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An arc C is a collection of parameters b* (o =1,---, 7) on
an open set B and sets of functions ¥'(),a'(x) ¢=1, -, n;
h=1,..-,m) defined on an interval «' < < x> with %‘(x) con-
tinuous and %i(x), a*(x) piecewise continuous, The arc is admis-

sible if it satisfies the differential equations
yi:Pi(x,y’a) (7::1,"'9%>

on 2 < x < 2% and the end conditions

x* = X)), y'(x®) = Y*(b) (s=1,2.

The dot denotes differentiation with respect to . The problem
at hand is to find in a class of admissible ares C, an arc C,,
which minimizes the integral

1€) = o® + || £, v, 0

where P(x,y, a) and f(x,y, a) are assumed to be class C'/ for
(x,y,a) in an open set R while g(b), X*(b), Y**(b) are of class
C’’ on B. Under the added assumption that P(x, y, a) is Lip-
schitzian in y and a, the indirect method of Hestenes is used
to prove that the necessary conditions for relative minima of
the problem above, strengthened in the usual manner, yield a
set of sufficient conditions. This problem differs from that of
Pontryagin in the choice of (x,y, a) to lie in an open set.

DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION. The arec C will be denoted by
C: b, y(»), a(x)

and the minimizing arc will be called C,. A set of parameters & and
functions 7'(x), a*(x) is called a variation v and denoted by

7: B, (), a(x)

if 7'(x) are continuous and 7'(x), a*(x) are in L, on #* <& <2 The
variation v is differentially admissible if

7'7 = Pyﬂ?j + Paa’

along C, for almost all x on #* < 2 < 2°. Repeated indices indicate sum-
mation, It is admissible if in addition to being differentially admissible
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264 EDWIN H. MOOKINI

it also satisfies the variational end conditions
7@’) = {Y — ¢(a) X;}8° = Ci* 3 (s=1,2)

where the subscript o denotes the derivative with respect to b°.

2. Condition S. An admissible are

Cy: bo, Yo(®), ()

will be said to satisfy condition S if the following are true.

(a) ay(x) is continuous on X'(b) = & = X*b,).

(b) C, satisfies the first necessary conditions, i.e., the Euler
equations,

i x)y = —Hy,y(x) = H,;, Hp= 0
and the transversality condition
9o — [H(@) Xy — 2(@p) Y12 =

with zi(x) being continucus and having continuous derivatives on a
neighborhood of C,. The symbol [f(x*)]:=} means f(x%) — f(zY).

(e) C, is nonsingular, i.e., the determinant |H,| is nonzero
along C, where

H(xy Y, a, Z) = zi(x)Pi(x’ Y, a) - f(xr Y, a) .

(d) C, with z'(x) satisfies the strengthened condition II, of
Weierstrass, En(®, ¥, », ¢,2) = 0 whenever (z, y, p, 2) is near those on
C, and (z,y, ) # (%,y, ¢ in B. The E-function is given by

E’H(xy Y, D, q, Z) - —H(xs Y, q, Z) + H(QG, Y, D, Z)
+ (¢" — p")H(2, ¥, D, ?)

(e) For every nonnull admissible variation <, the second vari-
ation I(v) along C, is greater than zero where

12(7) - {gpcr - [H pr 2 Y;;
+ {H, — ¢ H X Xo + Ha(YrXs + Yo X)[zees”

— S:jza)(x, N, a)dx ,
20(x, 0, &) = Hyiiy'n' + 2Hign'a + Hppoa® .
(f) There is a neighborhood of C, in xy-space such that
|P(x,y, @) — Pz, Y, A) | <elly = Y["+ |a — A}, ¢ >0

holds for all elements (z,y,a), (x,Y, A) of R which have (v,y) in
that neighborhood.
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Unless otherwise specified it will be assumed that the arec denoted
by C, will satisfy condition S. The principal theorem of this paper can
now be stated and its proof will be given in § 7, using the results of
the intervening sections.

THEOREM 2.1, Let C, be an admissible arc on ' < x < a° satis-
Sying condition S. There is a meighborhood N of C, im b y-space
such that I(C) > I(C,) for all admissible arcs C with (b, y) in N and
(x,y,a) in R.

