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ON THE REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS OF ONE DIMENSIONAL
VARIATIONAL OBSTACLE PROBLEMS

JEAN-PHILIPPE MANDALLENA

ABSTRACT. We study the regularity of solutions of one dimensional variational obstacle
problems in W11 when the Lagrangian is locally Holder continuous and globally elliptic.
In the spirit of the work of Sychev ([Syc89, [Syc91] [Syc92]), a direct method is presented
for investigating such regularity problems with obstacles. This consists of introducing a
general subclass £ of W1, related in a certain way to one dimensional variational obstacle
problems, such that every function of £ has Tonelli’s partial regularity, and then to prove
that, depending on the regularity of the obstacles, solutions of corresponding variational
problems belong to £. As an application of this direct method, we prove that if the obstacles
are C17 then every Sobolev solution has Tonelli’s partial regularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider one dimensional variational obstacle problems of type

inf {jL(u; [a,b]) := JbL@;, (@), (z))da : u e Af,g} , (1.1)

a

where L € C([a,b] x R x R) and Ay, € W([a,b]) is given by
Agy = {ue W ([a,b]) s u() = A, u(b) = B and f <u < g}

with a,b, A, B € R with a < b and f,g € Wb([a,b]) with f < g. Usually, the functions f
and g are called obstacles. The object of the paper is to study the regularity of solutions of
one dimensional variational obstacle problems of type (ILT]) when the Lagrangian L is locally
Hoélder continuous and globally elliptic, see the conditions (H;) and (Hs) in Section 2. For
this, in the spirit of the work of Sychev ([Syc89, [Syc91] [Syc92]), we develop a direct method
which consists of introducing a general subclass L, (L, K, ¢, &) of W!([a,b]), see Definition
2.1 related to (I.T]), such that under suitable conditions, see (H;), (Hy) and especially
(HE20) in §2.1, every u € L,(L, K, c, &) has Tonelli’s partial regularity, see Definition 2.4
and Theorem 2.5 which is the central result of the paper. Then, we prove that if the obstacles
f and g are in C*([a,b]) then solutions of (1] belong to L, (L, K,c,dy), see Lemma 2.0
From Theorem and Lemma [2.6] we then deduce a regularity result (see Theorem 2.8)) for
solutions of ([LT)) which says that if L is locally Holder continuous and globally elliptic and
if . ,

1iII(1] [wh (5 + 7\/5)] % =0forall he{f, ', g,¢'} and all 7,6 > 0, (1.2)

=% Jo
where wy, : [0, 00[— [0, co[ denotes the modulus of continuity of h and e is Napier’s number,
then every solution of (ILI) has Tonelli’s partial regularity. In particular, (L2) holds when
the obstacles f and g belong to C'7([a, b]), see Corollary

The regularity of solutions of one dimensional variational obstacle problems of type (L))
was studied by Sychev in [Sycl1] where it is established, for L locally Holder continuous and
locally elliptic, that when the obstacles are bounded in Wh®-norm, solutions exist in the
class of Lipschitz functions provided that the obstacles are close, and that if furthermore the
obstacles are C' (resp. C19) then these Lipschitz solutions are C'' (resp. C''7), see [Sycll],
Theorem 1.1 (resp. [Syclll Theorem 1.2]). But nothing is proved for Sobolev solutions.
The results of our paper are contributions in this direction.

To complete the introduction, let us mention that Gratwick and Preiss proved in [GP11],
without considering obstacles, that if locally Holder continuity of L fails, i.e., L is only
continuous, then Tonelli’s partial regularity does not hold in general. Let us also note
that regularity and nonregularity phenomena, depending on Holder and usual continuity,
was known in the context of parametric problems long ago, see Reshetnyak’s book [Res94,
Chapter 6]. We also refer the reader to [GST16] where regularity theory without considering
obstacles is developed with singular ellipticity.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section we give our main results. The central
result of the paper (see Theorem [2.7)]) is stated in §2.1 and its consequences (see Theorem 2.§|
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and Corollary 2.9)) together with their proofs are in §2.2. Finally, Theorem is proved in
Section 4. The proof of Theorem 2.5]is based upon a technical lemma (see Lemma [3.1]) which
is a generalization of [Syc92, Lemma 1.1] to the case of obstacle problems. This technical
lemma is proved in Section 3.

2. MAIN RESULTS
Let a,b € R with a < b and let L € C([a,b] x R x R). In what follows, we consider the
following two assumptions:
(Hy) L is locally Hélder continuous, i.e., for each compact G < [a,b] x R x R there exist
C =C(G) >0 and o = a(G) > 0 such that
|L(ZL’1,U1,U1) — L($2,U2,U2)| < C(|LU1 — l’2| + |U1 — UQ| + |’U1 — U2|)a

for all (.]71, Ui, Ul), (.CL’Q, Ug, ’02) € G,
(Hy) Ly, € C([a,b] x R x R) and there exists p > 0 such that L,, > u everywhere.
(Then, we have L, € C([a,b] x R x R) and

L(z,u,v3) — L(z,u,v1) — Ly(z,u,v1) (v — v1) = = (vg — v1)?

o=

for all (z,u,vy), (z,u,vs) € [a,b] x R x R.)

We begin with a general regularity theorem (see Theorem 2.5)) with respect to a subclass
of Wh([a,b]) related in a certain way to the one dimensional variational obstacle problem

(1), see Definition 211

2.1. A general regularity theorem. For each u € Wh!([a,b]) and each s,t € [a,b] with
s < t, we set

L (S t) _ U(S) _ u(t>
u ) S — t
and we define u,, € Wh([a,b]) by
() = u(s) + ky(s,t)(x —s) if z€]s,t|
Us 0= () if z € [a, b]\]s, ¢[.
Then, for every s,t € [a,b] with s < t, one has
uy (2) = ku(s,t) for all x €]s, t[. (2.2)

Definition 2.1. Let K be a compact subset of [a,b] x R, let w : [0, 00[x [0, 00[— [0, o[ be
an increasing function in both arguments such that w(k,0) = 0 for all k& € [0,0[. Given
¢ > 0 and & > 0, we denote by L, (L, K, ¢, ) the class of u € W1([a, b]) with the following
three properties:

(Ay) {(x,u(:z)) ST € [ab, b]} c K;
(As) Jr(u;la,b]) := J L(z,u(x),u (z))dzx < ¢
(A3) for every s,t e [aa, b] with s < ¢, if |s — t| < &y then
Ti(us [a,b]) < Tr(usy; [a,0]) +w (|ku(s, )], |s — 1)) [s — t].

(2.1)
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Remark 2.2. When w = 0, the class £, (L, K, ¢, dp) is the one introduced by Sychev in [Syc92]
for studying the regularity of solutions of variational problems without obstacles. Thus, in
Definition 2.T] the appearance of the function w is related to the obstacles (see Lemma [2.6]).

Remark 2.3. If L satisfies (Hy) then there exists N > 0 such that for every v € Wt([a, b])
satisfying (A7) and (A,) one has

[ |22 fapy) < N (2.3)
Indeed, there exists ¢; > 0 such that for every u € Whi([a, b]) satisfying (A;), |u(z)] < ¢
for all z € [a,b]. As L satisfies (Hy) there exists M > 0 such that L(x,u,v) > 4v? for all
x € [a,b], all |u| < ¢; and all |v| = M, where u > 0 is given by (Hy). Fix any u € Whi([a, b])
satisfying (A1) and (Ay). Then S|u,|>M v/ (z)]2dz < %c, where ¢ > 0 is given by (As), and so

HU'H%Q([M]) < %c + M?(b — a) and ([2.3) follows with N = \/%C + M?(b — a).

