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The first order obstacle problem min{u: + H(Du), g(x) —u} = 0, u(T,z) = g(x) has a Hopf
formula in the case when g is convez. It was first derived by A.Subbotin [11]. The case when
g is continuous but the Hamiltonian H is convex is considered here. The corresponding Lax
formula is derived to be

u(t,z) = sup inf {g(y)_(T_t)H*(y—CL')}

yeRn t<T<T T—1

a1 fte e -0 -0}

This formula is shown to provide a viscosity solution of the obstacle problem. The argument
to derive and prove this is based on optimal control in L.
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1. Introduction

The classic important Lax formula for the solution of

ur+ H(Du) =0, (t,z) € [0,T) xR", w(T,z) =g(x), v € R" (1)
is ult,7) = sup {9 -0 -nH (3=) ). (2)

where ¢ is assumed at least continuous and H: R®™ — R is assumed convex,
continuous and coercive, i.e., H(p)/|p| — oo as |p| — oco. Here

H*(y) = sup{p-y — H(p)}

peER™

is the Fenchel conjugate of H. If ¢ is assumed Lipschitz, then so is u. If g: R™ —
[—00,00) is assumed merely upper semicontinuous and g(x) < C(1 + |z|) for
some C' > 0, then u is also upper semicontinuous, bounded from above by a
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function of linear decay, and the unique upper semicontinuous viscosity solution
of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Refer to [2, 3, 9, 12, 13, 11], and the references
there for the large literature devoted to this problem. Notice however that the
problem usually considered in the literature is forward in time and is the forward
Cauchy problem u; + H(Du) = 0,u(0,z) = g(x) and the Lax formula is u(t, z) =
inf ern{g(y) +tH*((x —y)/t)}. Many authors have considered and used the Lax
formula in various contexts. For example, the Lax formula is essential in the
duality theory of optimal transport [14].

If one instead assumes that ¢ is convex and H is Lipschitz, the Hopf formula for
the explicit solution of (1) is given by

u(t,z) = sup{y -z —g*(y) + (T —t)H(y)}, (3)

yeRn

Bardi and Evans [3], Evans [9], were the first to prove that this function provides
a continuous viscosity solution of (1). This formula too has been extended to
quasiconvex or quasiconcave and semicontinuous data. Refer to [1] for details
and the most general results.

In both the Lax and Hopf formulas, spatial independence of the Hamiltonian
is essential. The formulas have been extended to include ¢ dependence and u
dependence, but this typically involves more assumptions. See T.D. Van [12] for
a short survey of Hopf and Lax formulas and some further results. Refer also to
[1] for results with semicontinuous as well as quasiconvex data.

Many important problems in calculus of variations and optimal control (see, for
instance [2]), such as optimal stopping problems, or problems in L*> control lead
to Hamilton-Jacobi equations which are obstacle problems of the following type

min{u; + H(t,z,u, Du), g(t,x) —u} =0, w(T,z) = g(T, x). (4)

Specifically, this problem arises as the Bellman equation for certain types of
calculus of variations or optimal control problems in L>, see [6]. These are
generalizations of deterministic optimal stopping problems in that the obstacle is
allowed to depend on the control. In [7], we studied the obstacle problem from the
point of view of a Hopf formula assuming the obstacle was convex (or concave).
The first derivation of the Hopf formula for the first order obstacle problem was
given by Subbotin in [11]. In this paper the Lax formula is derived assuming the
Hamiltonian H is convex. In the following subsection we discuss this obstacle
problem and how the Lax formula is obtained.

1.1. Lax From Hopf
In 1995, A. Subbotin [11] considered the obstacle problem

min{u; + H(Du), g(z) —u} =0,
(t,x) €[0,T) x R", u(T,x) = g(x), x € R"
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with g a convex function. Subbotin proved, by using his theory of minimax
solutions, that the function w is given by a Hopf formula

u(t,z) = sup {p-x — g"(p) + (T' = t)H(p) A O}. (6)

peER”™
We use the standard notation that a Ab = min{a, b} and a Vb = max{a,b}. Also,
B, (x) denotes the open ball centered at z of radius r > 0.

On the other hand, if g is concave, the Hopf solution of (5) is given by
ut,z) = nf {p- @ —g.(p) + (T — ) H(p) A O} (7)

We will provide a proof of this claim below and refer also to [7] for Hopf formulas
for convex single obstacles and double obstacles.

