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Solution to Problem 1.

a) We say that z, — T if for all € > 0 there is IV € N such that for all n > N we have
|z, — 7| < e.

b) The function f is continuous at & if for all ¢ > 0 there is § > 0 such that for all
x € ]0,1] with |z — | < § there holds |f(z) — f(§)| < e.

c) We say that (f,) converges uniformly to f on [0,1] if for all € > 0 there is N € N
such that for all n > N and all z € [0, 1] we have |f,(z) — f(z)| < e.

d) If (fn) is a sequence of integrable functions converging uniformly on [0,1] to f(z) =
lim,, o0 fn(z), then f is integrable and
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e) The function f is differentiable at x = 0 with f/(0) = 0 and f(0) = 1 if and only if
for all € > 0 there is 0 > 0 such that if |z| < d, then |f(z) — 1] < g|z|.

f) The function f needs to be differentiable on (a,b).
Solution to Problem 2.

The set A is non-empty since 0 € A. It is bounded from above by 1 and therefore, there
exists the supremum & € [0,1] of A. We have f(£) > 0. Indeed, if, by contradiction,
f(€) <0, then £ < 1 and taking £ := | f(&)| there is § > 0 such that |f(z) — f(£)| < |f(£)]
for all x € [0,1] with |z — ¢| < 4. In particular, f(z) < f(&) + |f(§)] < 0 for all x €
(&,€ +0) N [0,1]. Therefore, there is x € A with x > &, a contradiction. Thus, f(£) > 0.
For all n € N there is x,, € A with £ — % < xpn, < € by definition of supremum. Therefore,
f(zn) < 0 and, by the sandwich theorem, x,, — s. We have f(§) = lim, o0 f(z) < 0,
where the equality follows from the continuity of f and the inequality from the order limit
theorem. So we have proved that f(£) > 0 and f(£) < 0. Hence, f(§) = 0.

Solution to Problem 3.

Suppose that f is Lipschitz on (a,b). This means that there is » > 0 such that for all
x,y € (a,b), |f(x) — f(y)| < L|z — y|. Thus, for all z € (a,b), we have
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where in the first step we used the definition of the derivative, in the second step we
used that the absolute value function is continuous and in the last step the limit order
theorem together with the fact that f is Lipschitz. Thus we see that f’ is a bounded
function. Vice versa, assume that there is 7 > 0 such that |f'(x)| < r for all z € (a,b).
Let a < x <y < b. Then, the mean-value theorem implie that there is ¢ € (z,y) such that
lf(y)— f(x)|=1f(e)(y—x)| = |f(c)|ly — x| < r|y — x|, which means that f is Lipschitz.



Solution to Problem 4.
Not relevant for the 2023 course.
Solution to Problem 5.

Let z, € R and consider the set A :={x € R : f(x) < f(zx)}. We claim that there is
M > 0 such that A C [-M, M]. If not, there is a sequence z,, € A such that x,, > n or
there is a sequence x,, € A such that z,, < —n. In any case, we can assume, up to passing to
a subsequence that (z,) is monotone and unbounded. By hypothesis, we have f(z,) — oc.
On the other hand, f(x,) < f(z.) for all n € N since x,, € A, which is a contradiction.
Since f is continuous, it admits a minimum on the compact interval [—M, M], i.e., there
is xg € [-M, M] such that f(x) > f(zo) for all z € [-M,M]. If x ¢ [—M, M], then
z ¢ A and therefore, f(xz) > f(z.). On the other hand, since z, € A C [-M, M|, we
also have f(z.) > f(xo) and so f(z) > f(z«) > f(x¢). Therefore, for all x € R, we have

f(z) = f(x0).
Solution to Problem 6.
a) We have | f(z)| < 1+2?|f(z)| < 1+7|f(z)|. Therefore, 2| f(z)| < Landso|f(z)| < 3.

b) We have |f(z) — 1| = |zf(2)||z| < %|x!|x| Given € > 0, we can take § := 2¢ so
that for all # with |z < 6, we get |f(z) — 1| < 36|z| = £[z|. This means that f is
differentiable at z = 0 with derivative f/(0) =0 (and f(0) = 1).
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Notice that this exercise can also be solved by noticing that by hypothesis f(z) =
and then computing
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Solution to Problem 7.

a) We have
B(f)(z) = 1+/ F(s)2ds < 1+/ 22ds — 1 + 4,
0
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where we used the monotonicity of the integral and the fact that f(s)? < 22 =4
since 1 < f(s) < 2.

b) We have

B(f)(x) — B(g) (x)| = j / " () — g(s)2ds
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c) Since 1 < fo(x) < 1+4zx < 2 for all x € [0, 1], we also have 1 < f,(z) < 1+4x <2
for all x € [0, %], by induction. Therefore, for all k& € N, we can apply b) to show
that
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Let € > 0 and let N € N be chosen in such a way that | fi — fo|max Ypen1(5)F < e.
Therefore, for all n > m > N, we have
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Thus, (f,) is a Cauchy sequence in C[0, 3] with respect to the uniform metric
dmax(f,9) = |f — glmax. Since this metric space is complete, the sequence (fy)
is convergent with respect to the uniform metric to some f € C]0, i]

d) For each z € [0, 1], we can take the limit in n of f1(z) =1+ [; fa(s)?ds and get

fla) =1+ [ P,

where on the right we use the integrable limit theorem exploiting the fact that, since
(fn) is converging uniformly to f and all f,, are bounded, then (f?) is converging
uniformly to f2.



