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Abstract: In this paper, we establish some results about the singular points of certain non-monotone
potential operators. Here is a sample: If X is an infinite-dimensional reflexive real Banach space and
if T: X — X* is a non-monotone, closed, continuous potential operator such that the functional x —

fol T(sx)(z)ds is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous and lim||$||_)+oo(f01 T(sx)(x)ds+ p(x)) = 400 for
all ¢ € X*, then the set of all singular points of T is not o-compact.
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Here and in what follows, (X, - ||) is a reflexive real Banach space, with topological dual X*, and
T:X — X* is a continuous potential operator. This means that the functional

1
x — Jr(x) = /0 T(sx)(x)ds

is of class C' in X and its Gateaux derivative is equal to 7.
Let us recall a few classical definitions.
T is said to be monotone if
(T(x) =T(y) (= —y) =0
for all x,y € X. This is equivalent to the fact that the functional Jp is convex.
T is said to be closed if for each closed set C' C X, the set T'(C) is closed in X*.
T is said to be compact if for each bounded set B C X, the set ﬁ is compact in X*.
T is said to be proper if for each compact set K C X*, the set T~1(K) is compact in X.

T is said to be a local homeomorphism at a point xy € X if there are a neighbourhood U of xzy and a
neighbourhood V' of T'(xy) such that the restriction of 7" to U is a homeomorphism between U and V. If T'
is not a local homeomorphism at zg, we say that x( is a singular point of T'.

We denote by St the set of all singular points of T'. Clearly, the set T is closed.

Assume that the restriction of T to some open set A C X is of class C*.

We then denote by S’T‘ , the set of all zp € A such that the operator T"(zg) is not invertible. Since the
set of all invertible operators belonging to £(X, X*) is open in £(X, X*), by the continuity of 7", the set
St is closed too.

Also, T is said to be a Fredholm operator of index zero in A if, for each z € A, the codimension of
T'(x)(X) and the dimension of (T"(z))~*(0) are finite and equal.

A set in a topological space is said to be o-compact if it is the union of an at most countable family of
compact sets.
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A functional I : X — R is said to be coercive if

lim I(z)=+4o0.
llzl|—+o0

The aim of this note is to establish the following results:

THEOREM 1. - If X is infinite-dimensional, if T is closed and non-monotone, if Jr is sequentially
weakly lower semicontinuous and Jr + ¢ is coercive for all ¢ € X*, then both St and T(St) are not
o-compact.

THEOREM 2. - In addition to the assumptions of Theorem 1, suppose that there exists a closed,
o-compact set B C X such that the restriction of T to X \ B is of class Ct.
Then, both ST, x\ 5, and T (ST, ) are not o-compact.

THEOREM 3. - Assume that (X, (-,-)) is a Hilbert space, with dim(X) > 3, and that T is compact and
of class C' with

lim inf JT—(‘? >0 (1)
lzll—+o0 [l
and, for some Ao > 0,
lim |z + MT'(2)]| = +o0 (2)
llzll—=+o0

for all X > Ao .
Set
I = {(z,y) € X x X : (T'(2)(3),y) < 0}

and, for each € R,
A, ={zeX :T'(z)(y) = py for some ye€ X\ {0}}.
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Then, the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) the operator T is not monotone ;

(i) there exists p < 0 such that A, # 0 ;

(i1) T # 0 and, for each p €]fi,0[, the set A, contains an accumulation point .

When T # 0, set also

The previous theorems extend and improve the results of [3] in a remarkable way. The reason for this
resides in the tools used to prove them. Precisely, in [3], the main tools were Theorems A and B below jointly
with the minimax theorem proved in [2]. This latter contains a severe restriction: one of the two variables on
which the underlying function depends must run over a real interval. In the current paper, we still continue
to use Theorems A and B in an essential way but, this time, jointly with a consequence of another very
recent minimax theorem ([4], Theorem 3.2) which is not affected by the above recalled restriction.

So, let us recall Theorems A and B.

THEOREM A ([5], Theorem 2.1). - If X is infinite-dimensional, if T is closed and if St is o-compact,
then the restriction of T to X \ St is a homeomorphism between X \ St and X \ T(St).