Assume H: R" — R is continuous and ¢g: R® — R is continuous on dom(g) =
{z| —o0 < g(z) < +oo}.

For the convenience of the reader we provide the precises definition of viscosity
solution.

Definition 1.1. A locally bounded function u: [0,7] x R® — R is a wiscosity
subsolution of (5) if (to,zo) € argmax{u — ¢}, u(ty,x0) = ¢(to, xo), for some
@ € C, implies that

min{ ey (to, zo) + H(Dyp(to, o), g(xo) — ulto, zo)} > 0.

The function u is a supersolution of (5) if (ty, zo) € argmin{u—¢} and u(ty, o) =
©(to, zo), for some p € C*° imply that

min{ ¢ (to, zo) + H(Dyp(to, z0), g(x0) — u(to, zo)} < 0.

Theorem 1.2. If g: R" — R s concave, the unique viscosity solution of (5) is
given by the Hopf formula

ut,2) = inf {p-z —g.(p) + (T — ) H(p) A 0}
= (9:(p) = (T = t)H(p) A 0).(2), (8)
where g.(p) = inf ern(p -z — g(x)) is the Fenchel concave conjugate of g.
Proof. We begin by showing that w is a supersolution. Set
u(t,zip) =p-a — gu(p) + (T = )H(p) A0 € C'((0,T) x R"),
for each p € R", and u(t,z) = infyegn v(t, 2;p). Fix the point (¢,x). Without
loss of generality we may assume u(t,z) < g(z) — /2 for some 6 > 0 since if

u(t,x) > g(x) it is immediate that u is a supersolution and there is nothing to
prove.



344 E. N. Barron / Lax Formula for Obstacle Problems
Choose p € R" such that u(t,z) > v(t,z;p) — 6 /4. Then, assuming H(p) > 0,
g9(x) =0/2 > u(t,x) > o(t,z;p) = 0/4 =P —g.(p) + H(P) NO(T' — 1) = 5/4
=Pz —g.(p) = 0/4 > g(x) = /4,

a contradiction. Therefore, u(t,z) = inf{v(¢,x;p) | p € R", H(p) < 0} whenever
u(t,z) < g(z). Therefore, since v, = —H (p), D,v = p, we have v, + H(D,v) =0
on {(t,z) | u(t,x) < g(x)}. This implies that v is a supersolution, for each p of
v+ H(Dyv) =0 on {(t,x) | u(t,x) < g(z)}. Since the infimum of supersolutions
is a supersolution, we conclude that u(t,z) = inf, v(¢,z, p) is a supersolution of
problem (5).

Next, to show that w is a subsolution of (5), we use the fact that u is concave.
Let (to,z9) € (0,7) x R™ and wu(ty,z9) > —oo. Since u is concave, for any
(pe,pz) € DVu(ty,xg) C —0(—u(ty,xg)), where D' u denotes the subdifferen-
tial of u (see [2], for instance), and (—u) denotes the convex subdifferential of
the convex function —u,

u(t, z) < u(to, o) + pe(t — to) + pu(x — z0), V(t,z) € (0,7] x R". (9)
Set t =T to get

g(x)+H(pe) N0 (T —to) < ulto, vo)+(T—to)(pe+H (pz) AN O)+pe - T—pa - To,
9(%)=pe - T+pe - o+ (T — to) H(pz) N O — u(to, v0) < (T'—to)(pe+H(pz) AO).

Now take the supremum over x € R" to get
0 < po - 2o = gu(pa) + (T' = t0) H(p2) A O — u(to, wo) < (T —to)(pe + H(pz) N 0),

since u(to, z9) = infpern{p - o — ¢:(p) + (' — to)H(p) A 0}. We conclude that
pt + H(p,) A0 > 0 and then p; + H(p,) > 0. Next,

ulto, zo) = inf {p 20 = g.(p) + (T —to) H(p) A O} < 1nf {p w0 — 9.(p)} = g(20).
so that g(xo) — u(to, z9) > 0. We have proved

min{p; + H(p.), g(xo) — u(to,z0)} >0, (pr,pz) € D ulto, xo),
which means that u is a subsolution of (5). O]

Remark 1.3. To summarize the result, we see that if g is convex, the Hopf
solution of (5) is

u(t,z) = sup {p-x —g"(p) + (T —t)H(p) A O}

= (9°(p) = (T =) H(p) N 0)"(x), (10)

while if g is concave, the unique solution of (5) is
u(t,z) = pie%fn {p-x—g.p)+ (T —t)H(p) NO}

= (9«(p) = (T'=t)H(p) A 0).(). (11)
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We will now derive the Lax formula for the obstacle problem (5) by using a
minimax formal interchange. A similar interchange gives the duality between the
classical Hopf and Lax formulas. We begin with the Hopf formula for concave g.

u(t,z) = nf {p-2 —g.(p) + (T — ) H(p) A 0}

= inf inf sup {p-ox—(p-y—g(y) +(—-1)H(p)}

pGR" tSTST yeRn

a2 A AR

= yseuﬂg tgl?iTplerﬁﬁf" {p . (SL’ — y) + (7' - t)H(p) + g(y)}

= sup inf {g(y) —sup {p-(y—x)— (1 —t)H(p)} }

y€ER™ t<r<T peER™
) y—x
= sup Inf { — 7‘—tH*< >}
sup dnf, 9(y) = (T = OH

The interchange of the inf, and sup, in the fourth line is unjustified. The inter-
change in the second line is justified because of separated variables. Interestingly,
beginning with the Hopf formula for concave g, we may drop the concavity of g
and arrive at a Lax formula for convex H. A similar formula will result if we begin
with the Hopf formula for convex ¢g and interchange the infimum and supremum.
Specifically, we have

u(t,r) = sup {p-x — g.(p) + (T —t)H(p) A0}

peER™

— inf inf {g(y)—(T—t)H*<y_x)}’

yER" t<r<T T—1

after going through a similar unjustified interchange. Now starting with the
assumption of a convex g, we obtain a formula involving a concave H.

In this short paper we will prove that

u(t,z) = sup inf {9(9) — (T - t>H*<y = j>}

yeRn t<r<T T —

= sup_inf, {o(r +y(r 1) ~ (7 ~ DH" ()}

is indeed the viscosity solution of (5). Also, the supremum may be replaced by
maximum and the infimum may be replaced by minimum.

2. A Lax formula for upper obstacle problems

We consider the first order Hamilton-Jacobi obstacle problem

min{u, + H(Du), g(z)—u} =0, (t,2)€[0,T)xR", u(T,z)=g(z), xeR". (12)
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Given a convex Hamiltonian H: R® — R, we define the Fenchel conjugate by

H*(z) = sup{p -z — H(p)}.

peR?

The goal is to explicitly solve the problem (12) by deriving a Lax formula for
u. This will be done by constructing a control problem for which u is the value
function with data g and running cost H*.

Consider the control problem

)= swp int doter) — [ cts) as). (13)

cezft,r)tsT<T

where Z[t,T] is the class of all measurable functions (: [t,7] — R"™ which are
almost everywhere bounded. For a given control ( € Z[t,T], the trajectory
§:[t,T] — R™is given by £(s) = ((s), t <s < T, &(t) =z € R".

For R > 0 we set Zg[t, T| as the class of control functions ( € Z[t,T| such that
IC(s)] < R, for almost every t < s < T.

We will assume throughout this paper that

H
H:R" — R is convex, lim (p) = 400, (14)
=0 [p]

and g: R" — R is uniformly Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant L,.

Now we show that in view of (14) we may in fact restrict the control functions
to Zg[t,T)] for all large enough R.

Lemma 2.1. There is Ry > 0 such that for all R > Ry,

wto)= sup af fote(r)) — [ ) s} (15)

¢ezplt,r)tsT<T

Proof. First, choose ((7) =0 in (13) to get {(7) = = and

u(t,z) > inf {g(x) — (r — ) H"(0)} = g(z) — (T — t)H*(0) V/ 0.

T <r<T

Consequently ¢g(z) < u(t,z) + (T —t)H*(0) Vv 0.

Next, since H(p)/|p| — oo as |p| — oo, this is also true for H*(p) and therefore,
there is M > 0 such that

2] > M = H*(z) > 2(L, + 1)|2|.
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Now we estimate for each ¢ such that |((7)] > M, t <7 < T,

nt, fotern - [ et ash

<, Lot + Lfe(r) ~ ol - [ 22,0k s}

t<r<T

<o)+ it {2, [Tlewlas— [z, Dol as)

=g<x>—/t (L, +2)[¢(s)] ds

u(t, ) —|—/t H*(0)VO0— (L, +2)|¢(s)| ds

u(t,z) for |((s)] > %, <s<T.
Therefore, for Ry = max{[i(o—m, M} we have (15) for all R > Ry. O
9
Now for fixed R > 0 define the value function
u®(t,z) = sup inf {9(5(7)) — /T H*(¢(s)) ds} . (16)
cezpltT] t<T<T ]

Theorem 2.2. The function u® is the unique continuous viscosity solution of

min{u’ + max(D,u” - » — H*(2)), g(z) — u®} =0,
|z|I<R (17)
(t,) € [0,T) x R" and u'(T,z) = g(x).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof in [6, Theorems 3.2 & 4.2]. To make
this paper self-contained and for the convenience of the reader we will provide the
proof of this theorem. The proof is based on the following dynamic programming
principle.

Lemma 2.3. The function u® satisfies

ul*(t, x su in 7)) — e s)) ds
)= st (ot = [ ) as)

A (u(t+5,§(t+5))—/:MH*(((s)) ds). (18)

Proof. Let ¢ € Za[t,T], (1 = g] € Zplt,t + 6], G = g( € Zplt + 6,T).
[t,t+6] [t+0,T)
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Let &(+) be the trajectory associated with (. We have

tggTﬂgv»-ilTﬂwgwnds
= min (_int o6~ [ BN do, ot ater) = [ Ao i)
i (tgiléﬁﬁg(&m) - / CH(G(s)) ds
. s
L 960 — | HG)) ds - / H(Cy(s) ds)

= i (KEEH )= [ G s

ul(t +0,&(t +0) — / H*(Ci(s)) d )
< s _jmin (oo = [

u(t+6,&(t +0) — / H*(¢ ())ds)

Consequently,  ufi(t,z) < sup min< inf / H*(¢

CEZR[tt+0] tSTSt-Hs

u(t+6,&(t +0) —/t H*(((s)) ds) .

For the reverse inequality take arbitrary controls ¢; € Zg[t,t+6], (s € Zg[t+0, T
and define

Cz{g’ F<T<t+6 (e Zit T

(o, t+6<T7<T’
Let & = ¢,£(t) = . Then,

win (_int a(e(r) ~ [ #(G(5) ds
T t+6
t+6igf<Tg(§(T)) - [ @i [ ) o)
= inf /H* ) ds < ufi(t, ).

t§T<T

Since (o € Zg[t + 6, T] is arbitrary, this implies

win (_int a(e(r) = [ 1 ((s) ds

t+6
uP(t+ 0,6t +0)) — /t H*((1(s)) ds) < ufi(t, z).



E. N. Barron / Lax Formula for Obstacle Problems 349

Finally, taking the supremum over (; € Zglt,t + 0] we obtain (18). O

Once we have (18) the argument to prove that uf® is a viscosity solution of (17)
is as follows.

First, the fact that (t,z) — uf(t,z) is Lipschitz continuous is proved exactly as
in [6] and is omitted.

If uf is not a supersolution, then let u* — ¢ achieve a strict zero minimum at
(to, xo) with ¢ € C* and

min{ep; + lrrllgwé(wa 2 — H*(2)), g(zg) —uf} >~>0

at (to, o) for some v > 0. This implies that for some z, |Z| < R, we have
¢t(to, To) + Dyp(to, wo) -2 — H*(2) 2 7/2> 0 (19)

and g(wo) > u'(to, o) + 7. (20)
Using continuity we may assume that

wi(t, ) + Dop(t, v) - 7 — HY(Z) 2 7/4, (21)
and, since H*(Z) < +o0,

g(x) = (t = to) H*(2) > u"(to, 7o) +7/2, (22)
for any (t,z) € Bs(to, zo) for some ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.

