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Abstract

In this note we show how one can obtain results fromntalela calculus from
results on thealelta calculus and vice versa via a duality argument. We provide
applications of the main results to the calculus of varr&ion time scales.
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1 Introduction

Thetime scale delta calculugas introduced for the first time in 1988 by Hilger [9]
to unify the theory of difference equations and the theorditierential equations. It
was extensively studied by Bohnér [4] and Hilscher and Zefd®] who introduced
the calculus of variations on thiene scale deltaalculus (or simplydeltacalculus). In
2001 thetime scale nabla calculu@r simply nablacalculus) was introduced by Atici
and Guseinov [2].

Both theories of thelelta and thenabla calculus can be applied to any field that
requires the study of both continuous and discrete datainktance, th@ablacalculus
has been applied to maximization (minimization) problem&conomics([1,2]. Re-
cently several authors have contributed to the developwofaht calculus of variations
on time scales (for instance, se&[3,11, 12]).

To the best of the author’s knowledge there is no known teglato obtain results
from the nabla calculus directly from results on theelta calculus and vice versa. In
this note we underline that, in fact, this is possible. Wewsltiat the two types of
calculus, thenablaand thedeltaon time scales, are the “dual” of each other. One can
reciprocally obtain results for one type of calculus frora tither and vice versa without
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making any assumptions on the regularity of the time scaled (vas done iri [8]). We
prove that results for theabla(respectively thelelta) calculus can be obtained by the
dual analogous ones which will be in thelta(respectivelynabla) context. Therefore,
if they have already been proven for tHelta case (respectively theelta), it is not
necessary to reprove them for thablasetting (respectivelpabla).

This article is organized as follows: in second section wéere some basic defini-
tions. In third section we introduce tlgeial time scales. In the fourth section we derive
a few properties related to duality. In the fifth section watestthe Duality Principle,
which is the main result of the article, and we apply it to a Bxamples. Finally, in the
last section, we apply the Duality Principle to the calcud@isariations on time scales.

2 Review of basic definitions

We first review some basic definitions and hence introduck tygtes of calculus (for
a complete list of definitions for théeltacalculus see the pioneering book by Bohner
and Peterson [5]).

A time scal€T is any closed nonempty subsebf R.

Thejump operatorsr, p : T — T are defined by

o(t)=inf{s € T:s>t}, andp(t) =sup{seT:s <t}

with inf () := sup T, sup ) := inf T. A pointt € T is calledright-densef o(¢) = t,
right-scatteredf o(t) > ¢, left-densef p(t) = ¢, left-scatteredf p(t) < t.

Theforward graininess: : T — R is defined byu(t) = o(t) — ¢, and thebackward
graininessy : T — R is defined by (t) =t — p(t).

Given a time scalél, we denotel™ := T \ (p(sup T),sup T}, if supT < oo and
T":=Tif supT = o0. AlsoT, := T\ [inf T,o(inf T)) if inf T > —oco andT,, =: T
if inf T = —oo. In particular, ifa,b € T with a < b, we denote bya, b] the interval
[a, b] N T. It follows that

[a,b]" = [a, p(b)], and [a, b)), = [o(a), b].

Of courseR itself is one trivial example of time scale, but one couldakkeT to
be the Cantor set. For more interesting examples of timeseed suggest reading [5].
Let f be a function defined offi, we say that:

Definition 2.1. f is rd-continuous (or right-dense continuous) (we wfite C,,) if itis
continuous at the right-dense points and its left-sideddiexist (finite) at all left-dense
points; f is lId-continuous (or left-dense continuous) if it is contus at the left-dense
points and its right-sided limits exist (finite) at all rigtiense point.



2.1 Definition of derivatives

Definition 2.2. A function f : T — R is said to bedeltadifferentiable at € T if for
all e > 0 there existd/ a neighborhood of such that for some, the inequality

|f(a(t)) = f(s) —alo(t) — )| <elo(t) — s,
is true for alls € U. We write f2(t) = a.

Definition 2.3. f : T — R is said to beleltadifferentiable orl' if f : T — R is delta
differentiable for allt € T*.

It is easy to show that, if is deltadifferentiable orT, then the following formula
holds

fo=f+uf®,

wheref? = f o o (the proof can be found in[5]).

Definition 2.4. A function f : T — R is said to benabladifferentiable at < T, if for
all e > 0 there existd/ a neighborhood of such that for somg, the inequality

|f(p(t) — f(s) = Blp(t) — s)| <elp(t) — s],
is true for alls € U. We write ¥ (t) = .

Definition 2.5. f : T — R is said to benabladifferentiable ol if f : T — R is nhabla
differentiable for allt € T,..

It is easy to show that, if is nabladifferentiable oril’, then the following formula
holds

fr=f-vf,

wheref” = f o p (this formula can be seen in/[1]).

Definition 2.6. f is rd-continuoushydelta differentiable (we writef € CL) if f2(¢)
exists for allt € T* and f> € C.,4, andf is Id-continuouslynabladifferentiable (we
write f € C}) if fV(t) exists for allt € T;, andf¥ € Cyg.

Remark2.7. If T = R, then the notion ofleltaderivative anchabladerivative coincide
and they denote the standard derivative we know from catchlowever, whefl = 7Z,
then they do not coincide (se€ [5]).



3 Dual time scales

In this section we introduce the definitionddial time scales. We will see that our main
result develops merely from this basic definitiondé@altime scale is just the “reverse”
time scale of a given time scale. More precisely, we defins folows:

Definition 3.1. Given a time scal& we define the dual time scdl& := {s € R| — s €
T}.

Once we have defineddual time scale, it is natural to extend all the definitions of
Sectior 2. We now introduce some notation regarding theespomdence between the
definitions on a time scale and its dual.

Let T be a time scale. Ip ando denote its associated jump functions, then we
denote byp ands the jump functions associated . If © andv denote, respectively,
theforward graininessandbackward graininesassociated t@, then we denote by
andr, respectively, théorward graininessand thebackward graininesassociated to
T*.

Next, we define another fundamental “dual” object, i.e.,“theal” function.

Definition 3.2. Given a functionf : T — R defined on time scal& we define the dual
function f* : T* — R on the time scal&™* := {s € R| — s € T} by f*(s) := f(—s)
forall s € T*.

Definition 3.3. Given a time scal& we refer to thaleltacalculus (respnablacalculus)
any calculation that involveseltaderivatives (resmabladerivatives).

4 Dual correspondences

In this section we deduce some basic lemmas which followyefiem the definitions.
These lemmas concern the relationship betwhexiobjects. We will use the following
notation: given the quintuplél, o, p, i1, v), whereT denotes a time scale with jump
functions, o, p, and associatetbrward graininessu and backward graininess, its
dual will be (T*, 5, p, i1, ) whered, p, i1, and? will be given as in Lemma4l2 and 4.4
that we will prove in this section. Alsd) andV will denote the derivatives for the time

scaleT andA andV will denote the derivatives for the time scalé.

Lemmad4.l.1f a,b € Twitha < b,
([av b])* = [_bv _a]'
Proof. The proof is straightforward. In fact,

s € ([a,0])* iff —se€la,b] iff se[-b —al



Lemma 4.2. Giveno, p : T — T, the jump operators fof, then the jump operators
for T*, 6 andp : T* — T*, are given by the following two identities:

o(s) = —=p(=s),

p(s) = —o(—s),
forall s € T*.

Proof. We show the first identity. Using the definition and some sevgiyebra,
o(s)=inf{—weT: —w< —s}=—sup{veT:v<—s} =—p(—s).

The second identity follows similarly. ]

Lemma 4.3. Given a time scal&, then
(T*)* = (T*)x, and (T,)* = (T")".

Proof. We first observe thatup T = — inf T".
If supT = oo, then
(T%)" = (T)" = (T")x.

If sup T < oo, then
(T)* = (T\ (p(sup T), sup T])* = T\ (p(sup T), supT))* = (T*),.
Similarly, (T,,)* = (T*)".

Lemma 4.4.Givenyu : T — R, the forward graininess of, then the backwards

graininess ofT*, v : T* — R, is given by the identity
v(s) = p*(s) for all s e T

Also, givenv : T — R, the backward graininess d@f, then the forward graininess of
T*, i : T" — R, is given by the identity

ia(s) = v*(s) for all s e T*.
Proof. We prove the first identity, the second will follow analoglyuget s € T*, then

D(s) = 5 — pls) = s + 0*(s) = (s).



Lemma4.5.Givenf : T — R, fis rd continuous (resp. Id continuous) if and only if its
dual f* : T* — Ris Id continuous (resp. rd continuous).

Proof. We will only show the statement for rd continuous functioagtee proof for Id
continuous functions is analogous. We first observetlal is a right-dense point iff
—t € T* is a left-dense point. Alsgf : T — R is continuous at iff f*: T* — R is
continuous at-t. Let f : T — R be a function, then, the following is true:

f T — R isrd continuous ifff is continuous at the right-dense points and its
left-sided limits exist (finite) at all left-dense point$ jf* is continuous at the left-dense
points and its right-sided limits exist (finite) at all rigiénse points ifff* : T — R is
Id continuous. ]

The next lemma linkslelta derivatives tonabla derivatives, showing that the two
fundamental concepts of the two types of calculus are, inr@icesense, the dual of
each other. In fact, this is the key lemma for our main results

Lemma 4.6.Let f : T — R be delta (resp. nabla) differentiable &t € T" (resp. at
ty € T,), thenf* : T* — R is nabla (resp. delta) differentiable att, € (T*), (resp.
at —t, € (T*)"), and the following identities hold true

FA(t) = —(f)¥(~to) (resp. f¥(to) = —(f*)* (o)),
or, ) )
FA(to) = —((fH)V) (to) (resp. fY(to) = —((f)*)*(t0)),
or, ) )
(2 (=to) = =((f)V)(—to) (resp. (fV)*(—to) = —(f*)*(—t0)),
whereA, V denote the derivatives for the time sc@land A, V denote the derivatives
for the time scalél™.

Proof. The proof is trivial but for the sake of completeness we wiitevall the details.

We will prove that if f : T — R is deltadifferentiable at, € T", thenf* is nabla
differentiable at-t, € (T*),. Let f : T — R bedeltadifferentiable at, € 7". Then
for all e > 0 there existd/ a neighborhood of, such that the inequality

|[f(o(to) = f(s) = f2(to)(o(to) — 5)| < elo(to) — s,

is true for alls € U. Next, using LemmBa 412, as well as the definition of dual fiomct
f*, we rewrite the above inequality as

[F(=p(—t0)) = (=) = F2(to) (=p(~t0) — 5)| < e| = p(~to) — s,

forall s € U. LetU* be the dual ot. Lett € U*, then—t € U. Hence, by replacing
by —t, we obtain

[(F*(p(=t0)) = f*(£) = F2(to)(—p(—t0) + 1) < €] — p(—to) +1],



|F*(p(—to)) — f(t) = (=2 (o)) (A(—to) — )| < elp(—to) — 1.
By definition, this implies that the functiofi is nabladifferentiable at-¢,, and
(F)¥ (o) = =S (t0)-

Analogously, it follows that, iff : T — R is nabladifferentiable att, € T.., then
f*: T — Ris deltadifferentiable at-t, € (T*)", and

()2 (~to) = — 17 (to).

The next two lemmas link the notions 6f, andC;, functions.

Lemma 4.7. Given a functiorf : T — R, f belongs taC?, (resp.C},) if and only if its
dual f* : T* — R belongs taC;, (resp.C.,) .

Lemma 4.8. Given a functionf : T — R, f belongs taC),, (resp.C.,,) if and only if
its dual /* : T* — R belongs taC), (resp.C,,,) .

In the following example we derive a well known formulas fargatives. We will
deduce the formula for theabladerivative using the one for thaeltaderivative.

Example 4.9. (Formula for derivatives.)

It is well known (seel[4]) that iff is deltadifferentiable oril', with 1, the associated
forward graininess, then the formula holds

fot) = f(t) + u(t) f2@t) for all t € T", (4.1)

wheref? = foo.

We will use it to derive the analogous formula for tiebladerivative. Suppose that
h is nabladifferentiable ol , with v its associated backward graininess, then its dual
functionh* is deltadifferentiable orill*. Hence, we apply (4l1) tb*:

(R*)7(s) = h*(s) + fi(s)(h*)(s) for all s € (T*)". 4.2)
We observe thati = v*, while (h*)” = h” by Lemma[4P, and Lemnia 4.4, with
h? = ho p, and(h*)* = —hY by Lemmd4.5. So,
hP(t) = h(t) — v(t)hY (t) for all t € T,. (4.3)

We recall that this formuld (4l.3) has appeared inrthblacontext in [1].
Next, using Lemm&a4l5 and Lemimal4.6, we show in the followirappsition how
to comparenablaanddeltaintegrals.



Proposition 4.10. (i) Let f : [a,b] — R be a rd continuous, then the following two

integrals are equal
b —a
[ rose= [ pevs
a -b

(i) Let f : [a,b] — R be ald continuous, then the following two integrals are dqua

[ rwwi= [ roas

Proof. Proof of (). By definition of integral,
b
/ f(t)At = F(b) — F(a), where F’
is an antiderivative of, i.e.,

F2(t) = f(2).

We have seen in Lemmia 4.6 thayf*(s) = (F*)*(s) = —(F*)@(s). Also, again by
definition,

/ P (s)Vs = G(—a) — G(—b), whereG

is an antiderivative of*, i.e.,
G (s) = f*(s).
It follows that: G = — F™* + ¢, wherec € R, and

—a b
/_ PV = —F¥(—a) + F(=b) = ~F(a) + F(b) = / f(D)AL.
Proof (iz). We apply(i) to f*,
| revs= [urwve

Since(f*)* = f, (i7) follows immediately. ]

5 Main Result

The main result of this article will be the following DualiBrinciple which asserts that
given certain results in theabla (resp. delta) calculus under certain hypotheses, one
can obtain the dual results by considering the correspgndiiral hypotheses and the
dual conclusions in thdelta (resp.nablg) setting.



Given a statement in thdelta calculus (respnabla calculus), the corresponding
dual statement is obtained by replacing any object in thergstatement by the corre-
sponding dual one.

Duality Principle For any statement true in the nabla (resp. delta) calculuthetime
scaleT there is an equivalent dual statement in the delta (respa)atalculus for the
dual time scalér™.

In the next example we further illustrate how the Dualitynéiple applies.

Example 5.1. (Integration by parts.)

We show how the Duality Principle can be applied to prove thegration by parts
formula. Indelta settings the integration by parts formula is given by théofeing
identity:

| r0g0at = f0)90) - fg@ - [ Ao oan 6

for all functionsf, g : [a,b] — R, with f, g € C?,.

Now, leth,j : [a,b] — R, with h,j € Cj,, then, the dual functions*, j* :
[—b, —a] — R are inC},.

Next, we will apply the identity((5]1) td* and;*:

/_ G 0A = B (—a)j* (—a) — B (—b)j*(~b) — / (A0 G (DAL

b —b

The LHS of the last identity can be written as:

| reuresi=- [ airwii=- w56 62
becauséh j¥)*(t) = h*(t)(jV)*(t) = —h*() ()2 (2).
The second term in the RHS can be written as:

—a N . b N . b
| ureuymac= [raryevs=- [ 6revs 63)
because of the identity(*)7)*(s) = j*(s).

To obtain the desired formula we substitute the RHS ofl (;1:3he integration by
parts formulal[(5.]1):

/ h(s) 57 () (s) = —h(a)j(a) + h(b)j(b) — / WY ()7 (5)Vs. (5.4)

a

It follows that the identity[(514) is the integration by maformula for thenablasetting.
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6 Application of the Duality Principle to the calculus of
variations on time scales

6.1 Euler-Lagrange equation

We consider the Euler-Lagrange equation using the idenfitroposition 4.10. We
will use Bohner’s results in [4] in thdeltasettings to prove similar results in thabla
settings as done in|[1] (one could also do the vice versa).adew a few definitions.

Definition 6.1. A function f : [a,b] — R belongs to the spac€}, if the following

norm is finite: || f||c1. = ||f|lo,, + max |f2(¢)|, where||f|lo, = max |f7(t)]; also,
rd te[(l,b]ﬂ te[(l,b]”

a functionf : [a,b] — R belongs to the spac€}, if the following norm is finite:
1 fllez, = [1fllog + max [f¥(2)], where||f|lo; = max |f7(1)].

t€la,b]x t€la,b]x
Definition 6.2. A function f is deltaregulated if the right-hand limif (¢+) exists (fi-
nite) at all right-dense pointse T and the left-hand limiff (t—) exists at all left-dense
pointst € T; f is regulated if the left-hand limif (¢+) exists (finite) at all left-dense
pointst € T and the right-hand limif (¢—) exists at all right-dense points= T.

Definition 6.3. A function f is deltapiecewise rd-continuous (we wrifee C,,4 ) if it

is regulated and if it is rd continuous at all, except pogs#tinitely many, right-dense
pointst € T; f is nablapiecewise Id-continuous (we write € C,4 ) if it is nabla
regulated and if it is |d continuous at all, except possillyigely many, left-dense
pointst € T.

Definition 6.4. f is deltapiecewise rd-continuously differentiable (we wrjtec C;Td)
if fis rd continuous and® € C,,4; f is deltapiecewise ld-continuously differentiable
(we write f € C;ld) if fisId continuous ang™ € C,,.

Definition 6.5. Assume the functiod, : T x R x R — R is of classC? in the second
and third variable, andd continuous in the first variable. Them, is said to be a weak
(resp. strong) local minimum of the problem

Ly) = / Lty (1), 7> O)AE y(a) = . y(b) = 6. 6.1)

wherea, b € T,witha < b; o, 5 € R,andL : T x R x R — R,
if yo(a) = a, yo(b) = B, andL(yo) < L(y) forally € Cpywith y(a) = a, y(b) =
Band|ly — yollca, < d (resp.||y — yollo,» < ) for somes > 0.

We refer to the functior. as to the Lagrangian for the above problem. Moreover,
if L = L(t,z,v), thenL,, L, represent, respectively, the partial derivativeq.ofith
respect ta, andz.
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Definition 6.6. Assume the functio. : T x R x R — R is of classC? in the second
and third variable, andd continuous in the first variable. Them, is said to be a weak
(strong) local minimum of the problem

£(h) = / L(s, h(s), h¥(s))Vs  h(c) = A, h(d) = B, (6.2)

wherec, d € T,withc < d; A, Be R,andL: T x R x R = R,
if yo(c) = A, yo(d) = B,andL(yo) < L(y) forally € Cywithy(c) = A, y(d) =
Band|ly — yollcz, < 6 (resp.||ly — yol[o, < 0) for somes > 0.

Definition 6.7. Given a Lagrangiarl. : T x R x R — R, we define the dual (corre-
sponding) Lagrangial* : T* x R x R — R by L*(s,z,v) = L(—s,z,—v) for all
(s,z,v) € T* x R x R.

As a consequence of the definition of the dual Lagrangian aopdBitionl 4.10 we
have the following useful lemma:

Lemma 6.8. Given a Lagrangiarl : [a,b] x R x R — R, then the following identity
holds:

—a

b ~ N
/ Lit, (1), > (1)) At = / L*(s, (4")°(s), (5)¥ (5)) Vs,

a —b

for all functionsy € C,([a, b]).

Next theorem is a result by Bohneér [4] in one dimension (tiselite we will present
can be obtained without this restriction, but we prefer cingethsion to have an imme-
diate comparison with the results [d [1]).

Theorem 6.9. (Euler-Lagrange Necessary Condition in Delta Setting), lis a (weak)
local minimum of the variational problern (6.1), then the éftllagrange equation

L3t yg (), 55 (1) = Lao(t,y5 (1), 45 (1)), forall t € [a,b]",
holds.

Now, we will use Bohner’s theorem to prove the Euler-Lageeguation in the
nabla context. We recall that the Euler-Lagrange equation inrthkla context was
shown in [1]. Here we will reprove it using our technique. $8J see Remarfk 6.111.)

Theorem 6.10.(Euler-Lagrange Necessary Condition in Nabla Settingy, i a local
(weak) minimum for the variational problefn (5.2), then thedf-Lagrange equation

Ly (s, (50)°(s), (50)" (5)) = (Lw)" (s, (0)°(s), (50) " (5)) forall s € [e,d],,

holds.
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Proof. This theorem is essentially a corollary of Theoileni 6.9. &ijads a local mini-
mum for (6.2), it follows from LemmB6l8 that is local minimum for the variational
problem

~

(£)(9) = /_;CE*(t,g&(t),gA(t))At g(=c) = A, g(=d)=B, (6.3

whereg € C},.

The variational probleni{(6l.3) is the same[as](6.1) for therhagianL* (with a =
—d, b = —¢, a« = B andf = A). Hence, we can apply Theordm16.9. The Euler-
Lagrange equation for the Lagrangiahis given by :

(L) (8 (5)7 (0, @)™ (0) = Lyt (38)7 (1), (5)2 (1), forall t € [~d,—]".
(6.4)
Our goal is now to rewritéd (614) for the Lagrangianlt is easy to check that:

Li(t,z,v) = —Ly(—t,z,—v), and Li(t,x,v) = L.(—t,z,—v),

whereL,, is the partial derivative of, with respect to the third variable. Let us substitute
x by (73)%(t), andv by ()2 (1), in the previous identities. We get:

Li(t, (5)° (1), (5)2 (1) = —Lu(—t, (50)"(—1), (50)¥ (1)),
and ) ) ) )
LAt (55)7 (1), (55)2 (1) = La(—t, (50)"(—t), (%) ¥ (—1)).
From Lemma 46, it follows that:
g2t) =pY(=t) forall te[—d, —",
where
g(t) = Li(t, (55)° (1), 55)2 (1)) and p(—t) = Lo (~t, (50)° (1), (50) ¥ (~1)).
Next, lets € [c, d],, and set-t = s. Then by [(6.4),
pY(s) = La(s, (50)"(s), (50)¥ (s)), (6.5)

and, finally, revealing the definition of from (6.3) we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tion in thenablasetting:

Ly (s, (50)°(s). ()" (5)) = (Lw)" (5, (0)°(s), (50)" (5)) forall s € [c,d]..
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Remark6.11 Theorenl 6.10 states the same result as the main theoremmprof4.
The only difference is the interval of points for which thel&tlLagrange equation
holds. In fact, since iri[1] the interval of integration ftwetLagrangian i§?*(a)), p(b)],

it follows from our results that the Euler-Lagrange equatias to hold in the interval
[*(a)), p(b)]. and not[p(a)), b] as in [1]. This claim can be also justified by noticing
that, in order of applying Lemm 1 in [1], the test functions have to vanish at the limit
points of integration. Another observation about suchrirsiewvas pointed out iri |6].

Remark6.12 Theoreni 6.10 can be easily generalized to the higher-oedeits of [12]
by applying our Duality Principle to the results in [7].

6.2 Welerstrass Necessary Condition on Time Scales

We first review a few definitions. Let be a Lagrangian. LeE : [a,b]" x R* — R be
the function defined as

E(t,z,r,q) = L(t,z,q) — L(t,x,r) — (¢ — r) L.(t,x, 7).

