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Abstract. This paper deals with global injectivity of vector fields defined on euclidean
spaces. Our main result establishes a version of Rolle’s Theorem under generalized
Palais-Smale conditions. As a consequence of this, we prove global injectivity for a
class of vector fields defined on n-dimensional spaces.
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1. Introduction

Results on global univalence of vector fields have been the object of
intense research in recent years. In several branches of Mathematics
important questions are related to these results. We refer the reader to
9,7,3] for further references and connections with other problems.

In this work, our main purpose is to establish, via minimax methods,
new versions of Rolle’s Theorem, providing further sufficient conditions
to ensure global univalence for locally injective vector fields.

Given a real Banach space E and a functional f : E — R of class C'1
satisfying a generalized version of the compactness condition introduced
by Palais-Smale [11], we relate the existence of critical points for f with
the topology of the level surfaces S.(f) = f*l({c}), ceR.

In our basic theorem, we show that either S.(f) is path-connected or
f: E — R possesses a critical point. This result can be easily seen as a
version of Rolle’s Theorem for domains with dimension greater than one.
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We also provide a minimax characterization of the possible critical levels
of the functional, relating Rolle’s Theorem with the famous Mountain
Pass Theorem of Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz [1].

We generalize our basic theorem by proving the existence of critical
levels when S.(f) is not homologically trivial. This relates our results
with the notion of linking and generalizations of the Mountain Pass
Theorem.

As a consequence of our basic theorem, we establish a version of
Rolle’s Theorem for vector fields of class C! on R2. Using this result,
we prove global injectivity for a class of locally injective vector fields on
the plane.

In this article, we also prove a version of Rolle’s Theorem for vector
fields of class C? on higher dimensions. To derive such theorem, we
establish a deformation lemma based on the minor determinants of the
Jacobian matrix of the vector field. The global univalence of those
vector fields is also studied. Unlike most of the known results, to obtain
global univalence for a local diffeomorphism on R"™, we assume an extra
hypothesis on only (n-1)-coordinates of the vector field.

In [10], Rabier used a deformation result and arguments of differ-
ential topology to generalize Hadamard Theorem on global diffeomor-
phism for euclidean spaces. We notice that in [10], the author considers
a notion of admissible flow which is closely related to our generalization
of the Palais-Smale condition. In [4], Katriel studied global homeo-
morphism theorem for certain topological and metric spaces by proving
two versions of the Mountain Pass Theorem without assuming that the
functional is of class C'*.

We should also mention that new versions of Rolle’s Theorem have
been recently obtained by Khovanskii and Yakovenko [5] (See also the
references therein). Considering analytic functions on the complex
plane, in [5], the authors are able to relate the number of zeros of the
function with the number of zeros of its derivative.

In [6] is proved that a Cl—mapping f: R% - R? is globally one-to-
one provided that:(i) for each z € R? detf'(z) # 0 and (ii) there exist
linearly independent vectors v; (i = 1,2) in R? such that 0 does not
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belong to the convex hull {f'(z)vs;z € R%}, i =1,2.

The main result proved in [3] is related to the Conjecture on Global
Asymptotic Stability (or Marcus-Yamabe Conjecture) in 2D. It says the
following: A C!—mapping f : R2 — R2 is globally one-to-one provided
that f(0) = 0 and all the eigenvalues of f’(z) have negative real parts,
for every z € R2.

The article is organized in the following way: In section 2, we present
the necessary preliminary results. There, we recall a version of the
Mountain Pass Theorem after stating a deformation lemma for a gen-
eralization of Palais-Smale condition. In section 3, we prove our basic
result and its generalization. In section 4, we prove Rolle’s Theorem on
R? and study its applications. In section 5, after presenting a version
of the deformation lemma for euclidean vector fields, we state a version
of Rolle’s Theorem on R™, n > 3. There, we also study the question
of injectivity for dimension greater than two. Finally, in section 6, we
prove the deformations results stated in sections 2 and 5.

We are thankful to the referee for the helpful suggestions and com-
ments. He has also provided the reference [4] which was not known by
the authors. Following his suggestion, it is our intention to apply the
argument employed in [4] to derive topological versions of the results
obtained in this article.

2. Preliminaries
Let E be a real Banach space and consider f E — R a functional of
class C!. Given c € R, we define S,(f ~1({c}), the associated level
surface of f. By B,(u) and 0B,(u) we denote, respectively, the closed
ball of radius p centered at u and its boundary. By K we denote the
set of critical points of f. Given d € R, we set fd {u € E| f(u) <d},
fa={u€ E|f(u)>d} and Kg={u€ E|f(u)=d, f(u)=0}
Consider A, the family of functions ¢ : (0,00) — (0,oo) which are
nonincreasing, locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfy [;° ¢(t) dt = oo
The following version of Palais-Smale condition is assumed:

Definition 2.1. Given f € CY(E,R) and ¢ € R, we say that f satis-
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fies the Generalized Palais-Smale condition (with respect to ¢ € A) at
level ¢ € R, denoted (GPS)., if every sequence (un,) C E satisfying
flum) — ¢ and ||f'(um)||/o(luml) — 0, as m — oo, possesses a con-
verging subsequence. If [ satisfies (GPS). for every ¢ € R, we just say
that it satisfies (GPS).

We note that when ¢(t) = 1 and ¢(t) = 1/(1 + t), we have, respec-
tively, the usual Palais-Smale condition [11], denoted by (PS), and its
generalization due to Cerami [13]. In order to obtain a deformation
lemma for (GPS) condition, we shall need to make a restriction on the
topological structure of the critical points of the functional.

Definition 2.2. We say that a component of a set of E is trivial if it has
only a point. Giwen f € CYHE,R), we say that ¢ € R is an admissible
level if either ¢ is a regqular value of f, or the components of K. are
trivial and c is an isolated critical value of f.

The following result is a sharper version under (GPS) condition of
a deformation lemma due to Chang [2]. The proof is a variation of the
original one and it will be given in section 6 (See also [13], for a related
result).

Proposition 2.3. (Deformation Lemma.) Suppose that f € Cl(E,R)
and satisfies (GPS) with respect to some ¢ € A. Assume that a is the
only possible critical value of f on the interval [a,b) and that a is an
admissible level. Then, there exists a continuous map

7:00,1] x (f\ Kp) — f°\ Ky, so that

(i) 7(0,u) =u, Y u € fP\ K,
(i) 7(t,u) =u, V (t,u) €[0,1] x f*
(iil) 7(1,u) € f*, Vuc€ f*\ K,

To provide a version of Rolle’s theorem on spaces of dimension
greater than two, in section 5, we establish a deformation lemma which
depends on the minor determinants of the Jacobian matrix of the given
vector field.

In what follows, we recall the Mountain Pass Theorem of Ambrosetti-
Rabinowitz [1].

Bol. Soc. Bras. Mat., Vol. 29, N. 2, 1998



A VERSION OF ROLLE’S THEOREM AND APPLICATIONS 305

Theorem 2.4. Let E be a real Banach space and suppose f € Cl(E,R)
is a functional satisfying f(0) =0 and (PS). Assume, [ satisfies
(i) There ezist p > 0 and o > 0 such that

fu) > a>0, VuecdB,(0),

and
(ii) There exists e € E \ B,(0) such that f(e) = 0.

Then, f has a critical value ¢ > « characterized by
c= ;Iel% max(0,1] f(7(t)),
with
I'={yeC(0,1], E}| 7(0) =0, 7(1) = e}.
We notice that Theorem 2.4 is a consequence of our basic result (See
Remark 3.2-(iii)). In this article, we also establish a version of Theorem

2.4 for a setting where o = 0 and the functional satisfies (GPS) with
respect to some ¢ € A.

3. The Level Surface Theorem

In this section, we prove our basic result which is used in the sequel to
establish a version of Rolle’s Theorem on R?. We also present another
version of Theorem 2.4 and a result that relates the topology of the level
surfaces of the functional and the existence of critical points.

Theorem 3.1. (The Fundamental Theorem.) Let E be a real Banach
space and suppose that f : E — R is a functional of class C1, satisfying
(GPS) for some ¢ € A. Assume that ¢ € R is an admissible critical
level of [ and that w and v are two distinct points of S.. Then, either
(i) w and v are in the same path-component of Sc(f), or

(if) f has a critical value d # c.

Remark 3.2. (i) Theorem 3.1 can be seen as a version of Rolle’s Theorem
for functionals defined on real Banach spaces. (ii) As in Theorem 2.4, we
obtain a minimax characterization of the possible values of d. Moreover,
if fe Cl(E,]R) and Theorem 3.1 fails, we have that f does not satisfy
(GPS) in at least one of those possible values. (iii) Note also that
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Theorem 3.1 may be seen as a generalization of Theorem 2.4 since the
hypothesis of this last result implies that 0 and e are not in the same
path-component of Sy(f).

Before proving Theorem 3.1, we need to establish two preliminary
results. Considering u, v € S¢(f), given in Theorem 3.1, we define

c1 = inf max;[o,1] fv(@), (3.1)
yely

with
Iy ={ye (0,1}, E) | ¥(0) = u, ¥(1) = v}. (3.2)
As a consequence of Proposition 2.3, we have

Lemma 3.3. Suppose ¢ is an admissible value of f. Then, either ¢; > ¢
and ¢1 is a critical value of f, or there exists v € 'y such that

maxe(o,1) f(Y(1) < c. (3.3)

Proof. First, we assume c¢; > ¢. Arguing by contradiction, we suppose
that ¢; is not a critical value of f. From (GPS), there exists 0 < € < ¢1—c¢
so that K N f‘l([cl —€,c1+€=0.

We also have v € T'1 such that

maxcfo,1] f(V(t) < 1+ e
Applying Proposition 2.3, we obtain 7 : [0,1] x fo1te — fete 5o
that 7(t,u) = u, for every u € f17¢ and T(l,fcl+6) C f~¢. Then,
7(1,~(t)) € 'y and

maxc(o,1] f(T(1,7(t)) < c1 —e
However, that contradicts the definition of ¢;.

Next, we suppose ¢; = ¢. Since ¢ is an admissible level of f, there
exists e > 0 such that K N f~1([c—¢, c+¢]) = K.. Furthermore, we have
~v1 € Ty satisfying

maxcq) f(1(8) < ¢+ e.

As above, we may invoke Proposition 2.3 to obtain 7(¢, u) satisfying
(i)-(iii) with @ = ¢ and b = ¢ + €. It is not difficult to show that
() = 7(1,71(t)) belongs to I'; and satisfies (3.3). The lemma is proved.

O
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Now, we define

¢z = sup min,[o 1) S(Y(t)), (3.4)
yela
with
Ty ={y € C([0,1], f) [ 7(0) = u, (1) = v} (3.5)

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that ¢ is an admissible value of f and that Ty # &.
Then, either cg < ¢ and co is a critical value of f, or there exists v € T’y
such that

f(y(®) =¢, Vte]0,1]. (3.6)

Proof. If ¢y < ¢ and ¢y is not a critical value of f, we take 0 < e < ¢c—co
and apply Proposition 2.3 on — f to obtain 7 : [0,1] X f.,_¢ — fe,—¢ such
that 7(t,u) = u, for every (¢,u) € [0,1] X fere, and 7(1, fey—e) C Sfegte-
If we take v € 'y so that

ming(o.1] f(V(¢) = c2 — €,

and consider ¥(t) = 7(1,7(t)), for t € [0,1], we get that 4 € 'y and

minte[o,l] f(’A)/(t)) Z (&) + €.

But, this contradicts the definition of ¢3. When ¢2 = ¢, we apply Propo-
sition 2.3 for —f with a = —c , b = —c+ ¢, and € > 0 sufficiently small.
Then, we argue as above to obtain a path v € T'y satisfying (3.6). The
lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Suppose that u and v are not in the same path-
component of S.(f). Considering ¢; and c¢p given by (3.1) and (3.4),
respectively, we claim that at least one of those values is a critical value
of f. Effectively, if we suppose otherwise, Lemma 3.2 implies 'y # &,
Consequently, by Lemma 3.3, we must have v : [0,1] — Sc(f) such that
~(0) = u and (1) = v. But, that contradicts the fact that v and v are
not in the same path-component of S.(f). On the other hand, if f has
no critical value d # ¢, then, necessarily, ¢ = ¢o = ¢ and u and v are in
the same path-component of S.(f). Theorem 3.1 is proved. O
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Remark 3.5. (i) It is clear from the proof that Theorem 3.1 holds if we
assume (GPS). for ¢ € [c1, o], where ¢ and ¢y are given by (3.1) and
(3.4), respectively. (ii) Substituting f by —f in Theorem 3.1, we obtain
two other possible critical values of f:

c3 = sup ming[g 1 J(V(1)), (3.7)
vely

with
Iy ={y € C([0,1], B)| 4(0) = u, (1) = v}; (3.8)

and
c4 = 7iEan3 maXyc[p 1] I((t)), (3.9)

with
T3 ={y € C((0,1], fo) | 7(0) = u, 7(1) = v}. (3.10)
Next, we extend to (GPS) condition a version .of Theorem 2.4 proved in

[11].

Theorem 3.6. Let E be a real Banach space and suppose that [ €
CYE,R) is a functional satisfying f(0) =0 and (GPS). Assume that f
satisfies
(i) There exists p > 0 such that

f(U) Z O’ V UAS aBP(O)7

and
(ii) There ewists e € E '\ B,(0) such that f(e) =0.
Then, f has a critical value ¢ > 0 characterized by

c= 71161% maXe(o,1] Sy @),

with,

I'={yeC(0,1], )| 7(0) =0, v(1) = €}.
Furthermore, if f does not have a critical point u on 0B,(0), for some
0<r<p, thenc>0.

Proof. By Lemma 1.19 in [12], if f has no critical point u € 8B.(0),
then there exist @ > 0 and a homeomorphism ¢ : E — E such that
Y(0) =0, P(e) = e and f(¢Y(u)) > a > 0, for every u € 0B,(0). On that
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case, ¢ > a > 0 is a critical value of f by Theorem 3.1. The theorem is
proved. O

Remark 3.7. Asin Theorem 1.13 of [12], to get the homeomorphism used
in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we need only a local version of Palais-Smale
condition at level zero.

As our final result in this section, we state a natural generalization
of Theorem 3.1 which relates the existence of critical points for the
functional f : F — R with the topology of the level surfaces of f. Given
a topological space X, we denote by H k(X) the k-th reduced singular
homology with integer coefficients.

Theorem 3.8. Let E be a real Banach space and suppose that f : E — R
is a functionadl of class C1 satisfying (GPS) for some ¢ € A. If H,(Sc(f))
s not trivial for some ¢ € R, then f possesses a critical value d # c.
Proof. For k € NU {0}, we set D’f+1(0) = {z e R¥F1|||z]| < 1}. Given
v : 8% = 8D1(0) — S.(f), we denote by [+] the equivalence class of 7 on
Hi(S:(f)). Following the proof of Theorem 3.1, we define

Cl = yelflf . max, ph ) S(H(@)), (3.11)

with

14 = {4 € C(DETH0), B) | 4(z) = y(x), ¥V z € SF}. (3.12)

As before, if c1 5, is not a critical value of f, then, necessarily, c¢; x = c
and there exists 4 € 'y ;, N f¢. In this case, we define

ok = velgfkmax epk+1(0) [ (7)), (3.13)

with
= {5 € C(D1(0), f9) | 4(x) = v(z), Vz € Sk}. (3.14)

If ¢ is not a critical value of f, the argument employed in Lemma
3.4 shows that there exists 4 € T'1y such that §(D1(0)) C S.(f) and,
consequently, [y] = 0. Thus, we have shown that [y] # 0 if, and only if,
f has a critical value d # ¢. The theorem is proved. : O
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Remark 3.9. We observe that Theorem 3.8 may be used to establish
new versions of generalizations of the Mountain Pass Theorem [11, 12].

4. Rolle’s Theorem on R?
In this section, we apply Theorem 3.1 to establish our version of Rolle’s
Theorem on R2. Moreover, this theorem is applied to prove a global
univalence result for a class vector fields on the plane. Before stating
such results, we need to introduce some preliminaries.

Given ¢ € R*, and F : R* — R*, k < n of class C1, we follow the
notation used in section 2 and set S.(F) = F‘l({c}). We denote by K
the set of singular points of ¥, and we note by K. the set K N S.(F).

Theorem 4.1. (Rolle’s Theorem on R2.) Let F = (f1, f2) : R? — R? be
a vector field of class C1 with fi satisfying (GPS) with respect to some
¢ € A. Assume that there exist two distinct points u and v belonging to
Sc(F), ¢ = (¢1,¢9), in such a way that ¢1 ts an admissible level for fi.
Then, either

(i) w and v are in the same path-component of S.(F), or

(ii) F has a singular value d # c.

Remark 4.2. (i) Note that the above result is independent of the choice
of the coordinates system, and that (GPS) condition is assumed for just

one coordinate of F'. (ii) We recall that the argument used in the proof
of Theorem 4.2 also holds if f] is of class C! and f; is differentiable.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, it suffices to suppose that v and v are in the
same path-component of S¢, (f1). Let v € C([0, 1],R2) be such that
¥(0) = u, ¥(1) = v, and

fiv(®)) = c1, VI e[0,1]. (4.1)

Then, h = fo oy € C([0,1],R) and satisfies h(0) = h(1) = co. Further-
more, we have the two following excluding possibilities

(i) h(t) = cg, for all t € [0,1], or

(ii) There exists t € (0,1) so that h(t) # ca.

On the first case, u and v are in the same path-component of S.(F). If
(ii) holds, we claim that F possesses a singular value d # ¢. Without
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loss of generality, we assume that A(tgp) = max,c[o,1] h(t) > co. Arguing
by contradiction, we suppose that the claim is not true. Since y(¢g) is a
regular point of F', we may use (4.1) and the Implicit Function Theorem
to assume that v is differentiable on ty and +'(fg) # 0. From (4.1) and
our choice of gy, we get

(f1(v(t0)), Y (t0)) = 0.

(f2((t0)), 7' (t0)) = 0.
Consequently, fi(v(to)) and f5(v(tp)) are linearly dependent. Thus, d =
(c1, f2(y(to))) # c is a singular value of F'. The theorem is proved. O

Corollary 4.3. Let F' = (f1, fo) : R2 — R2 pe a vector field of class
CY with fi satisfying (GPS). Assume that there exists ¢ = (c1,¢2) € R2
such that F' has no singular value d # ¢. Then, either

(1) Se(F) possesses at most one point, or

(19) Sc(F) possesses a montrivial component.

Proof. Let u and v be two distinct points of S.(F) and assume, by
contradiction, that the components of S.(F') are trivial. Since F does
not have a singular value d # ¢, we obtain that {w € R?| fiw) =0} C
S.(F). Thus, ¢ is an admissible level of f;. But, now Theorem 4.1
implies that F' has a singular value d # ¢. The corollary is proved. O

Remark 4.4. We notice that we may substitute S.(F) by K. in condi-
tion (ii).

Corollary 4.5. Let F' = (fy, f2) : R2 — R? be a vector field of class
C' with f1 satisfying (GPS) and F(0) = 0. Assume that F is a local
diffeomorphism on R? \ So(F) and locally injective on Sy(F'). Then,
F(u) #0, for every u € R?\ {0}.

Proof. If F(u) =0 for some u # 0, by Corollary 4.3, So(F") should have
a nontrivial component. But, this contradicts the fact that F' is locally
injective on So(F'). The corollary is proved. O

Theorem 4.6. (Global Injectivity Theorem.) Let F' = (f1, fo) : RZ — R?
be a vector field of class C1 with fy satisfying (GPS) with respect to some
¢ € A. Then, I is globally injective provided it is a local diffeomorphism.
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Proof. Given ¢ € R™ S.(F) possesses only trivial components. Hence,
Corollary 4.3 implies S¢(F') has at most one point. Theorem 4.6 is
proved. O

Remark 4.7. Theorem 4.6 holds for F' = (fy, fo) with f; of class ct
and fo differentiable, if we assume that £ is locally injective and has no
singular points (See Remark 4.2-(ii)).

4.1. Examples
Here, we present some examples and applications of the results obtained

in this section.

1. The following example has been given in [6]. Consider F = (f1, fo2) :
R2 — R? the polynomial mapping defined by

F(z,y) = (@ + (y + %)%y + 2%), ¥ (z,y) € R%

Then, F is a local diffeomorphism since det(F'(z,y)) = 1, for every
(z,y) € R?. Furthermore, it is easy to verify that fo(x,y) satisfies (PS),
i. e., (GPS) with respect to ¢(s) = 1. Therefore, by Theorem 4.6, F is
globally injective.

We remark that we may not apply Theorem 1 of [6] to show that F is
globally injective. We also notice that trace(F'(z,y)) = 2 +4z(y + :122) >
2>0ifz<0andy < —z2, orz > 0 and y > —z2. Hence, the global

injectivity is not a consequence of the main result of [3].

2. Consider F = (fl,‘fg) : R?2 — R? of class C! such that fl(:c,vy) =
Az + €* + afy), with A > 0. Thus, (f1).(u) = XA +€® > A, for every
u = (z,y) € R%. Assume that fy satisfies

A+ €M) (fa)y(u) — &/ W) (f2)e(w) £0, ¥V u = (z,y) € RZ (*)
Then, Theorem 4.6 implies that F' = (fy, f9) is globally injective. Note

that we do not assume any extra hypothesis on det F”(z, y) besides con-
dition (*).

3. Suppose that F = (f,g) : R2 — R? is of class C! and assume that
there exists ¢ € A such that
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@) oI <17/ (], ¥ u € R and

(i) (fagy = gefu)(w) #0, V u = (z,y) € R?.

Then, F is globally univalent in R? by Theorem 4.6. This result is
related to a theorem by Nikaido [8, 9] which states that F' is a global
diffeomorphism under conditions stronger than (i) and (ii). We notice
that it is not difficult to give examples of F satisfying (i) and (ii) which
are not surjective (See the previous item).

4. Consider F(z,y) = (f1, f2) = (¢* — 4% + 3,4ye* — y3). Then, F is a
local diffeomorphism; but, it is not injective since F'(0,2) = F(0,—2) =
(0,0). By Theorem 4.6, for every nonincreasing locally Lipschitz func-
tion ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) such that [;° ¢(t)dt = oo, there exists a se-
quence (T, Ym) — 00, 85 M — 00, such that f1(@m, ym) — ¢1 = 3 and
W 1@, Y ) I/ O (@, Ym) || — 0, 88 m — o0o. Note that the value ¢; =3
is given by (3.1). A similar result holds for fs.

5. Consider fi(z,y) = log(:r2 +1) — log(y2 + 1) and assume that fo :
R? — R satisfies the following condition:

3 (2)el) + g (f2() #0, ¥ = (w,3) € R\ {(0,0)). (w0)

Then, F(x,y) # (0,0), for every (z,y) € B2\ {(0,0)}. Effectively, f;
satisfies (GPS) with respect to ¢(t) = t/(t?> + 1) and (x*) implies F is a
local diffeomorphism on R2 \ {(0,0)}. Thus, by Corollary 4.3, the result
holds.

5. Rolle’s Theorem on higher dimensions
In this section, we extend the results of the previous section to vector
fields of class C? defined on dimensions greater than two.

Given n >3 and 2 < k < n, we denote by Py = {o = {j1, .., ji} €
{1,..,n}*|j1 < ... < ji}, the family of ordered subsets of {1, ...,n}
with k elements. For every o € Py, we consider the inclusion j, : RF —

R” defined by
' TE, l=jr€co

We also take P, : R — j,(R¥) the corresponding projection and define
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b, = j;l oP, :R" - RF. By uj A...Aug_1, we denote the vectorial
product of uy,...,us_1 on RF. For k = 2 and u = (a,b), we set Au =
(—b,a).

Definition 5.1. For o € Py, we define the o-vectorial product of
V1, U1 ot R™ by

V1 Ag o - Ng Vi1 = Jo(Pe (V1) A Lo A o (vg_1)).

It is not difficult to verify that (v1 Ay ... As vp_1,v;) = 0, for every
ie{1,....k—1}
Definition 5.2. Given v; = (a;1,...,ain) € R*, 1 <i<k<n, and o =
{71, Jk} € Pr, we consider the matric My = (asj,,), 1 < i,m < k,
and define

Ag(v1, ..., v5) = det [My],

Ar(v1, .., Uk) = Z Ag,
0€Py

For k = 1 and o = {j1}, we take A;(v1) = M, = ay;,, and we obtain

and

A1(v1) = ||v1|?. From the definitions given above and the properties of
the vectorial product on R*, k > 2, we get

(V1 Ag + oo N Vi1, V) = Ap(V1, .. UE), V 0 € Py,
A2 =(n—k+1) Z 101 Ag - - . Ag vg_1]|%.
UGPk

Now, we may define a generalization of (GPS) condition for vector fields
F=(ft,..of):R* 5 RF 1<k <n. Givenm € {1,...,k}, we denote
by F, the vector field F,, = (f1,..., fm) : R — R™. Consider A,
the family of functions given in section 2, and take ¢ € A. Setting
|F (w)|| = Ap(fi(w), ..., fi(u)), for every u € R", we define

Definition 5.3. Given F = (f1,...,fx) : R* - R¥, 2 < k < n, be a
vector field of class C' and ¢ € R¥, we say that F satisfies the generalized
Palais-Smale condition (with respect to ¢) at ¢, denoted (GPS)., if every
sequence (Up) C R™ such that F'(un) — ¢ and

E () e/ 1 Ff_1 () - 16t ]) — 0,
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as m — 00, possesses a converging subsequence. If F' satisfies (GPS),,
for every ¢ € R*, we just say that it satisfies (GPS).

In the particular case where k = 1, we obtain the original (GPS)
condition by taking ||Fj(u)| = 1, for every u € R™.

Following the notation used in section 1, we define S.(F) = F~1({c}),
for every ¢ € R¥, and consider K = {u € R*|||F (u)||s = 0}, the set of
singular points of F. We also set K. = K N Se(F) = {u € R"|F(u) =
¢, |[F'(w)lly = 0}, for every ¢ € R¥. Note that if K, = @, then S.(F) is
a n — k dimensional submanifold of R™. In that case, we say that ¢ is a
regular value of F.

Definition 5.4. Given F € CI(R",R’“), we say that ¢ € RF is an admis-
sible value if either ¢ is a regular value of I, or the components of K,
are trivial and ¢ is an isolated singular value of F'.

Given ¢ € R™, we write ¢ = (a,b), a € RF-I = RF-1 x {0}, b ¢
R = {0} x R. The following result, also proved in section 6, is a natural
generalization of Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 5.5. (DeformationLemma.) Suppose that F = (f,..., fx) :
R” — R* € C%(R™,R*) and satisfies (GPS). Assume that (d,a) is the
only possible critical value of F on {d} x [a,b) and that (d,a) is an
admissible level for F. Then, there exists T : [0,1] X Sg(F_1) N (f,lc’\
K(qpy(F)) = Sa(Fre1) N (ff \ K(qp)(F)) such that

(i) 7(0,u) = w, ¥V u € Sa(Fi1) N (2 \ Ky (F)),

(i) 7(t,w) =u, ¥ (t,u) € [0,1] X Sig4)(F),

(iif) 7(1,u) € Sggq)(F), ¥ u € Sg(Fp-1) N (J\ K (g (F))-

Note that Proposition 5.5 establishes a deformation lemma for fg
on the manifold M = Sy(F;_1) which may have singular points. The
condition (GPS) on this case is based on the projection of the vector
V fi(u) over the tangent space of M at the point w.

Next, we establish the main results in this section. These are natural
generalizations for vector fields of class C? of the results obtained in
section 4.

Theorem 5.6. (Rolle’s Theorem on R™, n > 3.) Let F'= (f1,..., fn) :
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R™ - R™ be a vector field of class C? with F, ..., F,_1 satisfying (GPS)
with respect to ¢1,...,0,_1 € A, respectively. Assume that there exist
two distinct points u and v belonging to S.(F), ¢ = (¢1,¢c2) € R™, in such
a way that ¢ 18 an admissible level for F,,_1. Then, either

(1) u and v are in the same path-component of S.(F), or

(ii) F has o critical value d # c.

Proof. In the following, we use the notation K (F) = {u € R | || F'(u)|| =
0}, K4(F) = K(F)N Sy(f), for every F: R* — R* and d € R*. Consid-
ering ¢ = (c1,¢c2) given above, we set ¢ = (cf, .. .,c’f‘l).

Next, we claim that u and v are in the same path-component of
Se,(Fn_1) provided F has no singular value d # c. Observing that
K(Fy) C K(F,_1), we conclude that ¢, = (c%, . .,c’{) is an admissible
value of Fy, for every k € {1,...,n — 1}. Then, by Theorem 3.1, u and
v are in the same path-component of f; = Fy.

Now, we argue by induction, assuming that « and v are in the same
path-component of Sﬁk,l(Fk~1)’ for 2 <k <n-—1. Let~vy:][0,1] —
S, (Fr_1) be a continuous path such that v(0) = v and (1) = v.

Ckal.
Consider

by = maxy g1 fe(Y(1)) = ck-
If by > ¢k, we apply Proposition 5.5 to obtain 7 : [0, 1] X Sehl(Fk,l) N
f,zk — S&k_l(Fk_l) N f,lzk such that 7(1,u) € Sak_l(Fk_l)ﬂ f;k, for every
ck,l(Fk—l) N f,i)k, and 7(t,u) = u, for every t € [0,1], u € S&k(Fk)-
Then, v1 = 7(1,v(¢)) : [0,1] — Sék_1(Fk—1) N f;k is a continuous path
such that v1(0) = v and v1(1) = v. Taking v1 = v if by = ¢k, we define

u € S

ag = minge[g 1) fr(71(8)) < k.

If ay = cx, we have the claim. Otherwise, we may argue as above and
apply Proposition 5.5 to [}, = (f1,--.,—fx) to obtain that u and v are
in the same path-component of Sak (F%). This proves the claim.

So it suffices to assume that v and v are in the same path-component
of Se; (Fr21). Let v : [0,1] — S¢, (F,_1) be a continuous path such that
~(0) = u and y(1) = v. Take h = f, 0~ :[0,1] — R. As in the proof of
Theorem 4.1, we have the following two excluding possibilities
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(i) h(t) = cyp, for all ¢t € [0,1], or
(ii) There exists ¢ € (0,1) so that h(t) # c,.

On case (i), v and v are in the same path-component of S.(F'). If
(ii) holds, we use the same argument of the proof of Theorem 4.1 to
conclude that F' has a singular value d # ¢. Theorem 5.6 is proved. O

We omit the proof of the next three results since the argument em-
ployed is similar to the one used to prove the corresponding results in
section 4.

Corollary 5.7. Let F' = (f1,..., fn) : R® — R"™ be a vector field of class
C? with Fy,...,F,_1 satisfying (GPS) with respect ¢1,...,¢n_1 € A,
respectively. Assume that there exists ¢ € R™ such that F' has no singular
value d # c. Then, either

(i) Sc(F) possesses at most one point, or

(ii) Se(F') possesses a nontrivial component.

Corollary 5.8. Let F' = (f1,..., fn) : R® — R" be a vector field of class
C? with FO) = 0 and F1,..., F,_1 satisfying (GPS) with respect to
D1y - Ol € A, respectively. Assume that F is a local diffeomorphism,
on R™\ So(F) and locally injective on So(F). Then, F(u) # 0, for every
u e R™\ {0}.

Theorem 5.9. (Global Injectivity Theorem.) Let F' = (f1,..., fn) :
R"™ — R™ be a vector field of class C? with Fy, ..., F,_1 satisfying (GPS)
with respect to ¢1,...,¢,_1 € A, respectively. Then, F is globally injec-
tive provided it is o local diffeomorphism.

The next result is an immediate application of Theorem 5.6

Theorem 5.10. Let F' = (f1,..., fp) : R® — R" be a vector field of class
C2 with f1,..., fo_1 satisfying (GPS) with respect to ¢1,...,¢p_1 € A,
respectively. Assume that F is a local diffeomorphism on R™. Then, F
is globally injective provided it satisfies

(i) For each k € {2,...,n — 1}, there exist 0y > 0 and Ry > 0 such that

1E5 ()l 2 Orll fr @I Fr -1 (@)llk—15 ¥ [Jull > Re.

Bol. Soc. Bras. Mat., Vol. 29, N. 2, 1998



318 ELVES ALVES DE B. E SILVA AND MARCO ANTONIO TEIXEIRA

5.1. Examples
Next, we illustrate Theorem 5.9, presenting some examples and appli-

cations.

1. Consider F = (f1, fo, f3) : R3 — R3 of class C? such that F is a
local diffeomorphism, fi(u) = f(x1,x2), for every u = (x1,z2,23) € R3,
and f1 satisfies (GPS). Then, F is globally injective provided there
exists ¢ € A so that ||(f2)z,(w)]| > ¢(|lul), for every u € R3. Indeed,
by Theorem 5.9 it suffices to show that Fb satisfies (GPS). But, by
definition,

IFS )3 > AgL, 3Y2(f (w), fo(w) + Ag2,3F2(f1(w), fo(w)
> | A @) (lul), ¥ u e R,

Hence, F is globally injective. As a direct application of this result, we
obtain, for example, that F(x,y, 2) = (x+(y+a:2)2+z, Y+, a:/2+23+z)
is univalent on R®.

2. Given € € R, Consider F, = (f.,g,h) : R® — R3 of class C? such that
fe(@,y, 2) = ex + €% +log(y? +1), g(2,y,2) = ye > + g1(2), h(z,y,2) =
h1(y, z) with (h1):(y,2) > 0 and g}(2)(h1)y(y, z) < 0 for every (x,y, 2) €
R3. We determine the injectivity of F. in function of the parameter e:

(a) F_ is globally injective if ¢ > 0. Since f/(z,y,2) = (e + 2022 2y, 0), we
have that f. satisfies (PS). Furthermore, we claim that (F,)9 also satisfies
(PS), i.e., (GPS) with respect to ¢(t) = 1. We argue by contradiction one
more time, supposing that there exists a sequence Um = (Tm, Ym, Zm),
m € N, such that (F)2(um) — ¢ = (c1, e2), [|(Fo)5um)ll2/| fi(um)| — 0,
and ||uy,| — oo, as m — oco. From fe(um) — ¢1, we conclude that
either (Zm,ym) € R? is a bounded sequence or (Z,,ym) — (—00,00),
as m — oo. On both cases ||fl(um)]| — d # 0 and, consequently,
|(Fe)5(um)|| — 0. But, this contradicts

[(Fohw)ll2 > Ar2y(flg))(w) = ee™2® + 4y?e 27 /(4% +1) + 2 > 2,

for u = (z,y,2) € R3. The claim is proved. Since F, is a local diffeo-
morphism on R3, Theorem 5.9 implies F, is globally univalent.
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(b) F. is not injecﬁve if € < 0. Let z. € R be such that ez, + e2%€ = 1.
Then, Fe(a;ey 0, O) = Fe(07 0, O) = (1791(0)7 h(O, O))

(c) F, is globally injective if € = 0. Let up, = (Tm, Ym, 2m), m € N, be a
sequence such that fo(u,,) — ¢ > 0. By the definition of fj, we find
M > 0 such that z,, < M, |ym| < M, for every m € N. Furthermore,
(Zm, Ym) 7 (—00,0) since, on that case fy(u,) — 0, as m — oco. Using
those facts, we obtain that ||fj(um)|| — d # 0, as m — oco. Now, we
may argue as on item (a) to conclude that fy satisfies (PS)., for every
¢ >0, and (Fp)o satisfies (PS),, for every ¢ = (c1, c2) with ¢1 > 0.

As fo(u) > 0, for every u € R3, we deduce from Theorem 3.1 and
Remark 3.5-(i) that S.(fg) is path-connected for every ¢ > 0. Actually,
the same argument allows to apply Theorem 5.9 to conclude that Fy is
globally injective since (Fp)q satisfies (PS)., for ¢ = (¢1, ¢2), with ¢; > 0.

6. Proofs of Propositions 2.3 and 5.5

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Let V(u) be a pseudo-gradient vector field
associated to f on E = {u € E| f'(u) # 0} (See [11]). Recall that V is
a locally Lipschitz continuous map so that, for every u € E, we have

IV w)| < 2l f W],
(V(w), f'(w) > |1f @)

Given the initial value problem

(6.1)

d o Vatweltul)
&S T Vg wE 62)

nO0,w) =ueA=f\ (KU fY,
By the theorem of existence and uniqueness for ordinary differ-

ential equations, there exists a maximum time ¢*(u) > 0 such that
n(t, u) is defined on [0,¢7(u)), for u € A. Setting T, = max{s €
[0,t7(w)),| f(n(s,u) > a}, for u € A, our main objective is to study
the behav10ur of n(t,u) ast — Ty,.

Using the properties (6.1) of a pseudo-gradient vector field, we have

7t w) < ——¢ Itk wl) <0, ¥ ¢ € [0,¢7 (u). (6-3)
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Furthermore, given d > 0, by (GPS), we obtain § > 0 such that
1f' @)l = do(ll(w))), ