) = ~«(1). It is well known that rectifiable curves
admit an arclength reparametrisation, and as the proof of Smirnov’s theorem we outline in
Appendix A will show, for our purposes it will suffice to consider constant-speed curves in
6.

Observe that %7 is locally compact by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and is moreover metris-
able since the topology is induced by the uniform norm [|7y|1,=[0,1]). Moreover by Lemma 2.13,

. . . . . 1
convergence in %1 is equivalent to weak* convergence in Lip, ~ W=,

Definition 2.15. For a curve v € %, we denote by [y] € DM (R") the field defined to
satisfy

@3 mle) = [ enw)wu=[ (X ew ) an
0 " NMeyi(p)

for all ® € B, (R™; R™), where the latter equality follows by the area formula (see e.g. [AFP0O0,
Thm. 2.71, (2.47)]). Observe this satisfies

(2.32) div[y] = 6y) = 05(0);
which is zero if and only if 7 is closed. We will also denote the total variation measure of
[v] by py1-

Note that, if for some Q C R™ open we have v(t) € Q for all t € (0, 1), then the associated
field lies in DM®(Q2). Also if we set I, = ([0, 1]) and let
(

N () .
(2.33) & (p) = Ztey—l(p) E4Ol itpel,,
0 otherwise,

which is defined H'-a.e.on I',, then by (2.31) we obtain the representation
(2.34) [Vl = & (=) H LT,
(2.35) fify] = & (2)| HELT,,.
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Equipped with this terminology, we can state a version of Smirnov’s decomposition the-
orem valid in the full space.

Theorem 2.16 (Smirnov, [Smi93]). Given F' € DM®*(R"), there exits a non-negative and
finite Borel measure v on %) such that

(2.36) / @-dF = | (1] @)dvly) forall @ € By(RY R,

(2.37) ¢d|F| = / (Bpyy, @) dv(y)  for all ¢ € By (R™).
R 61

Here we will have the maps v — ([y],®) and v — (u[,],#) are Borel measurable with
respect to the topology of uniform convergence, ensuring that these integrals are well-defined.
Moreover for v-almost every v € 61, we have |y/(t)| is constant £!-a.e.on [0, 1].

Since this formulation differs somewhat from what is proven in [Smi93], a proof is provided
in Appendix A. We point out that the decomposition we obtain is incomplete in the sense
that

(2.39) v FIE") # [ [avD]IR") dv(o)

in general, however the formulation we state is technically simpler as we can work with %}
as our space of admissible curves.

Since we wish to apply this to fields F € DM®™(Q), we will need a suitable variant of
Theorem 2.16 valid for domains. This can be obtained as a consequence of the full-space
decomposition as follows.

Theorem 2.17. Let Q@ C R” be an open set and F' € DM™(Q). Then there exists a
non-negative Borel measure v on %; such that

(2.39) / d.-dF = ([7], @) dv(y) for all & € By(Q;R™),
Q 1

(2.40) / pd|F| = / (Byy> @) dv(y)  for all ¢ € By(S2).
Q 61

In particular, we have

(2.41) . £(v) dv(y) = |F|(€2) < oo.

Moreover v-almost every v € 6 is supported in  and is such that |y/(¢)] is £!-a.e. constant
on [0, 1].
Proof. For each § > 0 let Q% be as in (2.7), then by Lemma 2.4 we know for £!-a.e.d > 0
that

(i) the normal trace (F - v),qs is represented by a measure on 02,

(ii) |F|(09°%) = |div F|(9Q°) = 0,
noting that (ii) holds for all but countably many §. We then let d; \, 0 such that each dj
satisfies the above two properties and define

(2.42) F, =14, F where Ay := Q% \ Q%1

for each k, understanding that Q% = @. Then by properties (i), (ii) and [CIT24, Rmk. 2.12,
Thm. 10.5], we have each Fy, € DM®*(Q) is compactly supported in Q and satisfies
(2.43) div Fj, = ]lAk div F + (F . l/)aﬁgk — (F . V)aﬁ‘sk—l'

Also since the sets (A;)7°; have pairwise disjoint support,

(2.44) |F| = Zle| as measures in ).

k=1
Now by applying Theorem 2.16 to each F}, we obtain Borel measures v, on %7 such that
(2.36), (2.37) holds for each Fj, with vi. Observe by (2.37) that v-a.e. curve 7 is supported
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on Ay, for each k, so it follows that spt(vy,) Nspt(vy) # @ if and only if |k —¢| < 1. Moreover
for each k, by (2.37) and property (ii) we can estimate

ea) ) k(7)< [l (Ax N ) < [FI(063) =0,
spt (v )Nspt(vi41)
and similarly for the v41-integral. Hence we can define
(2.46) v= Z v, on 6,
k=1
which is a well-defined Borel measure satisfying
(2.47) () dr =YY" [ () dv, = |Fi|(Ax) = [F|(Q) < oo,
1 17/ k=1

noting the supports are essentially disjoint by (2.45). Using the above with (2.36) applied
to each Fy, and the dominated convergence theorem, we have for all ® € By, (Q; R™) that

(2.48) /QcI%ng/QcI%dFkIiLl([[v]],@dyk[gl<[[7]],<1>>dz/,

establishing (2.39). Similarly for any ¢ € By,(f2), using (2.37) and (2.44) we have

@19 [odF =Y [odRl=3 [ péidn= [ (a0 dn
@ k=17 k=177 1
establishing (2.40) as required. O

3. PROPERTIES OF THE ANZELLOTTI PAIRING

3.1. Representation of the pairing. In this section we prove Theorem 1.2, along with
a representation of the pairing in terms of the Smirnov decomposition. Recall the pairing
measure V¢ - F was defined in Definition 2.5 and satisfies V¢ - F < |F| by Lemma 2.6.

Theorem 3.1. Given F € DM®(Q) and ¢ € WH*°(Q), the directional derivatives
dF

(3.1) Vo(z) - m(x) exists for |F|-a.e.z € Q,
and the Radon-Nikodym derivative of V¢ - F' with respect to |F| is given by
d ——— dF
(3.2) W(V¢ - F)(z) = Vo(x) - W(x) for |F|-a.e.x € Q
Moreover decomposing F' as in Theorem 2.17, we have
(3.3) /wd(qu-F) :/ / YV - & dH dv(y) for all ¥ € By(Q).
Q % Jr,

As a consequence, we infer the following improved continuity property for this pairing.

Theorem 3.2. Let F € DM®™(Q) and (¢r)r € W-(Q) such that ¢p — ¢ weakly* in
W'>(Q). Then

(3.4) lim [ d(V¢i-F)= / d(V¢ - F) for all Borel sets E C Q.
k—o0 E E

That is, the pairing measure converges setwise with respect to weak* convergence in Whee Q).