In what follows, given ¢ > 0 we consider A. |0, 1] given by

AC:={50>0:50+N\/5T)<1}

with N > 0 given by Remark 2.3l Furthermore, when (H;) and (Hs) hold, we introduce the
following assumption:

(HE:%0) lin%f w(k,f)% = 0 for all k € [0, o[, where @ : [0, 0] %[0, co[— [0, o[ is given by
=7 Jo

Dk, ) = [«/@(k‘,s)]a + Bk, ) + Bk, ) (2.4)

with @(k,e) 1= /w(k,e + Ny/2) and, for each k € [0,0[, a(k) > 0 is the Hélder
exponent of L, given by (H;), with respect to the compact set G = Ky x [—(k +
M(k)), k + M(k)], where

Ky = {(t,w) € [a,b] x R : dist ((¢,w); K) < 8§ + N\/éi(]} (2.5)

with dist((¢,w); K) := inf {|z — t| + |[u — w]| : (z,u) € K} and M (k) > 0 satisfies the
following property:

| = M(k) = %g"? —2e(k) (1¢] + 1) = w(k, 6 + N~/d,) (2.6)
with g > 0 given by (Hs) and

(k)

c(k) = max{ sup |L(t, w,p)], sup |Lv(t,w,p)|} . (2.7)

(tvva)EKOX[_kvk] (tvva)EKOX[_kvk]

Before stating our main result, see Theorem below, recall that every u € W([a,b]) is
uniformly continuous on [a, b] and almost everywhere differentiable in [a, b], i.e.,

|[a, b]\Qu| = 0 where Q, := {1’ € [a, b] : u is differentiable at x}

(Note also that Wt ({a,b]) = AC([a,b]) where AC([a, b]) is the class of absolutely continu-
ous functions on [a, b], see [BGHI8, Chapter 2] and the references therein.)
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Definition 2.4. We say that u € W!([a, b]) has Tonelli’s partial reqularity if the following
three conditions hold:

e (), is an open subset of [a, b];
e [a,b]\§2, = {x € la,b] : v'(x) = —0 or v/ (z) = oo};
o v € C([a,b]; [-o0,0]).

We denote the class of u € Wh([a,b]) such that u has Tonelli’s partial regularity by
W' ([a,b]). Here is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.5. Let ¢ > 0 and let &g € A.. If (Hy), (Hy) and (HE%) hold then
Lo(L, K, ¢,60) =« Wy ([a, b]),
i.e., every u € L,(L, K, ¢, dy) has Tonelli’s partial reqularity.

Theorem can be applied to deal with the regularity of solutions of one dimensional
variational obstacle problems of type (L.I]).

2.2. Application to the regularity of solutions of variational obstacle problems.
Given f,g € Whi([a,b]) with f < g, we set

Spg = {u e Asg: Ti(u;[a,b]) < Tp(v;|a,b]) for all v e Aﬁg}.

Usually, the functions f and g are called the obstacles. The following lemma makes clear
the link between the class Sy, of solutions of the variational obstacle problem (L] and the
class L, (L, K, ¢, ) when the obstacles are C'.

Lemma 2.6. Assume that (Hy) holds and the obstacles f and g belong to C*([a,b]). Let
K :={(z,u) € [a,b] xR : f(z) < u<g(x)}, let ue WH([a,b]), let ¢ := |Tr(u;[a,b])| + 1
and let 69 > 0. Then

uwe Sy, =ue L,(L,K,c )
with w : [0,00[x[0,0[— [0, 0| given by

w(k,e) = C’o[(wf(e) +wpr(e) + ke)™ + (wy(e) + wy(e) + ka)ao], (2.8)

where wy, wp, wg, wy = [0,00[— [0,00[ are the moduli of continuity of f, f', g and g’ respec-
tively, and Cy, a9 > 0 are given by (Hy) with G = [a,b] x [—My, M| x [—Ms, Ms], where
My = max {|[ e, [gow} + M2(b—a) and My := max{|[f'|, [¢']}-
Proof of Lemma [2.6. We only have to prove that (Aj) is satisfied with w given by (Z8]).
Step 1: defining an admissible function with respect to the obstacles. Let s,t €
[a,b] with s <t and |s — t| < dp. Let v, € WH([a, b]) be given by

ust(z) i f(2) < use(x) < g(x)

'Us,t(x) = f(l’) if f(!lﬁ') > us,t(x)

g(x)  ifuse(z) > g(x)

where us; is defined in (2.1). Note that
vs¢(x) = u(x) for all x € [a,b]\]s, t[.
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because u € As . Then vy, € As, and so
jL(u; [CL, b]) < jL(US,t; [CL, b])
because u € Sy 4.
Step 2: using condition (Hj). Set:
o Apim {w el tf: f2) > ugi(@)}:
o By :={x€|s, t[: uss(z) > g(x)}.
(Note that much of the arguments in the proof rely on both Af and B, being non-empty. If
one is or both are empty then the arguments simplify.) Then, we have
Ti(us[a,b]) < Trluse[a,b]) + Tr(vss; [a, b]) — Tr(uss [a, b])
= Ju(usy; [a,b]) + To(f; Ar) = Tiluse; Ay) + Tilg; Bg) — Ti(usy; By)
< Jr(usy; [a, b))
(

+L |L(z, f(2), f'(x)) = L(z, uss(2), ku(s, t))|dx

+J |L(z, g(x), g'(2)) — L(z, us4(x), ku(s, 1)) |da. (2.9)
BQ

Since Ay and B, are open sets, there exist two disjointed countable sequences {]Jay, iy1[},5,
and {]B;, Bit1[};5, of open intervals with s < a; < ;41 < tand s < §; < By < t for all
7 > 1 such that:

A = gl]ai,aiﬂ[ and f(a;) = us(ay) for all ¢ > 1; (2.10)
B, = g]ﬁl,ﬁzﬂ[ and g(8;) = us.(f;) for all i > 1. (2.11)

By using Lagrange’s finite-increment theorem, we can assert that there exists two sequences
{x;}i=1 and {y;}i>1 with o; < x; < ;41 and §; < y; < B;41 such that:

ku(s,t) = f'(z;) for all i > 1 (2.12)
ku(s,t) = ¢'(y;) for all ¢+ > 1. (2.13)
For h € C([a,b]) we set ||h|y := sup {|h(x)| : = € [a,b]}. From the above it follows that:
s ()] < max {[[f]oo, [} + [ lloo (b — @) for all =€ A; (2.14)
[ts(2)] < max {[[f o, [0} + 9" o0(b — a) for all z € By. (2.15)

Indeed, given = € Ay there exists ¢ > 1 such that x €]a;, a;41[. Hence, using (2.12)) we have
< Ju(s)] + [ku(s, )|z — 5|
< Ju(s)] + | f/(2i)(b—a)
< Ju(s)[ + [ feo(b = a),
and (2.14)) follows because f < u < g. By using the same reasoning with (2.I3) instead of
(212) we obtain (2I5]). Moreover, it is easy to see that:

e 1€ a,bl;

o |f@)] < fllees IF (@) <1 f'lee, l9(#)| < 9]0 and |g'(2)] < g’ for all z € [a, b;

o |ku(s,t)| < max{|f'|w, |¢'[x} by 212) and (213),

s ()]
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and consequently, we have:
o (z, f(z), f'(x)) € [a,b] x [=My, My] x [~Ma, My] for all z € Ay;
o (z,9(7),d'(x)) € [a,b] x [-M;, My] x [~ My, Ms] for all x € By;
o (z,usi(z), ky(s,t)) €la,b] x [=Mq, My] x [=Ms, Ms] for all z € Ay U B,,.
But, using (H;) we can assert that
|L(ZL’1,U1,’U1) — L(I’Q,UQ,’UQ | 0(|ZE1 - ZL’Q| + |U1 — UQ| + |U1 — ’Ug|)a0
for all (x1,uy,v1), (w2, ug, v9) € [a,b] x [—My, My] x [—Ms, Ms], and so:

o |L(z, f(x), f'(x)) = L(z,us(x), kuls,1))| < Co(|f (@) = usp(x)| + |f'(2) = kuls, 1))
for all x € Ay;

® \L(l’,g(l’),g/(l')) - L(Iaus,t(x)>ku(s>t>>\ < CO(|g(I> - U57t(l')| + |gl(x) - ku(s>t>|)ao
for all z € B,.
Fix any « € A;. Then, by (2I0) there exists ¢ > 1 such that x €], a;41] and, since
f(ai) = us (), we see that

[f(2) —usu(0)] < [f(2) = flaa)] + [f(ai) = us ()]
= [f(@) = flai)] + Jusi(ai) = us ()]
= [f(2) = flew)] + [kuls, t)]|z — ]
< wi(|s —t]) + |ku(s, t)|]s — .

Moreover, by (2.12)) we have
(@) = ku(s, D) = |f'(2) = f'(:)| < wp(ls —2)).
Consequently
|L(z, f(z), f'(2)) = L(z, uss(2), ku(s, 1) < wi([ku(s,t)],[s — t]) forall z € Ay (2.16)
with wy : [0, 00[ %[0, 00[— [0, oo[ given by
wi(k, €)== Co(wy(e) + wp(e) + ke)™. (2.17)
In the same manner, by using (ZI1]) and (2I3]) instead of (ZI0) and (21I2)), we obtain
|L(z,9(x),q' (%)) — Lz, uss(2), ku(s,1))| < wa(lku(s, )], |s —t]) for all z € B,  (2.18)
with ws : [0, 00[x[0, o0o[— [0, oo[ given by
wa(k, €) := Co(wy(g) + wy(e) + ke)™. (2.19)
Step 3: end of the proof. Let w : [0,0[x [0, c0[— [0, 0] be defined by
w(k,e) = wi(k,e) +wy(k,e).

Then, the function w is increasing in both arguments and from (2.I7)) and (2.19]) we see that
w(k,0) = 0 for all k € [0,0[. Moreover, combining (2.9) with (ZI6) and [2.I8) we deduce
that

Jr(u;[a,b]) < jL(us,t;[a,b])+JA w1(|ku(s,t)|,|s—t|)dx+f wa(|ku(s, t)], |s — t|)dz

By

= Jilusy; [a,b]) +wi([ku(s, D)), [s = t)[As] + wal[kuls, )], [s = 1])| Byl
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But A; and B, are subsets of |s,¢[, hence |Af| < |s —t| and |B,| < |s —t|, and consequently

Tu(u;[a,b]) < Tp(uss: [a,b]) + (wi(lkuls, )], [s — t) + wallku(s, )], [s — 1)) |s — |
= Jilusg;a,b]) + w(lkuls, B)], |s = t])]s — 1],
which shows that (As) is verified. W

Remark 2.7. In the proof of Lemma 2.6 we have in fact established that (Asz) holds without
any restriction that |s — t| < dy.

As a consequence of Theorem and Lemma [2.60] we have

Theorem 2.8. Assume that (Hy) and (Hy) are satisfied and the obstacles f and g belong to

Cl([a,b]). If (L2) holds then
Srg = Wr'([a,0]), (2.20)

i.e., every solution of the variational obstacle problem (1) has Tonelli’s partial reqularity.

Proof of Theorem Z8. Let u € S;,. To show that u € W;'([a,b]) it suffices to prove
that (HX%) holds with K = {(z,u) € [a,b] x R : f(z) < u < g(x)}, § € A, with

= |Ju(u;[a,b])| + 1 and w given by (2.8). (Indeed, from Lemma we then have
we L,(L, K, c, ) and so u € Wy ([a,b]) by Theorem Z5l) According to (2.8) and (24) it is
easily seen that to verify (HX%) we only need to establish that for N > 0 given by Remark
2.3, one has:

[ —aoa(k
lim | |wh(€+ N\/E K O forall ke [0, oo[; (2.21)
20 )y L §

ree -
lim | |wh(€+ N\/E ol 0; (2.22)
=0y L 3

ol oo d
lim | Jwn(§ + N\/E "dE_ 0; (2.23)
=0Jo £

ree
lim g+ N\f] 0 for all 5 > 0. (2.24)
e=YJo

But 2.2I), (222)) and ([2:23) are clearly true by applying (I.2) with v = N and respectively

0 = iaoa(/ﬁ), 0 = iao and 0 = %ao. Moreover, for every € > 0 we have

[leomf $ e[ e [

B (e)? B(ea)%ﬁ
= C( 5 + 2N 3 )

with C' > 0 (depending on (). Hence (2.24]) holds, and the proof is complete. B

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.8 we have

Corollary 2.9. If (Hy) and (Hy) are satisfied and the obstacles f and g belong to C1?([a, b)),
then (220) holds.
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Proof of Corollary As the obstacles f and g belong to C17([a, b]), we have

wp(§) < €7
forall he {f, f',g,¢'}, all £ = 0 and some ¢ > 0, and (L.2]) follows. B

3. A TECHNICAL LEMMA

In this section we prove the following technical lemma which is a generalization of [Syc92],
Lemma 1.1]. (This lemma plays an essential role in the proof of Theorem 2.5])

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ > 0 and let 5 € A.. If (Hy), (Hy) and (HX%) hold, then there exists

§ ¢ [0,00[x[0,2] — [0,%]
(k,e) — (k. ¢e)

with the following properties:

(Py) 0 is increasing in both arguments and d(k,0) =0 for all k € [0, 0[;
(Py) there exist C : [0, 0[—]0, %[ and £ : [0,50[— |0, 2] such that

§5(k,e) < C(k) (\/g)%min{a(k%o@(k)} +J;) w(k,_}_no’g)%}

for all k € [0,00[ and all € € [0,e0(k)] with ng > 0 an arbitrary fized constant and @
given by (24), and so
lir%é(k:,a) =0 (3.1)
for all k € [0, 00].
Moreover, for every u e L, (L, K,c,dy) one has

)

(P3) for every x1,25 € [a,b] with 0 < 25 — 1 < 2,
|k (1, 22) — ku(s,t)] < 5( |k (1, 22)], |21 — :)32|) (3.2)
for all s,t € [z1, 29| with s < t.

Proof of Lemma [3.1l. For each (¢,y,p) € [a,b] xR xR we define L, ,) : [a,b] xRxR — R
by

L(t,ym) (LU, u, U) = L(SL’, u, U) - Lv<t7 yap>v'
Then, it is easy to see that for every (¢,y,p) € [a,b] x R x R and every u € L,(L, K, ¢, ),
Ty (Wi [0:0]) < Ty, (Uar 203 [0, 0]) + w ([Fu(@1, 22)|, |21 — ) |21 — 22 (3.3)

for all x1, x5 € [a,b] such that 0 < xo — 21 < dp.
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Step 1: using (H;) and (Hs). For each k£ € [0,0[ and each ¢ € [O,go], where &y :=
do + Ny/6 with N > 0 given by Remark 2.3 we consider I . < [0, co[ defined as the set of
M = 0 such that for all z1,z9, 23 € [a,b], all uy, us, uz € R and all p € R with

(l’l,ul) S K;
|x1 — 2| + |ug — uy| < e fori = 2,3; (3.4)
pl <k,
and for all ¢ € R, one has
1
|C| = M = L(w1,u1,p)(z2a Uz, p + C) - L(ml,u1,p)(x3a u;;,p) = ZCQ + W(k’, €>a (35)

where p > 0 is given by (Hy). Let Ay : [0, 0] x [0,50] — [0, o[ be defined by

Ay (k,e) := min [ .

It is clear that A, is increasing in both arguments and A;(k,0) = 0 for all k£ € [0,0[. We
claim that there exist Cy, a : [0, 00[—]0, oo[ such that

A (k,2) < \/g\/zcl(k;)gaw) + w(k,e) (3.6)

for all k € [0,00[ and all € € [0,30]. Indeed, fix any k € [0,0[ and any ¢ € [0,30]. Let
x1, T2, T3 € [a,b], ui,us, uz € R and p € R be such that ([B4]) is satisfied. First of all, using
(Hy), for every ¢ € R we have

Ly ur ) (2, U2, D + Q)= L@y ur ) (T3, U3, p) = L(w2,u2,p + ) — Ly(w1,u1,p)¢ — L(w3,u3,p)
= L(x2, u2, p + () =Ly (w2, u2, p)C+ Ly (22, uz, p)¢
— Ly (1, u1, p)(—L(x2, ug, p)+L(x2, U2, p)
—L(x3,u3,p)
> L(x2, u2,p + () =Ly (22, u, p)(—L(x2, u2, p)
—(ILo (2, ug, p)|+| Lo (21, us, p)])[C]
_(|L(I2,Uz,p)|+|L(ZE3>U3,p)|)

> £¢? = 2(h) (1] + 1),

where > 0 is given by (Hs) and ¢(k) = 0 by (2.7). Consequently, considering M (k) > 0
with the property (2.6]) and using the fact that w(k, -) is increasing, we can assert that

I
|<| = M(k> = L(:c1,u17p)(x2>u2>p + C) - L(:c1,u1,p)(x3>u3ap) = Zgz + W(k‘,€). (37)
Secondly, for every ¢ € R we have

L(x1,u17p)(372a U2, P + C)_L(m,uhp)(ISa u3,p) = _|L(x1,u17p)(x2> U2, P + C)_L(m,uhp)(Ih Uy, P+ C)|
+L(x1,u1,p)<x17 U, p + C)_L(:cl,ul,p)(xlv ulvp)
_|L(m1,m,p)(x1>u1>p) - L(r1,U1,p)(x3>u3>p)|-



REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS OF ONE DIMENSIONAL VARIATIONAL OBSTACLE PROBLEMS 11

Let Ci(k) > 0 and a(k) > 0 be given by (H;) with G = Ko x [—(k+ M(k)), k+ M (k)] where
Ky is given by (2.5). Then, for every ¢ € R such that |(| < M (k) we have
Liay ) (T2, U2, 0+ €) = Ly uy p) (T3, u3,p) = —QCl(k)ga(k)

+L(x1,u1,p)<x17 U, P+ C) - L(xl,ul,p)(xlu ulvp)'
On the other hand, by (Hs) we have

Lz, uypy (1,01, 0 + C) = Lz, py (@1, u1,0) = L1, u1,p+ ¢) — L(w1,u1,p) — Ly (21, u1,p)¢
oo
= = )
2C
and so
|§| < M(k) = L(:c1,u17p)(x27u27p + g) - L(:c1,u17p)(x3vu37p> = _201<k>5a(k) + g§2

Consequently, setting M; := \/%\/QCl(k:)ga(’f) + w(k, &) we can assert that

(|<|<M(k> and |C|>M1)Z>L(:E1,u1yp)(l’2au2>p + C)_L(xl,ul,p)(x?nu3ap)>%c2+w(k>€)' (38)

Combining (3.7) with (3.8) we see that (3.5]) holds with M = M;, and (8.0) follows.

For each k € [0,00[ and each ¢ € [0,dp] we consider Ji. < [0,00] defined as the set of
all M = |L(x1,u1,p1)(x27u27p2) — L(xl’uhpl)(l'g,u:g,pg) + w(k,€)| for which xT1,X2,X3 € [CL, b],
u1, U9, uz € R and py, po, p3 € R are such that

(1’1,U1> € K7

|z — | + |ug —uy;| < e fori=2,3;
Ipi| < k fori=1,2,3,;

Ip1 — pil < Aq(k,e) for i =2,3.

(3.9)

Let Ay : [0, 00[ x [O,go] — [0, o[ be defined by

Ag(k,e) := max Jy ..
It is clear that A, is increasing in both arguments and Ay(k,0) = 0 for all k € [0,0[. We
claim that there exists Csy : [0, 00[—]0, co[ such that
Ag(k,e) < Cy(k) (e + Ay (k, €)™ + 205 (k)AL (K, €) + w(k, €) (3.10)

for all k € [0,0[ and all € € [0,dy]. Indeed, fix any k € [0, 00[ and any € € [0, 0. It is easy
to see that for each xi, 9,23 € [a,b], each uy, us, uz € R and each py, ps, p3 € R satisfying

B9), we have
| Lz w1 p0) (T2 U2y D2) — Liwy ur pi) (T3, us, p3) + w(k,€)| < |L(wa, u2, p2) — L(xs, us, ps3)|
+|Lv(x1>ulapl)||p2 _p3|
+w(k,€).
But |L(zy, ug, pa) — L(ws, us, p3)| < C1(k)(e + A1 (k,€))*®) because L is a(k)-Holder continu-

ous on the compact Ko x [—(k+ M (k)),k+ M(k)] and (2, us, p2), (z3,us, p3) € Ko x [—k, k].
Moreover, using the continuity of L, on the compact K x [—k, k] we deduce that there exists
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Cy(k) > 0 such that |L,(x, u,p)| < Cy(k) for all (x,u,p) € K x [—k, k]. Consequently, (3.10)
follows since |ps — p3| < |p2 — p1| + |p1 — p3| < 2A4(k, €).

Step 2: constructing d satisfying (P;) and (P2). From (8.6) and (3.10) it is easily seen
that there exists Cs : [0, 00[—]0, o[ such that:

Av(k,e) < Cy(k) [(\/E)"(’“) + w(k:,a)] : (3.11)
Ao(k,e) < Cy(k) [(\@)mi“{“(’”w’“” + ( w(k:,»s))a(k) + ok, ) + wik, 5)] (3.12)
for all k€ [0,0[ and all € € [O,go]. Let A : [0, oo[x[O do] — [0, o[ be defined by

A(k,¢) —maX{Al (k,e + N+e), \/Ag k €+N\/—)} (3.13)

(with N > 0 given by Remark [23]). It is clear that A is increasing in both arguments and

A(k,0) =0 for all k € [0,c0[. From I and (BI2) we see that there exists C} : [0, 0[—
10, oo[ such that

Ak, ) < Cy(k) [(\/E)imi“{“‘(’“’ag(’“” 4 w(k;,@] (3.14)

for all k € [0, 00 and all € € [0, dg], where @ : [0, 0[ %[0, co[— [0, 00| is given by (2.4)).
For each k € [0, o[ and each € € [0, 2] we consider Ay . < [0, o[ given by

ee dé‘

Ap.:=3n=0:4 A(l{:%—n,g)?én .

0

Let & : [0, 00[x [0,2] — [0, 0] be defined by
d(k,e) :=inf Ay ..

It is clear that § is increasing in both arguments and §(k,0) = 0 for all k € [0, 0[. So (Py) is
satisfied. Fix 79 > 0. Given any k € [0, oo[, from (HX%) we have lim._q §;” @(k+, Qd— =0,
and so lim. 04 §;” A(k+no, ¢ ) %L — 0 by using [BI4). Hence, there exists go(k) € lo, ‘50] such
that 4§~ A(k + o, () <1 for any ¢ € [0,e9(k)]. Using the fact that A(:,¢) is increasing,
it follows that

A <k + 4[66 Ak + no,C)dg,f) < A(k +m0,6)
0

for all € € [0, eg], hence

ee ee g _g %
4J0 A<k+4L A(/erno,QC f) g S J A(kJFﬁoaf)g’

and consequently 4 Sge A(k + no, f)% € Ai.. Thus

0(k,e) < 4Jee A(k + no, f)%,
0

for all k£ € [0,00[ and all € € [0,e¢(k)], and (P5) follows by using again (3.14)) together with
(HI),
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Remark 3.2. From the above we see that, under (HX:%) we have Ay . = ¢ for all k € [0, 00|
and all € € [0,e09(k)]. Given k € [0,0[ and € € [0,e(k)] there exists {0, }n>1 = Aj. such
that lim,, o 0, = 0(k,e) and §(k,e) < 4, for all n > 1. Hence

4f A(k+5n,£)% <9, foralln > 1, (3.15)
0
and, since A(-, ) is increasing,

A(k+6(k,e),&) < Ak +0,,§) for all n > 1 and all € € [0, ec]. (3.16)

Using Fatou’s lemma, from (B.I5) we have

4f h_mA(k:+5n,§)%< n_m4f A(k:+5n,§)%< lim 6, — 3(k, 2).

0 n—w n—0o0 0

But, from (B3.16) we see that

A(k +0(k,e),&)= < lim A(k + 5n,§)% for all £ €]0, ez],

1
5 n—ao0
hence

4[66 lim Ak + 6, €)% < 5(k, ).

0 n—® §

) = inf Ay, = min Ay . for all £ € [0,0[ and all

0
Thus d(k,e) € Ap.. Consequently,
e € [0,e0(k)].

Step 3: proving (P3). Let u € L,(L, K, ¢, 6) and let x1,22 € [a,b] be such that 0 <
Ty — X1 < %0. For simplicity of notation, set:

4JeEA(k: i 5(1{,5),5)% <
d(k,e

= |z — xa);
uy = u(zy);

]{71 = ]Cu(flfl,xg).
Let T' < [x1, z5] be given by
T.= {g; € [wn, 5]« [u/(x) — k| = Ay (k] + NVE) }
We claim that A
f |U,(ZL’) — k‘1|2dl' < pAg (|k‘1|,€ + N\/g) E. (317)
T

Indeed, |z — z1| < &, |u(z) —ui| < N/ and |ug, o, (x) — uy| < Ny/e for all x € [z, 22],
hence, using (B.0) and the fact that w(|k1], ) is increasing, if x € T' then

L(whul,kl)(xv u(a:), ul<x)) - L(whul,kl)(xv Ugy,zq (I)v kl) = %|ul<x) - k1|2 + w(|k1|7 €+ N\/E>

Ll (@) = b + (k. €),

V

and so

L(m,uhkl)(xv uwl,m(x>v kl) - L(xlyuhkl)(x? u(:c),u'(:c)) + w(|k1|75> < _%|UI<I) - k1|2‘ (318)
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On the other hand, using again the fact that w(|ki|,-) is increasing, if = € [z1, x2]\T then

L(Ilﬂu,]ﬁ)(Ia Uz, 2o (ZL’), kl) - L(xhuhlﬁ)(x? U(I>a u,(ID + w(|kl|> 5) < A2(|]'{:1|a €+ N\/E) (319)
But (33) holds because u € L, (L, K, ¢, dy), which means that

J (L(ml,ul,kl)(x7u$17$2 (I>’ kl) - L(I1,U1,k1)(x>u(z>a u/(x)) + w(|k1|a 5)) dx > 0,

1

and consequently, using (3.18) and (3.19) we deduce that
%J [u'(2) — k1*de < Ao(|k1], e + NA/e)e,
T
which gives (B8I7). Let Qg ., < [z1, 22] given by

Qpyos 1= {7 € [o1, 2] 2 [0 (@) = bn| > A(lha], ) }.
Then €2, ., = T by definition of A(|ky],e). From (BI7) it follows that

J W/ (2) — k1P dz < A*([ka], €)e.
T

We have thus proved that for each u € L, (L, K, ¢, dy) and each y, z € [a,b] with 0 < z—y < %0,
one has the following inequality:

L [ (2) — kuly, 2)dz < A2 (Jkuly, 2)], |y — =I) |y — 2], (3.20)

Y,z

where
Oy i={w ey 2] (@) = kuy, )] = Allkaly, 2)] y - 2I) . (3.21)

Finally, the property (P3) follows from the following auxiliary lemma whose proof can be
extracted from [Syc92]. (For the convenience of the reader, the proof of Lemma [3.3is given
below.)

Lemma 3.3. Let u € WY ([a,b]) be such that [320) is satisfied for all y,z € [a,b] with
0<z—y<2. Thenu satisfies (Py).

But we have proved that every u € L, (L, K, ¢, §y) verified (3.20) for all y, z € [a, b] such that
0<z—y< %0. Consequently (P3) is satisfied for all u € L,(L, K, ¢, dp), and the proof of
Lemma [3.]is complete. B

Proof of Lemma 3.3l Let 1,2, € [a,b] be such that 0 < 25 —z; < 2 and let s,t €21, 2o
be such that s < t. We have to prove ([B.2)), i.e.,

|]€u(.§(71, ZL’Q) — ku(S,t)| < (5( |ku(x1,x2)| y |.§L’1 — LU2|)
For simplicity of notation, we set k := k,(z1,22) and € := |r; — 25| and, without loss of
generality, we assume that §(|k|,e) < co. Let {I, := [z, 2}]},>1 be a decreasing sequence
of intervals such that

{ Iy = [w1, 2] (3.22)

Ing+1 < [s,t] < I, for some ng > 1,
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and, setting ¢, := |2} — a%| for all n > 1,

{ Ee L (3.23)

Entl = (En, 1.6, €41 = &y, forall n >

(From (3:23) we see that ¢, = en%le for all n > 1, and so lim, e, = 0 with ; > g9 >
> ER > Epy > )

Taking Remark 3.2l into account and noticing that U¥_, [ec, 11, ee,] = UX_ [en, een] =]0, ec],

we see that

(ST} d d
F(lk2) > 4 | QK+ (k2. OF - 4[@{ | AK + 8(1k] ),

_ 4ZJ A(lK] + 6(k], 2), € )%.

