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ON FINDING BIFURCATIONS FOR NON-VARIATIONAL
ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS BY THE EXTENDED QUOTIENTS
METHOD

YAVDAT IL’YASOV

ABSTRACT. We develop a novel method for finding bifurcations for nonlinear
systems of equations based on directly finding bifurcations through saddle
points of extended quotients. The method is applied to find the saddle-node
bifurcation point for elliptic equations with the nonlinearity of the general
convex-concave type. The main result justifies the variational formula for the
detection of the maximum saddle-node type bifurcation point of stable positive
solutions. As a consequence, a precise threshold value separating the interval
of the existence of stable positive solutions is established.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper develops a method of detecting bifurcation introduced in [20,25],
which provides a direct way of finding bifurcations by identifying saddle points of
the corresponding extended Rayleigh quotient. We develop the method by finding
saddle-node bifurcation point for the following system of equations:

—Au; = ai(x)ul + Ngi(z,u), x€Q,
(1.1) u; > 0, zeQ,

’U,i|8Q ZO, 1= 1,...,m.
Here ¢; € (0,1),i=1,...,m,  is a bounded connected domain in R? with 9Q €
C?,d>1,NeR, u:= (uy,...,up). Fori=1,...m, a; € L>®(Q), a; > 0 in
Q, a;(-) is a Holder continuous function in €2, g;(-,u) is measurable function in £,

Vu € R™, and g;(x,-) € C1(R™,R). Furthermore,
(g1) : Jeo,c1 > 0 and Iy € (1, 400) such that

0 < gi(z,u) < colu| +c2lul”, z€Q, weRY, i=1,..,m;
(g92) : Jea,c3 > 0 and Fyg € (1,7) such that
(G (2, w)u? — gilz,w)ui) > colul T +eaul™™, 2€Q, ue R™.

Throughout this paper the summation convention is in place: we sum over any index
that appears twice. A particular example of functions g;, i = 1,...,m that meets
condition (g1) — (g2) is as follows: g; = b;(x)u; +b(x) 372, lui| " tug, i =1,...,m
with v9 = v > m and b, b; € L>®(Q).

Hereafter, we denote W := (Vi@l Q)N L™, Fi(u,\) == —Au; — a;ug|9  u; —
Agi(z,u), i = 1,...m, F(u,\) = (F1(u,N),..., Fn(u, \)T, u € W, X € R. (W)*
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means the dual space of W. A point (u,A) € W X R is called a weak solution of
(@) if F(u, \) = 0 holds true in (W)*.

Define S := {u € CY(Q) | ey > 0, u > ¢, dist(z,0Q) in Q, ulgg = 0}.
We show below that the map F(-,\) : W — W* is Fréchet differentiable on S™,
VA € R (see Proposition 2.1l below). A solution uy € S™ of (L) is said to be stable
if A\ (Fy(ur, ) > 0, and asymptotically stable if A (Fy,(ux,\)) > 0, cf. [BII].
Hereafter, A1(F,(u,\)), for v € S™ denotes the first eigenvalue of the operator
Fulu, ().

Introduce
Wei={ueWnS™: \(Fulu,7)) >0, 7=R(u,u)},

We call a solution (4, \) € W, x R of (1) the saddle-node bifurcation point in
W (or, equivalently, fold, turning point) (cf. [26L27]) if the following is fulfilled:
(i) the nullspace N(F, (i, \)) of the Fréchet derivative F, (@, \) is not empty; (ii)
there exists ¢ > 0 and a neighborhood U; C W of @ such that for any X € (A, A+¢)
equation (L) has no solutions in W, NU; (iii) for each A € (A—¢, \), the equation
has precisely two distinct solutions in W, N U. This definition corresponds to
the solution’s curve turning back at the bifurcation value \. The solution’s curve
turning forward is defined similar. In the case only (i)-(ii) are satisfied, we call
(@, 5\) the saddle-node type bifurcation point of (LI) in W,. A saddle-node type
bifurcation point (u*,\*) is said to be mazimal in W, if A < A* for any other
saddle-node type bifurcation (i, A) of (L) in Wi.