THEOREM B ([1], Theorem 5). - If dim(X) > 3, if T is a C* proper Fredholm operator of index zero
and if St is discrete, then T is a homeomorphism between X and X*.

As we said above, besides Theorems A and B, the other tool major that we will use is a consequence of
the following minimax theorem (here stated in a particular version which is enough for our purposes):

THEOREM C ([4], Theorem 3.2). - Let Y be a convez set in a real vector space E andlet f : X xE — R
be sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous and coercive in X, and linear in E. Assume also that

inf f < inf .
sup iy f<in St;pf
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Then, there ezists § € Y such that the functional f(-,7) has at least two global minima.

Let us introduce the following notations. We denote by RX the space of all functionals ¢ : X — R.. For
each I € R¥ and for each of non-empty subset A of X, we denote by E; 4 the set of all ¢ € R such that
I + ¢ is sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous and coercive, and

infoo <0.
11;11@_

Here is the above mentioned consequence of Theorem C:

THEOREM 4. - Let I : X — R be a functional and A, B two non-empty subsets of X such that

sup/ <infI . (3)
A B

Then, for every convex set Y C Er 4 such that

inf su z) >0 and inf su ) = +00, 4
me%ggs@( ) zGX\Bwegs@( ) (4)

there exists p € Y such that the functional I + @ has at least two global minima.
PROOF. Consider the function f : X x RX — R defined by

f(z,0) = 1(z) + ¢(x)

for all x € X, p € R¥. Fix p € Y. In view of (3), we also can fix € €]0,infp I — sup4 I[. Since inf ¢ <0,
there is Z € A such that ¢(Z) < e. Hence, we have

ing((l(w) +p(x)) <I(Z) + () <supl +e€,
T€ A

from which it follows that
sup inf (I(z) + ¢(z)) <supl+e<infI. (5)
peY reX A B

On the other hand, in view of (4), one has

inf I < inf (I(x) + sup p(z)) = inf sup (I(2) +¢(2)) = inf sup (I(z) + o(x)) - (6)

Finally, from (5) and (6), it follows that

sup inf f(z,¢) < inf su z,0) .
wegwexf( ) mexg,EEf( )

Therefore, the function f satisfies the assumptions of Theorem C, and the conclusion follows. A
More precisely, we will use the following corollary of Theorem 4:

COROLLARY 1. - Let I : X — R be a sequentially weakly lower semicontinuous, non-convex functional
such that I + ¢ is coercive for all ¢ € X*.

Then, for every convex set’ Y C X*, dense in X*, there exists p € Y such that the functional I + ¢ has
at least two global minima.

PROOF. Since T is not convex, there exist 1,22 € X and X €]0, 1] such that

where
r3 = A\r1 + (1 — /\)IQ .
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Fix ¢ € X* so that
Y(x1) = Y(x2) = I(21) — I(2)

and put

I(z) = I(z3 — x) — (23 — 2)
for all x € X. It is easy to check that

T\ (@1 —22)) = I((1 = N) (22 — 1)) < 1(0) . (7)
Fix a convex set Y C X* dense in X* and put
Y=-Y—4.
Hence, Y is convex and dense in X* too. Now, set
A={\x1 —x2),(1 — N)(z2 — 1)} .

Clearly, we have
X" CEj,- (8)

Since Y is dense in X*, we have

sup (z) = +0oc

pEY
for all z € X \ {0}. Hence, in view of (7) and (8), we can apply Theorem 4 with B = {0}, I = I,Y =Y.
Accordingly, there exists ¢ € Y such that the functional I — @ — v has two global minima in X, say uy, us.

At this point, it is clear that x3 — w1, z3 — ue are two global minima of the functional I + @, and the proof
is complete. A

REMARK 1. - We remark that Corollary 1 was also obtained very recently in [6] by means of a radically
different proof.

We now establish the following technical proposition:
PROPOSITION 1. - If V is an infinite-dimensional real Banach space space and if U C V is a o-compact
set, then there exists a conver cone C C V, dense in'V, such that UNC = .

PROOF. This proposition was proved in [3] when V is a Hilbert space ([3], Proposition 2.4). As in [3],
we distinguish two cases. First, we assume that V is separable. In this case, the proof provided in [3] can

be repeated word for word, and so we omit it. So, assume that V' is not separable. Let {z},er be a Hamel
basis of V. Set

A={yeTl:zy &span(U)}
and
L =span({z, : vy € A}) .
Clearly, span(U) is separable since U is so. Hence, A is infinite. Introduce in A a total order < with no
greatest element. Next, for each v € A, let ¢, : L — R be a linear functional such that

1 ify=a«
1/’7(3304)—{
0 ifvy#a.

Now, set
D={zeL:38€A:¢g(xz) >0 and ¢y(z) =0 Vy > G} .

Of course, D is a convex cone. Fix & € L. So, there is a finite set I C A such that x = 276[ Yy (x)z. Now,
fix 5 € A so that 8 > maxI. For each n € N, put

1
Yn €T n.Iﬁ
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Clearly, ¥5(yn) = % and ¥~ (y,) = 0 for all v > 8. Hence, y, € D. Since lim, o yn = , we infer that D is
dense in L. At this point, it is immediate to check the set D + span(U) is a convex cone, dense in V', which

does not meet U. A

Proof of Theorem 1. Let us prove that St is not o-compact. Arguing by contradiction, assume the
contrary. Then, by Theorem A, for each ¢ € X*\ T'(Sr), the equation

T(x)=¢
has a unique solution in X. Moreover, since T is continuous, T'(S7) is o-compact too. Therefore, in view of
Proposition 1, there is a convex set Y C X*, dense in X*, such that T(St) NY = 0. On the other hand,
thanks to Corollary 1, there is ¢ € Y such that the functional Jr — ¢ has at least two global minima in X
which are therefore solutions of the equation

T(x)=¢,
a contradiction. Now, let us prove that T'(St) is not o-compact. Arguing by contradiction, assume the

contrary. Consequently, since T is proper ([6], Theorem 1), T~(T(S7)) would be o-compact. But then,

since St is closed and St C T~Y(T(St)), St would be o-compact, a contradiction. The proof is complete.
A

Proof of Theorem 2. By Theorem 1, the set St is not o-compact. Now, observe that if z € X \
(S’T‘(X\B) U B), then, by the inverse function theorem, T is a local homeomorphism at z, and so x & St.
Hence, we have B

Sr C ST\(X\B) UB.

We then infer that S'T‘ (x\p 18 nOt o-compact since, otherwise, S’T‘( x\s U B would be so, and hence also St

would be o-compact being closed. Finally, the fact that T(S‘T‘ (x\ B)) is not o-compact follows as in the final

part of the proof of Theorem 1, taking into account that St ., ,, is closed. A

Proof of Theorem 8. Clearly, since X is a Hilbert space, we are identifying X* to X. Let us prove that
(i) — (i4i). So, assume (). Since Jr is not convex, by a classical characterization ([7], Theorem 2.1.11), the
set T' is non-empty. Fix p €]f,0[. For each z € X, put

1 1
(@) 1= 5l = S T (a)

Clearly, for some (z,y) € T', we have
1
<y—;T@Mww><0
and so, since

mmxw:y—%rwxw,

the above recalled characterization implies that the functional I, is not convex. Since T" is compact, on the
one hand, Jr is sequentially weakly continuous ([9], Corollary 41.9) and, on the other hand, in view of (2)
the operator I, (recall that —% > Ag) is proper ([8], Example 4.43). The compactness of T also implies
that, for each € X, the operator T'(z) is compact ([8], Proposition 7.33) and so, for each A € R, the
operator y — y + AT"(x)(y) is Fredholm of index zero ([8], Example 8.16). Therefore, the operator I, is
non-monotone, proper and Fredholm of index zero. Clearly, by (1), the functional x — I,(x) + (z,) is

coercive for all z € X. Then, in view of Corollary 1, the operator I L is not injective. At this point, we can
apply Theorem B to infer that the set glﬁ contains an accumulation point. Finally, notice that

S’IL :Au7

and (ii7) follows. The implication (i7i) — (i) is trivial. Finally, the implication (ii) — (i) is provided by
Theorem 2.1.11 of [7] again. A
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