Using the fact that A : [0,00[x[0,d9] — [0,0[ defined by (B.13) is increasing in both
arguments, it follows that

(k| e) = Z (k[ + 6(|&l, )%)Fn%
_ 2 (|k] + 6(|kl,€),en) [ In(ec,) — In(e,) ]

AR+ (K], €), ). (3.24)

[
MS )

Il
—

n

Thus, to prove (3.2) it is sufficient to establish the following assertion:

Vm =1 P(m) (3.25)
with P(m) given by
Vry <o <7 <29 [[m+1C[O’T]C[ = |k —ky(o,7)] < 2 (|k] + (k| €), € )]
n=1

Indeed, applying ([B:25) with m = ng, 0 = s and 7 = t, we have

no

k= ku(s, ) < 4 ) A(K] +8(k].€), €n),

n=1

and ([3.2)) follows by using ([3:24) together with the fact that 4Y"°  A(|k| + d(|k|,€),e,) <
A3 Ak +6(|k] 2),er).

Proof of (3.25). We proceed by induction on m.
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Step 1: base case. Assume that P(1) is false. Then, there exists 0,7 € [z, 23] with o <7
such that I, c [o,7] € I1 and |k — ky (o, T7)| > 4A(|k| + 0(|k|,€),e1). But |k — ky(x1,22)] =0
(because k = k,(z1,x2)) with Iy < [x1, 23] = I, so by continuity arguments (see Remark
[B.4) we can assert that there exist 7,7 € [z, z2] with ¢ < 7 such that:
[23,43] = L < [6,7] © L; (3.26)
|k — ku(0,7)| = 4A(|k| + 6(|kl, €),1). (3.27)

Remark 3.4. The existence of 6,7 € [x1, 2] with ¢ < 7 satisfying (8.26) and (B.27) can be
derived as follows. Let W : [z, 0] x [T, 23] — [0, 00[ be defined by V(y, 2) := |k — ku(y, 2)|-
Since V¥ is continuous and [zq, 0] X [, x2] is connected, W([z1,0] x [T, x2]) is an interval.
But 0 = V(zy,29) € V([z1,0] X [1,22]), Y(0,7) € U([x1,0] x [1,22]) and 0 < 4A(|k| +
3(|k|,€),e1) < U(o,T), hence 4A(|k| +(|k|,€),€1) € V([z1, 0] % [T, 22]). Consequently, there
exist (7,7) € 1, 0] x [T, 23] such that ¥(a,7) = 4A(|k| + 0(|k|,€),€1), which is the desired
conclusion.
Set:
o Ai={z e[z, 3] [u/(2) — k| = 2A(|k] + 5(|k],£),21) };
o B:={ze5,7]: |[u(x) — ku(7,7)| = 2A(k| + 6(|kl,2),€1) }-
Then
[o,7]\B c A. (3.28)
Indeed, if x € [7,7]\B then x € I} = [z, 23] by the right inclusion in (326) and |u'(x) —
ku(a,7T)| < 2A(|k| + 0(|k|,€),€1). But, we have
|k — ku(o,7)| < |/ (2) — k| + |/ (2) — ku(5,7)

Y

hence, using (3:27)),

AN (k| + 6(|kl,€),e1) < [/ (z) — k| + 2A(|k| + 0(|k,€),£1),
and so |u/(x) — k| = 2A(|k| + 0(|k|,€), 1), which implies that z € A. On the other hand,
since 2A = A, |k|+6(|k|,e) = |k| and A(-,e;) is increasing, it is clear that A < Q,, ,,, where
Qy, 2, is defined by (B.2I) with y = 27 and 2z = 5. Recalling that ¢; = ¢ = |27 — 22| and
using (B.20)) and the fact that A(-,e;) is increasing, we deduce that

f\u'(x)—k;\?dng W/ (z) — K|’ dz < A2(|k], |21 — )21 — 22
A 1,9

< A(|k| + 6(|kl, ), e1) w1 — wa| (3.29)
But, by definition of A, we have

AN* (k| + 6(|k],€),21)|A] < f |u/(z) — k:fd:v, (3.30)
A
and so, combining (3.29) with (3.30), we obtain the following inequality:
1
Al < Z|SC1 — Tal. (3.31)

From (B.27) it is easily seen that |k, (7, 7T)| < |k| + 4A(|k| + d(|k|,€), 1), hence |k, (7, 7T)| <
k| + 0(|k|,e) by B24), and so A(|k| + 6(|k|,e),e1) = A(|ku(a,7)|, |0 — 7|) because A is
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increasing in both arguments. Thus B < €5 -, where € > is defined by [B2I) with y = &
and z = 7. Using (3.20) it follows that

JB W/ (z) — k,(5,7) [ dz < L W (z) = ky(5,7)['de < A*(k,(,7)], |7 —7])|7 — 7]

A2(|k‘| + 5(|k|> 5)7 81) |5 - 7t|>
which combined with that fact that by definition of B we have

AN* (k| + 0(|k|,£),21)|B| < J |/ (z) — ku(a—,f)Fdx,
B

gives the following inequality:
|B| < |5 -7 (3.32)

From (B.28)) we see that |7 — 7| < |A| + | B], hence o — 7| < }|z1 — 22| + |0 — 7| by using
B31)) and ([B.32)), and so 3| — 7| < |x1 — x3]. On the other hand, from the left inclusion in
([B20) we see that || = |21 — 23| < |6 —7], hence 1|z — 5| < |0—7|, ie., |21 — 32| < elo—7],
by B23). It follows that 3|6 — 7| < e|d — 7|, which is impossible.

Step 2: induction. Let m > 1 be such that P(m) is true. Then, as I,,4; = [z]"™, 25"
I,, we can apply P(m) with [0, 7] = I,,41, and we have

|k — k(27 23 )] < 4T A(JK] + 6(Jk], €), £n).

n=1

Thus, it is easily seen that for proving that P(m + 1) is true, it is sufficient to establish that
Vo <o <7< [mec [0,7] € Lyt = [k (2™, 24 ko (0, 7)] <4A(|k|+6(|k|,a),am+1)].

Assume that this latter assertion is false. Then, arguing as in Step 1, we can assert that

there exist &, 7 € [, 25""!] with & < 7 such that:

o m+2 c |o,7] € Inya;
o |ku(27 T ad ) — ko (5, 7)| = 4A(|K] + (k. €), Emsr)-
Set:
o Api = {z & [a7"" 2P ] ¢ /(@) — k(27" 28] = 28 (ke 25| +
5(|k|>5)75m4-1)}a
 Buyr = {2 €[5,7]: [u'(2) = ku(5,7)] = 2A(Jku (27, 25 1) + (I, €), €men) }-
Using the same method as in Step 1, we can establish that |Am+1| < e =2l | Bga| <
Ylog—7|and [6, 7]\Bp+1 © Ap1. This latter inclusion implies that |6 —7| < |Ams1|+| Bl
and so 3|5 — 7| < |27t — 2**!|. On the other hand, as [#7""2 27'*?] = I,,.» < [7,7] we
have |27 — 27""2| < |a—7'| hence 1|27+t — 25 < |a—7'| ie. |:chrl ot <elo — 7,
by (3:23). It follows that 3|0 — 7| < e|a — 7|, which is 1mposs1ble

4. PROOF OF THE GENERAL REGULARITY THEOREM

In this section we prove Theorem 2.5 (see §4.2).
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4.1. Auxiliary lemmas. To prove Theorem we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[2.0, if u € L, (L, K, ¢, d) has a finite derived
number d € R at T €]a, b[, i.e., there exist two sequences {s,}n=1 and {t,}n>1 with s, < T <t,
such that:

lim s, = lim ¢, = Z; (4.1)
n—00 n—0oo

lim ky(sn,t,) = d, (4.2)
n—0oo

then u is differentiable at T and u'(x) = d.

Lemma [AT}+bis. Under the hypotheses of Theorem B, if u € L, (L, K, ¢,09) has a finite
derived number d € R at a (resp. b), i.e., there exists a sequence {t,}n>1 (resp. {Sp}tn>1)
with T < t, (resp. s, <) such that:

lim t, =z (resp. lim s, =), (4.3)
n—0o0 n—0o0

lim k,(a,t,) =d (resp. lim ky(s,,b) =d), (4.4)
n—oo n—o

then u is differentiable at a (resp. b) and u'(a) = d (resp. v'(a) = d).

Proof of Lemma [4.7]l By ([£2]) there exists M > 0 such that |k, (s,,t,)| < M foralln > 1.
Setting €, := |s,, — t,| for all n > 1 (where, because of (A1), without loss of generality we
can assume that e, < ¢ for all n > 1) from Lemma B.1] see (3.2), we have

|Fu(s,t) = Ku(sn, tn)| < 6(M, €5)
for all s,t € [sy,t,] with s <t and all n > 1 (where § is given by Lemma [B1]). Thus
k(s t) —dl < [ku(s,t) = ku(sn, to)| + [Ku(sn, ) — d]
< 0(M,ep) + |ku(Sn, tn) — d| (4.5)
for all s,t € [sy,t,] with s < ¢ and all n > 1. But lim, ,e, = 0 by (4I) and so
lim, o 6(M,e,) = 0 by BI). Moreover lim,, o |kyu(sn,tn) —d| = 0 by (£2). So, from

(4.5) we can deduce that
lim k(s t) =d,

s, t >
s<zT <t

which proves that w is differentiable at  and «/(z) = d. B

Proof of Lemma [4.1Fbis. This follows by similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma [£.1]

by using (43]) and (£.4) instead of (4.1) and (4.2). W

Lemma 4.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5, for each C' > 0 and each n > 0 there
exists 0(C,n) > 0 such that for every u e L,(L, K,c,d), one has

|0/(@)] < C and &~ 7] < 5(C,m) | = u'(2) ' (@)| <.

Proof of Lemma [4.2l Let C' > 0 and n > 0. By (B.1) we have
lim §(C +n,e) = 0.

e—0
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So, we can assert that there exists ec,, €]0, 2] such that

5(C+mecn) < 5. (4.6)

Set 3(0, n) = ecy and fix u e L,(L, K, ¢, ). Let x,Z € [a,b] be such that [/ (z)| < C and

~

|z — | < §(C,n) with, without loss of generality, z < . We claim that
ka2, %) — 2/ (7)] < g (4.7)

Indeed, otherwise we have |k, (x,Z) —u'(Z)| > . By definition of u/(), there exists x; €], z[
such that

ku(y, ) —u'(T)| < g for all y € [z, Z[. (4.8)

Set:
o A= {ye [o.3]: by, 7) — /(D) <
e Bi={ye[0,7[: [ku(y.7) - /(@) >
Then, from the above, A = &, B = ¢ and A n B = (J. Moreover, both A and B are open

in [x,Z[. As [z,Z[ is a connected set it follows that [z, Z[\(A U B) = &, and consequently
there exists y € [x, Z[ such that

ku(y, ) —u'(T)| = <. (4.9)

Ui

2
From Lemma [B.1] see (8.2), and the fact that |y — Z| <
we have

|z — Z| < 5(C,n) with 0(C,n) < &,

for all y € [y, Z[ (where § is given by Lemma [3.1]), and letting y — Z we obtain
[k (7. 7) = ' (@)] < 3(1ku(7.7)1,6(C. ).
But |k, (y,Z)| < [v/(Z)| + 2 < C+ 2 < C +n by (£I), hence
[k (7, 7) = ' (@)] < 6(C +1.5(C.m)
because ¢ is increasing in both arguments. According to (46]) and (Z9) we see that

2 = [ku(3.2) — (@) < 86(C +n.5(Cm) < 3.
which is impossible. So, (A7) is proved. On the other hand, since |k,(z,7)| < C+4 < C+n

by (), and |z —Z| < 6(C, 1), taking (Z6) into account and using again Lemma BI] we have
ku(z,y) — ku(2,7)| < 6(|ku(z, )], |z — Z|) <6(C + 77,5(0, n)) < g for all y €]z, z]. (4.10)

Remark 4.3. Since |ky(7,Z)| < C + 7, from [{I0) it follows that |ky(x,y)| < C + n for all
y €]z, z], which implies that v has a finite derived number at z in the sense of lemmas 1]
and [A.I}bis. Hence u is differentiable at x.
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Letting y — z in (£.I0) we obtain

W () = ky(z,7)| < (4.11)

N3

From (4.1) and (@Il we conclude that

‘u'(az) — u’(f)} < }u'(m) — ku(x,f)‘ + }ku(az,f) — u’(f)‘ < -+

U =1
2 )

N3

and the proof is complete.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5 Let u e L,(L, K,c,d). Following Definition 2.4l we have to
prove the following assertions:

a) 1 xg € {2, then there exists a neighborhood V,, of ¢ such that V,, < {1,;
if Q, th h i ighborhood V,,, of h that V,, < Q
(b) if zg € Q, then lim u/(z) = u/(zy);

T—T0

(c) if wg ¢ Q, then v/(z¢) € {—o0, c0};
(d) if u/(zg) = oo (resp. u/(xg) = —o0) then lim u/(z) = oo (resp. lim u/(x) = ),

T—T0 T—>T0
where Q, := {z € [a,b] : u is differentiable at z}.
Proof of (a). Let zg € ©,. Without loss of generality we can assume that zy €]a,b[. (If
xo = a (resp. xg = b) the proof will follow by similar arguments by using
lim  ky,(a,z2) = u'(a) (resp. lim  ky,(z1,b) = u'(b))
b

To — a T —
a < xo 1 <b

instead of (L.I2)) and Lemma LI} bis instead of Lemma [1l) Then
lim ku(l’l, LUQ) = Ul(l’o). (412)

Z1,T2 —> To
T <xTo < T2

From (L.12) we can assert that there exists C' > 0 such that |ku(x1, .Z’g)‘ < Cforall 21, 25 € V,

with 1 < 2y < 9, where V,, <]z — %, To + %[ is a neighborhood of zy. Using Lemma 3.1
see ([B.2)), it follows that for every zy,x9 € V,,, with 21 < xy < 23 and every s,t € [z, x9]

with s < t, we have
ka1, 22) — (5, < 0( ku(a1,22)] o1 = 2al) < 8(C, a1 — )
(with 0 given by Lemma B.I]) which implies that
\ku(s,t)] < 0(C, |xy — xa|) + |ku(z1, 20)| < M

with M := §(C, |z1 — 22|) + C > 0. Fix any € V,,,. Then, there is a neighborhood V; < V,,
of Z such that |k,(s,t)| < M for all s,t € Vz with s < T < ¢, hence
d:= lm k(s t) eR,

s, t >
s<zT <t

and consequently there exist two sequences {s,},>1 and {t,},>1 with s, < T < t,, verifying
(@) and (£2]), which implies that w is differentiable at Z (and v/ (Z) = d), i.e., T € €, by
using Lemma 4.1 W
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Proof of (b). Let zy € Q,. By (a) there exists a neighborhood V,,, of xy such that V,,, < €,,.
Without loss of generality we can assume that x €|a,b[. (If zo0 = a (resp. zg = b) the proof
will be the same by considering that we have one sequence {z4},>1 (resp. {z]},>1) with
a < xf (resp. z} < b) instead of 2} < xy < zf and by replacing “k,(z7,25)” by “ky(a,23)”
(resp. “ky(z7,0)”).) Let {z,}n=1 < Vi, be such that

lim z, = xo. (4.13)

n—aoo0

As xy € Q,, taking (4.13) into account, we can assert that there exist two sequences {z]},>1
and {25 },>1 with 27 < 2o < a2} such that:

]} <z, <xy for all n > 1; (4.14)
lim 27 = lim 2§ = xo; (4.15)
n—0oo n—aoo

lim ky (2], 28) = u'(xo). (4.16)
n—aoo0

(Because of (AI5) without loss of generality we can assume that |27 — 23| < % foralln > 1.)
On the other hand, we have z,, € Q, for all n > 1. Hence, taking (4.I4]) into account, for
each n > 1 there exist two sequences {s}};>1 and {t7};>, with s7 <z, <7 such that:

sttt e [a], xy] for all j = 1;

AR
lim s7 = lim {7 = xy;
J—00 J—00
]h_,%k u(85,15) = /(). (4.17)

Let M > 0 be such that |k, (z},25)| < M for all n > 1 (such a positive constant M exists
because of ([4.16])). Using Lemma[B3.I] see (B.2]), we see that for every n > 1 and every j > 1,

‘u'(xn) — u'(:vo)\ = ‘u'(xn) — ku(8],17) + ku(s],1]) — ku (2], 25) + ky (27, 25) — u'(:vo)‘
< ‘u'(xn) — (sj,t?)‘ \k (s7,t]) — ku(x?,xg)‘ + \ku(x?,xg) — u'(mo)\
< Ju/(wn) = a7 )] + 0 (ku(af, 23)], 27 — 5]) + [ku(2T, 25) — ' (z0)]
< ‘u'(xn) — ku(s} t")‘ + 5(]\/[, |z} — x§|) + ‘k:u(:)s?,atg) — u'(xo)‘

(with § given by Lemma [3.]). Letting j — oo and using (£.17)) and then letting n — oo and
using (4.10) and (£I3) together with (B.1]), we conclude that lim u/(z,) = u/(zy). B
n—0oo

Proof of (c). Let xy ¢ Q,. Without loss of generality we can assume that xy €]a,b[. (If
xo = a (resp. xg = b) the proof will follows by similar arguments by using

lim [k (a, )] =0 (resp. lim [k (s,b)| = )

t—a s—b
a<t s<b
instead of (4.I8) and Lemma A I}bis instead of Lemma [.1l1) Then
lim [k (s, )] = 0. (4.18)
s,t — xo

s<xp <t
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Indeed, if (4.I8]) is false, i.e.,
a:= lim |ku(s,t)] < oo,
s, t = xgo

s<xp <t

then there exist two sequences {s;};>1 and {t;};>1 with s; < ¢ < ¢; such that:

lim s; = lim ¢; = xo; (4.19)
=00 j—o0

lim [k, (55, £5)] = o (4.20)
j—0

By (420) there exists M > 0 such that |k,(s;, ;)] < M for all j > 1, and so from Bolzano-
Weierstrass’s theorem it follows that there exist d € [—M, M] and two subsequences {s;, }n>1
and {t;, }n>1 of {s;};>1 and {t;},;>1 respectively such that

hm ku(sj,,t;,) = d.

But, taking (4.19)) into account, we also have (s;, < x¢ <t;, for all n > 1 and)

lim s;, = lim ¢;, = o,

n—o0 n—0o0

hence, using Lemma [T}, we can assert that u is differentiable at zy (and u'(x¢) = d), i.e.,
xo € €, which gives a contradiction. Thus (£.I8]) is true and so

lim  |ku(s,t)| = o,
s,t — xo
s<xxog <t

which implies that
lim  ky(s,t) = —00 or lm k(s t) =

s, t — xo s, t = xgo
s<xzog <t s<xp <t

i.e., u(xg) € {—o0,00}. B
Proof of (d). Let x € [a,b] be such that

u'(z0) = o0. (4.21)
We have to prove that
lim u'(z) = oo. (4.22)
T—x0

Assume that (£.22]) is false. Then, there exist M > 0 and a sequence {x, },>1 with, without
loss of generality, z,, < xg such that:

lim x,, = wo; (4.23)
n—0oo
u'(z,) < M for allm > 1. (4.24)

From (4.24)) we can assert that for every n > 1 there exists a neighborhood V;, of z,, such
that
ku(tn,y) < M (4.25)

for all y € V., ]z, xo]. Taking ([@23)) into account, since u/(xy) = oo we have

lim k,(x,, ) = 0,
n—o0
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and so
ky(Tn, x9) > M + 1 (4.26)
for all n = ny with ng > 1 sufficiently large. On the other hand, as u is continuous at x, for

each n > 1 we have
lim  ky(Tn,y) = ku(Tn, o). (4.27)

Yy — Zo
Ty <Y <X

Fix any n = ng. From (4.26) and (£.217) we deduce that there exists a neighborhood V;, of
o such that
ku(xn,y) > M (4.28)
for all y € V n]x,, zo]. Then A, n B, = & with:
o A, :={y€lz,,z] : (£25) holds};
o B, := {y €|z, o] : @28) holds}.
But, from the above, A, = & and B,, = ¢J, and both A, and B,, are open in |z,,z|. As

|z, xo] is a connected set we can assert that |x,,zo]\(A, v B,) = . Consequently, for
each n = ng there exists y, €|x,, zo| such that

ku(Tn, yn) = M, ie., |ky(2n, ya)| = M. (4.29)
Moreover, by (£.23)) we see that lim,,_, y, = 2o and so
lim |z, —y,| = 0. (4.30)
n—00

(Thus, without loss of generality we can assume that |z, — y,| < %0 for all n > 1.) But, for
any n = ng, from Lemma BT see (B:2]), we have

B, y) = Ku(n, yo)| < 0(|Ru(@n, yn) |, |20 = yal)
for all y €]z, yn] (where 6 is given by Lemma [B3.1]), hence
by using (£.29). Letting y — z,, it follows that
‘U/(l’n) - ku(Ina yn” < 5(Ma |$n - yn|)
for all n > ng. Using (£30) and taking (B.I]) into account, there exists n; > ng such that
W/ (20) = ku(2n, yn)| < 1 for all n = n;.

Thus
|/ (2,)| < M +1 for all n > ny. (4.31)

Let g(M +1,1) > 0 be given by Lemma [L.2] (with C'= M + 1 and = 1). Then, we have
[|u’(f)| <M+land |z —7| <d(M+1, 1)] = |/ (z) — '(F)] < 1. (4.32)
By (A23) there exists no > ny such that |zg — zn,| < 6(M + 1,1). Hence, taking (Z31)

into account and using (A32) (with x = z¢ and T = x,,), we obtain |u/(xg) — u/(z,,)] < 1.
Consequently, using again (A31), i.e., |u/(z,,)| < M + 1, we deduce that

|/ (20)| < |u/(20) — W (2n,)| + [t/ (wny)| < M + 2,
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which contradicts (A.21]). (Similarly, we can prove that if u/(zg) = —oo then lim,_,,, v'(x) =

—o0.) B
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