A model example for (II]) in the scalar case is the Ambrosetti-Brezis—Cerami
problem [2] with concave-convex nonlinearity

(1.2) —Au = [u|? u+ Mu|" "y, ulaq =0,

where 0 < ¢ < 1 < . It is why the nonlinearity in ([T} can be considered to be
of the convex-concave type. From [2] it follows that there exists an extremal value
A* > 0 such that for any A € (0, A*], (L2) has a stable positive solution wuy, while
for A > A*, (I2) does not admit weak positive solutions. According to [2], the
solution uy for A € (0, \*) is obtained by super-subsolution methods, while uy~ is
shown to exist as a limit point of (uy). Unfortunately, this method is not easily
adaptable to systems of equations like (IT]). Indeed, the super-sub solution method
for a system of equations differs considerably from that which is used for a scalar
equation.

In general cases, system () is not a variational or Hamiltonian. It should be
noted that in contrast to the extensive literature concerning the existence of solu-
tions for variational and Hamiltonian systems (see the survey [15]), relatively little
research is devoted to nonvariational and non-Hamiltonian systems of equations
(see, e.g., [TLEL7LI0,B4B5] and references therein).

The finding of bifurcations of solutions to equations poses a more complex chal-
lenge, requiring a comprehensive approach that considers both the finding solu-
tions themselves and the analysis of the structure of the family of solutions. This
problem is still quite challenging even when dealing with scalar equations. The
complete answer to the question on the existence of the saddle-node bifurcation
point and the exact shape of the positive solution curves for instance of the scalar
equation (L2]) was obtained only in radially symmetric solutions [28[30/[33]. An
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additional obstacle encountered when studying equations (II)) and ([2]) is the pres-
ence of singular derivatives of the right-hand sides. Specifically, standard methods
(see [8,[9,126L127]) are not readily applicable for verifying that the solution’s curve
turning back at (@, \), due to the difficulties in testing conditions for the second
derivative of F'(u, ).

The existence of positive solutions and multiplicity results were studied only in
some special cases of system ([.I)) in the variational form (see, e.g., [18]19,25]35]
and references therein). A recent study [25] answered the question of whether
positive solutions of system () in the variational form have a saddle-node type
bifurcation point. However, in the general cases of system (I.I), to the best of
my knowledge, no studies have been conducted on the existence of non-negative
solutions and saddle-node bifurcation points.

Let us state our main results. Observe that by the definition the saddle-node
type bifurcation point (u, A) € W, xR of ([LT]) should satisfy the system of equations

{F(u,)\) =0,

(1.3) Fo(u, M) () =0,

with some v € N(F,(u,v)). To analyze this system, following [25] we introduce the
extended Rayleigh quotient (extended quotient for short) associated with (L)
Vu;, Vo) — [ aufv;
R(u,v) := J Vi, Vi) faulv, u € Wy, v € E(u).
J gi(z, w)v;

Here X(u) := {v e W: [ g;(z,u)v; # 0} for u € W,. Observe,

;\Q/:(R(;%U)(v) {F(u, ) =0,
v(W, V) =V, <=
Ru(u,v) =0 Fulw, A)(©) =0,

that is, the set of saddle-node type bifurcation points of (II]) contains in the set of
critical points of R(u,v) on W, x W.
In our approach, the following minimax formula plays a major role (cf. [25])
(1.4) Af = sup inf R(u,v).
ueEWs veEX(u)
The main result of the work is as follows
Theorem 1.1. Assume (g1) - (92), ¢; € (0,1),i=1,...,m.
(1°) Then 0 < A\! < +o0.
(a) : For A = X%, there exists a weak positive solution u’ € (CL*(Q)™ NW
of system (LIJ).
(b) : For any A > X%, system (LI)) has no stable weak positive solutions.
(2°) Assume in addition that v < 2*, and ¢; < (2* —2)/2=2/(d—2) if d > 2.
Then 0 < A} < 400, (uX,A}) is a mazimal saddle-node type bifurcation point of
@I in Ws. Moreover, u® is a stable solution of ().

Here 2* = 2d/(d —2) if d > 3, and 2* = +o0 if d = 1, 2.

Remark 1.1. Statement (1°) can be supplemented as follows. There exists A €
[0, A\%] such that (L) has a stable positive weak solution uy € (CH*(Q))™ N W.
Indeed, we will see below that (1)) has a stable positive weak solution at least for
A=0.
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The following can also be considered in conjunction with the value (4]

(1.5) Aigi= sup inf R(u,v).

UEWqs vED(u)
Here Wys == {u € WNS™ : M\(Fu(u,7)) > 0, 7 = R(u,u)}. It easily see
that A\, < Af. For (LH)), it can be obtained a result similar to Theorem [[.11 In
particular, we have the following

Theorem 1.2. Assume (g1) - (92), ¢; € (0,1),i=1,...,m, and ¢; < (2*—2)/2 =
2/(d—=2)ifd>2. Then 0 < X}, < +00, and
(a) : For A = Xi, system (LI has a stable weak positive solution uk, €

(CH(Q)™ NW. Furthermore, (u’,, \:,) is a mazimal saddle-node type
bifurcation point of (Il in Was.-

(b) : For any XA > X, () has no asymptotically stable weak positive solu-
tions.

(c): There exists a sequence of asymptotically stable weak positive solutions
uy, € (CH Q)™ NW of (LI) with A = N\, > 0, n = 1,... such that
uy, — uys W oand A\, = A, as n — 400.

Remark 1.2. It is natural to expect that u* = u’,, \¥ = X, and (u¥, \¥) is indeed
a saddle-node bifurcation point of (L) in Ws. It should be noted that assertions
(1°), (b) and (2) of Theorems[I1l and L2 do not necessarily mean that (1)) has

no any positive solutions for A > N:. Furthermore, such a behavior is possible if

([@TI) has an S-shaped bifurcation curve (see [[6,[17]).

Remark 1.3. We believe that the variational formula (LA) has the potential pro-
vide a useful tool in further analyzing saddle-node bifurcation points and construct-
ing numerical methods for finding them (cf. [21H24[31)).

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section [2] presents preliminaries.
In Section 3, we prove Theorems [I.1] In Appendix, we present a proof of a
version of Ekeland’s principal for smooth functional.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use the standard notation LP := LP() for the Lebesgue spaces, 1 < p < 400,
and denote by |||, the associated norm. By ﬁle = ﬁ/21 (©) we denote the standard
Sobolev space, endowed with the norm [ul|1,2 = ([ |Vu|?)}/2. Hereafter, we denote
W=WHQ) N L, d(z) = dist(z,09).

For § > 0, define S(9) := {u € S| u(x) > dd(z) in Q}, S(0) := S. Clearly,
S(8), ¥8 > 0 is an open subset in C! := C'(Q). Let Y be a topological space such
that S™(8) C Y. The set S™(8) endowed with topology of Y we denote by S7*(6).
L(W, W*) denotes the Banach space of bounded linear operators from W into W*.

Proposition 2.1. Let A e R, 0 < ¢; < 1,7 =1,...,m. Then F;(u,\) : W —
W* is Fréchet differentiable at any u € S™, and Fi(-,\) € C*(S&, LW, W*)).
Furthermore, if in addition q; < (7 — 2)/2, where ¥ = max{~, 2*}, then F; ,(-,\) €
C(Sw(d), LWV, W*)), V6 > 0.

Proof. We develop an approach proposed in [2]. We verify the assertion only for
the map Q(u) := a;u?, u € S since for the remaining terms in F; the statement
is trivial. Using the inequality u(z) > c(u)d(z) in ©Q and Holder’s inequalities we
derive
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|/aiuq_1¢w dx| =|/aiuq (%) Pdx| <

@il oo ¢
(.

ll==]2 - S, v (R
Sl gl [l v e S, Vo € O (@),
where p = 2¢v/(v — 2). By the Hardy inequality, ||¢/d(-)||2 < C||¢|
C§°(92), and thus, using the Sobolev inequalities we derive

C 7 || oo
ey |f aiuq1¢>¢dx|s%mnwunwu, we S, Vi € CE(Q),

where C' € (0, +00) does not depend on u, ¢, . This implies that Q(-) : W — W*
is Fréchet differentiable at any u € S. In the same manner we can see that Q,(-) €
C(Sc1, L(Sc1, W), and thus, Fi(-,A) € CH(SE; LW, W*)).

Let us prove the second part. For simplicity we assume that ¥ = . Suppose
up — win L7 as k — 4o00. This means that there exist u € LY and a subsequence
(which is denoted again by (uy)) such that |ugl, |u| < @ in 2. Hence, uzfld(a:) <af
in Q, k= 1,..., and therefore, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields
wd™d(x) — ut'd(z) in L/ as k — +oo. Notice that ¢ < (y—2)/2 implies p < 7.
Similar to (21 we have
(2.2)

[t =t del < ™ =t Ol Vo € W
for some C' < +oo which does not depend on u,ur € S, ¢, € (W)*. Hence,
using the Sobolev inequalities we derive Q,(-) € C(Sw(d), L(W, W*)), and thus,
Fi (-, A) € C(Sw(0), LW, W*)), ¥ > 0. O

1,2, V¢ €

Proposition 2.2. If u € W is a weak non-negative solution to (L)), then u; €
CL2(Q) for any a € (0,1), and u; >0 in Q,i=1,...,m.

