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ABSTRACT. In this paper some new tools for the study of evolution problems
in the framework of Young measures are introduced. A suitable notion of time-
dependent system of generalized Young measures is defined, which allows us
to extend the classical notions of total variation and absolute continuity with
respect to time, as well as the notion of time derivative. The main results are a
Helly type theorem for sequences of systems of generalized Young measures and
a theorem about the existence of the time derivative for systems with bounded
variation with respect to time.

1. Introduction. The notion of a Young measure was introduced by L.C. Young
in [29] to describe generalized solutions to minimum problems in the calculus of
variations. Since then it has been applied to several problems in the calculus of
variations, in control theory, in partial differential equations, and in mathematical
economics. For the general theory of Young measures we refer to [3], |, [, [T5,
Chapters 2 and 3|, [18], [23], [27], 28, Chapter IV], and [30]. Several applications
are devoted to evolution problems (see, e.g., [[2], [13], [21], [22], [24], and [25]).

In this paper we introduce some new tools in the theory of Young measures for
the study of rate independent evolution problems. To describe the content of this
paper, let us consider a problem defined on a time interval I, with space variable z
in a compact metric space X, and state variable u in a finite dimensional Hilbert
space =. We assume that X is endowed with a given nonnegative Radon measure
A with suppA = X. Given a sequence ur = ug(t,z) of functions from IxX
to Z, satisfying suitable estimates, it is often possible to extract a subsequence
converging, for every t € I, to a Young measure p,, which encodes information on
the statistics of the space oscillations of wu(t,x) at time ¢.

To simplify the notation, the Young measure p, will always be regarded as a
measure on X XZ=, whose projection on X coincides with A. In this introduction
we will never consider the standard disintegration (u¥)gzex, which is usual in the
classical presentation of the theory (see Remark BH).

If we want to extend some natural notions, like total variation, absolute conti-
nuity, or time derivative, from the original context of time dependent functions to
the generalized context of time-dependent Young measures, we need to know the
joint oscillations of wg(t1,x),. .., uk(tm,x) for every finite sequence t1,..., &, of
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times. These are described by the Young measure p,, , , with state space =™,
generated by the sequence of =™ -valued functions (ug(t1,2),...,ug(tm,z)). It is
easy to see that u,, , ~cannot be derived from the measures p, , ..., . Indeed,

these measures give no information on the correlation between the oscillations at
different times. The situation is similar to what happens in stochastic processes,
where the knowledge of the distribution function of each single random variable is
not enough to deduce their joint distribution.

This leads to the notion of system of Young measures, defined as a family
(K4, .4, ), where ty,...,t, run over all finite sequences of elements of I, with
t1 < -+ < lm, and each p, , is a Young measure on X with values in =™.
We assume that (p,, , ) satisfies the following compatibility condition, which is
always satisfied when u,, , is generated by a sequence of time-dependent func-
tions: if {s1,...,8,} C {t1,...,tm} and 51 < --- < s,, then p, . coincides with
the corresponding projection of p,, ;.

The notions of total variation (Definition BII), time derivative (Definition @4,
and absolute continuity (Definition [[]) can be easily defined in the framework
of systems of Young measures in such a way that they coincide with the standard
notions in the case of time-dependent functions. The main result of the paper
is a version of Helly’s Theorem for systems of Young measures (Theorem BI0):
if (uflmtm) has uniformly bounded variation, then there exist a system (pt;, 4 )
with bounded variation, a set © C I, with I\ © at most countable, and a sub-
sequence, still denoted (uf, , ), such that pf , — p, ., weakly* for every
finite sequence tq,...,t;, € © with t; < --- <t,,.

Another important result provides the existence of the time derivative g, for
almost every ¢ whenever the family (u,;, , ) hasbounded variation (Theorem [LT).
The variation can be expressed by an integral involving the time derivatives when
(14,4, ) is absolutely continuous (Theorem [IZ).

In the forthcoming papers [T0] and [T1] we will apply these results to deal with
some quasistatic evolution problems with nonconvex energies, which arise in the
study of plasticity with softening. Since in these applications the energy functionals
have linear growth in some directions, we have to consider the case where the
generating sequence (ug(t,z)) is bounded in L% (X;E) only for r = 1. It is well
known that in this case Young measures should be replaced by more general objects,
which take into account concentrations at infinity (see [I3]). In [1] and [I4] this is
done by considering a pair (1Y, u>), where pY is a Young measure on X with values
in = and p®°, called the varifold measure, is a measure supported on X XY=, where
Y= denotes the unit sphere in =. Other results on this subject are contained in
9], [20], and [I7].

In the spirit of [T3], we prefer to present these generalized Young measures in
a different way, using homogeneous coordinates to describe the completion of =
obtained by adding a point at infinity for each direction. We replace the pair
(1Y, 1>=) by a single nonnegative measure  on X x=xR (Definition ), acting
only on continuous functions f(z,£,7n) which are positively homogeneous of degree
one in (£,m). We assume that p is supported on the set {n > 0} and that the
projection of nu onto X coincides with A\. We show that, if A is nonatomic, then
the space L}(X;ZE) can be identified (Definition Bl) with a dense subset of the
space of generalized Young measures (Theorem BI).
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Using this approach, we are able to prove the results on total variation and time
derivatives for systems of Young measures in a context that is general enough for
the applications considered in [I0] and [I1].

2. A space of homogeneous functions and its dual. If F is a locally compact
space with a countable base and = is a finite dimensional Hilbert space, M;(E;E)
denotes the space of bounded Radon measures on E with values in =, endowed
with the norm ||v|| := |v|(EF), where |v| denotes the variation of v. When = =R,
the corresponding space will be denoted simply by My(E). As usual, M, (E)
denotes the cone of nonnegative bounded Radon measures on E. If v € My(E)
and f € L},(E;E), the measure fv € My(E;E) is defined by (fv)(A) := [, fdv
for every Borel set A C E.

By the Riesz Representation Theorem M (E;E) can be identified with the dual
of Cy(E;E), the space of continuous functions ¢: E — = such that {|p| > e} is
compact for every ¢ > 0. The weak* topology of M,(E;Z) is defined using this
duality.

Throughout the paper (X,d) is a given compact metric space and X is a fixed
nonnegative Radon measure on X with supp A = X . The symbol = will denote any
finite dimensional Hilbert space. The spaces L"(X;Z), r > 1, will always refer to
the measure A. If u € My(X;Z), pu® and p® denote the absolutely continuous and
the singular part of p with respect to A. Measures in M(X; Z) which are absolutely
continuous with respect to A will always be identified with their densities, which
belong to L'(X;Z). In this way L!'(X;ZE) is regarded as a subspace of M;(X;Z).

In order to define the notion of generalized Young measure on X with values in
=, it is convenient to introduce a space of homogeneous functions and to discuss
some properties of its dual.

Definition 2.1. Let C"*™(X xZ) be the space of all continuous f: XxZ — R
such that £ — f(z,§) is positively homogeneous of degree one on Z for every
x € X;ie., f(z,t8) =tf(x,£) for every z € X, £ € E, and t > 0. This space is
endowed with the norm
Hthom = max{|f(:v,§)| HEES X7 5 € 25}7

where ¥z :={{ € Z:|{| =1}.

We introduce now two dense subspaces of C"*™(X x=) that will be useful in the
proof of some properties of generalized Young measures.

Definition 2.2. Let C?°™(X xZ) be the space of all f € C"™(X xE) satisfying

the following Lipschitz condition: there exists a constant a € R such that
[f(z,&) = f(@,&)] < alé — & (2.1)

for every z € X and every &1,& € E.

Remark 2.3. If f € Ch*™(XxE) and w is the modulus of continuity of the

restriction of f to X xXz, then [I]) and the homogeneity of f imply that

|f(z1,&) = f22,6)| < [f(21,61) — f(21, &)+ [f(21,82) — fl22,&2)| <

<al§ — &+ |Gl wld(x1,22)).

Exchanging the roles of £ and & we obtain

[f(21,&1) = fl22,8)| < alé — &of + min{[& ], [&]} w(d(z1, 22))

for every z1,29 € X and every &,& € =.
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Lemma 2.4. The space CF°™(X xE) is dense in C"™(X xE).

Proof. Let us fix f € C"™(XxZE). For every k > ||f|lhom let us consider the
Moreau-Yosida approximation fi: X xZ — R defined by

Jil.) = min{/ (2.6 + k|’ €]}

Using the standard properties of Moreau-Yosida approximations it is easy to check
that fy € CF°™(X xZ) (with constant k) and that the sequence f is nondecreasing
and converges pointwise to f (see, e.g., [8, Remark 9.6 and Theorem 9.13]). By
Dini’s Theorem we conclude that f; — f uniformly on X xX¥=, hence fr — f in
Chom (X x ). O
Definition 2.5. Let CZ"(X xZ) be the space of all f € C"™(X xZ) which

satisfy the triangle inequality f(z,& + &) < f(x,&1) + f(z,&2) for every € X
and every &1, &2 € =.

Remark 2.6. As |f(z,€)| < ||| fllhom, each f € CRo™(X xE) is Lipschitz con-
tinuous with respect to ¢ and satisfies

[z, &) = [z, &2)| < &1 = & [ fllhom

for every z € X and every &, & € . Therefore Cho™(X xZ) C Chom(X x=).

Lemma 2.7. The space of functions of the form fi—fo, with f1, fo € CZ‘””(XXE) ,
is dense in CMo™(X xZ).

Proof. Thanks to the obvious density in C?°™(X xZ) of the space of functions
f € Ch*™(X xE) such that f(z,-) belongs to C2(Z\ {0}) for every z, it is enough
to prove that every such function can be written as f = f1 — fo, with f1, fo €
Chem (X xZ). To this aim it suffices to show that there exists a constant ¢ := c(f)
such that fo(x,&) = c|é| — f(z,€) is convex in & for every z € X. A simple
calculation shows that the quadratic form corresponding to the Hessian matrix of
fo with respect to £ at a point (x,e), with e € ¥z, is given by
Difa(z,e)€-€=clé]* —c(€-e)* = Dif(x,e) € €. (2.2)
By the Euler relation we have D¢ f(z,£)§ = f(x,§). Taking the derivative with
respect to & we obtain Dgf(x, &) ¢ =0 for every &, in particular Dgf(x, e) has an
eigenvalue 0 with eigenvector e. This implies that there is a constant b(x,e) such
that DZf(x,e)&-& < b(x,e) [€|?, where & := € — (£-¢) e is the component of &
orthogonal to e. As b(x, e) is bounded by the continuity of the second derivatives of
f,and |£5]% = €)% — (€ - €)?, by (Z2) there exists a constant ¢ such that D fa(x,e)
is positive definite for every x € X and every e € Xz, hence fa(z, &) is convex with
respect to £ for every z € X. O

Definition 2.8. The dual of the space C"*™(X x =) is denoted by M, (X xZ), and
the corresponding dual norm by || - ||.; the weak* topology of M, (X xZ) is defined
by using this duality. It is sometimes convenient to write the dummy variables
explicitly and to use the notation (f(x,¢&), u(x,&)) for the duality product (f,u).
The positive cone M (X xZ) is defined as the set of all u € M,(X xE) such that

(f,u) >0 for every f € C"™(X xZ) with f > 0.
Remark 2.9. It is easy to see that for every p € M (X xZ) we have

lualls = (I&ls pl, €)) -
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Strictly speaking, the elements p of M,(X XE) are not measures, because they
act only on homogeneous functions. However, the notion of image of p under a
map 1 can be defined by duality, as in measure theory.