Set ((7) = Z and 5(7’) = ((7),t < 7,&(t) = x0. Choose § small enough so that
(1,€(7)) € Bs(to,x0),to <1 < to+ 6. From (21) we have

pi(1,€(7)) + Daip(7,6(7)) - (1) = H(C(T)) = 7/4, o <7 <lo+0.  (23)

Integrate from tq to tg + d to get

to+0

@(to +6,&(to +9)) — ¢(to, zo) — H*(¢(s)) ds > dv/4.

to

R

Since (tg, xo) € arg min(u® — ) and uft(tg, o) = @(to, xo) we have

to+0

ul(to 4+ 6,&(tg +6)) — u(to, mo) — H*({(s)) ds > 6v/4.
Consequently,
to+o
uf(ty +0,&(tg + 6)) — i H*(C(s)) ds > u(tg, xo) + 67/4. (24)

to

Using (22) we have

g(€(r)) — / "H(C(s)) ds = Pty w0) + /4, to <7 < to+ 6.
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This implies

inf {g@m) - [ ds} > uM(ty x0) + 6v/4. (25)

to<t<to+d

Putting together (24) and (25) and taking the supremum over ¢ € Zglto, to + 9]
we obtain a contradiction of (18) and conclude that uf is a supersolution.

We have left to prove that uft is a subsolution of (17).

Suppose u® is not a subsolution. There is (tg, 7¢) and ¢ € C* such that uft — ¢

achieves a strict zero maximum at (o, zo) and

min { o +max (D 2~ H'(2), g(z0) = u} < —y

at (1o, o) for some v > 0. Since it is always true that u?(ty, r¢) < g(xo) we have

ot (to, o) + g@% (Da(to, zo) - 2 — H*(2)) < —7.

By continuity, there is o > 0 such that

©i(s,y) + max (Dap(s,y) -2 — H*(2)) < —7v/2, (s,y) € Bs(to,70).  (26)

Choose arbitrary ¢ € Zg[to, T]. and trajectory € = ¢, &(ty) = xo. Thereis a 6 > 0
so that (7,&(7)) € By(to, o), to < 7 <ty + d. Therefore, by (26),

oi(7,€(7)) + Dap(,£(7)) - C(7) — H*(((7)) < =7/2, to ST <to+6. (27)
Integrate to get

to+0

u(ty + 0,&(to +6)) — ul(to, z0) — H*({(s)) ds
to+6
< p(to +6,&(to +6)) — p(to, zo) — H*(¢(s)) ds < —67/2,
and so
to+0
ul(tg 4 6,&(tg + 6)) — H*(¢(s)) ds < u¥(ty, o) — 6 /2. (28)

to

Next, there are two possibilities

TIRPCOE [ ) dsh > o) <0 0/2, (29)

to<7<to+6

or

inf {g<§<f>> - / H*(((5)) ds} < ul(to,0) ~ 572, (30)

to<t<tp+d
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In case (30) holds, combining (30) with (28), we get

(nt L foteon = [ asf)

to+0

A (uR(to +9,&(to +9)) — H*(((s)) ds) < ufl(ty, 20) — 6 /2.

to

Since ( is arbitrary, taking the sup.cz,p,1+e) We immediately obtain a contra-
diction to (18).

In case (29) holds, using (28),

to<T<to+d

nr {atetrn - [ s} > (g a0) ~ 67/

to+o
> ult(ty + 6, &(tg 4+ 6)) — H*(¢(s)) ds

to

so that

(,ntoter) - [ ) A (a4, 600 ) - ") )

to STStD"F(S to

to+9
=uf(ty +0,&(to + 6)) — : H*({(s)) ds < uf(tg, 20) — 0 /2.

to

Taking the supremum over ¢ € Zg[to, to + 0] we conclude

Wtz = s (| g(e(r) - [ e )

(E€ZRlto,to+8] \to=T<to+d
to+0

A (uR(to +8,&(to +6)) — H*(¢(s)) ds) < u(to, m9),

to

a contradiction. We conclude that uf? is a viscosity subsolution of (17) as well.

Finally, the uniqueness of the viscosity solution of (17) may be proved directly
by slightly modifying the proof of [6, Theorem 4.2], or, since the Hamiltonian of
this problem is continuous, applying standard uniqueness theorems for Hamilton-
Jacobi equations as in [2, Theorems 3.12, 4.11] or [10]. O

Lemma 2.4. We have u(t, z) = limg_,oo uf(t, 2) and u is the unique continuous
viscosity solution of (12).

Proof. It is clear that since Zg[t,T] C Z[t,T)] for all R > 0, we have uf(t,z) <
u(t,z). Also, R, < Ry implies u®* < uf2. According to Lemma 2.1, there is R,
so that R > R, implies u® = u and we conclude that uf* * .
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According to Theorem 2.2 we know that u’ is the solution of

min{u+ Hp(Du®),g—u} =0, (t,)€[0,T) x R*, v*(T,z) = g(x), z€R",
where the Hamiltonian for the problem with control set Zg[t, T is

Hp(p) = \Iﬁ?ﬁ(p z— H"(p)).

We have that Hg(p)  H(p) as R — oo. Consequently, by basic stability results
in viscosity solutions [2, Prop 2.2], since u®  u as R — oo, u is the unique
continuous viscosity solution of (12). O

Now we may prove the Lax Formula for (12).

Theorem 2.5. Assume H: R" — R satisfies (14) and g: R" — R is Lipschitz
continuous with Lipschitz constant Ly. The unique uniformly continuous viscosity
solution of (12) is given by

u(t,x) = sup inf (g(z>_(7_t)H* (Z—x))

2eRn t<TT T—1
ZSSR%JEET {g(z 4+ 2(r —t)) — (t — t)H*(2) }. (31)

Proof. Choose z€R" and ((s) =z so that {(s)=z+z(s—t),t < s < T. Then

ulto) = sup Jut, (ot = [ aicon o)
> inf {g(x+2(r—1)) = H*(2)(r = )}.

t<r<T

Since this is true for any z € R",

u(t,z) > sup inf {g(z+z(r —t)) — H*(2)(r — 1) }.

2eRn t<T<T

On the other hand, by Jensen’s inequality

{g T—tT_t/ H*(¢ }
_cezuﬂtégT{g (r=tH ( —t/C )}

inf < g(¢ —t)H" )=
EZ[t T] t<7<T T —1

=sup inf {glz+z2(r—1))— (1 —t)H*(2)}.

LeRn t<T<T

u(t,z) = sup inf
CEZ[t T] t<T<T

The proof is complete. [
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Remark 2.6. Observe that if H(p) > 0, then u(t,z) = g(z) is the unique solu-
tion of (5), so this result is of interest only if H also takes on negative values.

Corollary 2.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.5 we have

u(t,z) = max min {g(g) —(r—t)H"* (z — :17)}

z€R™ t<7<T T—1
= max min {g(z +2(1 —1)) — (1 —t)H*(2)}. (32)

Remark 2.8. If the obstacle problem involves a lower obstacle as in
max{u; + H(Du), g(z) —u} =0,
(t,x) €[0,T) xR", (T,z) = g(x), v € R",

then, if H is assumed concave, H,(p) = inf,cgn {p- 2 — H(2)}, we have

ut,z)= inf  sup {g<5<r>> - [ ) ds} ,

CEZ[t,T] t<r<T

where £(s) = ((s),t < s < T,&(t) = x € R™. Arguing as before we get the Lax
formula

u(t,z) = inf sup {g(x+z2(t—1t)) — (r—t)H"(2)}

ZER™ y<r<T

) z—x
— zlerllgnéggf {g(z) — (r—t)H, (T—t)}'

From this formula we may again formally derive the associated Hopf formula as
follows:

u(t, ) = inf sup {g(z)_(T_t)H* (Z—x)}

zER™ t<r<T T—1

= inf sup g(z)— qiergn {¢-(z—2z)— (T —t)H(q)}

2€R™ y<r<T

= inf supg(z) —q-2+q-2+ (T —t)H(q)) VO
zER"™ qeRn

=sup inf -2 +g(2) —q-2+ (T —t)H(q)) VO
g€ER™ zeR™

=supq-z—sup(q-z—g(2)+ (T —t)H(q)) VO
qeR™ zeR™

= Sup gz — 9"(q) + (T = t)H(q)) V0.
qeR™

In the fourth line the inf and sup have been unjustifiably interchanged. The
formula

u(t,z) = sup {g-x — g(q) + (T' = 1) H(q)) v 0}
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is the Hopf formula for (33) derived in [7] using differential games, assuming that
g is a convex lower obstacle. This is very similar to Subbotin’s formula (6) for
the upper obstacle problem (5) but H A 0 is replaced by H V 0.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank the referee for making several sug-
gestions to improve the presentation.
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