Proof. Note that equality (1) implies that —Awu; > 0, i = 1,...,m, and thus,
by the maximum principals for the elliptic problems, u; > 0in 2, i = 1,...,m.
The standard bootstrap argument and Sobolev’s embedding theorem entail that
u; € L>®(Q), i = 1,...,m. This by the regularity results for elliptic problems
from [29] implies that u; € C1*(Q) for any a € (0,1),i = 1,...,m. O

Let ¢ = 1,...,m. By Brezis-Oswald’s result [3] there exists a unique solution
w; € W3(Q)NOH(Q), a € (0,1) of
{—Aw =a;w? in

2.3
( ) w|aQ =0.

By the assumption a;(-) is a Holder continuous function in €2, and hence, by the
Schauder estimates (see, e.g., [16]), w; € C?(2). Furthermore, the strong maxi-
a ) /
mum principals for the elliptic problems imply that min M
w'edQ Ov(z!)
denotes the interior unit normal at =’ € 99, see, e.g., Lemma 3.4 in [I6]. Thus,
w; € S.

> 0, where v(z')

Moreover, W := (w1, ...,wy,) is a stable solution of [Z3]) with A = 0, i.e., W €
Ws. Indeed, from Proposition 211it follows that F(w,0) € C'(SZh; LNV, W*)),

and therefore, A;(F,(w,0)) is well defined. It is not hard to show that W is
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a minimizer of E(v) := (% S Vel - qﬁfaﬂvﬂ“l) on (W})™, that is,
E(w)=inf o FE(v). In particular, this means

ve(Whym
(2.4) M (Fy(w,0)) > 0.
Lemma 2.1. Suppose u® € W, such that
—00 < Ag i= velEnqu)R(u ,0) < 4o00.

Then u® is a weak solution of (L) for A = Xo.
Proof. Let v* € X(u°), k = 1,..., such that
M =R, 0%) = inf R@u’v) =N\ as k — +oo.

veD(u)
Since R(u,v) = R(u, sv), Vs € R\ 0, Vv € Z(u), Yu € W,, we may assume that
(2.5) /gi(a:,uo)vgc =1, k=1,....
Calculate
R, 07)(€) = J(Vu, V&) — [ ai(uf)?& — Rk(uo,vk) fgz'(%uo)éi’

[ gi(x,u®)v}
R (u”,07)(&,€) =
_(f(Vu?,V{} — [a;(u?)? — N, [ gi(z,u® 51) fglxu)c_
fgz a,u0)vf)?
(f(Vud, V&) = [ai(ud)?G — M [ 9i(@,u®)G) - [ gi(w,u®)&
fgz z, ul)vf)?

Let ¢ € W, ||¢llw = 1. Using (23 and the Hélder and Sobolev inequalities one
can see that

(26) | / (96(,u®) (WF + 765)| =|1 + 7 / gilz, u0)i] > 1 - al],

where ag € (0,00) does not depend on ¢ and k = 1,.... Hence v* +7¢ € X(u°) for
any k= 1,... and 7 such that |7| < 79 := 1/ay.

By @), (1) we have
(2.7)

; GEEW.

2
[ 9o ) of + o)
sup | ([(Vu), V&) = [ai(ud)i& — M [ gi(z,u®)&) - [ as(uf)?G] <
€.ceW € llwllCillw

2 m
A= aol? <Z | = Au — a;(uf)? - Akgi(x,uO)IIW*> [[u” [l

i=1

HR’UU(U’Ou Uk + T¢)H(W><W)* =

< L

~ (L=ao|])*’
where Cy € (0, 00) does not depend on k = 1,.... We thus may apply Theorem [£.1]
to the functional G(v) := R(u’,v) defined in the open domain V := %(u’) C W.
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Indeed, it is easily seen that G € C%(X(u?)), and (2.7)) implies ([#2)), while by (2.6])
there holds (@3). Thus, we have

er = |Ro(®, ") ||we = 0 as k — +oo,
which by 23] yields:

|/v%wg /Mﬁﬂ—/M%%WMSmww,%ew

1= ,m. Now passing to the limit as k — +oo we obtain (LI]).

3. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem [I1]
Let us prove (1°). Let W := (w1, ..., W), where w;, ¢ = 1,...,m is a solution
of ([23). By the above W € W, and thus, we have

J(Vw;, Vo) — [ a;wiv;

Ay = sup inf R(u,v)> inf — =0.

ueW, vES(u) (w,v) 2 veS(w) [ gi(x,@)v;
Since 0 < A¥ < 400, there exists a maximizing sequence u™ € Wy, n =1,..., such
that

An = Au) = izn(f )’R(u",v) — A as n — +oo.
vel(u™
By Lemma 2.1
—Au? = a;(u)? + Apgi(z,u”), x€Q,
(3.1)
umaQ:O, z':l,...,m.

Testing (B.1) by u;, i = 1,...,m and integrating by parts we derive

(3.2) ||u"||f2:/az|u? qi+1+)\n/gl(x uul', n=1,....

Since u™ € Wy, , n=1,...,

(3.3)
f| ¢|2 _QZfaz QZ 1|¢ |2 )‘n fgi,uj (un)¢]¢z
AL(F(u", An)) = ¢£W f|¢|2 >0
Hence
(3.4) wwaz%/MMW“+M/%Mwmm2n:um

Subtraction (3.2) from B4]), and using (g2) we obtain

(1- qi)/ai|U"|‘“+1 > An/(gi,w(u")(U?)2 - gi(z,u"u}) >
An(ealu™[30 + esllu™(|F), n=1,....
Applying Hélder’s inequality we derive
(35) Cr = Afeallu |37 + eallu” 1379, n=1,....

Let us show that there exists Cy € (0, +00) which does not depends on n =1,...
such that

(3.6) [t [0, lu”lly = C2y n=1,...,.
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To this end we need the following assertion that is derived by the same method
as Lemma 3.3 in [2]

Lemma 3.1. Assume that f(t) is a function such that t='f(t) is decreasing for
t>0,a€L>® a>01inQ. Let v and w satisfy: uw >0, w>01in Q, v=w=0 on
0Q, and

—Aw < af(w), —Au>af(u), in Q.

Then u > w.
By the assumption g;(z,u) >0,z € Q,i=1,...,m, u € R}, and therefore,
—Aul > a;(u)? in Q, i=1,....m, n=1....
Hence, (2.3) and Lemma [B1] yield
(3.7) up >w;, i=1,...,m, n=1...,

and as a result, we get B.6). Clearly, (33), B8) imply that \*¥ < +oo, and
lu™|]y < C2, n =1,.... This by B2), (¢91) implies that ||u"|[12 < C5, n=1,...,
where Cy,C3 € (0,4+00) do not depend on n = 1,.... Thus, (u") is bounded in
W, and therefore, by the Banach—Alaoglu and the Sobolev theorems there exists a
subsequence (again denoted by (u™)) such that

(3.8) u” —u
(3.9) u —u
as n — +oo for some uf € W. From .1 it follows tha u}; > w; > 0, i =

1,....m, n=1....
Passing to the limit in (3) as n — 400 we obtain

(3.10) —Au’

S,1

weakly in W,

» ¥ » ¥

strongly in (L")™, 1<r < 2%,

=a;(u})? + Xgi(z,ul), z€Q, i=1,...,m.

Using Proposition [Z2 we conclude that u* € C1:(Q) for any o € (0,1) and u} > 0
in Q,i=1,...,m. Thus, we obtain (1°), (a).

To show (1°), (b), suppose conversely that for A > A there exists a stable
weak non-negative solution uy of (II). Then by Proposition 22, uy € W;, and
consequently, (L) yields inf,ex ) R(ux,v) < A. Hence, there exists v € X(uy)
such that R(ux,v) < A. Assume that fu'iﬂ-vi > 0. Then

/(VUM,VUZ-) - /aiu§7ivi - )\/gi(x,uA)vi <0,

which contradicts (II]), and as a result we get (1°), (b).
Let us prove (2°). For simplicity we assume that d > 2. Using v < 2*, it is not

hard to show from (B.8)),([3.9), (BI0), and u* # 0 that

(3.11) u™ — ur strongly in W as n — +o0.

Clearly, by the maximum principle w; € S(d), ¢ = 1,...,m with some § > 0.
Hence, (B1) imply that u, € S™(d), n = 1,.... The assumption ¢; < (2* —
2)/2=2/(d—2) for d > 2 and y < 2* implies by Proposition 2] that F,(u,\) €
C (S (0); LW, W*)). Hence,

(3.12) (Fu(tn, An) (@), ) = (Fyu(ul, A2)(6),¢) as n— 400, Vo, €W,

and consequently, \; (F,(un, A\n)) = A1 (Fyu(uf, \5)) > 0 as n — +oo. Thus we get
that u} € W;.
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Let us show that Aj(Fy,(u%,AX)) = 0. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that
A (Fu(uf, AY)) > 0. Then F,(uf, A5)() : W — W* is nonsingular linear operator.
From PropositionZIlwe have F(-,\) € C*(S%:; LW, W*)). Hence, by the Implicit
Functional Theorem (see, e.g., [12]) there is a neighbourhood V' x U C R x S of
(A5, u}) and a mapping V' 3 A+ uy € U such that ux[x=x- = uj and F(ux, \) = 0,
VA € V. Furthermore, the map (. : V — U is continuous. Since Ay (Fy(u}, A})) >
0, there exists a neighbourhood Vi C V of A% such that A;(F,(ux,A)) > 0 for
every A € Vi. However, this contradicts assertion (1°) of the theorem. Thus,
AL(Fy(ul, AY)) =0, and (ul, A¥) is a saddle-node type bifurcation point of (L)) in
W;. Since (1°), (b), (uf, A\¥) is a maximal saddle-node type bifurcation point of
@I in W;.

Finally, let us show that 0 < A%. Suppose the converse A} = 0. Then by the
above 0 = A1 (Fu(uf,\*)) = A\ (—A—qlu]|9!). However, this is clearly impossible.

Proof of Theorem [L2 is similar to the proof of Theorem [[LTT We only need to
show assertion (c) of Theorem. Indeed, by the construction there are sequences A,

Uy € Was, n=1,... such that Fy(ug,, An) =0, n =1,..., Ay = A5, and ug, —
uy, strongly in W as n — +oo. Moreover, uz, € Was, and A1 (Fu(ugs, Az,)) =0
Thus, u’, € Wgs \ Was. On the other hand, u?, € W,s, n = 1,.... Hence,
ulls #uk,, n=1,..., and we thus obtain the proof of (c).

4. APPENDIX A

Let X be a Banach space and V' C X be an open domain. Denote B, := {¢ €
X: |ollx <r}, r>0. Assume that G: V — R, G € C%(V). Consider

(4.1) G = inf G(v).

veV

Theorem 4.1. Assume that |G| < +oco. Suppose that there exist 79,a9,Cy €
(0, +00), and a minimizing sequence (vg) C V of (@I such that

Co
49 - e Lo ,
@2) sl + 7)) < [y < Hoc
(4.3) v+ 7P EV, V1€ (—T0,70), VPE B, VE=1,....
Then
|Gy (vr) (€]

|Go(vr)||x= :== sup —0 as k— +oo.

cexvo  l€llx
Proof. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there exists o > 0 such that
|Gy (op)|| x>, VE=1,....

This means that for every k = 1,..., there exists ¢ € V, |[¢x|lx = 1 such that
|Gy (vg)(¢r)| > a. By the Taylor expansion

2
G(vg 4+ 70r) = G(uvi) + TGy (V) (1) + %va(vk + Ok dk) (DK, Pk ),

for sufficiently small |7|, and some 0, € (0,1), k =1,.... Suppose, for definiteness,
that G, (vg)(dx) > a. Then for 7 € (—70,0), by [@2)
2 C
G(Uk—FT(bk)SG(vk)—I—TOé—FT—iO E=1,....

2 (1 +7ag)?’
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It is easily seen that there exists 71 € (0, 79) such that

_ T G _
k(T) =7 (oH— 2(1—1—7@0)2) <0, Vre(-m,0).

Since (vg) is a minimizing sequence, for any € > 0 there exists k() such that

Gluy) < G+e, Vk> k().

Take 7 € (—71,0) and €9 = —&(7)/2. Then by the above

Glop +7dk) < G40+ k(T) = G+ k(1)/2 < G, Yk > k(e),

and thus, in view of (A3]) we get a contradiction. O
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