This functionE is called the Weierstrass excess functiorLof
The Weierstrass necessary optimality condition on timéescaas proven in the
deltasetting in [11]. Their theorem states as follows:

Theorem 6.13. (Weierstrass Necessary Optimality Condition with Delt#i8g). Let
T be a time scaleg andb € T, a < b . Assume that the functiob(¢, z, r) in (6.1)
satisfies the following condition:

p)LE, 2,y + (L= y)r2) < p(t)y Lt z,m) + p(t)(1 =)L 2, ms),  (6.6)

foreach (¢t,z) € [a,b]" x R, all r1,7, € R,y € [0, 1].
Letz be a piecewise continuous function.zlfs a strong local minimum fof(6l.1),
then
E[t, 7°(t),z°(t),q] > 0 forall t & [a,b]" and q € R,

where we replace®(t) by z°(t—) and z°(t+) at finitely many points wherez®(t)
does not exist.

Let F be the Weierstrass excess function of

Theorem 6.14.(Weierstrass Necessary Optimality Condition with Nabltisg). Let
T be a time scaleg andb € T, a < b . Assume that the functioh(t, z,r) in (6.2)
satisfies the following condition:

v(t)L(t,z,yry + (1 —y)ra) < v(t)yL(t,z, 7)) + v(t)(1 — ) L(t, x,73), (6.7)

for each (¢,z) € [a,0], x R, all ri,ro € R,y € [0,1].
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Letz be a piecewise continuous functionzlfs a strong local minimum for[(6].2),
then
Elt,z"(t),zV(t),q) > 0 forall t¢€[a,b], and ¢ € R

where we replace” () by zV(t—) and z¥ (t+) at finitely many point¢ wherez" (t)
does not exist.

Proof. Let L* be the dual Lagrangian df. It is easy to prove (similarly as we did in
Theoreni 6.10, although hefgs a strong minimum), that* is a strong local minimum
for (6.1). Then,[(6.7) can be written on the dual time s@&las

() L* (s, @, —yry — (1= 9)ra) < (s)yL* (s, 2, —r1) + fi(s)(L — ) L* (s, 2, —12),

foreach (s,z) € [-b,—a]" xR, all r;,ry € R,y € [0, 1].
We recognize that the last inequality is the samd_as (6.6hevoieni 6.113 for the
Lagrangian.*. Hence, we apply Theorem 6]13,

E*[s, (%) (s), (2)2(s),q] > 0 forall s € [-b,—a]" and ¢ € R,

whereE* is the Weierstrass excess function/ot
Also, we notice that

E¥[s, ()7 (s), (2)2(s), 0] = E[=s, ()7 (s), ()" (s), —],

whereFE is the Weierstrass excess function/of
Finally,

E[t,z"(t),z"(t),—q] >0 forall ¢ € [a,b], andall ¢ € R,
because ) A
()% (s) = 2°(—s), and (2*)2(s) = —z" (—s).

We observe that, the fact that we can replace
0

by
zV(t—) and zV(t+) at finitely many pointst,

where
zV (t)

does not exist, follows as well from Theorém 6.13. n
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Based on the above definitions, remarks and lemmas we sumamarthe following
table for each “object” its dual one. Naturally, this tablayrbe extended to more

objects.

Table 1: Dual objects

Object Corresponding dual object
T T
f-T—-R fF-T" =R
T =R f:T—-R

to right-dense (left-dense)

—t, left-dense (right-dense )

to right-scattered (left-scatteredl)

—t, left-scattered (right-scattered)

v v(=p"), ((=v")
a,p p(=—0%),o(= —p’)
/2 (to) — (") (—to)
/Y (to) — (") (—to)
/2 (to) —((f)Y)* (to)
(f2)"(~to) —((fH)V) (o))

[ €Ca(feCh)

[T €Cu(fT€Ca)

feCy(feCy)

I* Eclld (f* Gq}d)

f 6 C(prd ( f € C(pld)

f*ecpld(f*ecprd)

rd (f € Coa) f*eclld(f*eclrd)
/ Fat F(s)Vs
L:TxR*—R,L(tzv) L*: T x R? —» R, L*(s z,w)(= L(—s,z, —w))
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