AN EXAMPLE IN THE VANISHING DISCOUNT PROBLEM FOR
MONOTONE SYSTEMS OF HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS

HITOSHI ISHII

ABSTRACT. In recent years, there have been many contributions to the vanishing discount
problem for Hamilton-Jacobi equations. In the case of the scalar equation, B. Ziliotto [Conver-
gence of the solutions of the discounted Hamilton-Jacobi equation: a counterexample. J. Math.
Pures Appl. (9) 128 (2019), 330-338] has given an example of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
having non-convex Hamiltonian in the gradient variable, for which the full convergence of the
solutions does not hold as the discount factor tends to zero. We give an example of the nonlin-
ear monotone system of Hamilton-Jacobi equations having convex Hamiltonians in the gradient

variable, for which the whole family convergence of the solutions does not hold.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the system of Hamilton-Jacobi equations

arXiv:2006.02769v2 [math.AP] 31 Jan 2022

Ay (z) + Hi(Dui(x)) + Bi(ui(x), us(z)) = in T%,

0
(1)
Mus(x) + Ho(Dus(x)) + Ba(uy (), us(z)) =0 in T",

where A > 0 is a given constant, called the discount factor, and the functions H; : R — R and

B; : R? — R, with i = 1,2, are given continuous functions.
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In a recent paper [5], the authors have investigated the vanishing discount problem for a

nonlinear monotone system of Hamilton-Jacobi equations

Aup () + Gy (x, Duy(x), uy(z), ue(z), . . ., um(z)) =0 in T,
(2)
A (2) + G (2, Dy (), up (), un(2), . .o up(2)) =0 in T,

and established under some hypotheses on G; € C(T"xR"xR™) that, when v* = (u, ..., u)) €
C(T™)™ denoting the (viscosity) solution of (@), the whole family (u*)y~q converges in C/(T")™
to some u® € C(T")™ as A — 0+. The constant A > 0 in the above system is the so-called
discount factor.

The hypotheses on G; are the convexity, coercivity, and monotonicity of G; as well as the
solvability of (), with A = 0. Here the convexity of G; is meant that the functions R” x R™ >
(p,u) = G;(x,p,u) are convex. We refer to [5] for the precise statements of the hypotheses.

Before [5], there have been many contributions to the question about the full convergence in
the vanishing discount problem, which we refer to [ILBH8] and the references therein.

In the case of the scalar equation, B. Ziliotto [9] has recently shown an example of the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation having non-convex Hamiltonian in the gradient variable for which
the whole family convergence does not hold.

Our purpose in this paper is that, by adapting the idea of Ziliotto [9] to the system (), we
give an example of B; such that, if H,(0) = H5(0) = 0, then the solutions of the system (2,
with A > 0, are bounded but do not converge to a single point as A — 0-+.

Motivated by [9], we fix d > 1, set

_d
TTITa
choose K € N so that
v+ 47K <1,

and write

I={1,2}, Ng={keN:k>K}, A={y+4": ke Ng}u{v}, B =10, 1},
and set for o, f € R,

Cla, ) = (Cz‘j(aaﬁ))i,jeﬂ

_ a+p—-2a8 —(a+p—2ap)
. —(a+p—=2ap) a+p—-2ap .
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Moreover, we define L; : R? — R, with i € I, by
Li(, ) =af+d*(1—=a)(1 =), Ls(a,f)=—af —d*(1—a)(1-f).
Note that A C (0, 1) and A, B are compact subsets of R and that for all (o, 5) € R x R,

cii(a, B) + ca(a, B) = car(a, B) + e, B) = 0,
011(04,6) = CQQ(Q,/B) >0 if (OZ,B) c (O, 1) X [O, ]_]

Let A € (0, 1). Consider the problem of finding u = (uy, us) € R? such that

(3)

)\Ul + Bl<U1,UQ) = 0,
(4) ,

)\Ug —+ BQ(Ul, UQ) =

where B; : R? — R, with 7 € I, are the continuous functions given by

(5) Bi(u1, up) = maxmin(ei(a, B)ur + (e, Bluz — Li(a, ).

For later convenience, we set for (i,c, 3) € I x [0, 1] x [0, 1] and (u1, up) € R?,

bi(a, B, uq,us) = cit(a, Blug + o, B)ug — Li(a, ).

It is clear that the functions b; are continuous on [0, 1] x [0, 1] x R x R,
Although our main concern is the system (), for the argument below we need to treat a

more general form of (), that is, the system
Aup + Ay (ur, ug) = g1,

(6)

Aug + Ag(u1, ug) = g,
where (g1, ¢92) € R? is a given vector, A;, with 7 € I, are defined by

Ai(ug,ug) = gﬂeaxgﬂellg bi(a, B, u1, us),

and A;, B;, with i € I, are given compact subsets of [0, 1], If we take g; = 0, A, = A, and
B; = B for all i € I, (@) is exactly the system ({]).

We note that the mapping A : (uy,us) — (A;(u1,us), A2(uq,uz)) is monotone in the sense
that for any (us, us), (v1,v2) € R?, if uj—v; > up—vg, where j # k, then A;(u1,us) > Aj(vy,v2).
Indeed, assuming, for instance, that u; — v; > us — vo, we observe that for any a € A; and

some B(a) € By,

A (ug, ug) > Tﬁﬂellgl by (a, B, ur,uz) = by (v, Blar), ug, us),
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while for some a € A;,
Aq(v1,v9) = Iﬁnelllgl bi(a, B,v1,v9) < bi(a, B(@),v1, vs).
Combining the above two, using (3], and writing 3 = 3(a), we deduce that
Ay (ug, ug) — Ay(vr,v9) > bi(@, B,ur, up) — by (@, B,v1,v2)

= cn (@, B)(ur —v1) + ez )(ug — v2)

o
> e (@, B)(uy — v1) + cra(@, B)(ug — v1) = 0.

This shows that A is monotone.

With the fact that A is monotone, the following proposition is well-known.

Proposition 1. There exists a unique solution (uy,us) € R? of (). Moreover, if (vy,vy) € R?

satisfies

(7) vy + Ap(v,09) < g1 and  Avg + Az (v, v2) < g9,
(resp.,

(8) vy + Ap(v,v2) > g1 and  Avg + As(vg,v2) > g2 ),

then v1 < wuy and ve < wus (resp., up < vy and uy < vy).

For completeness, we provide below proof of the above proposition.

Proof. We first show the second claim in Proposition [I that is, the comparison claim. Let
(u1,u9) € R? be a solution of (@) and let (vy,vy) € R? satisfy either () or (8.

We treat only the case of ([); the proof of the other case is similar. We argue by contradiction,
and hence suppose that either v; > u; or v9 > us. Assume, for instance, that v; —u; > vy — us.
By the monotonicity of A, we have A;(vy,vy) > Aj(uy,us). Hence, by (@) and (), we deduce
that

0 Z )\(Ul — U1> + A1<U1,U2) — Al(ul,u2) Z )\(Ul — ul),

which contradicts that v; > wu;. Thus, we have v; < u; and vy < us. The uniqueness of the
solution of ([B)) is now evident.

Next, we show that there exists a solution of (@). We choose a constant R > 0 such that
max;er(|| Li|loo +|9i]) < AR, where || - || denotes the sup-norm, and deduce with the help of (3))
that (vi,v9) = —(R, R) (resp., (v1,v2) = (R, R)) satisfies ([7) (resp., [{)). It is easily seen that
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A : R? — R? is Lipschitz continuous. Let M > 0 be a Lipschitz constant of A, and consider
the problem of finding (uy,us) € R? that satisfies

(9) ()\+M)U1 +A1(U1,U2) = f1 and ()\+M)U2 +A2(U1,U2) = fg,

where (f1, fo) € R? is a fixed vector. By the Banach fixed-point theorem, (@) has a unique
solution.

We define inductively a sequence of points (ugj), ugj)) € R? with j € N, by setting (ugl), ugl)) =
—(R, R) and, when (ugjfl),ugjfl)) is given, solving (@) for (uq,us), with

(f17 f2) = (91792) + M(ugjilaugjil))v
to set (u, ud) == (uy, us)
1 52 . 1, U2)-

Note that (vy,v9) = (R, R) (resp., (vi,v2) = —(R, R)) satisfies

(A+M)’U1+A1(’U1,U2)ZQ1+MR and ()\+M)U2+A2<U1,U2)Zg2+MR,
(resp., A+ M+ Aj(v1,v3) <gg — MR and (A4 M)vg + As(vy,v2) < go — MR. )

Applying the comparison assertion of Proposition [I, with A and g; replaced respectively by

A+ M and g; + Mu'Y. we obtain —R < uf) < Rand —R < ug) < R. It is easily seen by

7 Y

induction that —R < ugj) < Rand —R < ugj) < R for all j € N.
Moreover, if we assume that ugjﬂ) > ugj) and ugjﬂ) > ugj) for some j € N, then
A+ M)u™ + A (™, uf™) = g+ Muf™ = g + My,
A+ M)us™ + Ay (2 ™) = g, + Mug™™ > g, + Muy,
and, by the comparison argument as above, we deduce that ugj 2> ugj ) and ugj > ugj ),
By induction, we conclude that u! ™' > ugj) and ugjﬂ) > ugj) for all j € N.
We now know that the sequences (ugj )) jen and (ugj )) jen are convergent. Let uy and us denote

the respective limits, and we note that
()\+M)U1+A1(U1,UQ) :MU1 and ()\+M)U2+A2(U1,UQ) :MUQ,
to conclude that (u,us) is a solution of (). O

We note that if (X, Y)) € R? is the unique solution of () and if H,(0) = Hy(0) = 0, the pair
of constant functions u;(z) = X, and us(x) = Y, is a solution of (). As is well-known (see,
for instance, [5] and the references therein), (Il) has a unique (viscosity) solution, and hence,
the pair (X, Y)) is the unique solution of ().

The main result of this paper is the following two theorems.
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Theorem 2. For any A > 0, let (X, Yy) € R? be the solution of {@). Then (i) the set of points
(X, Y3), with A > 0, is bounded in R?. (ii) We have

d d
liminf X, < = <limsup X,, and liminfY, < —= <limsupY,.
A—0+ A—0+ A—=0+ A—0+

In particular, the family of the pairs (X, Y\) does not converge as A — 0+.
As noted before the theorem, the following is an immediate consequence of Theorem

Theorem 3. Assume that H1(0) = Hy(0) = 0. For any A > 0, let (ux1,uxz2) be the (viscosity)
solution of ([{)). Then, the functions uy,; are constants, the family of the points (ux1,uy2) in

R? is bounded, and it does not converge as X\ — 0-+.

Notice that the convexity of H; in the above theorem is irrelevant, and, for example, one
may take H,(p) = |p|® for ¢ € I, which are convex functions.

We remark that a claim similar to Theorem [B]is valid when one replaces H;(p) by degenerate
elliptic operators F;(p, M) (see [2] for an overview on the viscosity solution approach to fully
nonlinear degenerate elliptic equations), where M is the variable corresponding to the Hessian
matrices of unknown functions.

In the next and final section, we give the proof of Theorem 2

2. PROOF OF THEOREM

This section is entirely devoted to the proof of Theorem 2
For any A > 0, let (X}, Y)) denote the solution of (H).

Proof of Theorem[d, (i). We show first that (d/2, —d/2) is a solution of
Bi(uj,ug) =0 and Bsy(uj,ug) = 0.
To see this, we observe that for any a € A,
bi(a,0,d/2,—d/2) = (d+ d*)(a —7),
—(I+d)(a =),
—(d+d*)(a =),
(14 d) (=),

) =
bi(a,1,d/2,—d/2) =
ba(c,0,d/2,—d/2) =
bo(a,1,d/2,—d/2) =
and hence, we get

By(d/2,—d/2) =0 and By(d/2,—d/2) = 0.
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By @), we see that B;(u; +r,us + 1) = B;(uy, us) for all i € I, (uy,us) € R? and r € R. Hence,
we have
B;(d,0) = B;(0,—d) =0 foriel,
which shows that for any A > 0, if (vy,v9) = (d,0) (resp., (v1,v2) = (0, —d)) satisfies
)\Ui -+ Bi(’Ul, U2) > 0 (resp., )\Ui + BZ'<U1, .’UQ) < O) for all 7 e I.
By the comparison assertion of Proposition [, we deduce that

0<X,<d and —-d<Y,<0 foral A>0,

which proves that the set of (X, Y)), with A > 0, is bounded in R2. O

Lemma 4. We have

Ali)r(r)le(XA —h)=d

Proof. Set Z, = X, — Y, and

B(u) = maxmin(ey{o, fju — Li{e, §)) — maxmin(—ex(a, Sju — Lo(a, B)).

Noting that for any (uy,us) € R?,

By (ur,uz) = max min (crn(a, B)(ur — ua) — Li(a, ),

By (uy, ug) = 133}%22 (—eaa(a, B)(uy — uz) — Li(a, B)),

we find that By(uy, us) — Ba(u1, uz) = B(up — ug) for all (uy,us) € R?, and
(10) A\ + B(Z),) =0.

Since c11(a, B) = cos(, B) = a+ B — 2a3 > (a — $)? > 0 for all (a, 3) € A x B, the function
B is (strictly) increasing on R.

Thanks to the claim (i) of Theorem [, the family (Z))~o has a limit point Z; € R as A — 0+.
It follows from (I0) and the continuity of B that

B(Zy) = 0.
Since B is increasing, Z; is a unique zero of the function B, which implies

lim ZA = Zo.
A—0+

On the other hand, the proof of (i) of Theorem B shows that B;(d/2, —d/2) = By(d/2,—d/2) =
0, which implies that B(d) = 0 and Zy = d. Thus, we conclude that lim, oy Z) = d. O
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Proof of Theorem [, (ii). By Lemma [l we have
liminf Y, = liminf X, + lim (Y, — X)) = liminf X, — d.
A—0+ A—=0+ A—0+ A—0+

Similarly, we have

limsup Y, = limsup X, — d.
A—=0+ A—0+

Hence, we only need to prove that

d
11 liminf X, < = < i X
= Wngr = g < fmeup

We fix ag,ay € (0, 1) and 1, 52 € B, and consider the linear problem

(12) AX + 011<Oé1, Bl)X + 612(0417 ﬁl)Y - L1<a17 61) = O’
0.

AY + (g, B2) X + caz(2, 32)Y — Loz, B2) =
When (81, 52) = (0,0), ([I2) reads
AX =~ X + Y + d(1 — ay),
AY = X — Y — d?(1 — ).
This yields
d*((c1 — DA + a1 — ay)

X:_ )
)\(&1"‘0&2—'—)\)

d2<<OZ2 — 1))\ —Qaq + 042)
)\(041 + oo + )\) )

Y =
When (51, £2) = (0, 1), we have
AX = —a X + aqY + d?(1 — ay),
AY = (1 —ag)X — (1 — an)Y — ao,

and
—op 0 + d2((—Oz1 + 1))\ + oo —ap — g + 1)
X = ,
)\(al—a2+)\+1)
y — —Oég)\ — Qg + dQ(OélOég - — Qg + 1)

Mag —ag+A+1)
When (51, 52) = (1,0),
AX=—-1-a)X+(1—a)Y +ay,
NY = ap X — oY — d*(1 — aw),
and

. 061)\ + g + d2<—041042 + o1+ g — 1)

X
AM—a; +as+ A+ 1) ’
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—op 0 + dQ((—OéQ + 1))\ + i —ap — g + 1)

Y:
)\(Ozl—OzQ—A—]_)

When (81, 52) = (1,1), we have

X = —(]_ — Oél)X + (1 — Ozl)Y +0z1,
Y = (1 — OJQ)X — (1 — Oég)Y — (g,
and
Oél)\—'—Oél — Q9
)\<—Oél—042—|—)\+2)’
o —ay + o\ + g
)\(()51+O[2_)\—2).

X =

In what follows, for the solution (X,Y") of (I2), we write

X = X<)\70417042751752)7 Y = Y()\,Oé1,(12,51,ﬁ2)-

We set

and, for n € N,
Pn = gk A\, = 04K = Opn.
We write
p(A) =~y +07"\ for A >0,
and note that p(\,) =7+ p, € A and, since d*(7* —2y+ 1) —+% =0,
@ (p(\n)® = 2p(An) +1) = p(An)* = d*(2(y = 1)pu + p7) = 27p0 — £,
= —2dp,, + p2(d®> —1).
We compute that

Ph(pW) 1) (v =1)
1 X)\na )\n7 )\n77 = — 1 — =
dim X (A (), p(A), 0,0) = = lim =5 (A2 5s 2

—p(An)? + d?((1 = p(An))An + P(An)* = 2p(An) + 1)

)

d
2

lim X (A, p(An), p(A\),0,1) = lim

n—oo n—00 )\n
2 2 92 1) — 2
n—00 0pn
2
— d — 2971d = C_i7
1+4+d 2

lim X (A, p(An); p(An), 1,0) = lim PA)An + p(An)? — @ (p(Ma)® — 2p(An) + 1)

n—00 n—00 An
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— = i
T Opn

d

= 207t = —

v+ 5’
: : p(An) A ol d
lim X (A, p(An), (M), 1,1) = 1 - _ ¢
Jim X (An p(An), P(An), 1,1) = limy M(—2000) + M +2)  201—7) 2

We set (X,,,Y,) := (X),,Y),), so that
MXn+ Bi1(X,,Y,) =0 and \,Y, + By(X,,Y,) =0.
We have for any a € A,
X, + %161{31 bi(a, B, X, Y,) <0, and A,Y, + %léz? bo(a, B, Xp, Yy) <0,
and, in particular,
X + Iﬁnelllgl bi(p(A\n), B, X0, Y,) <0 and AY, + rﬁnelzrsl ba(p(A\n), By X, Yy) < 0.

We select 3, 1, Bn2 € B so that

M X + 01 (PAn)s B Xny Yn) <0 and A, Y, + ba(p(An), Br2, Xn, Y) < 0.
The comparison assertion of Proposition [, with A; = Ay = {p(\,)} and B; = {3,,}, yields

Xn < XA p(An), p(An), Brts Br2) and Y, <Y( A, p(An), p(An), B, Bn.2)-
Combining all together, we find that

limsup X,, < g

n—oo

In particular, we have

S8

(13) liminf X, < —.

A—0+

(\V]

To proceed the proof, we check the monotonicity of X (A, oy, as, 51, f2) as a function of g, as.

We use the notation: for Z =X or Z =Y,

alz()\u ay, Qg, 517 /82> - atZ<)\7 t7 A, 517 62)

)
t=o1

hZ (N, ay,as, B, B2) = 0 Z(N, aq,t, b1, [2)

t=a9
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By simple computation, we obtain

>N +2)(\ + o)
01 X (A 0,0) =— 0
1 ( , O, (g, U, ) )\(Oél+042—|—)\)2 < U,
d?oq (N + 2
62X<)\,Oél,042,0,0> = al( i ) >0

)\(041 + oo + )\)2 ’
()\ + ]_ — ag)(d2()\ + 2 — Ozg) + Oég)
)\(Ozl —042+)\+1)2
Oél()\ -+ d2<1 — Oél) + oy + 1)
)\(Ozl — Q9 + )\ + ].)2

81X()\, aq, g, 0, ].) = —

< 0,

< 0.

62X()\, q, g, 0, ].) = —

(14)
(A +ag)A+d*(1 —a) +ay +d* + 1)
91X (A 1,0) = 0
1 ( , O, (g, 7()) )\<&1_&2+)\+1>2 = ’
(1 —ay)(P\—ay +2) +ay)
X(\ 1,0) = 0
BX (A a1, as,1,0) AMag — as + A+ 1)2 -
A+2)A—ax+1)
X(A 1,1) =
61 ( , 1, Qg L, ) )\(—Oé1 —O[2+>\+2)2 > 07
X(A 1,1) = — :
82 ( , v, Qg L ) )\(—0[1—0[2+)\+2)2 <0
Now, set
10(d + 1
T %’ Pn = 4_n_K7 Hn = 27—p"’

and write ¢(\) =~ + 7'\ for A > 0. Note that

q(1nf2) =7+ Py Q(200) =7+ 4py,
d*(q(pn/2)* = 2q(pin/2) + 1) = q(pn/2)* = =2dp, + (d* — 1)},

d*(q(24n)* = 2q(241)* + 1) = q(2010)* = —8dp, +16(d* — 1)},

d*(q(pn/2)a(21n) = a1/ 2) = a(2pn) + 1) = 4(p1n/2)a(2p10) = —5dpn + 4(d* — 1)p}.

We compute by using the above equalities that

Tim X (40, q(pn/2), 4(2410), 0, 0) =
Plq(pn/2) = 1) . d*(q(pn/2) — q(2p0))

= — lim — lim

n—=00 q(pn/2) + q(2pn) 100 pn(q(pin/2) + q(24n))
d*(1—~) 3d* d 3dd—-1) d
= + ==+ >

2y 2y 2 20 2’
Tim X (40, q(pn/2), 4(p1n/2), 0, 1)

— lim d*(—q(un/2) + 1)

n— o0

11
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i 202 + P /2)? ~ 2(1/2) +1)

n— o0 [,Ln

20 d 3dd—1) d

2
= 1— - =y 7 _
A== =5+ @z 2
1,

Jim X, q(2pin), 4(241), 1, 0)

—q(2pn)* + d*(q(2pn)* — 2q(2pn) + 1)

= lim ¢(2u,) — lim

n—o0 n—oo Mn
. 8d_d 3dd-1) _d
R R TS R
Jim X(in, ¢(2pn), g1 /2), 1, 1)
— lim q(24n) + lim q(2pn) — q(pin/2)
n=00 —q(24n) — q(pn/2) + 2 n=00 tn(—q(2pn) — q(pn/2) +2)
Y 3 ~d 3d-1) _d
_2(1—’7)+27(1—7)_2+ 20 2

We set
Ty = mIn{X (ftn, (10 /2), 4(241), 0, 0), X (ptn, q(p1/2), ¢(110/2), 0, 1),
X(pny ¢(2pn), 4(2pn), 1, 0), X (pin; 4(20n), (11 /2), 1, 1)}
For any n € N, set ()?n, SA/n) = (X, Y,,) and note
,un)A(n + Bl()?n, }Afn) =0 and ,un?n + Bg()?n, }Afn) =0.

We select &y, 1, G2 € A and Bn,l, Bmg € B so that

~

,Mn)?n + bl (OAén,h Bn,la Xn7 ?n> - 07
,un?n + bQ(dn,Za Bn,Qa )?na }/}n) = 0
Accordingly, we have

Xn = X(/’Lﬂdé\én,l?@n,27/8n,17/8n,2> and Yn - X(/’LTIJ@n,17@n727/8n,17/8n,2>'

Note that q(pn/2), q(2p,) € A and that if t € (¢(un/2), ¢(2u,), then t € A. The monotonic-
ity of X (see (I4))) shows that for any a;,as € A, if a3 > q(p,,) and as > q(py,), then

X(,Mn, aq, 0o, 17 O) Z X(M?% Q<2:un)7 Q(Q,Un), 17 0) Z T,

if aq > q(p,) and as < q(py,), then

X(,unu aq, G2, 17 1) Z X(,Mn, q(2,un>7 Q<,un/2>7 17 1) Z T,



VANISHING DISCOUNT PROBLEM 13

if aq < q(u,) and ag > q(p,), then

X(,unu aq, 02, 07 0) Z X(,Mn, q(:un/Q)a q(2,un>7 07 O) Z T,

and, if a; < q(p,/2) and as < q(p,/2), then
X(pn, a1, 02,0,1) = X (A, q(pn/2), q(11n/2),0,1) 2 @y

Hence, we deduce that

A~

Xn = X(:unu @n,la &n,27 /Bn,la 6n,2) Z T

From these, we conclude that

liminf)/\(n > liminf z,, > —,
n—00 n—00 2

which ensures that

d
limsup X, > —.
A0+ 2

The proof is now complete. O

Proposition 5. We have

S d o d
Ay nd Bt =y

Proof. As in the proof of (I3), we set
4(d+1)
d—1"
Let X (a1, ag, 81, B2) be the function as in the proof of Theorem 2] (ii) for ay, as € (0, 1) and
b1, B2 € B. Noting that p(p) =~ + p € (0,1) and that

d*(p(p)® = 2p(p) +1) = p(p)* = &2y = Dp + p*) = 2vp — p’
= —2dp + p*(d® = 1),

0= and p(p) =~v+p forp>0.

we compute that

. . dOp(p(p) —1)  dF(y-1) d
: o =p(p)? + (1= p(p)ip +p(p)® — 2p(p) + 1)
pg%l+X(0p7p(p)vp(p)70a ]-) - pli}(r)lJr ep
2d d
=d*(1—~) = ===
d*(1—7) 7 =5

. . pBp+p(p)? —d(p(p)? —2p(p) +1)
pli)IgI+X<9p7p<p)7p(p)7170) —pll%l-i- ep

—
" pi%lJr 9p
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d

=y +207d =~

7+ >
. : p(p)fp g d
lim X (0 1,1) =1 — = -
Jim X (6p,p(p), p(p), 1, 1) S )+ 0p D) 20—7) 2

Thus, setting
z(p) = min{X(6p, p(p), p(p), 1,0), X (0p. p(A), p(A), 1,1),

X(0p,p(p),p(p),0,0), X(Op,p(p),p(p),0,1)},

we have

d
li = —.
pil(l)l—i— :L’(p) 2

For any A > 0, we select ay 1,2 € A and By 1, Sr2 € B so that
)\X)\ + bl(a)\,lu 6)\,17 X)n Y)\) = 07
AY) 4 ba(an2, Br2, X, Ya) = 0.

Accordingly, we have

X)\ - X<)\70{)\,17Oé)\,27/8)\,176)\,2> and Y)\ = X()\,Oé)\,l,(){)\72,6)\,1,/8)\72).

The monotonicity of X (see (I4])) shows that for any aq, as € A, if a1 > p(p) and as > p(p),
then

X<9p7 Qap, Oz, 17()) > X<9p7p(p)7p(p)7 170) > .T(p),
if aq > p(p) and s < p(p), then
X(epa a, (g, ]-7 1) > X(epap()‘)ap()‘)a 1a ]-) > x(p)a

if oy < p(p) and ay > p(p), then

X<9p7 a17a27070> > X<9p7p(p)7p(p)7070) > .T(p),

and, if oy < p(p) and ay < p(p), then

X<9p7 Qq, G, 07 1) > X(epup(p)7p(p)7 07 1) 2 .T(p)
Hence, we deduce that

Xgp = X(@p, Qp1,Qp 2, /Bp,la /Bp,Q) Z l’(p),

and conclude that
d
Himnf X0 2 i o(0) =5

which finishes the proof. 0
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