Example 3.3. We will show, by means of a simple example, that we cannot expect a similar
continuity statement in F'; for this consider

(3.5) Fy=eyH'LTy, Tp={recR?: 2y=1/k},
(3.6) F=eH'LD, T={zecR®: 2 =0},
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which lie DM (RQ), where e, es are the standard basis vectors of R2. For any R > 0,

loc

observe that Fj, F are uniformly bounded in DM®*(Bg) and that F, -~ F weakly* in
DM (Bg). Now taking E = (0,1)?, for any ¢ € WH*°(R?) we have

1
(3.7) ti [ A(VoFD) = Jim [ 0.,6(t,1/k)dt = 6(1,0) - 6(0.0),
k—oo J g k—o0 Jq
whereas |F|(E) = 0. Therefore taking any ¢ such that ¢(1,0) # ¢(0,0) we see that
(3.8) Jm [ A6 F) = 6(1,0) - 60,0) 20 = [ 4TG5 F),
—x JE E

thereby exhibiting failure of continuity with respect to weak™ convergence of measures.

The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 result will rely on Smirnov’s theorem in the form
of Theorem 2.17, and two lemmas. The first is a differentiability statement from [AM16],
which we will use in the following form. In what follows, Gr(R™) = (J;'_, Gri(R™) denotes
the set of all subspaces of R™.

Lemma 3.4. Let F € DM®*(Q) and ¢ € W">(Q). Then there exists a mapping

(3.9) x+— Vp(x): @ — Gr(R"™)

such that for |F|-a.e.z € §, ¢ is differentiable at = with respect to Vp(z), and if we define
the differential

(3.10) = Dpo(z): Q — (RM)*

by defining Dp@(x)|v, to be this derivative and setting DF¢($)|V;: = 0, this mapping is

Borel measurable. Moreover taking the decomposition from Theorem 2.17, for v-a.e.y € %7,
where the null set is Borel measurable,

(3.11) v (t) € Vr(y(t)) and Dro(y(t)(Y' (1) = (pov)'(t) for Ll-ae.t € [0,1].

We then denote the associated gradient as  — Vp@(x), which is defined |F'|-a.e., takes
values in Vg (x), and is Borel measurable as a map 2 — R™.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.17 to F', and extending F' by zero to R” we see this decom-
position remains valid in the full space. Working in R", we take z — Vg(z) to be the
decomposability bundle associated to this decomposition, as defined in [AM16, §2.6], which
satisfies (3.11);. Then ¢ is differentiable with respect to Vp(x) at |Fl|-a.e.x by [AMIG,
Cor. 3.9], and the measurability of Dp¢ follows from [AM16, Lem. 3.6]. O

The second lemma asserts that Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 hold when F' is a curve.
Lemma 3.5. Let v € %1 and consider the associated divergence-measure field
(3.12) b =¢H'LT,.

Then for any Q@ C R™ such that I', C 2, the following holds:
(a) For any ¢ € WH*(Q),

Vo -] = (Vo &) H' LT, as measures.
(b) If (¢x)x € WH(Q) such that ¢ = ¢ weakly* in W'>°(1), then
Vor -[v] = Vo - [y] setwise in M(Q).

Proof. For (a), let ¢ € WH*°(Q2). Then by Lemma 2.14, there exists a sequence (¢y)x C
C}(Q) converging weakly* to ¢ in WH>°(Q), so in particular ¢ — ¢ pointwise in Q and M :=
supy, (| ¢ [lwi. (@) < 0o. Then for each k and ¢ € By (€2), noting that ¥V € By(Q; R™), we
have by Definition 2.15 that

(3.13) (1090 = [ 600 g (0rom) ()t

Since ¢y 0y — ¢ oy pointwise in [0, 1] and
(3.14) [[(d/dt)(ér o MllL=(0,1)) £ MY llLee((0,1))  for all &,
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we infer that ¢y oy — ¢ oy weakly* in W"*°((0,1)). Hence passing to the limit in (3.13),

a15) [ a5 B = Jim (B16Ven) = [ o) Fen®ar

where we also used (2.11) for the first equality. By Lemma 3.4 we have (¢ o v)'(t) =
Viyo(y(t)) -+ (t) for L'-a.e.t € (0,1), so by the area formula

(3.16) /Q $ATE ) = /0 b oAV o (1)) -+ (t) dt = /F IV - & dH.

Since ¢ € Byp(Q2) was arbitrary, this establishes (a).

For (b), let ¢ — ¢ in WH*°(Q) and fix ¥ € By (). Then since ¢ — ¢ pointwise in
and V¢y, is uniformly bounded in L>°(92) by Lemma 2.14, arguing analogously as in (3.14)
we have ¢p 0y = ¢ o v weakly* in WH>°((0,1)). In particular,

d . d .
(3.17) —(proy) = —=(¢po~y) weakly* in L>°((0,1)).
dt dt
Hence using (3.15) with ¢ and sending k — oo using (3.17),

Jim /Q vd(Vor - []) = klingo/o Y oy(t) %(qﬁk o)(t)dt
(3.18)

1 d -
— [(wert goenwa = [ vaTo T,
0 Q
By taking ) = 1 where E' C Q is any Borel set, we infer (b). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Given ¢ € W'>(Q), by Lemma 2.14 there exists (¢r)r C CpL(Q)
converging weakly* to ¢ as k — 00, s0 ¢ — ¢ pointwise in 2 and M := supy||¢x [[wr.~ () <
oo. Using the decomposition of Theorem 2.17, we obtain a measure v on % such that (2.39)
holds, so for ¢ € B,(Q2) and each k,

(3.19) GV - dF — / (] 9Vén) du(y).
Q 61

Noting that I, C  for v-a.e.y € %1 (and the null set is Borel measurable), for any such ~y
we have by Lemma 3.5(a), (b) that

(3.20) (] ¥V i) = /F vdVE 1) = /F V- &, dH.

lim
k— o0

Moreover by Lemma 3.4, for v-a.e.y € 61, V[,1¢-§y = Vré- &, holds H'-a.e.onT',. Hence
there is a Borel measurable v-null set N' C 4} such that defining functions (Uy),, ¥ on ¢
by

(3.21) V() = (), 6V ek),  T(y) = 1y / UV 6 € AU,

we have each Uy, is Borel measurable and that W (y) — ¥(y) for all v € 4}, thereby implying
the measurability of W. Moreover for each v € 61 \ N we can bound

(3.22) Wiy = < (suply)M €(3) for all

/F Racy

and the same bound holds on A since each W), vanishes there. By Lemma 2.6 and applying
the dominated convergence theorem using (2.41), we obtain

/ Yd(Ve - F) = lim / YV oy -dF = lim Uy () dv(y)
Q k—oo Jq k

— 00 Cgl

529 = [ vy = [ [ w9 ana,
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establishing (3.3). Therefore by combining the above with (2.39) and using the measurability
of Vp¢ from Lemma 3.4, it follows that

(3.24) PTG T) = / (P ¥V ré) du(y / (Vo dF
Q G

holds. That is, V- F = V¢ - F as measures in Q, from which we infer (3.2) by uniqueness
of the Radon-Nikodym decomposition (see e.g. [AFP00, Thm. 1.28]). O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let ¢, — ¢ as in the statement and E C § be any Borel set. De-
composing F' using Theorem 2.17, by (3.3) from Theorem 3.1 we can write

(3.25) /E (Vor F [g | / AT B avta)

for each k. Then for each v € % such that I', C €, which holds for v-a.e.y € €, by
Lemma 3.5(b) we have

(3.20 im [ a¥a DD = [  aFohD.