For future use it is convenient to state a theorem of Hestenes
[8, Theorem 5.1] as

THEOREM 2.2. Let C, be a nonsingular admissible minimizing
are satisfying condition II,. There is a neighborhood N, of C, in
b y a-space and a constant h > 0 such that

EH(xy Y, Dp,4q, z) 2‘ h’l(q - p)
for (x,y,p) in N, and (x,y, q) in R where

Hg—p)=V1+]g—p}i—1
and |q — p| = the length of the vector q — p.

3. I*(C). Let C, be a nonsingular minimizing arc and define
22
EE«D::SIEQKDdx
22
= [ {~H@ + He) + @ — e Hu(a)ds

where the missing arguments are (x, y(x), 2(z)). Choose a function
I*(C) so that
I(C) = I*(C) + E3(C) .

It follows from the definitions of I(C) and E3(C) that
I*(C) = g(b) + [ (x*)y'(x*)]i2

—szwﬂ@+HM%%JH%M—MWM%%%@MW
Since E3%(C,) = 0,

I(C) — I(Cy) = I*(C) — I*(C,) + EZ(C) .

From the definition of I*(C),
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I*(0) — I*(C)) = {g®) — 9}
+ [#(@*)yi(®) — ' (@h)ya(wd) izt
X2y )
— @ — v + H)
3 1) x1(d)
@ — H{y) + {&" — a}Ha(y))dw
x2)
=%+ Hode
X4(bg)
ey
+ 7 i+ e
X(bg)
where the missing arguments in H are (z, &, 2). The following result

can now be proved.

THEOREM 3.1. Let C, be a mnonsinguler admissible minimizing
arc satisfying condition Ily. For every & > 0 there exists a con-
stant 0 > 0 and a neighborhood F' of C, in by-space such that

[ I*(C) — I*(Cy) | < efl + EZ(C)},

for every admissible arc C in F whose endpoints are in a d-neigh-
borhood of these on C,.

Given ¢ > 0, 6 and a neighborhood N, of C, in b y-space can be chosen
such that from equation (3.1),

B2 |1M0) — 1€ | < || 1@ — allHu(e, v, 0, )| + <

for all ares C with (b, ¥) in N,. Since H (2, ¥y, a,, 2) = 0, it follows
that for € > 0 a neighborhood N, of C, in b y-space can be chosen so
that

(3.3) | Ho(@, 9, @0, 2) | < &
for all ares C with (b, %) in N,. From Theorem 2.2,
EH(C) = hl(q - ]0) > h{la - aol - 1}
and
a— a| = 2 {BalC) + 1}
This together with inequality (3.3) yields
HX {a* — altH (z, y, a,, 2)dx l < alrd| ¢ — a,|dx
x! x1

(3.4) .
< ﬁ{Eﬁ(C) + h(x* — aY)} .
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Choose ¢, such that &(x* — 2') < ¢/2 and ¢,/h < &. If in addition F' is
taken to be the smaller of the neighborhoods N, and N,, the theorem
follows readily from inequalities (3.2) and (3.4).

THEOREM 3.2. Given a constant ¢ > 0 there are positive con-
stants 0, 0 and a meighborhood F of C, in b y-space such that for
every admissible arc C in F satisfying theorem 3.1, I(C) > I(C,) — o.
If E}C)=p, then I(C) < I(C) +o. If E3;C)= 20, then I(C) >
I(C,) + o.

The definition of I(C) and Theorem 3.1 yield
—e+ {1 — gE%(C) < I(C) — I(Cy) < & + {1 + eEZ(C)

for all admissible ares C with (b, ¥) in F. The theorem follows im-
mediately from the proper choice of ¢ and p.

4. Extension of the arcs C, and C. We shall extend the arcs
C,, C to lie on a fixed interval ¢' < & = ¢* containing X*(b)) < z < X?(b,)
and X'(b) =« =< X*®b). The equation

(4'1) Hah(xy Y, a, Z) =0

has a solution y = y(x), @ = a,(x) corresponding to the minimizing arc
C,. By the nonsingularity of C,, there is a solution @ = a(x, y,z) of
equation (4.1) which is continuous and has continuous derivatives in a
neighborhood of C,. Further, on X!(b,) < 2 < X*b,), a(x, ¥,, 2) = ay(x).
By an imbedding theorem [2, pp. 196] the equations

¥ = H/(z, 9, o, ¥, 2))
Z2= ~Hﬂ(x7 Y, a’(x! Y, z))

have a solution y = ¥(x), z = Z(x) on e' = x < ¢* such that ¢! < X'(b,) <
X*(b) < € and F(x) = yo(%), 2(x) = 2(x) on X'(b) <z =< X*b,). The
arc C,,

Co: by, (2), a(x) = a(z, F(2), 7))

coincides with C, on z! < x < 2?, is defined on the larger interval
et < <e¢ and is therefore an extension of the arc C,. Since this
extension is unique, the extended arc will be denoted by C,,

Co: b, Yo(®) = J(), ay(x) = a(x) .

If an admissible are C lies in a sufficiently small neighborhood of C,
then e' = X'(b) < X*b) < ¢* and the arc C may be extended uniquely
to the interval ¢' < & < ¢* by requiring that a(x) = a,(x) where it is
undefined and that ¥ = P(z, v, a(x)) also holds on the extension. The
extended arc will also be denoted by C.
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This method of extension will be used throughout the rest of the
paper. In the formulas for I(C) and I*(C) it will be understood that
the integrals will be evaluated on the interval 2! < x < 2* and not on
the extended interval. An exception to this convention is made in
the formula for K(C, C)) which is discussed in the next session.

5. The function K(C,C,). To measure the deviation of com-
parison ares from the minimizing are, we shall define a funection
K(C, C,)) where C,C, are the unique extensions of admissible ares
given in the last section as

K(C,C) = b~ b, + max |y@) — y@) + | fa — a)ds
with
e —a)=vV1+]a—a —1.
Since a(x) = a,(x) on the extension,
Sjl(a — aydr = g:?l(a — a)dx
and Ey(C) is not changed by extending the interval.

THEOREM b.1. Let C, C, be extensions to ¢ < x < ¢* of an admis-
sible arc and a nomsingular mintmizing arc respectively. For every
e > 0 there is a b y-neighborhood of C, such that K(C,C,) < ¢ for all
arcs C in that meighborhood satisfying Ej5(C) < g/2.

By Theorem 2.2 and the hypothesis,
€ ot
£ > Bi(C) > W la — a)d .

Choose a neighborhood of C, in b y-space such that

b=+ max [y(o) — pie) [ < ZL_2E

In that neighborhood,

KC.Cy< 2h—De | e _
(, 0)< oh +2[’b [

and the theorem is proved.

THEOREM 5.2. Let C, be the extension of an admissible arc and
let the sequence {C,} of such extended arcs have the property that given
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a netghborhbood F of C, in b y-space there is an integer q, such that C, is
wm F for q > q. If limsup,_.. I(C;) < I(C,), then lim,_.. K(C,, C;) = 0.

If F' is the neighborhood in Theorem 3.2 and E3(C,) = 20 for
q> q,,0>0,I(C)) > I(C,) + 0 which contradicts the hypothesis that
lim sup,-.. I(C,) < I(C;). Hence, E;(C,) < 20 < ¢/4. Theorem 5.1 as-
serts that K(C,, C,) < ¢ for arbitrary ¢ > 0 and the theorem is proved.

THEOREM 5.3. The sequence of arcs {C;} in Theorem 5.2 has the
property that {b;} converges to b,, {yx)} converges uniformly to y,(x)
and {a,(x)} converges almost uniformly in subsequence to a,(x).

Since lim,_., K(C,, C;) = 0, it follows that
lim [b, — b,[°=0,

lim max |y,(x) — y(@) =0,

g=o0 elgzge

and
(5.1) lim Sell(aq —a)de=0.

The first two of these equalities give the convergence properties of
the sequences {b;} and {y.x)} respectively. Suppose now that there
is a subset S of ¢! < # < ¢ of positive measure, m(S) > 0, such that
for any integer ¢, there is a ¢ > ¢, for which [a,(2) — a)x)| >0 >0
for all # in S. Then, since l(a, — a,) = 0 for all ¢, it follows that

S‘?(aq — a)dz = Ssl(aq —a)de > VI F o —1m(S) > 0

for infinitely many ¢’s. This contradicts equation (5.1) and the sequence
{a(x)} must converge in measure to a,(x) on ¢' < x =< ¢°. There is then
a subsequence, call it {a,(x)}, which converges almost uniformly to a,(x)
on ¢' <« < ¢ and the theorem is proved.

THEOREM 5.4. Let {C;} be a sequence of extended arcs having
the convergence properties of the last theorem. Given a constant
© > 0 there is a constant 0 > 0 and an integer q, such that if M 1s
a subset of et < x < € of measure at most 6 and q = q, then

0= S L(@)de <
M
where l(x) =la, —a) +2=1+V1+ [a, — a[.

By the definition of [,(x),
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S L(@)de < 26 + S ey — a)da .
M M

If ¢, is chosen so that K(C,, C,)) < p/2 for all ¢ > ¢, and ¢ is chosen
to be p/4, the right side of the desired inequality is proved. The
proof is completed by noting that [, (x) = 0. We have just proved

that S l{x)dx is an absolutely continuous function of M uniformly
M
with respect to q.

6. Variations 7, 7. Let k, be the positive square root of K(C,,C,)
and define a variation v, as follows.
— bq _ bo

Yot By = 1—2, nq(x) =

Yo(2) — yol@) () = o) — ay(®)
i —_— ql’ EEe——

]Cq kq

For a sequence of arcs C, with the property that lim,... K(C,, C)) = 0
it will be shown that the sequence of variations {v,} converges in sub-
sequence to a variation v, which is admissible on ' <« < 2®. From
the definitions of v, and K(C,, C)) it follows that

(6.1) &l a1+ | 1S g = 1

Since each term is nonnegative.

(6.2) 1B P=1,
(6.3) max [7(2)[' =1,
and

? lag) P
(6.4) &elmdx =1.

Using these inequalities we shall obtain several theorems, the first of
which is

THEOREM 6.1. Let {C,} be a sequence of extended arcs for which
lim,, K(C,, C)) = 0 and B, = (b, — by)/k,. The sequence {B,} converges
i subsequence to a parameter B,

This follows immediately from inequality (6.2) and the Bolzano-
Weierstrass theorem.

THEOREM 6.2. Let {Cj} be the sequence of arcs in the previous
theorem and olx) = (ax) — alx))/k,. There is a function a,x) in
L, on e < x < € such that the sequence {a,(x)} converges weakly in
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subsequence to a,(x) tn L, on every measurable set M on which a,x)
converges uniformly to a,. Moreover, for every bounded integrable
function g(x),

&2 &2
(6.5) lim S @e@)ds = S @)@ .
From inequality (6.4) and the inequality of Schwarz,

|Sﬂaq(m)dxr =< SM lazgg‘ dmg lLx)da < S L(x)da

for all measurable subsets M of ¢! < x < ¢*. Hence

lim S a(x)de = 0

m(M)=0 JM

by Theorem 5.4 and X aq(x)dx is absolutely continuous in M uniformly
with respect to ¢. In alzidition equation (5.1) and the deﬁnition of I (x)
imply that there is an integer ¢, such that for ¢ > ¢, S 1,(x) is bounded.
Hence {aq(oc) | dx is bounded. Banach {1] proved that there is an in-

tegrable functlon ay(x) such that the sequence {a,(x)} satisfies equation
(6.5) for all bounded integrable functions g(x).

Now let M be a subset of ¢ =< 2 < ¢* on which {a,(x)} converges
uniformly to a,(x). For x in M there is an integer ¢, such that for
q > q, l{x) < 3. Thus S lag(x)Pde < 3 for all ¢ > ¢,. Banach [1,

M
p. 130] showed that for a sequence of functions {a,(x)} in L, satis-
fying this last inequality, there is a function a.(x) in L, to which
{a(x)} converges weakly in L, in subsequence on M, Consequently,

3 = lim inf SM; a, @) [P de = SM‘ @) P de .

Since this holds for every set M as above, we have S | (x) Pde < 8
and az) is in L, on ¢' < 2 < ¢’. The theorem is thus proved.

THEOREM 6.3. Let {C,} be the sequence of arcs im the previous
theorem and let N (%) = (Yo(x) — yo(%))/k,. There exists a function 1(x)
whose derivative N,(x) s wn L, such that the sequence {n,(x)} converges
uniformly to 7(x) on e <z < € and {,(x)} converges weakly in L,
to N(x) on every measurable set M on which {a,x)} converges uni-
formly to ayx). Moreover,

lim S:iy(m)f?q(x)dx = Sjy(w)f%(x)dx

for every bounded measurable function g.
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Applying the Lipschitz condition of condition S to equation (6.1),
we get

|Bult + max | 7u(e) P+ Sel“i"((”))' de <1+ 521“7“((2))] dz

Since max,ic,<.2 | 7,(®) | = 1 and l,(x) = 2,

* | Do) * e Lip oy —
Sel ) dw<2§eldx—2(e. e) =c¢,,

a constant. Hence,

[ By [P+ max|77(9c)|Z g 'v”(x)ldoc <l+4eg.
¢ et ly(x)
By an argument similar to that for the sequence {«,(x)} it follows that
there is a function 7,(z) in L, to which the sequence {7,(x)} converges
weakly. Hence,

(6.6) lim Sifyq(t)dt - S”lfyo(t)dt

uniformly on e' <z < €*, Let
i@ = C281 + | Aot .

Since lim,_.. 9,(X*(by)) = n(x), it follows from (6.6) that the sequence
{n.(x)} converges uniformly to 7(x) on e' < 2 < ¢* and the theorem is
proved.

THEOREM 6.4, Let {C;} be the sequence of extended arcs for which
lim,—., K(C,, C;) = 0 and define the variation v, as above. The sequence
of variations {7, converges in subsequence to a variation v, which s
admissible on x* < x < «°,

Let v, consist of the parameters 8, and the funections 7,(x), ()
of the preceding three theorems. That v, is a variation follows directly
from the definition of a variation and the properties of 8,, 7,(x), and
a(x). The variation v, will be admissible if it is differentially admis-
sible and satisfies the endpoint equations in § 1. Let M; be a subset
of #* < « < 2* on which {a,(x)} converges uniformly to a,(x) and whose
complement relative to 2! < x < «* has measure less than J,6 > 0. By
Taylor’s theorem,

Yo — Yo = Pyilyi — yi} + Puola; — ai} + Ry,
the arguments of P,i;, P,» being (x, ¥,, a,) and
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|Re| = efl 90 — %ol + |@ — a0}

on M where ¢,— 0 as ¢ — . Then

mﬂ mmw=hm§umm+Pmmm+nmglﬁm,
9=c0 JMy 9=00 JMg g=co ) kq

Since the last integral on the right is bounded and ¢, —0 as ¢— oo,
it follows from Theorems 6.2 and 6.3 that

gbmmzﬂmm+mmm
My My
and v, is differentially admissible. The endpoint conditions on an
admissible are yield
yi(@*) — yo(@i) = Y(b) — Y*(b) .
Expressing the left side as y,(2°) — yo(@°) + yo(2®) — yo(2f) and dividing
by k., we get
(@) + 9ie) X (008 = Y (0)6;
where
wp = xs + 0,(x° —x),0< 6, <1
b, = by + 0,(by — by), 0 < 0, < 1.
When ¢ — <>,
7i@s) = {Y° — 9. X185 = CiBs
and v, is admissible,
7. Proof of the sufficiency theorem. Two theorems involving

I*(C,) and E3(C,) will be proved, then they will be used to obtain
a proof of the sufficiency theorem of § 2.

THEOREM 7.1. Let C, be an admissible arc on x* < x < * satis-
fying condition S. If for awny integer q there s an admissible arc
C, # C, in the 1/q-neighborhood of C, such that I(C,) = I(C,) then

tim LG Z L) — L1) 4 2" Hosnabatds

g=o00 kg
Applying Taylor’s theorem to the right side of equation (38.1) for
I*(C) — I*(C,) and dividing by k% we get equations (7.1) to (7.4)

7_1 g(bQ) _ g(bo) — l 0 _l . o R
(7.1) S kquﬁ’q + 50 B; + Ry
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where | R, | < &,|8, ] and lim,_..&,, = 0. The derivatives are evaluated
at b = b,.

2@ Y (b,) — 2'(xi) Y(by) _
i Tk

+ %[E"Y“X;X; FA{YEXE - YEXS

[z Y‘LS Ys+z1st]%_‘
(7.2)

+ 2 Y X5 + 2 YSIZ88T + Ry
where |Ry| < €y |B® and lim,...&, = 0. Again the derivatives are
evaluated at b = b,.
]g@% W) + (HG, g, a0, 2) — Hz, g1, a0, )
(7.3) + (@b — af)Ho(, Yo, @, 2)}da
= L Bz + Hyamatlao + | Bude

21

where | Ry | < €% > and lim,.. &, = 0. The derivatives Hiyi, Hyig
are evaluated along C,.

2lb) ;
S\ H@, w0, )
q VP00
= (0 + Hiz, v, @, 2) X6
(7.4) ! y
E i + H, + Haal + H,Z2} X X1367
1 1 a o' |
I E‘{‘f 2/ "+' H}X[)(r( Tyl R4'I

where | Ry | < €| B¢|* and lim,_. ¢, = 0. All the terms on the right are
evaluated along C, at x = X'(b,). A result similar to this also holds for
the integral remaining in the expression for (I*(C,) — I*(C,))/k? with
R,, as the error in place of R, The deﬁmtlon of R,, and the bound-

edness of |7, |* yield the fact that hmg R, dx = 0. Substituting equa-

tions (7.1) to (7.4) into equatlonq (?3 1), applying condition S and a
theorem of Hestenes {7, Lemma 6.3] we get the desired result.

THEOREM 7.2. Let C, be an admissible arc satisfying condition
S. Let {C;} be admissible arcs related to C, as described in the last
theorem and chosen so that the corresponding variation v, defined
previously converge to a variation v, as described. Then
2

llmlnfEH(C")+ S VH adatds = 0.
k‘q 2 Jalvy
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For large ¢, E4(C,) > 0 for C,= C,. Applying Taylor’s theorem to
Ey(C,) it follows that

@) TGz L{ pe, 0, dadeids + | Ruds
k2 2 Ju b

where M is a subset of #' < z < 2* on which {a,(x)} converges uniformly

to a,(x). Since lRﬁq{ < &y |y |* and lim,_ &, = 0 it follows from the

boundedness of S la, | d that th Roydz = 0. Now

g=co J i

I

Ha,hak(xy Yq, aOy z)a;ba{;dx

Hahak(x: Yoy Ao, z)a{;a{fda;
(7.7

Il

[
]H BO | bt N[H
l‘-—’; E’“ ey

{H R k(x Yqy Qo, Z) Hahak(m, Yoy Qo, z)}a;ba{;dx

_ %Lﬂahak(x, Yo, T, DYt — atat}da .

22
From the continuity of H,,» and the boundedness of S 1| a, P de we get

Iims (Hol2, Yo, G0, 2) — Haroe(@, 4o, @0, 2)}cbeide = 0 .
M

g=co

The last integral in equation (7.7) can be written as
| Hocdatde = | Hoadat - athas — afjdo
+ | Hoslatat + alatjds — SMHakukagagdx .
Since {a,(x)} converges weakly to a,(x) on M,

lim inf S — iHahaka;’aZ;dx = ———I-S Hwatakde
J=c0 M 2 2
(1.8)
+ lim inf S ——H sl — alMat — aiddz .

g=c0

Therefore, from (7.6), (7.7) and (7.8),

lim inf EHIEC'?) — S H oot cdkdas

(7.9) 1
= lim inf S — E-Hahak{ati; — aiHal — ag}dx .
M

g=co

Since C, satisfies condition II, with multipliers z(x) it also satisfies
the strengthened condition of Clebsch,
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Hwpmhnd < 0

in a neighborhood of C, for all (x) # (0). Hence the last integral in
(7.9) is nonnegative and the theorem is proved for every subset M on
which {a.(x)} converges uniformly to a,x). Let M, be the complement
of M on 2 <2 =<2’ Then

S H ool — S Hoaltakds + S H, b akde .
M My

Since the integrand H,i,.«alaf is integrable on 2! < 2 < «?, the last
integral of the preceding equation must go to zero as the measure of M,
tends to zero. Thus the theorem is proved over z' <z =< 2. We
now turn to the proof of Theorem 2.1, Suppose it is false. For any
integer ¢ there is an admissible are C, = C, in the 1/g-neighborhood
of C, such that I(C,) < I(C,). From equation (3.2) and Theorem 7.1,

1 v E%(C)
(7.10) 0= L(v) + = 3 H rapbolkdy + lim inf 22274 e
g=co
q
which implies, by virtue of Theorem 7.2, that I,(v,) < 0. Statement (e)
of condition S requires that 7, must be null. Consequently I,(v,) =0
and

22
S Hypuoatide = 0.
By Theorem 2.2 and the inequality (7.10),

0= hm 1nf Ei(Co) = hlim mf Sz Mdm
ok ) )

q
which is impossible because of equation (6.1). Hence v, %= 0 and the
assumption that I(C,) < I(C,) is false. This proves the sufficiency
theorem.
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