Definition 2.10. Let = and =’ be two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and let
Y: XxE — XxZ' be a continuous map of the form ¥(x,&) = (x,¢(x,§)), with
p: X x= — Z' positively one-homogeneous in ¢. The image ¥(p) of pu € My (X x=)
under 1 is defined as the element of M, (X xZ') such that

(f, () = (f o ) = (f (, (2, €)), p(x, €))
for every f € CMom(X xZ').

Similarly we can define the notion of support of p € M,(X xZ). We say that a
subset C' of X xE is a E-cone if (z,£) € C = (x,t£) € C for every t > 0.

Definition 2.11. The support supp p of u € M, (X x=) is defined as the smallest
closed Z-cone C' C X xZ such that (f, u) = 0 for every f € C"™(X xE) vanishing
on C.

Remark 2.12. For every p € M,(X xE) there exists a measure i € My(X x=)
with compact support such that

<f,u>=/XX:fdﬂ (2.3)

for every f € Ch*™(X xZ). A measure with this property can be constructed by
considering the continuous linear map on C(X xXz) defined by

g9 = (€lg(x, &/, m(x, €)) -
By the Riesz Representation Theorem there exists i € M(X x3g) such that

(Ielg(r, €/ 16D, (e, €)) = / odi

X xTs

for every g € C(X xXz). Regarding fi as a measure on X xZ= supported by X x¥=,
we obtain [Z3). This construction suggests that the measure [ satisfying €3 is
not unique; indeed, we can repeat the same construction with = replaced by any
other concentric sphere. More in general, suppose that F is a compact subset of
X x(2\ {0}) with the following property: for every z € X and every £ € Xz there
exists a unique ¢ > 0 such that (z,t§) € E. Then there exists a unique measure
i € My(E) such that

o) = [ 1

for every f € C"™(XxZE). The measure fi clearly depends on E, as explained
above in the case F = X xXY=.

For the applications it is convenient to extend some of the previous results to a
suitable space of possibly discontinuous functions.

Definition 2.13. Given two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces = and Z’, define
Blom(X x=;Z') as the space of Borel functions f: X xZ — Z' such that
(a) for every x € X the function & — f(x,&) is positively homogeneous of degree
one on =,
(b) there exists a constant a € R such that |f(z,§)| < al¢| for every (z,§) €
XxE.
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The smallest constant a satisfying the previous inequality is denoted by || f||nom -
When Z' = R, the corresponding space will be denoted simply by B™(X xZ).

Definition 2.14. For every f € B"™(X xZ) and every u € M, (X xZ) the duality
product (f,u) is defined by

(i) :=/mfdﬂ,

where [ is any measure satisfying the conditions of Remark By homogeneity
the value of (f, u) does not depend on the particular measure ji chosen in [Z3). The
same definition (with values in R U {400} this time) is adopted if u € M (X x=)
and f: XxZ — R U {400} is a Borel function such that f(x,&) is positively
homogeneous of degree one in & and f(z,£) > —c|¢| for some constant ¢ > 0.

Let mx: X xZ — X be the projection onto X. We now define the image under
mx of the product hy of an element p of M,(X XE) by a homogeneous function
h.

Definition 2.15. Let = and Z’ be two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, let p €
M.(XxZE), and let h € B"™(XxZ;Z). The measure mx (hu) is the element of
My(X;E") such that

/X o dx (i) = (p() - Bz, £), p(z, €)) (2.4)

/

for every ¢ € C(X;Z'), where the dot denotes the scalar product in Z'.

Remark 2.16. For every i € M,(X xE) satisfying Z3) we can consider the Radon
measure hji € My(X xE; E") having density h with respect to fi. It is easy to check
that the measure mwx (hu) defined by ) coincides with the image under 7x of
the measure hji. Note that the measure hii depends on the choice of [ satisfying
&3), while, by @4, its projection 7x (hfi) does not.

Remark 2.17. It follows from the definition that we have the estimate

[l () | < (1l nom |2l «
for every pu € M,(X xZ) and every h € Bh™(X x=Z;E').

3. Generalized Young measures. As mentioned in the introduction, the notion
of a generalized Young measure is used to describe oscillation and concentration
phenomena for sequences which are bounded in L"(X;Z) only for » = 1. To
study concentration phenomena, where the sequences tend to infinity along given
directions in the space Z, it is useful to introduce homogeneous coordinates. This
is done by replacing the space = by ZxR, whose generic point is denoted by (£,7);
the set of points with n = 1 is identified with =, while points with n = 0 are
interpreted as directions at infinity.

In our presentation the space of generalized Young measures will be a subset
of the space M (X xExR), where ExR plays the role of the Hilbert space = of
the previous section. Before describing this set, we first consider generalized Young
measures associated with functions.

Definition 3.1. Given u € L'(X;E), the generalized Young measure associated
with u is defined as the element &, of M (X x=xR) such that

(f,6,) = /X f (. u(x), 1) dA(x)



TIME-DEPENDENT SYSTEMS OF GENERALIZED YOUNG MEASURES 7

for every f € CM™(X x=xR).
In the spirit of [I6] and [26] we extend this definition to measures p € My(X;E).

Definition 3.2. Given p € My(X;ZE), the generalized Young measure associated
with p is defined as the element §, of M (X xEXR) such that for every f €
Chom(X xExR)

o= [ S @) @) dote).

where ¢ is an arbitrary nonnegative Radon measure on X with A << ¢ and
p<<Lo.

The homogeneity of f implies that the integral does not depend on ¢ and that
the definitions coincide when p = v € L'(X;Z). The norm of §, is given by the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let p € My(X;E). Then

18,1 = /X VITIE A+ [p(X) < ACX) + ol (X).

Proof. Let us consider the Borel partition X = X*UX*® with A(X®) =0 = [p°|(X?)
and let o := A+ |p®|, so that 0 = A on X* and o = |p®| on X*. By Remark Z0
we have

161 = (VPP b)) = [ /142 + 198 do =
= [ VIR @ ) = [ VTEP i (0

which concludes the proof. o

We recall the definition of Young measure.

—
—

Definition 3.4. A Young measure on X with values in = is a measure v €
M,;" (X xE) such that 7x(v) = A. The space of Young measures on X with values
in E is denoted by Y (X;Z). For every r > 1 let Y"(X;Z) be the space of all

v € Y(X;E) whose r-moment
[ e
XxE

Remark 3.5. By the Disintegration Theorem (see, e.g., [27, Appendix A2]) for ev-
ery v € Y(X;E) there exists a measurable family (v*),cx of probability measures
on = such that

/Xxgg(%ﬁ)d’/(%f)Z/X(/Eg(:c,g)duz(g)) d\(z)

for every bounded Borel function g: X x= — R. The probability measures v* are
uniquely determined for A-a.e. z € X.

is finite.

Definition 3.6. Given v € Y!(X;Z), the generalized Young measure associated
with v is defined as the element 7 of M (X XExR) such that

)= [ fa 1) vl

for every f € CM™(XxExR).
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Remark 3.7. It follows from Remark 29 that
.= [ VTR <A+ [ s,
X = X =

Remark 3.8. If =4, for some p € M(X; =), the following properties hold:
supp p C X XEx[0, +00), (3.1)
mx(np) = A. (3.2)

We will refer to [B2) as the projection property. According to [Z4)), it is equivalent
to

(plan. &) = [ pdh for every € C(X). (3.3
Properties (1)) and @32) continue to hold if ;=7 for some v € Y1(X;Z).
This motivates the following definition.

Definition 3.9. The space GY (X;E) of generalized Young measures on X with
values in = is defined as the set of all p € M (XXExR) satisfying ([BJ]) and
B32). On GY(X;E) we consider the norm and the weak* topology induced by
M, (X XExR).

Remark 3.10. By approximation we can prove that ([B3)) holds for every u €
GY(X;E) and for every bounded Borel function ¢: X — R.

The sequential compactness of every bounded subset of GY (X;E) is given by
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11. Every bounded sequence in GY (X;E) has a subsequence which
converges weakly™ to an element of GY (X;E).

Proof. Since GY (X; ) is closed in the weak™* topology of M, (X xEXR), the result
follows from the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem. O

Remark 3.12. If py is a sequence in GY (X;Z) which converges weakly* to p €
GY (X; =), then ||uk|l« — ||x]l+ by Remark X9

Remark 3.13. If f: XxExR — R U {400} is lower semicontinuous, (§,7) —

f(z,&,n) is positively homogeneous of degree one, and f(z.£,n) > —cv/[€|> + |n]?
for some constant ¢ > 0, then

(fs ) < Timinf (f, pug)

for every sequence py in GY (X;Z) which converges weakly* to u € GY(X;E),
where (f,-) is defined by 3)). Indeed, any such f is the supremum of a family of
functions in C"*™ (X xExR).

In the case of a generalized Young measure p € GY (X;E) the duality prod-
uct (f,u) can be defined for every f in the space ng? (X xExR) introduced by
the following definition, which is slightly larger than the space B"™(X xZxR)
considered in the previous section.

Definition 3.14. Given two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces = and Z’, we con-

sider the space BLOT (X XEXR;E') of all Borel functions f: X xExR — Z' such
that

(a) for every z € X the function (£,7) — f(x,£,n) is positively homogeneous of
degree one on ZxR,
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(b) there exist a constant a € R and a function b € L*(X) such that

|f (2, & n)| < alg] + b(z)|n| (3-4)

for every (z,£,m) € X X=ExR.
When =/ = R, the corresponding space will be denoted simply by ng,T (X XExR).

Lemma 3.15. Let p € GY(X;E) and let i € My(XxExR) be a measure with
compact support satisfying (Z3). Then every f € B(};”T(XXEXR) is [1-integrable.

Proof. Letusfix f € ng? (X XExR). Forevery k let fi be the function defined by

Te(@,&m) = f(z,&n) if [f(x,&,n)| < al§|+knl, and by fr(z,£,n) := 0 otherwise.
Then we have

/ IfkldﬂS/ [alg] + (b(z) A K)|n|] dit =
X XEXR X XEXR
— (alé] + (b(@) A Rl il €,m) < {alé] (e, €,m) + /X bax.

It follows from Fatou’s Lemma that f is fi-integrable. O

Definition 3.16. Given f € BLT(XxExR) and p € GY(X;E), the duality
product (f,u) is defined by

= [t (3.5)

where i € Mp(XxEXR) is any measure with compact support satisfying (Z3),
with = replaced by ZxR.

Remark 3.17. The integral in ([BH) is well defined by Lemma BIH It is easy to
see that the value of this integral does not depend on the choice of i satisfying

&3), and that
[(Fsml < allpll«+ N0l
where a and b satisfy (@) and ||b]|; denotes the L' norm of b.

We now consider the image of a generalized Young measure.

Definition 3.18. Let = and =’ be two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces and let
P: XXEXR — X XxZ'XR be a map of the form ¢(z,&,n) = (x,p(z,&,n),n), with
@€ B (X xEXR; E'). The image 1h(p) of p € GY (X;E) under 1 is defined as
the element of GY (X;Z') such that

(fi0(w) = (f o, ) = (f(w, (@, &, m),m), plz, & m)) (3.6)
for every f € BEOT (X xE'xR).

Remark 3.19. Under the assumptions of the definition the function f o1 belongs
to BQST(XXEXR), so that the duality product (fo, ) is well defined. Moreover,
by the particular form of the map 1), the element of M (X x='xR) defined by (B0
satisfies (B) and B2), therefore it belongs to GY (X;Z').



10 G. DAL MASO, A. DESIMONE, M.G. MORA AND M. MORINI

4. Comparison with other presentations of the theory. In this section we
show that every u € GY(X;E) can be represented by a unique Young measure-
varifold pair (u¥, u>), where p¥ € Y1(X;E) and > € M, (X x¥z). To introduce
this representation, we recall that Y!(X;Z) can be identified with a suitable subset
of GY(X;Z) (Definition Bf). The following definition identifies the measures in
M,;F(XxY¥z) with particular elements of M, (X xExR).

Definition 4.1. For every v € M," (X xY¥z) let # be the element of M, (X xExR)
defined by

< ) > /XXEE ( 767 ) ( 76)
for every f € CM™(X x=xR).

Remark 4.2. It follows from the definition that wx(no) = 0 for every v €
M;’(XXEE). Since © does not satisfy the projection property [B2), it does not
belong to GY (X; =).

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let yu € GY (X;Z). Then there exists a unique pair (uY, u™), with
pY € YYXGE) and p>™ € M7 (XxXz), such that
p=n"+p>,
which is equivalent to
U= [ _feend@o+ [ f@e0d @ @
X XE XxX=
Jor every f € BEOT(X XEXR).

Remark 4.4. The converse of Theorem is also true: if p¥ € Y1(X;Z) and
u> € Mp(X xXz), then formula @Il defines an element of GY (X;E).

Remark 4.5. Let A\® := 7x(u™®). Since A = 7mx(uY), by the Disintegration
Theorem (see, e.g., [Z7, Appendix A2]) there exist a measurable family (u®Y).cx
of probability measures on Z and a measurable family (u*°).cx of probability
measures on Yz such that

G = [ feendY @O+ [ a0 di(ne -

XX=
:/X (/Ef(x,é,l)dum’y(é)) dA(x)+/X( ng(a:,g,()) dmmg)) dX®(z)
for every f € BEOT(X xExR).

Remark 4.6. Thanks to Remark 29 if we apply @) to f(z,&,n) = /|&1? + n]2,
we obtain
Il = [ VIFTER ¥ (2.6) 4w (Xx82) <
Xx=E

<A+ [l (. 6) + (X xz).

XE
Proof of Theorem .3 For every Borel function ¢g: X x2 — R with

Kg 1=  sup g, &)l < 400, (4.2)

(z,6)exxE v/1+ |€]?
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we consider the Borel function ¢4: X xExR — R defined by

) 'f 07
et = {1964 00

Since ¢, € B™(XxExR), we can consider the duality product (¢,,u). The
function g +— (pg, 1) is linear, bounded, and positive on Cy(X xZ). By the Riesz
Representation Theorem there exists ¥ € M," (X xZ) such that

o) = [ o9 d(e6 (4.3

for every g € Co(X XE). As ||g|lnom < kg, we have

| ; :g(%é)duy(waﬁ)l < Fgl |«

for every g € Cyo(X xZ). By approximation we can prove that

/ €l dnY (. €) < [ul. (4.4)
X x=

and that (3] holds for every Borel function g: X xZ= — R satisfying [Z). By
@) we have mx(u¥) = X\, which, together with @), gives u¥ € Y1(X;Z).

For every bounded Borel function h: X x¥z — R we consider the Borel function
Yp: XXEXR — R defined by

Elh(z,&/l€]) ifn=0,£#0,
(e, o) o= 4 1S S/ED T =0

0 otherwise.
Since 9, € B"™(XxZExR), we can consider the duality product (ip,u). The
function h — (tp,, u) is linear, bounded, and positive on C(X xXz). By the Riesz
Representation Theorem there exists p> € le (X xXz) such that

(no 1) = /X _ (1.5)

for every h € C'(X xXz=). By approximation we can prove that the previous equality
holds for every bounded Borel function h: X x3¥z — R.

Given any f € B"(XxZExR), we consider the functions g: XxZ — R and
h: XxY¥= — R defined by

g($,€) = f($,€,1), h(,f,f) = f($,§,0)

By homogeneity we have f = ¢4+ ¢, on X xEx]0,+00). Then @) follows from
@), [E3), and @T). The result can be extended to f € BET(XxZExR) by
approximation.

The uniqueness of the pair (¥, 1) can be deduced from the fact that, if @)
is satisfied, then 3 holds for every g € Co(X xE), while ([H) holds for every
heC(XxDz). O

Remark 4.7. It is easy to prove, by approximation, that (I]) continues to hold
when f: XXExXR — R U {+oo} is a Borel function such that f(z,&,n) is posi-
tively homogeneous of degree one in (£,n) and satisfies the inequality f(z,&,n) >
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|€]2 4 |n|? for some constant ¢ > 0. This allows us to characterize the general-
ized Young measures associated with Young measures with finite r-moment, r > 1,
using the homogeneous functions {P,}: ZxR — [0, +o00] defined by

lE["/n" =t ifn >0,

. (4.6)
+00 if n<o0.

{Pr}(&m) = {
Indeed, for r > 1 formula () implies that p = @¥ with ¥ € Y"(X;ZE) if and
only if ({P.},u) < +o0.

Let 15 : X xExR — X xExR be the Borel map defined by

(w,&m) ifn#0,

U5 (x,&,m) = {(3:,0,0) =0

Note that %5 satisfies the conditions of Definition
For every f € BLom (X xExR) we have

fl@,&m) ifn#0,

(foUd)(w.Em) = {0 £y =0.

From ) it follows that for every p € GY (X;2)

(f1) = (FouF m") = (f o, m),
hence ¥ = ¥5(u).
Lemma 4.8. Let Z and Z' be two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, let p €
GY(X;E), let ¥: XxEXR — XXZ'xR be a map as in Definition [Z18, and let
v:=1y(u). Then

v =p@), 0 =9(p>).
Proof. The former equality follows from the fact that 1 o ¢)5 = 1/)(?’ o1. The latter
follows now from Theorem by the linearity of the map p+— ¥ (u). O

Combining the compactness property (Theorem BIIl) and the representation
formula (Theorem E3)) we recover the following result, originally proved in [I] (see
Remark [LH).

Theorem 4.9. Let uy be a bounded sequence in L'(X;Z). Then there exist a
subsequence, still denoted uy, a Young measure p¥ € Y1(X;Z), and a measure
u> € My(X xXz), such that

/ g(o un(@) dN@) — [ gla,€) dp(a,€) + / 0% (2, €) du™ (2,€) (A7)
X

X XE XxX=

for every continuous function g: X xE — R such that for every (xo,&) € X xZ
the limit

9% (x0,&0) == lim ng(z,&/n)
z—zo, §—&0
n—0*
exists and is finite.

Proof. Let us consider the sequence d,, in GY(X;Z) introduced in Definition Bl
By Lemma we have [|dy, ||« < sup; [|ujll1 + A(X) < +oo. By Theorem BTl
there exists a subsequence, still denoted wg, such that §,, converge weakly* to
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an element p of GY(X;E). Let g be as in the statement of the theorem and let
f: XxEXR — R be defined by

_ Jng(@.&/n) ifn>0,

It is easy to check that f is continuous in (x,&,n) and homogeneous of degree one
in (&,n). Therefore, the weak* convergence of d,, to p implies that

/gmm@mwm:/f@w@mmmm—wﬁm. (4.8)
X X

By Theorem EE3 taking into account the definition of f, we obtain that there exists
a pair (pY, ™), with p¥ € Y1(X;Z) and p> € M; (X xXz), such that

U= [ e 9@ @O+ [ Ceodc@. @)
X XE X Xx¥=
The conclusion follows from (X)) and EH). O

5. A density result. In this section we prove that, if A is nonatomic, then the
generalized Young measures of the form 4, associated with functions u € L'(X; =)
are dense in GY (X;Z). The main result is the following approximation theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that X\ is nonatomic and let p € GY (X;Z). Then there
exists a sequence u, in L*(X;Z) such that §,, — p weakly* in GY (X;Z).

Proof. We consider the decomposition

p=n"+p>
of Theorem B3 and fix a sequence o,, converging to 0 with 0 < o, < min{1, A(X)}.
For every n we consider two countable partitions = = | J; B;“Y and Xz = |J; B,

where the sets B?’Y and B}"™ satisfy
diam B?’Y < on and diam B;l’oo <o,. (5.1)

Let \Y := mx (/1 + [€2pY) and A*® := 7x (u™); ie.,
A (4) :/ V14 [E2dpY(x,6) and  AC(A) = p>(AxDx)
AXE

for every Borel set A C X. As A = mx(uY), the measure \¥ is absolutely contin-
uous with respect to A.

Let us consider the partition X = X*UX?®, with A(X?®) =0 = A>>*(X?), where
A ¢ ig the singular part of A* with respect to A. To prove the theorem, for every
n we will consider a new partition X = X™% U X™* where X™% and X™* are
suitable approximations of X and X?® such that A(X™%) > 0 and A(X™*®) > 0.
We will construct the approximating sequence u,, by defining it separately on X™¢
and X™%.

Step 1. Definition of u, on X™°. We begin by constructing X™*. For every n
we can find a countable Borel partition X* = J, X;"® U N™*, where each X"° is
closed,

diam X;"* < 0, /2, and  A®(N™®)=0. (5.2)
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In the following, given a subset £ C X and a radius r > 0, the r-neighbourhood
of F will be denoted by
(E), ={zeX: dz,E)<r}.
Since A(X;"%) = AY(X["®) = 0 and A\(X;"),) > 0 for every r > 0, we can
construct inductively a decreasing sequence 7' such that 0 < rP* < 0,,/2,
)‘((X?)S)T?) < Un)‘OO(Xin’S) ) (
)‘Y((X;LS)T{‘) <27%,, (
AKX )ep N X®) < 270 (
M D) < M )en) - (
We define
AP? = (Xims)ri" \Uj>i(Xg7‘l)S)7‘? :

By (B6) we have
AAT®) 2 gA(X)rn) > 0,

while [&2), together with the inequality 0 < rP* < 0,,/2, yields
diam A;"* < g, . (5.7)
By E3) we have
0 < AA") € 0, X=(X]"") = 0™ (X[ 5z) = 0, X, p(X[ "X B}).

Since A is nonatomic we can find a countable Borel partition A;"* = J; Aj;" such
that

0 < A(A°) < onpu™ (X" xB"™). (5.8)
For every n we define
X =y Al U XC. (5.9)
Note that by ([B4) and ([&H) we have
M(X™) <o, and  A®(X™\ X®) <o0,. (5.10)
We define
up(z) i= ;™ for w e A7, (5.11)

where £;"° are arbitrary points of B}"* and

§ (X7 X B

ciy = - (5.12)
! AAG")
By (B=8) we have that
> 1o, (5.13)

By (EI2) and by [ETI3) we have
/ JTF T dr < A= (X*)/TF 02 (5.14)

Step 2. Definition of u, on X™*. We set
XM =X\ X",

In order to define u, on X™® we consider a countable Borel partition X™% =
U, A%, with A" satisfying

0 <diam A" < o, . (5.15)
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As X™* C X by @3), A>° is absolutely continuous with respect to A on X™?.
Since A is nonatomic, for every ¢ we may choose 0 < ¢} < o, and two disjoint
Borel sets A" and A in such a way that A7* = A" U A" and

AMADT) = el AT(ATY) < o AM(A]Y) . (5.16)

Since A is nonatomic and
EAT(AD®) = P (A X Ts) = X, Pt (AP X B,
we can also find a countable Borel partition A;"> = (J; A}y such that
MAL) = el u> (A< Bj™). (5.17)
Note also that by ([BI6) we have
ACAZY) = AAZ) = AAP™) = (1= o) AA*)

and so there exists 0 < 67 < o, such that A\(A"Y) = (1 — d7)A(A*). As \ =

7x (1Y), arguing as before we may find a countable Borel partition A" = ; AZ?Y
such that
n, Y\ _ ny, Y/ A1,0 n,Y"
AAGT) = (1 =67 (A7 xB;"") . (5.18)
We are ready to define u,, on X™% by setting
1
un(z) == ?’Y for z € AZ?Y and  wu,(z) = E—ﬂ{;wo for z € AJ;™,

(5.19)
where §?’Y are arbitrary points in B;“Y and &> are the points of B> chosen

in (BII). Using (BI7) and (BIX) it is easy to check that
/ VIF TP d < 0uA(X) + A (X) + A5 (X" /T 102, (5.20)
By (EI4) and (BE20) we have
/X VI [un2dh < o MX) + A (X) +2A°(X)/1+ 02, (5.21)
which implies that wu,, is bounded in L'(X;Z). It follows from Lemma that

|6, ||« is uniformly bounded.

Step 8. Proof of the convergence. Thanks to Lemma B to prove the weak*
convergence of J,, it is enough to show that

(fs0u,) = (i), (5.22)

for every function f € CRom™(XxZExR). Let us fix f € Chm(XxExR). By
Remark there exist a constant ¢ € R and a continuous function w: [0+ c0) —
[0 4+ 00), with w(0) = 0, such that

|f (21, &,m) — fz2,&,m2)| < av/[€1 — &2+ [m — 2] +

+w(d(z,x2)) min{\/161[2 + [m[?, /1627 + [n2[*}

for every z1,20 € X, &1,6 € 2, n1,12 € R.
By definition we have

(f,0u,) = /Xn,a f(z,un, 1) dX + flx,up, 1)dA. (5.24)

Xn,s

(5.23)
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By (EI9) the first integral in the right-hand side can be written as

flzup, 1) dA =
XTLG.

= F2, €0, 1) dA + 2, & e, 1) d\ = ,
D [, D) 5)

=Y f@ g HAASY) +Zf o &% el DAAG ™) + it
ij

where x"® are arbitrary points in A]"® and the remainder 7%! tends to 0 as a

consequence of (BE1H), (&TD), (EIX), and (EZ3J), which lead to the estimate
Irot] < wioy, Z\/1+|§"Y|2A (ALY +
+wanz ,/ )2+ €2 ANAL™) <

< onpw(on) A(X™?) +w(0n) AV(X™) 4 w(on) A% (X™M)V/T+ 0%
On the other hand by (BI7) and (BI8) we have

ST DA+ T DA ) =

W :Zl_én na’§@y7 1) WY (A2 < BIY) 1

5.26
+§Zf’” ) W (AT B = 520

=/’ ﬂ%&DWL@f){/ F(.€.0) dp™ (2, €) + 102
XXE=E XexY=

where the remainder 7%2 tends to 0 as a consequence of (1), (E10), (E1H), and
(E2Z3), which lead to the estimate

147] < (200, + (o)) (V(X) + X¥(X)V/1 T 02) + 2007,
From (E2Z0) and (B20) we obtain

jwwmnwz/ f@@nmﬂa@+/ F(,€,0) dp™ (2, €) + 1,
Xn.a XxE XaxTs

(5.27)
where r¢ ;= r®&! 4+ r®2 tends to 0.
By (&I and (BI2) the second integral in the right-hand side of (B2Zd]) can be
written as

F@un, 1) dA =Y f(a", el DMAL®) + it (5.28)

Xn,s

where z"® are arbitrary points in X" and the remainder 75! tends to zero as a

consequence of (B2), (&7), (ET2), (13), and (2ZJ), which lead to the estimate
[t < w(om) A (X*) Y1+ 02
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On the other hand by (BI2)
D F@EP e NAL) =
©j

=3 f@P 1) p (X x B = (5.29)
ij

:/ fla,&,0)dp> (2, &) + 1%
XsXx¥=

where the remainder r$? tends to 0 as a consequence of ([1l), (E2), (EI3), and
E23), which lead to the estimate

|rs2| < (aon +w(on)V/1+ oﬁ)AOO(XS) )
From (EZ]) and (EZ9) we obtain
[ tewmna= [ jee0dcworn. 630
Xns XsxSe

S . ms,1 s,2
where r;, :=r)" 4+ r° tends to 0.

From 1), B24), (27), and (B30) we obtain (E22), which concludes the proof

of the theorem. O

Remark 5.2. If u, is a sequence in L'(X;Z) such that 6,, — u weakly* in
GY (X; =), then

/ VI TP dX — |l
X

by Lemma and Remark

6. The notion of barycentre. In this section we study some properties of the
barycentre of a generalized Young measure.

Definition 6.1. The barycentre of a generalized Young measure p € GY (X;E) is
the measure bar(u) € My(X; =) defined by

bar(u) = 7x (&) -

Remark 6.2. By Definition ZTH a measure p € M,(X; =) coincides with bar(u)
if and only if

/X o-dp = (plx) - &, ulx, € m)) (6.1)

for every ¢ € C(X;Z). By approximation we can prove that the same equality
holds for every bounded Borel function ¢ : X — =.

Remark 6.3. Let = i¥ 4> be the decomposition of Theorem B let (u®Y).e x
and (u™*)zex be the families of probability measures introduced in Remark EER

and let A := 7x (). We consider the functions u¥: Q — = and u>®: Q — =
defined by

W)= [ md o (@)= [ edr(o).
= Xe
Then bar(u) = u¥ + u*A>®. In particular, if u = 7, then bar(u) = u¥ €
LY(X;Z). Therefore, bar(d,) = u for every u € L}(X;ZE). It follows immediately
from Definition BAand (@] that we have also bar(d,) = p for every p € My(X;E).
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Remark 6.4. From Remark ZT7 we obtain

[[bar ()| < Il -

If pyp — u weakly* in GY(X;Z), then bar(ug) — bar(u) weakly* in M(X;E).
If w=p" with ¥ € Y"(X;E) for some r > 1, then Remark B3 implies that
bar(u) € L"(X;E) and

oartl < ([l du@.9)" = Ry

where || - || denotes the norm in L"(X;E) and {P.} is the homogeneous function
defined in @4).

xX=

We now prove the Jensen inequality for generalized Young measures.

Theorem 6.5. Let f: X xExR — RU{+o0} be a Borel function such that (§,n) —
fx, &, n) is positively one-homogeneous, convex, and lower semicontinuous for every
x € X and satisfies the inequality

f(@,&m) =2 —eV/IE)? + [nf?
for some constant c. Then

<f7 5bar(,u)> < <f7 M> (62)
for every p € GY (X; =2).

Proof. Let us fix p € GY(X;E), let p := bar(u), and let o € M;F(X) be such
that p << ¢ and A << o. We consider an increasing sequence of functions f
converging to f such that each f; has the form

fi(@,&,m) = sup {ai(z)- &+ bi(z)n}
1<i<k

with a;: X — E and b;: X — R bounded o-measurable functions (see, e.g., [6,
Theorem 2.2.4]). For every k there exists a Borel partition (B¥);<;<x such that

k
/fk (a, 3, %) do :Z{/Bfﬁbi'dp—i-/fgfbid)\}.

=1
By B32) and @J]) we obtain
[adpt [ biar={(aite) € + b ) (o ) <
B B
< <f(17a5777)13;€ (35)7#(3575777» .

Summing over i we get

/ fk 735—722 d0'< <f(x7§777)7ﬂ($7§777)>7
and taking the limit with respect to k gives inequality (E2). O

Remark 6.6. Let f: X xExXR — [0, +00] be a Borel function such that (£,7n) —
f(x, &, n) is positively one-homogeneous for every x € X, and let ¢6 f be the lower
semicontinuous convex envelope of f with respect to (£,7). By applying ([G2) to
co f we obtain

<E fu 6bar(,u)> < <f7 /14>
for every p € GY (X;Z).
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The opposite inequality requires special conditions on f and u, as shown in the
following lemma, that will be used in [TT].

Lemma 6.7. Let p € GY(X;Z), let f: XxExXR — [0,400] be a Borel function
such that (§,m) — f(x,&,m) is positively one-homogeneous for every x € X, and
let T f be the lower semicontinuous convex envelope of f with respect to (§,7).
Assume that (f, ) < (€O f, dpar(u)) < +00. Then supp p is contained in the closure

of {f=7c0f}.
Proof. Using the hypothesis and ([E2) we obtain

<@fu 6bar(,u)> S <wf7/ﬁ> S <f7 /14> S <Ef7 5bar(,u)>7

hence, (f — <o f,u) =0. Since f —¢o f and p are nonnegative, we conclude that
supp 4 is contained in the closure of {f =0 f}. O

7. Compatible systems of generalized Young measures. Let A C R and
let p be a function from A into M,(X;Z). For every finite sequence t; < to <
o <ty in A we consider the measure (p(t1),...,p(tm)) € Mp(X;Z™) and the
corresponding generalized Young measure

(Op)ts .t 7= Op(t1),....p(tm)) € GY (X;E™) (7.1)

introduced in Definition B2 with Z replaced by =Z™. To describe an important
property of this family of generalized Young measures it is convenient to introduce
the following definition.

Definition 7.1. If {s1,82,...,8,} C {t1,t2,...,tm} CR, with 51 < sa < -+ < s,
and t; <ty < -+ < ty,, we define the projection 7f1:%im: X xE™ xR — X xE"xR
by

Wii:::ig(xaftla---7§tm7n) = (Iafsu---afsnvn)'

Remark 7.2. It is easy to see that the family of generalized Young measures 6,
defined in ([ZTl), satisfies the compatibility condition

(617)51~~-Sn = ﬂ-éit:(((sp)tltwn)
whenever {s1,$2,...,5,} and {t1,to,...,t,} are as in Definition [
This motivates the following definition.

Definition 7.3. A compatible system of generalized Young measures on X, with
values in a finite dimensional Hilbert space = and with time set A C R, is a
family p = (g4, 4 ) of generalized Young measures p;, ., € GY(X;E™), with

t1,...,t, running over all finite sequences of elements of A with t1 <ty < -+ < t,
such that the following compatibility condition holds:

usl..,sn = 772?2 (H’tl...tm) 9 (72)
whenever {s1,82,...,8,} C {t1,t2,...,tm}. The space of all such systems is de-

noted by SGY (A, X;E) and is equipped with the weakest topology such that the
maps p+— py, . from SGY (A, X;Z) into GY (X;E™), endowed with the weak*
topology, are continuous for every m and every finite sequence t1,...,t,, in A with
t] <ty <--- <ty. Although this topology is not induced by duality, we shall refer
to it as the weak™ topology of SGY (A, X;=).

Definition 7.4. Given a function p from A C R into My(X;=), the family 6§,
defined in (7)) is called the compatible system of generalized Young measures as-
soctated with p.



20 G. DAL MASO, A. DESIMONE, M.G. MORA AND M. MORINI

The compatibility condition ([ZZ2) implies that the barycentre of p, . is com-
pletely determined by the barycentres of g, ,..., ¢, .

Proposition 7.5. Let p € SGY (A, X;Z). Then
bar(py, . 4, ) = (bar(py, ), ..., bar(p, )
for every finite sequence ty,... ty, in A with t1 <to < -+ <ty .

Proof. Let (p1,...,pm) := bar(p,, , ) and ¢; = bar(u,,) for i =1,...,m. Using
ET) for every (p1,...,¢0m) € C(X;E™) we have

Z /}( ©i * dpz = Z<Soz(x) ' gia iyt (J:, 517 ceey fmu 77)> ) (73)
i=1 i=1
/ wi-dg; = (pi(x) - &, py, (2, &,1m)) fori=1,...,m. (7.4)
X
The compatibility condition ([C2) implies that
<Q01(:I:) : gia iyt (J:, 517 ceey fmu 77)> = <Q01(.’I]) : gia My, (J:, gia 77)> )
hence [C3) and [C4) yield

;/X%'dpi—;/x%'dqi

for every (¢1,...,0m) € C(X;E™). This gives p; = ¢; for i =1,...,m. O

The notion of left continuity, introduced in the next definition, is very useful in
the applications.

Definition 7.6. A system p € SGY (A, X;E) is said to be left continuous if for
every finite sequence tq,...,t, in A with t; < --- < t,, the following continuity
property holds:

p’sl...sm - p’tl...tm Wea'kly* in GY(Xv Em) (75)
as s; — t;, with s; € A and s; <t;.

The following theorem proves the weak * compactness of subsets of SGY (A, X; 2)
defined by imposing bounds on the norms of u, for every ¢t € A.

Theorem 7.7. For every function C: A — [0,+00) the set
{n e SGY (A, X;2) : |lplls < C(t) for every t € A} (7.6)
is weakly* compact in SGY (A, X;E).

To prove the theorem we need the following lemma which provides an estimate
of the norm |[g;, ; ||+ in terms of the norms ||gs,, ||« .

Lemma 7.8. For every p € SGY (A, X;Z) we have

m
||Ht1...th* < Z ”ll’tlH*
i=1

for every finite sequence ty,...,ty in A with t1 <tg < -+ <tn.
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Proof. By Remark X3 and by the compatibility condition [Z2) we have

||p’t1...tm||* = <|(§15 e afman”ap’tl...tm(xaflv te 7§M7n)> S

Ms

<|(€Zv )|7/1’t1...tm (Iaflv s afmvn» =

s
Il
-

Ms

(&I, e, (2, &ism) ZHMZHM

Il
-

3

which concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [7.] By Lemma for every function C: A — [0,4+00) the set
defined in ([ZH) is contained in the set of all p € SGY (A, X;Z) such that

m
||Ht1 tm Z

for every finite sequence t1,...,t,, in A with t; <ty <--- <t,,. As the topology
in SGY (A, X;E) is induced by the product of the weak* topologies of the spaces
GY (X;E™) corresponding to the projections p;, , -, the set ([ZH) is compact in
the weak* topology of SGY (A, X;Z) by Tychonoff’s Theorem. O

Remark 7.9. If A = {ap,a1,...,ar}, with ap < a; < --- < a, then for every
p € GY (X;=F1) there exists a unique system p? € SGY (A, X;Z) such that
;Lg‘o.”ak = p. This system is defined by

for every {t1,ta,...,tm} C {ao,a1,...,ax} with t1 <to < -+ <tp,.

The notion of piecewise constant interpolation will be useful in the application
to evolution problems.

Definition 7.10. Let A = {ap,a1,...,ar}, with ag < a; < -+ < ag. For every
t1y. oyt in [ag,ar] With t) < to < -+ <ty let py,. ¢ 0 XXEFHIXR — X xEM™xR
be defined by

Pti...tm (xagaov cee 7€ak7n) = (x7§t1, ce 7€t7n777) 5

with &, = &, where j is the largest index such that a; < ¢;. For every

p € GY (X;Z*) the piecewise constant interpolation w4l of p is the element
of SGY([aO,ak], ;) defined by

A
w = o (1) (7.7)
for every t1,...,tm in [ag,ar] with t; <to < - <t

tl ?Zf O Pt,..t,, Whenever

Remark 7.11. It is easy to check that ps,. .5, = 7% .
{51,82,...,8n} C {t1,t2,...,tm} C [ag,ax], with s; < 52 < o < s, and B <
ta < .-+ < tm,. Therefore the family of generalized Young measures (u,[f.]“tm)

defined by () satisfies the compatibility condition (2.
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8. The notion of variation. In this section we study the notion of variation on
a time interval of a compatible system of generalized Young measures, and prove a
compactness theorem which extends Helly’s Theorem.

Definition 8.1. Given a set A C R, the variation of u € SGY (A, X;E) on the
time interval [a,b], with a, b € A, is defined as

k
Var(p;a,b) :=sup > (|& = &ial, tege, o (€05 - &im)) s

i=1
where the supremum is taken over all finite families tg,%1,...,tr in A such that
a=tyg <ty <---<tp=> (with the convention Var(u;a,b) =0 if a = b).
Remark 8.2. If p = 6, for some function p: A — My(X;E), then Var(u;a,b)
reduces to the variation of p on [a,b] N A.

Remark 8.3. Returning to the general case, the compatibility condition [Z2) yields

k
Var(ﬂ? a, b) = sup Z<|§Z - gi—l |7 M, e, (xu gi—l ) gia 77)> )
i=1
where the supremum is taken over all finite families tg,¢1,...,%; in A such that

a=ty <ty <---<tp=0b.

Remark 8.4. If t,t5,t3 € A and t; < to < t3, by the compatibility condition
[C2) and by the triangle inequality we have
<|§3 - 51'7 Moty (‘Tu €l7 537 77)> = <|§3 - 51 |7 Hoiitots (xu €l7 527 537 77)> <
< <|§3 - 52'7 Hotitots (xu €l7 527 537 77)> + <|§2 - 51'7 Hotitots (J:, 517527 537 77)> =

= (€3 — &al, Mpyry (7,62, 83,m)) + ([€2 — &1, By 4, (7,61, 62,m)) -
Using this inequality it is easy to deduce from Remark that
Var(u; a, c) = Var(u; a, b) + Var(u; b, ¢) (8.1)
for every a,b,c € A with a < b < ¢. This implies in particular that the function

t — Var(u;a,t) is nondecreasing on AN [a, +00).

Remark 8.5. If A = {ag,...,ar} C R is a finite set, with ag < a1 < -+ < ag,
p € GY(X;ZF1) and u? € SGY (A, X;E) is the associated system defined in
Remarkm it follows from (&Il that

k

Var(p?; ag, ar) = Z<|§i — &l pd o (@, 6, &) =

=1

E

:Z<|§l 5i—1|7u(x7€07"'7€k777)>'

It is easy to see that, if ul4 € SGY ([ag, ax], X;Z) is the piecewise constant inter-
polation of p defined by (L), then

k
Var(ul; ag, ax) = Var(n?; a0, ax) = Y (16 — &l plla, (@, 61, &)

=1

k
Z |§7, z—1| M‘r€07"'7€k7n)>'
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Definition 8.6. Let h: £ — [0,+00) be a positively one-homogeneous function
satisfying the triangle inequality. Given a set A C R, the h-variation of u €
SGY (A, X;E) on the time interval [a,b], with a, b € A, is defined as

k
V&I‘h(/,l,; a, b) ‘= sup Z<h(€l - gifl)v l’l't()tl...tk (Ia 507 s 7§k7 77)> )

i=1
where the supremum is taken over all finite families tg,%1,...,t; in A such that
a=1ty <ty <--- <ty ="> (with the convention Vary(u;a,b) =0 if a =b).

Remark 8.7. It is well known that every positively one-homogeneous function
h: Z — [0,+00) satisfying the triangle inequality is continuous and satisfies an
estimate of the form h(§) < ¢ |€] for some constant ¢. It follows that Vary (u; a,b) <
c¢Var(p;a,b). Tt is easy to see that all properties of Var(u;a,b) proved so far can
be extended to Varp(u;a,b).

Using the compatibility condition it is easy to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 8.8. Let T'> 0 and let p € SGY ([0,T], X;E) with Var(p;0,T) < +o0.
For every f € Chom(X xExR) the function t — (f, ;) has bounded variation on
[0,T7.

The proof is omitted, since it is similar to the proof of the following lemma, which
will be used in Theorem @7

Lemma 8.9. Let T > ¢ > 0 and let p € SGY([0,T], X;=Z) with Var(u;0,T) <
+00. For every f € CPo™(X xE2XR) the function ®I(t) := (f, py,y.) has bounded
variation on [0,T — c].

Proof. Let V(t) := Var(u;0,t) for every t € [0,T]. Let us fix f € Chom(X xZ2xR)
and let a be a constant satisfying [ZI)). Let ¢1,t2 with 0 < t; < t;+¢ < t2 <
to + ¢ < T. Using the compatibility condition [Z2) and ), we obtain

|®f(t2) — ®L(t1)| =
= [(f(@,82,85:m) = F(2,80,€0,M)s Bty byt ta e (561,615, €2,62,m)) | <
<a(l§e — & + 1€ — §i|aHtl,t1+c,t2,t2+c($a5175175%féa77)> =
= a{|& = &il, e, 4, (2,61, &2,m)) + al[€2 — €115 e, 1o ate(®:61,€25m)) <
<V(te) = V(t1)+V(ta+¢) —V(t1 +¢).

The same inequality can be proved if 0 < ¢; < to < 4 +e<tat+c< T. As V is
nondecreasing, we conclude that the total variation of ®/ on [0,T — ¢| is less than
or equal to V(T —¢) + V(T). O

The following result can be considered as a version of Helly’s Theorem for com-
patible systems of generalized Young measures. Note that this is a sequential com-
pactness result, in contrast with Theorem [

Theorem 8.10. Let T > 0 and let p* be a sequence in SGY ([0,T],X;Z) such
that

sup Var(u*;0,T) < C, (8.2)
k

SlipHufoH* <., (83)
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for some tg € [0,T] and some finite constants C and C.. Then there ezist a
subsequence, still denoted p*, a set © C [0,T], containing 0 and with [0,T]\© at
most countable, and a left continuous pu € SGY ([0,T), X;E), with

Var(p;0,7) < C, (8.4)
leglls < Cu+C  for every t € [0,T], (8.5)

such that
Nfl...tm =y g weakly® in GY (X;E™) (8.6)

for every finite sequence ty,...,ty in © with 0 <t; <---<t, <T.

Proof. The proof is divided in several steps.

Step 1. Boundedness of py, , . We begin by proving that |pf|l. is bounded
uniformly with respect to ¢t € [0,T] and k. Let us fix ¢t < to. By the compatibility

condition (Z2)
(€], g (2, &m) — ([€ol, s, (, €0, 1)) =
= (I&], ety (@, €5 €0,m) = (IS0, paty, (2, €, S0, m)) <
< <|§ - §0|7 p’ftg(x?ga&h 77)> < Vaf(ﬂk; tato) <C.
Thanks to Remark 29 from ®2) and &3) we obtain that
sup |ptlls < C.+C (8.7)
for every ¢ € [0,t0). A similar argument proves (&) when t € [to,T].
By Lemma [[¥ and ([87) we obtain
s, o, 1 < m(Ci+ C) (8.8)
for every finite sequence t1,...,t, with t1 < - <it.,.

Step 2. Choice of the subsequence. Let D be a countable dense subset of [0, 7] con-
taining 0. By the compactness Theorem BTl using () and a diagonal argument,

we can extract a subsequence, still denoted p*, such that, for every si,...,Sm
in D with 0 < sy <--- < sy, <T, the sequence Hfl...sm converges weakly ™ in
GY(X;Z™).

Step 3. Choice of ©. Let V¥(t) := Var(u¥;0,t). Since V* is nondecreasing, by
B2 and by Helly’s Theorem there exists a subsequence, still denoted V*, such
that, for every t € [0,T], V*(t) — V(t), where V is a nondecreasing function on
[0,T] with values in [0,C]. Let

©:={0}u{te(0,T]: Slir{lﬁ Vis)=V(t)}. (8.9)

Step 4. Convergence and left continuity on ©. Let us fix two finite sequences
t1,. . tm and 81,...,8m, in [0,7] such that 0 < 51 <1 < -+ < S8y < by < T
We want to estimate the difference pf , —pk . Let fe CPom(XXE™xR).
Then there exists a constant a such that

|f(xa€t15"'7§tm7n)_f(‘Ingla"'amean” §a2|€t1 _gsi .

i=1

(8.10)

In order to estimate |(f, pf, . )—(f,p¥ . )|, it is convenient to use the identities

<f7 p’fl...tm> = <f($7€t1 PR 7€tm777)7 p’fltl,,,smtm ('I?gslugtm R 7€sm7§tm7n)> ’
<f7 ll'lscl...sm> = <f(x)€sl) e ,fsmﬂ?)v l‘l’gltl...smtm (‘r7§517§t1’ N ~7§sm7§tm777)> ’
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which follow from the compatibility condition ([ZZ). Taking into account [&I0), we
then have

Fs ) = (e, 0] <
< a/z<|§t1 - §5i|7 p‘]scltl...smtm (x76517§t17 .. wfsmvgtm?n» =
=1

= a’z<|€t1 - gsi a“];iti (Iafs”&tiaﬁ» )
1=1

which by &) gives
(fo b1t ) = (o ) S @) (VE(t) = VE(si). (8.11)
i=1

A simple modification of the proof shows that (BIT]) holds even if 0 = 51 = #1 <
So <to < < 8y <ty <T.

If t1,...,ty, € © with 0 < t; < -+ < t,, < T, for every € we can choose
S1y...,8m € D, with 0 < 51 <t < 89 <ty < -+ < 8 <ty < T, such that
a3,(V(t) — V(s:)) < & Using (ETT) we deduce that [(f, s, ) (f, b, )] <
e for k large enough. As the sequence (f, u* . ) converges, we have |(f,p* . )—

(f, ufimsmﬂ < ¢ for k, k" large enough. It follows that |(f, puy , )—(f, ufl/___tm>| <
3e for k, k' large enough, hence (f, p,ffln_tm) is a Cauchy sequence for every f €
Chom(X x=mxR). By ([BX) we deduce from Lemma 2 that, for every t1,...,t,
in © with 0 <¢; <--- <t <T, the sequence “fl...tm converges weakly * to some

element p, , of GY(X;E™) satisfying

e, o, 1« <m(Cs +C). (8.12)
We observe that, given t1,...,t,, and s1...8,, in O, we can pass to the limit
in (BT and obtain
m
[ Byt = (b s, ) S @Y (V(E) = V(si) (8.13)
i=1
for every f satisfying BIW) and every pair of finite sequences ti,...,t, and
S1y---58m in © such that s7 < t; < 590 <ty < -+ < 8, < ty,. Using the
definition (BH) of © and Lemma A we deduce from &IA) and IJ) that, for
every t1,...,t,m in © with 1 <--- <#,, we have pg, , — py ,  weakly” in

GY(X;E™), as s; — t;, s; € ©,and s; <1;.

Step 5. Extension to [0,T]. It remains to show that we can define u, , when
some t; does not belong to ©, in such a way that the resulting system of generalized
Young measures satisfies the compatibility conditions, inequalities ([84]) and &3),
and the continuity property ([CH). To this purpose, it is enough to observe that,
since V has a finite limit from the left at each point, we have

m

im (V) - V(st)) =0
s — 00 i—1
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for every sequence (s¥,...,sk) in @™ with s¥ — t;, s¥ <t;. Indeed, if t; ¢ O,
we have
V(sh) = V7 (t;) == lim V(s). (8.14)
S<ti1

For these sequences (s¥,...,sk) we can deduce from [&I3) that (f, K. o ) sat-
isfies a Cauchy condition for every f satisfying (8I0). By &I2) we deduce from
Lemma EZ4 the existence of the weak*-limit of u, , as s; — t;, s; € O, and
si < t;. We take such a weak™ limit as the definition of u, , . Clearly p;
satisfies (BIZ) and, by construction, from EI3), we deduce that for every f satis-
fying (BI0) and every pair of finite sequences t1,...,t, and $1,...,8y, in [0,7],
with 0 <51 <t1 <89 <ty < -+ < 8y, <ty <T, there holds

oty en) = oty s, ) S @Y (V7 () = V7 (s1), (8.15)
=1

where V'~ is the left-continuous representative of V' defined by &Idl). The conti-
nuity property (Z3) follows easily from &IH) and from Lemma B4

For every finite sequence t1,...,t, in © with ¢t; <--- <t,, we have
m
Z<|§Z - 61'—1'7 Hfi—lti ($7€i—17§i7 77)> < C.
i=1

Passing to the limit as kK — oo, we obtain

m
Z<|§Z - 61'—1'7 M, 1t; (J:, gi—la é-iu 77)> < c
i=1
whenever tq,...,t,, € ©. This restriction can be removed by an approximation

argument, and this proves ([&4l).
The compatibility condition (Z2) for u* implies that

(fouk )= (fomliltm py )

for every f € Ch*™(X xZ"xR) and every pair of finite sequences si,...,s, and
t1,. oyt in [0,T] with 81 < -+ < 8, t1 < -+ < &, and {s1,...,8,} C
{t1,...,tm}. Passing to the limit as k — oo, we obtain

(Fibbgy o) = (fomdm e o),

whenever s; and t; belong to ©. This restriction can be removed by an approxi-
mation argument, therefore p € SGY ([0,T], X;E). O

Remark 8.11. By taking pu* = p in Theorem BI0 we obtain the following result:
if pe SGY([0,T], X;E) and Var(p;0,T) < 400, then there exist a left continuous
v e SGY([0,T],X;Z) and aset © C [0,T], containing 0 and with [0, 7]\O at most
countable, such that Var(v;0,7) < Var(u;0,7) and gy, ; = vy, for every
finite sequence t1,...,t, in © with t; < --- < t,,. A slight modification of the
proof shows also that for every finite sequence t1,...,t,, in [0,T] with t; < -+ < t,,
we have p, . — vy, weakly® in GY(X;E™) as s; — t; in [0,T], with
S < t;.

m

We conclude this section by proving the lower semicontinuity of the h-variation.
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Theorem 8.12. Let T > 0 and let p* be a sequence in SGY ([0,T], X;Z). Suppose
that there exist a dense set D C [0,T], and a left continuous p € SGY ([0,T],X;E)
such that

Hfl...tm =y g weakly® in GY(X;E™)
for every finite sequence t1,...,tym n D with t1 <--- <t,,. Then
Vary, (1;0,T) < likmianarh(uk; 0,7)
— 00

for every positively one-homogeneous function h: = — [0,+00) satisfying the tri-
angle inequality.

Proof. Let us fix h. For every finite sequence t1,...,t, in D with t; < --- < t,,
we have

Z<h(§z - 51'—1)7 Ni,lti (xu gi—l ; giu 77)> < Vafh(NkQ 07 T) .

i=1

Since h is continuous (Remark B), passing to the limit as k& — oo we obtain

m

Z<h(§l - gi—l)u My, 1t; (JI, gi—la giu 77)> < hkn_l)g.}f Varh(ﬂk§ 07 T)

i=1
whenever ti,...,t,, € D. The same inequality can be proved when t¢i,...,t, €
[0,T] by an approximation argument, thanks to left continuity. The conclusion is
obtained by taking the supremum with respect to ¢1,...,%,. O

9. Weak™ derivatives of systems with bounded variation. In this section
we introduce the notion of weak* derivative of a compatible system of general-
ized Young measures on the time interval [0,7], with T" > 0, and prove that, if
Var(p;0,T) < 400, then the weak* derivative exists at almost every ¢ € [0,T].

Definition 9.1. Given p € SGY ([0,T], X; Z), the difference quotient of p between
times t; and to, with 0 <t; <ty < T, is the element of GY (X;E) defined as the
image

At ts (I"l’tltg)
of py 4, under the map g4, : X XEXEXR — X X=EXR defined by

Qtltg(‘rué-luééun) = (JI, %7”) .

Remark 9.2. It follows from Definition that the difference quotient is char-
acterized by the equality

<f($af777)7Qtltg(ut1t2)($af777)> = <f((E, Ei:gllun)autlm ($7617§2777)>
for every f € CM™(X x=xR).

Remark 9.3. It follows from the definition of barycentre that
_ bar(py,) — bar(p,,)
) = - -
2—h
In particular, if g = 8, for some function p: [0,7] — My(X;E) (see ([T))), then

bar(qtltz (Htltg (91)

Grts (Bt 1y) = Gyt (O(p(tr),p(t2))) = 5% (9.2)
(see Definition B2).
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Definition 9.4. We say that p € SGY ([0,7], X;Z) has a weak™ derivative fi,,
at time to € [0,T] if qu,(ttyy,) — f1g, Weakly™ in GY(X;E) as t — ¢, and
Grot (Bee) = oy, Weakly* in GY (X;E) as t — ¢, which is equivalent to

<f(x7§07n)7ﬂt0($7€0777)> = 11H17<f($, E:fgun)vutto(xaé-?gmn» =

t—t,
= hm <f((E,%,n)aﬂtot(x7§07§7n)> (93)

t—th

0
for every f € CM™(XxExR).

Remark 9.5. It follows from (@2) that, if p = d, for some function p: [0,T] —
Mp(X;E) and

t) — p(t .
PO -plt)
t—to
strongly in M, (X;Z) as t — to, then p has a weak* derivative at o and
Fry = Op(to) -
This is not true if
p(t) — p(t .
0 -plt) 94
t—to

only in the weak* topology of M;(X;Z). However, using Remark 3 in this case
we obtain
bar(f1,,) = p(to) ,
if the weak™ derivative of p, ;= d(p(,),...p(t,)) €Xists at tg.
An example where ([@4)) holds but fi,, # 0p,), can be constructed in the fol-
lowing way. Let T =2, X = [-1,1], E = R, let A be the Lebesgue measure, let
w: R — R be the 2-periodic function defined by

() 1 if 2k <x <2k +1 for some k € Z,
w(x) :=
—1 if2k—1<x <2k for some k€ Z.

For every t € [0,2] let u(t) € L'(X) be the function defined by

u(t,z) == {(()t— Duw(sZ) i:i 1

As t — 1 we have
t) —u(l
w —0  weakly” in M(X;E),

while
Ou)—u)y — %61 + %5_1 Weakly* in GY(X; E),

t—1
which implies f1; = %(51 + %5_1.
Remark 9.6. If u € SGY([0,T], X;E) has a weak* derivative f1,, at time to €
[0,T7], then
bar(p,) — bar(py,) .
tt ) e bar(uto)

weakly* in My(X;Z) as t — tg. This follows from (@1I) and Remark G4

The following theorem is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 9.7. Let T > 0 and let p € SGY ([0,T],X;E) with Var(p;0,T) <
+o00. Then the weak* derivative 1, exists for a.e. t € [0,T]. Moreover, for every
f € CMo™(X x=ExR) the function t v (f, f1,) is integrable on [0,T]. Finally, if
h:Z — [0,400) is a positively one-homogeneous function satisfying the triangle
inequality, then

b
/ (h(&), fry(x,&,m)) dt < Vary(p;a,b) (9.5)
for every a, b € [0,T] with a <b.

Proof. Some ideas of this proof are borrowed from the proof of [2, Theorem 4.1.1]
on the existence of the metric derivative of a Lipschitz curve.

Step 1. Boundedness of the difference quotients. By Remark X0 and by B for
every t1, ta € [0,T], with #; < t2, we have

geves (e, e) |1 < 527 (€2 = &0l iy, (260, E25m)) + (1, by, (2, €1, E2,m)) -
Let V: [0,T] — [0, +00) be the nondecreasing function defined by
V(t) := Var(u;0,t). (9.6)
By B2) and &) we conclude that
laeses (b1, e < HESEL + AX).

2—t1

Let to € [0,7] be a point where the derivative of V exists. By the previous
inequality we have that
llqeto (Keisy) I+ and lqtot (Beee) |l

are bounded uniformly with respect to t. By the separability of C"™(X x=xR)
there exists a countable dense subset F of the set CR™ (X xExR) introduced in

Definition EZ3 Therefore, since F is dense in C"*™(X x=xR) (see Lemma E7), to
prove the existence of the weak™ derivative of p at tg it is enough to show that

11II17 <f($7 %7 77)7 p‘tto (x7§7€0777)> = thlg<f($7 %7 77)7 Ntot(%foafa??)) (97)

—t
for every f e F.

Step 2. Some auziliary functions. In order to prove (@), let us fix f € F and let
7; be a countable dense sequence in [0,7]. For every i we define

<f($7€_Cia(t_Ti)n)ap‘tﬂ(xaé-?é-iun» ift < Ti
pl(t) =140 ift=r, (9.8)
<f($7€_Cia(t_Ti)n)auq—it(xaghé-?n» 1ft> T -

Let us prove that gof has bounded variation. Let us fix t1, t2 € [0,7T], with
t1 < ta. We consider first the case t; < 7; < t. By the compatibility condition

[C2) we have
o] (t2) = ] (t2)] <
< <|f(I5€2 - Cﬁ (tQ - 7'1)77) - f('rvgl - Cia (tl - 7—1)77)|5 Moty (Ia Ciaflaé.% 77)> :
Since, by Remark B2l

|f(x, & — G, (b2 —m)n) — f(2, 61 — G, (1 —1o)n)| < (1&2 — & |+ (t2 — t0)[0]) | fllnom
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using again ([L2) we obtain
o] (t2) — ¢! (t1)] <
< (<|§2 - 51'7 p’tltz ($,§1,§2,77)> + (t2 - tl) <|77|7 Ht1t2 ($,§1,€2,77)>) ||f||h0m .

The same inequality can be proved when 7; <t; or 7; > to. By &1, B2), &),
and ([@H) we conclude that

! (t2) — @l (t1)] < (V(t2) = V(1) + (b2 = t)AX)) || Fll o - (9.9)
We now prove that for every t1, to € [0,T], with ¢; < t2, we have
ol (t2) =l (1) < (f(@, &2 = &1, (b2 = t1)0), Buy, (2,61, €2,m)) (9.10)

We consider first the case t1 < 7; < t2. By [(£2) and ([@J) we have

QO'Lf(t2) = <f(.’I], 62 - 51 + 61 - Ci7 (t2 —t1+1t — Ti)n)7 Hiyrity (‘T7€l7 Ciu 527 77)> :
From the triangle inequality and from ([C2) we get

<sz"'(t2) < <f($7§2 - 517 (t2 - tl)n)a Mty ($7£1;€2; 77)> + (911)
+ <f($7§1 - Cia (tl - Ti)n)a Hiyr; (Iaflv Cia 77)> )

which gives ([@I0) by ([@X). The proof in the cases ; <t; and 7; > t2 is similar.
Let W: [0,7] — R be the increasing function defined by

W(t) ==V (t) +tA\X) (9.12)
and let o: [0,W(T)] — [0,T] be the nondecreasing function defined by
o(s) :=inf{t € [0,T]: W(t) > s}.

It is easy to see that

o(W(t)) =t for every t € [0,T]. (9.13)
As Wi(ta) — W(t1) > (t2 — t1)MX) for every t1 < t2, we have
0<o(s2)—o(s1) < (s2—51)/AMX) (9.14)
for every s; < sz, hence o is Lipschitz continuous.
By @3) and [@I3)) we have

(9] 0 0)(s2) = (] 0 0)(s1)| < Is2 = 51 [ flInom
for every s1,s2 € W([0,T7). Therefore, there exists a function ! [0, W(T)] — R
such that ! (s) = (¢! 0 0)(s) for every s € W([0,T]) and
19/ (s2) = ] (s1)] < Is2 = sl I lnom (9.15)
for every s1,s9 € [0, W(T)]. For every sg € [0, W(T)] let

f f
0/ (s0) = limsup L&) = ¥i (s0)
$—So S — So

By ([@I3) we have |1/sz(so)| < || fllhom » and by Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem
the limsup is a limit for a.e. so € [0, W (T)]. Finally, let w/: [0, W(T)] — R be the
function defined by

w!(s) = sup 7 (s). (9.16)
By the bound on 1/){ we have
|wf(s)| < Hf”hom (917)
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for every s € [0, W(T)].

Step 8. The exceptional set. Let L' be the Lebesgue measure on R. By (@14
and ([@IH) there exists a measurable set N C [0, W(T)], with £}(N) = 0, such
that each point of [0, W(T)]\ N is a Lebesgue point of w/ for every f € F and
a differentiability point for ¢if for every f € F and for every i. Let Ny be the
set of points of [0,T] where the derivative W of W does not exist. By Lebesgue’s
Differentiation Theorem we have £*(Ny/) = 0. Since o is Lipschitz continuous and
W=YN) =o(NNW([0,T])) by @I3), we have that £}(W~1(N)) =0, hence

LY Ny UWHN)) =0. (9.18)
Step 4. Estimate from below. Let us fix to € Ny UW —1(N), with 0 <ty < T, and
let so = W(to). As @ (t) =/ (W(t)), from (EIO) we obtain
W (W (ta)) = (W(t1)) < (F(2,6 — &, (b — t1)0), ey, (2,61, &2,m))

for every t1,ts € [0,T] with #; < to. This implies
w{(W(tO)) W(to) S lim H}f <f(‘r7 i:f:)) ) n)a u’ttg (Ia 57 §Oa 77)> )

t—t,

WG] (W (t0)) W (to) < liminf (f(z, $252, n), p, 4 (z, &0, €,m))

t—td

for every 4, which by ([@I6) gives

wf(W(tO)) W(tO) < htIE;I}f <f(.’II, E:fg ) 77)7 p‘tto (;676750777» ) (919)

Step 5. Estimate from above. To prove the opposite inequality we show that
W(t2)

<f($,fz —51,(f2 _tl)ﬁ)alltm(%ﬁl,&ﬁ» < / wf(s) ds (921)

W(t1)

for every ti1,t2, with 0 < t; < to < T, such that W is continuous at ¢; or to. We
prove ([(@ZI)) only when W is continuous at t;, the other case being analogous. For
every € > 0 there exists ¢ such that 7; < ¢t; and

W(tl) — W(TZ) <eg. (922)
As 1/1{' is Lipschitz, from the compatibility condition ([[C2) we get

W(tz) W (t2) ., . .
/ @>/ B (5) ds = of (W (k) — ] (W(t1)) =

W(t1)

= ¥; ( ) ©i (tl) <f($7§2 Clv( - ) ) H’ntlt2( 7<ia€17§2777)>_ (923)
- <f($7§1 CU( ) ) H’ntltg( 7<i7§17§2a77)>'

Using Remark 26 we obtain

[z, 62 — G, (ta — 7i)n) > f(z, 82 — &1, (t2 — t1)n) — (161 — Gl + (E2 — 73)|n]) 1f [ hom,
—f(x, & = G, (e — 7i)n) > = (|6 = Gl + (1 — 7)) | £l hom »
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so that, using again B2) and ([J), inequality ([T2Z3) and the definition of W give

W(tz)
/W(t ) wf(s) ds = <f(x7€2 =&, (t2 - tl)n)aﬂtlt2 (55751752777» -
=2(W(t1) = W(m)| fllnom -
By [@ZZ) we conclude that

W(tz)
/ wf(s) ds > <f($7§2 - 515 (tQ - tl)n)vp’tltg('rvglag%n» - 2E||f||h0m .

W(t1)

As € > 0 is arbitrary, this proves (@ZI).
Since W is differentiable at ¢, and W (ty) is a Lebesgue point of w/, inequality

@21 implies
limsup (f(z, E:fgan)u By, (2,6,80,m)) < Wf(W(tO)) W(tO) ’

t—t,

lim sup <f(:E, %a 77)7 p’tot(xv €os 67 77)> < wf(W(tO)) W(to) )

t—tl

which, together with (II9) and (@20), give
11II17 <f(!E, E:fg ) 77)7 Mty (LL', 67607 77)> = wf(W(tO)) W(to) )

—t,

lim (f (2, $252, 1) Hgge (2, €0, €,m)) = w! (W (t0)) W (ko) -

t—ts

By ([@IR) this proves (@) and concludes the proof of the existence of the weak*
derivative f1, for a.e. to € [0,7]. Moreover it shows that

(f(@, &), oy, (2, €, m)) = w! (W (to)) W (to) (9.24)
for every f € F and for a.e. tg € [0,T].

Step 6. Integrability of t — (f, fs,). To prove the measurability of this function for
every f € Chm(X xExR), we fix a sequence ¢, of positive numbers converging to
0 and a function f € CP™(XxExR). By Lemma B the function

e (2, 525 n) ey (2,660 )

is measurable on [0,T — eg]. Since it converges to ¢t — (f, ft,) for a.e. t € [0,T],
we conclude that this function is measurable on [0,7]. The same property can
be proved for an arbitrary f € C"*™(XxZExR) by approximation, thanks to
Lemma 241

By (@I1) and ([@24)) we have

[{fs B0l < W) fllnom

for every f € F. The same inequality holds for any f € C"*™(X x=ZxR) by the
density of F (see Lemma 7). Since W is integrable, this concludes the proof of
the integrability of ¢ — (f, f1,) on [0,T].

Step 7. Estimate for Varp(p;a,b). Let h: E — [0,400) be a positively one-
homogeneous function satisfying the triangle inequality. Since the function ¢ —
Varyp, (p; a,t) is nondecreasing on [a, b], by Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem it is
differentiable for a.e. t € [a,b] and

b
/ %Varh(u; a,t)dt < Varp(p;a,b). (9.25)
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Let to € (a,b) be a point where t — Varp(u;a,t) is differentiable and the weak*
derivative fi, ~exists. By the definition of Var;, for every ¢ € (to,b) we have

Varh(u; a, to) + <h’(§ - 50)7 /‘l’tot(xv 605 57 77)> < Va’rh(/‘l’; a, t) :
Since h is positively homogeneous of degree one, we obtain

_ Varp,(p;a,t) — Varp(psa, t
(B(E8), (. €0, € ) < 20l 140( s

From ([@3) we deduce that

d
<h(€)7p‘tg($7€7n)> < Evavrh(u;a,t) I
t=to

Since this inequality holds for a.e. ty € [a, b], from (@LZH) we obtain

b
[ b)) e < Vawn (s )
which concludes the proof of ([@H). O

10. Absolute continuity. In this section we introduce the notion of absolutely
continuous system of generalized Young measures on the time interval [0, 7], with
T > 0, and prove that for these systems the h-variation can be computed using the
weak ™ derivative by the formula

b

Var (i b) = [ ((6). iy (o€ m) o (10.1)

a

for every a, b € [0,T], with a < b.

Definition 10.1. We say that a compatible system of generalized Young measures
p € SGY (]0,T], X;E) is absolutely continuous on [0,T] if for every € > 0 there
exists 6 > 0 such that

k
Z<|§2 _§1|7p’aibi(‘r7€l7§27n)> <e (102)
i=1
for every finite family (a1,b1), ..., (ak, bx) of nonoverlapping open intervals in [0, T
with
k
i=1

Remark 10.2. It follows from Definition that, if p = &, for some function
p: [0,T] - Mp(X;E), then p is absolutely continuous on [0,7] if and only if p
is absolutely continuous on [0,7] in the usual sense of functions with values in a
Banach space.

If w is an absolutely continuous function from [0,7] into L"(X;Z) for some
r > 1, then the derivative u(t), defined as the strong L limit of the difference
quotients, exists at a.e. t € [0, 7] (see, e.g., B, Appendix]). By Remark I it follows
that, if p = 0., then f1, = 4 for ae. t € [0,T], and [T follows from the
classical theory (see, e.g., [, Appendix]).

If p is an absolutely continuous function with values in M;,(X;Z), then the
derivative p(t), defined as the weak™ limit of the difference quotients, exists at a.e.
t € [0,T] (see [4 Appendix]). This is not enough to guarantee that f1, = oy for
a.e. t € [0,T] when p = 8, (see Remark [IH). Therefore, in this case (L)) cannot
be obtained directly from known results.
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Remark 10.3. As in the classical case, one can see that, if p € SGY ([0,T], X;E)
is absolutely continuous on [0,7], then Var(u;0,7) < +oco. In this case, if
V:[0,T] — [0,+00) is the nondecreasing function defined by

V(t) := Var(u;0,t),
then for every ¢ > 0

k
D (Vi) = V() <e
i=1
for every finite family (a1,b1),..., (ag,br) of nonoverlapping open intervals in [0, T']
with
k
> (bi—a;) <6,
i=1

where 0 is the constant in the definition of the absolute continuity of . In partic-
ular, V' is absolutely continuous on [0,77].

Theorem 10.4. Suppose that p € SGY ([0,T], X;E) is absolutely continuous on
[0,T] and that h: E — [0,+00) is positively one-homogeneous and satisfies the
triangle inequality. Then

b

wmmmwa/m@wmwmwt

a

for every a, b € [0,T] with a <b.

Proof. Let W be defined by ([@I2). By Remark[[I3 W is absolutely continuous on
[0,T]. By Remark B the function f(x,&,n) := h(€) belongs to CRo™(X xExR).
Therefore, we can add this function to the set F introduced in Step 1 of the proof
of Theorem 7 and we can consider the corresponding function w”: [0, W (T)] — R

defined by ([IH). By ([@2ZI) and (@24)) we have

W (t2)

(h(&2 = &1)s By 1, (2,&1,62,m)) < / w(s)ds, (10.3)
W(tl).

for every t1, t2 € [0,T], with ¢; < t2, and for a.e. t € [0,T].
By the definition of Var,(u;a,b), inequality [[L3) implies that
W (b)
Vary (p; a,b) < / Wwh(s) ds (10.5)
W (a)
for every a, b € [0,T], with a < b. On the other hand, since W is absolutely
continuous on [0,7], we have

W (b) b b
[ ersds = [[wravanwie = [ne) e myde, 00)

W(a)
where the last equality follows from ([IL]). The conclusion follows now from (@H),

([[L3), and ([ILG). O
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