~

Also by weak* convergence of ¢y, we have M = supy||¢x[|wi.(q) < 00, so using this we
obtain the uniform bound

/F R zmoi

for all v € €1 such that I'y C Q. Since the right-hand side is v-integrable over v € €1
by (2.41), by the dominated convergence theorem we can send k& — oo in (3.25) to infer
(3.4). O

(3.27) < IVorllL= (o) ppTy) < M),

3.2. Applications to the normal trace. Equipped with Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we can
prove the following result claimed in the introduction.

Theorem 3.6. Let 2 C R™ be an open set, then for any Borel set E C €) there exists a
unique linear mapping

(3.28) Ng: DM™H(Q) — E(IE) C Lip(9E)*
which for each F € DM (Q) satisfies

(329)  (Ng(F),dlon)m /ws F- /¢d div F) for all ¢ € CL(Q),

and is bounded in that |[Ng(F)| g@e) < C||F|paex (), where C = C(n).
This will largely follow from two results of independent interest.

Proposition 3.7. Let F € DM®(Q) and E C 2 be a Borel set. If ¢ € Lip,, () vanishes
on OF, then

(3.30) (F-v,9)or =0.

This improves [SilOQ7 Lem. 3.2] and [CIT24, Thm. 2.15], where one additionally imposes
a topological or measure-theoretic condition on E. Here, since any ¢ € Lip, () admits a
unique continuous extension to €2, the condition ¢|gr = 0 can be understood even if 0F ¢ Q.

Proof. By applying [CIT24, Thm. 10.2] to the interior E° = E \ 0F of E and noting that ¢
vanishes on 0E° C 0F, we obtain

(3.31) 0=(F v,¢)op = f/ AdVeé-F)— | ¢d(div F).

o EO
Hence we infer that

(3.32) (F-v.dor =~ [ odavF) - [ a5 F) =~ [ awoP),
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so the assertion would follow if the last integral vanishes. Using Theorem 3.1 we can write

3.33 d(V¢ - F) = Vro- & dH dv(ny),
( ) /EmaE Ve ) [& /EmaEmF7 Fo by V)

where v is the measure obtained in the decomposition of Theorem 2.17. Now for any v € %1
such that I, C Q, by the area formula we have

(3.34) /EmaEmn VES & = /0 La(y,m)(t) (@0 v)'(t) dt,
where
(3.35) A(v, E) ={t €[0,1]: ¢(~(t)) € ENIOE}.

However since ¢ oy = 0 on A(y, E), applying [EG15, Thm. 3.3] it holds that (¢ o)’ =0
Ll-a.e.on A(y, E). Therefore (3.34) vanishes for any v € %, contained in 2, which holds for
v-a.e.y € 61. Therefore combining this with (3.32), (3.33) we obtain

1
(3.36) (F-v,d)or = — /EmaE d(Ve - F) = — Lﬁ /0 La(y,E)(t) (& o) (t)dtdv(y) =0,
as required. O

Proposition 3.8. Let F € DM®*(Q) and E C 2 be a Borel set. Then the normal trace
(F -v, -)pp extends uniquely from Cf () to a weakly*-continuous functional on W' ().

Proof. Since C(Q) is weakly* dense in W (Q) by Lemma 2.14, it suffices to show that
(3.37) (F v, d)op = f/ d(Ve F)— / ¢ d(div F)
B E

is weakly*-continuous. For this let (¢x)x € WH°(Q) such that ¢, = ¢ weakly* in W™ (Q),
then we know that (¢)g is uniformly bounded in WH*(U) and ¢, — ¢ pointwise in
Q by Lemma 2.14. Then [, ¢, d(divF) — [, ¢d(divF) as k — oo by the dominated
convergence theorem, and by the setwise convergence of Theorem 3.2, we also have that
Vo - F(E) = V¢ - F(E). Hence it follows that

(338) <F *V, ¢k>8E == <F *V, ¢>6E

lim
k—o0
This proves that (F - v, -)gp is sequentially weakly*-continuous. Since W*°(Q2) has a

separable predual by Lemma 2.8, a consequence of the Krein-Smulian theorem, namely
[Con07, Cor. 12.8] implies that the normal trace is weakly*-continuous. U

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Let U = B1(OF) = {z € R" : dist(xz,0FE) < 1}, then applying
[JLS86, Thm. 2] we obtain a linear extension operator Lip,(OF) — Lipy (U) which sends
¢ — ¢ and satisfies Lip(¢,U) < C(n)Lip(¢,d0U). By multiplying this extension with
x(x) = max{l — dist(z,0F),0} which is 1-Lipschitz and vanishes on OU, we obtain a
bounded linear mapping T': Lip,(OF) — Lip,(2) by sending ¢ — x¢. Moreover, by the
explicit construction of qg given in [JLS86, pp. 133], we see this mapping is continuous with
respect to uniform convergence on bounded sets, and hence by Lemma 2.13, T is sequentially

continuous with respect to the respective weak*-topologies.
Now given F' € DM (), we will define Ng(F) € Lip, (OE)* by setting

(3.39) (Ng(F),¢) :=(F-v,T¢)pr for each ¢ € Lip,(OF).

By Proposition 3.8, the normal trace (F' - v, -)sr is weakly*-continuous on Lip,(£2), so
combined with the sequential continuity of T', it follows that Ng(F') is a sequentially weakly*-
continuous linear functional on Lip,(0F). Using the identification Lip, (OF) = E(OE)*
induced by the pairing (-,-) s from Proposition 2.11, we can view Ng(F') as a sequentially
weakly*-continuous linear functional on E(JF)*. Furthermore since E(OF) is separable, by
[Con07, Cor. 12.8] we have Ng(F') is weakly*-continuous, and hence there exists m € E(OF)
such that

(3.40) (Ny(F),¢) = (m,¢)g for all ¢ € Lip, (9F).
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Therefore Ny (F) = m € E(JE) C Lip, (OF)*.

Finally by Proposition 3.7, Ng as defined in (3.39) does not depend on the particular
choice of extension; that is, for any ¢ € Lip,, () such that ¢|sz = ¢, we have (Ng(F), ¢) =
(F -v,$)op. Therefore it follows that (3.29) holds, and since C{(€2) is weakly*-dense in
W'°(Q) by Lemma 2.14, this uniquely determines N. O

Remark 3.9. Since Proposition 3.8 asserts that (F - v, -)gp is weakly® continuous in
VVLOO(U)*7 by a similar argument to that in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we can view the
normal trace as an element of W~"(I7). This observation will have consequences for DM*-
fields, which will be explored in §4.3.

4. IMAGE OF THE NORMAL TRACE

4.1. Surjectivity of the trace operator. In this section we will prove Theorem 1.4;
namely that under a mild regularity condition, the normal trace operator Ng constructed
in Theorem 3.6 is in fact surjective. We will give a more precise statement in Theorem 4.6,
however to specify the location of singularities and the dependence of constants, we will
first define some relevant quantities. We begin by recalling the following definition from the
introduction.

Definition 4.1. We say an open set U C R" is locally rectifiably convex if there exists
£,6 > 0 such that for all p,q € U such that [p — ¢q| < 6, there exists a rectifiable curve
~:10,1] — R™ connecting p to ¢ through U in that v(0) = p, v(1) = ¢ and ~(¢) € U for all
t € (0,1) that satisfies the estimate

(4.1) Uy) <e p—ql.
Sometimes we will denote these constants by ey, 0y to specify the underlying open set.

Our condition is satisfied by all (e, d)-domains as in [Jon81], which is a local version of
uniform domains introduced in [MS79]. For some of our results we will impose that both U
and U° satisfies Definition 4.1 and that U = 8UC; this is satisfied by all bounded Lipschitz
domains, but is more general as the below example illustrates.

Example 4.2. The standard Koch snowflake S C R? has the property that both S and
S° satisfies Definition 4.1 and that 8S = 95°, despite having fractal boundary. Indeed it
was observed for instance in [Jon81] that S is a uniform domain, which provides the desired
connectivity in the interior. For the exterior, we note the well-known property that .S may
be tiled by rescaled copies of itself, so a neighbourhood of 5% can be expressed as the union
of finitely many uniform domains.

We will record some basic properties concerning the connected components of U.

Lemma 4.3. Let U C R™ be an open set satisfying Definition 4.1, then the following holds:

(a) If C1,Cy are distinct connected components of U, then dist(Cy, Ca) > .

(b) For each p € 9U, there exists a unique connected component C(p) of U such that
p € 9C(p).

(c) For each p € U and g € C(p), there exists a rectifiable curve v: [0,1] — R™ such
that v(0) = p, v(1) = ¢ and ~(t) € U for all ¢ € (0,1).

Proof. For (a), let C1,Cs be distinct connected components of U. Then any two points
p1 € C1 and py € C cannot be connected within U and hence must satisfy |p1 — pa| > 0,
from which we infer that dist(Cy, Cs) > 4.

Now let p € 9U, then p can be connected in U to every point ¢ € Bs(p) N U, which is
non-empty since p € OU. Hence there is a unique connected component C(p) containing
Bs(p)NU, so p € C(p) and hence (b) holds. Also since C(p) is open and connected in R,
it is path-connected. Hence for any ¢ € C(p), choosing ¢ € Bs(p) NU we can connect p to ¢
and ¢ to ¢, thereby establishing (c). O
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Lemma 4.4. Let U C R"™ be an open set satisfying Definition 4.1. Then there exists a
discrete set A C U such that dist(A,9U) > 0, and the separation

(4.2)  sep,(A,U):= sup inf{l(y) : v € Lip,((0,1); U), v(0) =p, (1) € A} is finite.
pedlU

Moreover, if QU is bounded, we can take A to be any finite set containing at least one point
from each connected component of U.

Proof. For general U, let A = {pi}r be an at most countable set of points such that
dist(pg, OU) > 6/2 for each k and such that {Bs(pk)}r covers U. For any ¢ € 9U, since
there is some pi € A such that |¢ — pg| < d, there exists a curve v connecting ¢ to py in U
such that £(y) < e~'6. This shows that sep. (A,U) <&~ '4, and since dist(A, OU) > 6/2 by
construction, A satisfies the claimed properties.

If QU is bounded, then R™ \ OU has at most one unbounded component. Therefore
since the connected components of U are J-separated by Lemma 4.3(a), it follows that only
finitely many such components exist. Hence, choosing A C U to be a finite set containing
at least one point from each connected component of U, by Lemma 4.3(c) any p € U can be
connected to A via U. Now if we define OU > p — inf £(y), where the infimum is taken as
in (4.2), then this mapping is well-defined and lower semicontinuous. Thus by compactness
of OU we infer that sep, (A,U) < o0, and since OU and A are disjoint and compact we have
dist(A, 9U) > 0. O

Lemma 4.5. Let U C R" be an open set satisfying Definition 4.1, and let A C U be a
discrete set satisfying the conclusions of Lemma 4.4. Then for each m € Ey(0U), there
exists F € DM (U) such that div F' is supported in A,

(4.3) (F-v)ogy =m in E(OU),
and the estimate

(4.4) | F(lpmese vy < Cllml| z o0
holds, where C' = C(n, ey, du, sep., (A, U),dist(A,0U)). We denote the associated mapping
m +— F by Ey: Eo(OU) — DM (U).

Proof. We will fix any point e € A C U, and shrinking § if necessary we can assume that
0 < min{1,dist(e, OU)}. Let m € E(OU), then using the identification £ (OU) = Ay (90U, e)
from Proposition 2.11(a) there exists a representation
k
(4.5) mi=m—m(U)5 = ¥ _ ai(d,, — 6,,) € AU, ),
i=1
where k € N and each a; € R, p;,q; € OU U {e} such that
k
(4.6) > lailp(pi, )l = llmllmeouv),
i=1
where p is the metric defined by (2.22), (2.23).
Claim: For each 1 < i < k, there exists F; € DM®*(U) associated to p;, ¢; such that:

(i) F; is represented by curves contained in U,

(ii) div F; in U is supported on A, and vanishes if p;,q; € OU and |p; — ¢;| < 4.
(iil) |F;|(U) < Cp(ps,qi), where the C-dependence as in the statement,
(iv) the normal trace of F; on 9U is given by

(47) (E “V)ou = (6111 - 51)1) L oU.

For this we will distinguish between the following three cases.

Case 1: Suppose p;, q; € OU with |¢; — p;| < §. In this case, by Definition 4.1 there exists a
curve q; connecting p; to ¢; through U, such that ¢(o;) < e~ t|g; — pil = e 1p(pi, ¢;) (noting
that 6 < 1). We then let F; = [o;] and observe this satisfies (i)—(iii), since div F; = 0,4, — 0y,
in R™, which vanishes in U. This also implies that (F; - v)gy = 4, — 6p, using (2.6),
establishing (iv).
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Case 2: Suppose p;,q; € OU with |¢; — p;| > §. We let oy, 8; be curves connecting p; and
¢; to points in A respectively, such that £(c;),£(B;) < 2sep, (A, U), which exists since the
separation (4.2) is finite. Then we can set F; = [oy]] — [8:], which evidently satisfies (i) and
(ii), and (iii) holds since

(4.8) |F;|(R"™) < 4sep, (A, U) <46~ sep (A, U) p(pi, @:)-

For (iv) we note that ([o;] - v)ov = —dp, and ([5:] - v)ov = —6q,-

Case 8: Suppose that either p; = e or ¢; = e; without loss of generality we can assume that
¢; = e, and also that p; € U since otherwise a;(d4, — 0p,) would be zero. Similarly as in
Case 2, we choose a curve a; connecting p; to a point in A with £(a;) < 2sep, (A, U). We
then set F; = [o;], which since p(p;, ¢;) = 1 satisfies

2sep., (A, U
(4.9) |F;|(U) < ﬁ(,w;/}(m,qz’),

From this (i)—(iv) follows, noting as in Case 2 that ([ou] - v)ov = —0p,-
This establishes the claim in every case, so we can now define

k
(4.10) F= Z a; F;.
=1

Then div F' is supported on A by property (ii) of the claim. Now let I C {1,---,k} denote
the indices ¢ for which div F; # 0 in U, which by property (ii) and since dist(e, 0U) > ¢,
occurs if and only if p(p;,¢;) > §. Using this we can estimate

(1.11) aiv FI(0) < 3 2lai] < 3 20 2229 < 2.
iel el
Also by property (iii) and (4.6),
k
(4.12) IF|(U) <CY lailp(pi, ;) = Cllml aov).
=1

so F satisfies the claimed estimate (4.4). Finally the trace property (4.3) follows from
property (iv) of the claim along with the linearity of Ny, thereby establishing the result. O

To establish Theorem 1.4 from the introduction, it remains to extend this operator from
Eo(0U) to the completion A(OU) by means of a non-linear density argument.

Theorem 4.6. Let U C R” be an open set that is locally rectifiably convex in the sense of
Definition 4.1, and let A C U satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 4.4. Then there exists a (not
necessarily linear) mapping

(4.13) Ey: B(OU) — DM (U)

which is a left-inverse of the normal trace in that

(4.14) Ny o Ey = Idg vy,

and is bounded in that

(4.15) IEv(m)|lpmexcy < Cllm|mouy  for all m € E(OU),

where C' = C(n,ev, du,sep, (A, U),dist(A,0U)). Furthermore, each Ey(m) is divergence-
free in U \ A.

Remark 4.7. We stress that A merely needs to satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 4.4,
but we can otherwise specify the position of the singularities; this will allow us to con-
struct divergence-free extensions in §4.2. However, if we choose A to be as in the proof of
Lemma 4.4, then sep. (A, U) < e7'6 and dist(A,dU) > 6/2, in which case (4.15) depends
on n,&,d only.
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Proof. Let m € E(OU), then by definition there exists a sequence (my)r C Ho(OU) such
that my — m strongly in E(OU). By passing to an unrelabelled subsequence we will assume
that ||m1HE(6U) < 2Hm||iE(6U) and that

(4.16) ||mk - mk—lH[E(BU) < 27ka||}E(8U) for all & > 2.

Using Lemma 4.5, we then define

EU(ml) if k= 1,

k
4.17 Fy, = G; 1 G, =
( ) K ]:Zl / where b {EU(mkmkl) 1fk22,

which we can estimate using (4.4) as

(4.18) Z”Gk”DMex‘(U) <C <||m1||fE(6U) + ZHmk - mkl”fE(BU)) < Clm| mov)-
k=1 k=2

Therefore the series
(4.19) F=> G
k=1

converges absolutely in DM (U), so Fj, — F strongly in DM®*(U) and the estimate
(4.20) [Fllppmext(ury < Climl| meov)

holds, where the dependence of constants is the same as in Lemma 4.5. By (4.3) and using
the linearity of the normal trace,

k
(421) NU(Fk> :m1+2(mj *mjfl) = mp

for all k, so using the strong convergence of my and Fy, for any ¢ € C%)(U ) we have

<F-v,¢>aU=—/Uv¢-dF—/U¢d(divF)

(4.22) = lim (—/Uqu-dFk—/Uqﬁd(diVFk))

(M, dlov)m = (m, Plov) &-

lim
k—o0
Since this characterises the normal trace by Theorem 3.6, it follows that Ny (F) = m in
E(OU). Therefore we can define Eyy(m) = F, which satisfies (4.14) and (4.15) as claimed.

Also since each div F}, is supported on the discrete set A and div F, — div F' strongly in
M(U), the same holds for div F. O

Applying this to both U and UC, we also obtain the following two-sided variant.

Theorem 4.8. Let U C R™ be an open set such that both U, U* satisfies Definition 4.1
and that OU = dU°. Additionally let A ¢ R™\ OU such that both ANU and A\ U satisfies
the conclusion of Lemma 4.4 in U and U° respectively. Then there exists a (not necessarily
linear) mapping

(4.23) Ey: B(0U) — DM™HR™)
satisfying
(4.24) Ny o EU = —Nge o iEV3U = Idgov),

which is bounded in that
(4.25) |y (m) || ppgext @y < Cllmllmowy  for all m € B(AU).

Moreover each F = Ey(m) is divergence-free away from A in R”, and satisfies |F|(dU) = 0.
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Proof. Given the mappings Eyy and Ege from Theorem 4.6, for m € E(0U) = E(0U°) put

(4.26) Fo :=Ey(m)LU, Fou:=Eg(m)LT",
which we view as measures on R”. Then we define F = EU(m) := F,, — F,,, which
satisfies |F|(8U ) = 0 by construction. We claim F satisfies the claimed properties; given
¢ € C , we can compute the distributional divergence of F' as

/RRWF /w Fu— /w Fou

= *<F'in ‘v, ¢>8U - /U ¢d(d1VEn) + <Fout * v, ¢>aﬁ° + /ﬁc d)d(diVFout)

_ (/U(bd(div EF,) - /U d)d(divFout)) 7

(4.27)

by noting that

(428) <En sV, ¢>6U - <ma ¢|6U>[E(8U) < out "V, ¢>
Hence F' € DM®*(U) with
(4.29) div F = divF, LU — div Fo LT,

which is supported on A and satisfies the estimate (4.25) by (4.15) applied to F, and F.
We can also verify the traces are attained since for ¢ € Cllj(U ), noting that FL U = F},, we
have

(4.30) (F-v,¢)ou = (Fin - v, 0)ou = (m, d|ov) m(ov)
so Ny (F) = m by Theorem 3.6. Similarly Ng<(F) = —Nge(Fout) = —m, as required. O

4.2. Extension of divergence-measure fields. As as application of Theorem 4.6, we
obtain the following extension theorem for fields in DM ().

Theorem 4.9. Let U C R” be an open set such that U is locally rectifiably convex in the
sense of Definition 4.1 and U = dU ", and let A C U" satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 4.4.
Then there exists a (not necessarily linear) extension operator

(4.31) Ey: DM™HU) — DM (R™)
such that &/ (F)LU = F for all F € DM®"(U) and we have
(432) HEU(F)H'DM”’“(U) S CHFHDMCX':(U) fOI‘ all F S DMeXt(U)

where C' = C(n,sﬁc,(%c,sep,Y(A,Uc),dist(A,@U)). Moreover, £y (F') can be chosen to be
divergence-free in R™ \ (U U A).

Proof. Let F € DM (U), then by Theorem 3.6 we have m := Ny (F) € B(OU) = BT,
with [|m||g@vy < C()|[F|lppexty. Then by Theorem 4.6, we obtain G := Ege(m)
satisfying Nge(G) = —m and such that divG in U* is supported on A. Therefore if we set

(4.33) F=FLU+GLU e M(R"),
for any ¢ € CL(R™) we have

/nv¢.dﬁ:/ljv¢-dF+/Ucv¢~dG

(4.34)
~(F v~ [ oAV )~ (G vy~ [ oddivG),
U U
Then since (F - v, ¢)ov = —(G - v, 9) gie = (M, ¢lov) m(av), the trace terms cancel to give
(4.35) divF =divFLQ+divGLO € M(Q).

Hence F € DM (R™) is an extension of F. Since (4.32) follows from the corresponding
estimate for G, the result follows. O
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We also obtain extension results for divergence-free fields, which follows from the fact that,
in our construction, div F' only concentrates on the set A which we can specify. Recall from
(1.12) in the introduction that Mgi, (U; R™) C DM (U) denotes the space of divergence-
free measures in U.

Corollary 4.10. Let U C R™ be an open set such that U satisfies Definition 4.1 and that
OU = dU°. Then there exists an open set U C R" containing U such that dist(U, aU) > 0,
and a extension operator

(4.36) Epp: Ma(U) = Maiv(U)
such that for all F' € Mgi,(U;R™), we have &, 5(F)L U = F along with the estimate
(4.37) €05 (F)I(U) < CIF|(U).

Proof. By applying Theorem 4.9 we obtain an extension operator &, where the divergence
is prescribed in a given A C U°. Then taking U=R" \ A, Lemma 4.4 ensures that
dist(U, 8U) = dist(A, dU) > 0, and if F € Mai,(U; R™) then &y (F) is divergence-free away
from A, from which the result follows. (]

Corollary 4.11. Let U C R™ be a bounded open set such that U° is connected and satisfies
Definition 4.1, and that oU = 90U °. Then there exists a global extension operator

(4.38) Eurnt Maiw(U) = Maiv(R")
such that Eyrn (F)LU = F and [Eygrn|(R") < |F|(U) for all F € Mg;(U;R™).

Proof. Since U is connected, by the second part of Lemma 4.4 we can choose any e € U
and take A = {e}. Then, for this choice, by Theorem 4.9 we obtain an extension operator
Eu, and we claim this extension preserves divergence-free fields.

To see this, let F € Mg (U;R") and put F = Ey(F). Since div F is divergence-free
both U and R™ \ (U U A), it follows that div F is concentrated on {e}, and hence equals
Ad. for some A € R. To determine this constant, observe that (F - v, Igs)oy = div(U) = 0,
and that |ﬁ’|(6U) = 0 by construction. Then by [CIT24, Cor.2.11, Rmk. 2.12] applied to
X € Ci (R™) such that x =1 in a neighbourhood of U, it holds that

(439) <ﬁ sV, ]an')BﬁC = <ﬁ1 -V, X>6UC = —<ﬁ sV, X>6U = —<ﬁ1 -V, 1R"’>6U = 0
Hence
(4.40) A= /7 d(div ﬁ) = —(ﬁ -, ]an)aﬁc =0,
UC
and so divF =0 in R™, as required. O

Remark 4.12. We note that an extension theorem for divergence-free fields in L' was
recently established by GMEINEDER & SCHIFFER in [GS24], based on an entirely different
approach. While their results are restricted to bounded Lipschitz domains, in contrast to our
extension results the extension operator they construct is linear and preserves LP-regularity
in the full range 1 < p < .

As the following example shows, the topological condition U = OU" imposed in Theo-
rem 4.9 is in general necessary.

Example 4.13. We will construct a domain U and a divergence-free L'-field which admits
no DM™*-extension to any neighbourhood of U. Given any a,b € R? such that a # b, we
define F, , € DM, .(R?) by setting

z—b T—a
|z 0> |z —al?’

which satisfies div Fy, ;, = 27(dp — d,), along with the estimate

R
(4.42) / |Fopldz < Clb— allog (1 + —)
Br(a) |b—al

(441) Fa,b(‘r) =
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for all R > |b— a|. We use this with @ = 0 and b = 27 %ey, setting Fj, = Fj) 5-«,,. Then we
can bound

(4.43) Z/ |F[dz < C > 27%log (1+2"R) < oo,
k=1 Br(0) k=1

so F := Y77 | Fy is a well-defined vector field in Li,,(R? R?). Furthermore setting A =
{0}U{27% : k € N} and U = B;(0)\A, we have div F = 0 on U and hence that F € DM (U).
However, we claim that F' does not admit a DM**-extension to U = B1(0). Indeed suppose
an extension F € DM™(B;(0)) exists, then since F LU = F £2, there exists a vector
measure y supported on A such that F = FL£2LU + p. By [Sil08, §8] we know that 1 < !
however, so ;1 = 0 necessarily. On the other hand, for any ¢ € C!(B;(0)) we have

(4.44) / V¢ Fdx = Z/ Vo Fidr=-21) (62 %e1) — ¢(0))
B1(0) =1 Y Br(0) k=1
and so
(4.45) divF =21 (83-re, —0p) as distributions in B, (0).
k=1

However div F({0}) is ill-defined, which contradicts the existence of any such extension.

4.3. The case of L' fields. We can also extend some of our results to hold in DM!, which
is based on the following consequence of Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 4.14. Given an open set U C R, let F € DM (U). Then there exists
G € DM (U) with div G € L*(U) such that

(4.46) (F-v, You = (G v, Yoy in WH2(U),
and G satisfies the estimate
(4.47) 1Gllore ) = GllLy @) + |div G(U) < 2[|F|lp agex vy

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, we know that (F - v-)ay is weakly*-continuous on W (U).
Since W (U) =2 W~ 1(U)* by Lemma 2.8, viewing the normal trace as an element of
W~EH(U)** as in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we infer that (F-v, -)oy € W™ 1(U). That is,
there exists go, g1, - ,gn € L' (U) such that writing G = (g1, - , gn),

(4.48) (F-v,p)ou = —/ bgo+Ve-Gdx forall p € WH>(U),
U

and that

(4.49) lgollr @y + 1G Ny < 2l Fllpav)-

Since (4.48) vanishes for all ¢ € CL(U) (by Proposition 3.7), we see that
(4.50) G ¢ DMYU) with divG = go € LY(U),
so (4.48) reads as
(4.51) (F-v,d)ou = —/ ¢ divGdx —/ Vo-Gdx = (G- v,d)ou
U U
for all ¢ € WH>(U), and (4.49) reads as ||G|pa () < 2/ F|lp et (1) O

This implies the following surjectivity result for traces of DM! fields. Compared to
Theorem 4.6 we cannot specify where div G concentrates, however the divergence instead
lies in L'
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Theorem 4.15. Let U C R™ be an open set that is locally rectifiably convex in the sense
of Definition 4.1. Then restriction of the trace operator

(4.52) Np: DM (U) - B(QU) is surjective.

More precisely, for each m € BE(AQU) there exists G € DM*(U) such that Ny (G) = m and
the estimate

(4.53) IGllprmrwy < Cllmllzmo)
holds, where C' = C(n, ey, 8y ). Furthermore, div G € L*(U).

Proof. Since DM (U) € DM (U), the trace operator Ny is well-defined by Theorem 3.6.
Given m € A(0U), by Theorem 4.6 there exists F € DM (U) such that Ny (F) = m,
with the estimate || F'|[pext () < Cflm|| vy By choosing A as in the proof of Lemma 4.4,
we can ensure that C = C(n,ey,dy) (see Remark 4.7). Now by Proposition 4.14, there
exists G € DM*(U) such that (4.46) holds, which implies that Ny(G) = Ny (F) = m.
Also by (4.53) we can estimate |G|lpre ) < 2| F |l paexty < Cllm| vy, so the result
follows. O

Remark 4.16. This result is in contrast to the following result of SCHURICHT in [Sch07,
Prop. 6.5]: for G € DM*(Q), and any U C Q in a suitable class of subsets P, (depending
on G) introduced in [Sil91, Def. 4.1, Prop. 4.3], one has (G - v)oy < H" ! + |div G|. Theo-
rem 4.15 shows that this is not a general phenomenon, and is rather special to the class Py,
since the fields we construct have divergences in L.

By applying the above result to U and U°, we also obtain the following two-sided version.
We omit the proof, which is identical to that of Theorem 4.8, except that we apply Theo-
rem 4.15 in place of Theorem 4.6 to obtain DM -fields Gin, Gout in U and U* respectively.

Corollary 4.17. Let U C R" be an open set such that U and U° satisfies Definition 4.1, and
that OU = AU°. Then for each m € HE(AU), there exists G € DM (R") with div G € L (R")
such that

and
(4.55) IGllpre ey < Cllm| zou)-

Theorem 4.18. Let U C R™ such that U satisfies Definition 4.1 and OU = dU . Then
there exists a (not necessarily linear) extension operator

(4.56) Ev: DMYU) - DM (R™)
such that for all F € DM (U), we have &y (F)|y = F and the estimate
(4.57) €0 (F)lpar ey < CllF|lpaar )

holds, where C' = C(n, ege, ).

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 4.9, so we will only sketch the modifica-
tions. Given F € DM*(U), put m = Ny(F) € E(OU) = B ge. Then by Theorem 4.15
applied to U there is G € DMl(UC) such that Ny(G) = —m, along with the estimate

1Gllpre @y < Cllmllmeu) < ClFlpaer ) Then F = 1y F + 175G gives the desired
extension. 0

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF SMIRNOV’S THEOREM

For completeness, we will provide a proof of Smirnov’s decomposition theorem, in the
form stated in §2.3. While the proof follows the same strategy as in the original paper, due
to several technical simplifications and since we do not require a “complete” decomposition,
the argument we give here is considerably shorter. We point out that an alternative proof
based on polyhedral approximation was established by PAOLINI & STEPANOV in [PS12;
PS13], which applies in a more general setting, however we will not follow their approach.
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We will use the fact that, since %] is locally compact and metrisable, we can identify
M(€) = Co(%1)*. Here Cy(%1) is the space of continuous functions f: ¥ — R vanishing
at infinity in the sense that f(yx) — 0 whenever ||kl ([0,1]) — oc-

Proof of Theorem 2.16. We will divide the proof into two steps, starting with:

Step 1. (Solenoidal case): Assume that divF = 0. We will first prove Theorem 2.16
under this additional assumption.
1.1. (Approximate decomposition): Given a standard mollifier 7., we will set

_f

Te

(A1) fe=Fxn., 1.=|F|*xn.+ep, o-

where  is everywhere positive such that fRn B(x)dz =1 (for instance the unit Gaussian).
Then for each z € R", consider the solutions to the initial value problem

V() = 0c(12(t)) fort €R,
(A.2) {%(0): .

By the semi-group property of autonomous ODEs, this gives a 1-parameter family of diffeo-
morphisms G¢(z) = 75 (t). Now by Jacobi’s formula and using (A.2), we can compute

d o, d

(a3) (et V)t (Vo (Gaf))
— (det VG (x)) 5 (72 div f2 — tr(f. - V72) (Ge(a)),

2
Te

so using the chain rule and that f. is divergence-free, it follows that

d
(A4) &(Tg (Ge(x)) det VGy(x)) = 0.
Evaluating at ¢ = 0 and noting that det VG (z) # 0 for all ¢, we infer that
(A.5) Te(Ge(x))|det VG ()| = 7 (Go(x))|det VGo(2))| = 7e(z) for all t € R.

Therefore using the change of variables x — G¢(z) for each ¢t € [0, 1] and averaging over all
such ¢, for any ® € C,(R™) we have

(@.12) = /01 / B(z) - f-(x) da dt
= /0 1 / § B (v (1)) - 0 (Y2 (8)) 7 (72 (2))|det VGy ()| da dt
- / n /O L B(a(t)) (1) dt 7 (2) d
= [ (aloal #) (o) o

thereby giving a decomposition into curves for the approximating fields f..
1.2. (Limiting measure): Define the mapping
(A7) Ro:R" = €1 o0 Yalpoa-

Then by the continuous dependence of the ODE system (A.2) with respect to the initial data,
the mapping R, is continuous, where we equip %1 with the topology of uniform convergence.
Therefore we can define v. = (R.)x(7-L£™), which is a Borel measure on %, which satisfies
the uniform bound

(A.8) ve(61) = / Tedz < |F|(R") +¢ for eache > 0.
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Hence by weak*-compactness of (v;). in M(%1) = Co(%1)*, there exists a subsequence
ex \, 0 such that v, = v weakly* to a limiting measure v which satisfies |v|(4) < |F|(R™).
To pass to the limit in (A.6), for ® € Co(R™; R™) we define {3: 61 — R by

(A.9) ()= ([1.9) = [ 6)-7 @) forally €,

We claim that ¢ € Co(%1), so to establish the continuity let (yx)r C %1 such that v, — v
uniformly on [0,1]. Then as (7x)x is bounded in W"*°((0,1); R"), we also have 7}, —
weakly* in L*°. By combining this and the uniform convergence of ®(~;), it follows that
Lo(vk) — Lo(y) as k — oo. Also for each ¢ > 0, since & € Cy(R"), there exists R > 0
such that |®(z)| < e for all x € R™ with [z[ > R. Thus if v € €} such that ||7y||pe(o,1) >
R+ 1, then |y(¢)] > R for all ¢t € [0,1] and hence that |¢g(v)| < €, thereby showing that
lo € CO (%1)
Therefore for ® € Co(R™; R™), the weak* convergence of v, in Co(%1)* gives

(A.lO) lim <[[’7]]’(I)> dg, (’7) = leI&(f@,ng> = <£¢,,y> :/ <[[7Haq)> dV('Y)'

k—o0 @ 61

Note the v-integral is well-defined since £4 is continuous on %7. On the other hand, by using
(A.6) and the strict convergence of mollifications, we have

(A.11) lim ([], ®) dve, (7) = lim O fo, dr = / o - dF.
k— o0 “1 k— o0 Rn n
Equating the above two limits we obtain the decomposition
(A.12) / O-dF = | ([v],®)dv(y) for all ® € Co(R™;R™).
n %1

Furthermore for any such ® we can estimate

/n<I>-dF’ < [&K[h]],@)Idv(v)

< 1@ ) [g t(y) du()

<[]l ) (1) < [ B o [FI(RT),

(A.13)

since £(7y) < 1 for all v € 1. Taking the supremum over all ® € Co(R") with ||®|pec(ny < 1,
we infer that

(A.14) [F|(R") < . ((y)dv(y) <v(@) < |F|(R"),
so equality holds throughout. That is, v(%1) = |F|(R™) and ¢(v) = 1 for v-a.e.y € €1, so
in particular any such v satisfies |y/(t)| = 1 for £Ll-a.e.t € [0,1].

2.3. (Equality as measures): We now establish (2.36), (2.37) in the general case that ®
and ¢ are bounded Borel functions. For this we let £ denote the set of Borel subsets B C R"
such that

(i) the map ¢p defined to send v — [y](B) is Borel measurable on ¢,
(i) F(5) = [ I vy,

We will show that £ contains all Borel sets, which will imply the assertion.

To see this, let B = U C R™ be an open set, and recall we have shown in the previous
step that for each ® € Cy(R™), the mapping v — ([y], ®) is continuous on ;. Now let
(¢r) C Ce(R™) such that 0 < ¢p(x) < 1 and ¢x(x) — 1y(z) as k — oo for all z € R™.
Then for any v € 41 and 1 < i < n, by the dominated convergence theorem,

(A15) Jim (L owe) = Jim [ 6(0) e (@) dt = HIV) e



NORMAL TRACE SPACE OF DM-FIELDS 25

Therefore v — [y](U) is Borel measurable, as it is componentwise the pointwise limit of
continuous functions on %;. Also since |([v],¢re;)| < 1 for all k, using the pointwise
convergence from (A.15), we can apply the dominated convergence theorem which gives

(A.16) F(U)-e; = lim ¢re;-dF = lim / (I], or €i) dv(y) = / [VI(U) - e; dv (7).
k—oo Rn k—oo © 2
Hence U € &, and so £ contains all open subsets of R™.

Now observe that £ is closed under complements, since if B € £, then we have lgn\p =
lgn — £ is Borel measurable and that (ii) is also satisfied by the linearity of the v-integral,
so R"\ B € £. Also if {By}, C £ is a countable increasing sequence, setting B = J, By
we see that ¢p, (v) — £p() pointwise as k — oo for each v € %, so it follows that {p
is measurable since each £p, is. Moreover since [{p(v)] < 1 for all ~, by the dominated
convergence theorem we also have

(A.17) F(B) = kl;rr;o F(By) = hm [[’y]] (Bg) dv(y / [A](B) dv(y
so we also have B € £. Hence by the 7-\ theorem (see for instance [AFP00, Rmk. 1.9]), £
contains all Borel subsets, from which (2.36) follows by a density argument.

Finally to establish (2.37), by taking a polar decomposition (using e.g. [AFP00, Thm. 2.22]),
there exists £: R™ — S"~! Borel measurable such that ¢ - F = |F| as measures. Then for
any Borel measurable set B C R™ we obtain the upper bound

a18)  IFIB) = [ Apedr= [ 0L w0) < [ )

Since the same holds for R™ \ B, and since |F|(R™) f%) pyp(R™) dv by (A.14), it follows
that equality must hold in (A.18), thereby establishing the result in the solenoidal case.

Step 2. (Divergence-measure case): Now consider the case of a general F € DM (R").
We will define a field on R**! by

(A.19) S =F x (6, —80) +enr1 divF x (£'L(0,1)) € M(R™1),

€1

which satisfies divS = 0. Then by Step 1, there exists a measure 7 on €""* = {5 €
Lip([0, 1]; R™*1) : Lip(y) < 1} for which (2.36), (2.37) holds for S. We then introduce the
set

(A.20) M= {7 e :5((0,1)) N (R" x {0}) # &}

2.1. (Structure of curves): We claim that, for v-a.e.¥ = (v,yn+1) € M, there exists a
unique subinterval [a,b] C [0, 1] such that v = (v1,--+ ,7,) is constant on [0,a] and [b, 1],
and v,+1 =0 on [a, b].

Indeed let £, E_ C R™ be a measurable partition such that div F' is non-negative on
E4 and non-positive on E_ (so Fy is a Hahn decomposition). Then applying (2.36) and
(2.37) to 15, x(0,1) and using the definition of S, we have

(A21)  S(Ei x (0,1)) [w/ )15, xon) (V() At diX(F) = te, 41 |div F|(Ex)

a2 s x 00 = [ [ teat@)dans) = v FiE),

where the second equality in both lines follow by noting that |3/(¢)| = 1 holds £!-a.e.on
[0,1] for 7-a.e. 7 € €"T'. Hence, since |S(E+ x (0,1))] = |S|(E+ x (0,1)), it follows that

1 1
(A.23) / Y () LEy x(0,1)((t)) dt = jEen+1/ L, xo,n)(y(1) dt for v-a.e. 5 € 67F,
0 0

and thereby for any such 7, it holds that 7'(t) = e, for L'-a.e.t € [0,1] such that
A(t) € By x (0,1).
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Now let ¥ = (v, vn+1) € M such 7 is parametrised by arclength, and that (A.23) holds,
which is satisfied by r-a.e.such 4. We then set

(A.24) a =inf{t € [0,1]: yn+1(t) =0}, b=sup{t € [0,1]: y11(t) = 0},

noting that 0 < a < b < 1 since ¥ € M. Note that(A.23) implies that 4/ = 0 on [0, a]
and hence that - is constant on the same interval (observe this is vacuous if a = 0). Also
since y,41(a) = 0 necessarily, we must have v, ;(a) < 0. Hence it follows that v(0) € E_
and that J(t) = (y(0),a — t) on [0,a]. Similarly for £!-a.e.t € [0,1] for which ¢ > a and
Yn+1(t) > 0, it follows that 3'(t) = e,y1. Hence y,11(t) = 0 for all ¢t € (a,b) and that
(t) = (y(b),t — b) on [b, 1], thereby establishing the claim.

2.2. (Projection): We define the mapping

(A.25) P M= G, A=y, 7m+1) = yla+ (b —a) )|,

where a,b are defined via (A.24) and depends on 4. Since ¢(P(%)) < b —a < 1, this
mapping is well-defined, and if 4 is of constant speed, then the same holds of P(¥). Moreover
by continuity of ¥ € M, the supremum and infimum in (A.24) can be taken over ¢ €
[0,1]NQ, from which it follows that v — a, b are measurable as mappings M — [0, 1]. Thus
the mapping P is Borel measurable if we equip both spaces with the topology of uniform
convergence, so v := Py (7L M) defines a Borel measure on %;. We will show this gives rise
to the desired decomposition.

To see this, we first observe that 7(€]"") = |S|(R") is finite by (A.14) from Step 1,
so it follows that v is a finite Borel measure. Now given ® € By(R™;R"™), define P e
By, (R* T R+ by setting

(A.26) B(a.t) = {é‘b(””)’o) 20

Then for r-a.e.y € M for which the assertion of the previous step holds, we have

b 1
(A.27) <[[7’(i)l],<1>>:/ 7’(t)~‘1>(7(t))dt:/ 7'(t) - 2(3(1)) dt = ([7], @).

0
Moreover if 5 € €1\ M, then ([7], ®) = 0 by definition of M and ®. Hence

/ &.dF — $.dS = ([3]) 47 (%)
n R+ o

(A.28)
:/ ([[P(ﬁ)]]@)dﬁ(&):/ (Iv], @) dv (),
M

©1
establishing (2.36) in the general case. Finally if ¢ € Bp(R"), defining &(z, 0) = ¢(x) and

¢(x,t) =0 for t # 0 we can similarly show that

b
(A.29) (P, @) = / 1V (@) p(y(t)) dt = (uzp, ¢) for v-a.e.§ € M,
and hence that
(A.30) [t oraren = [ sdm
@ R~
establishing (2.37). O
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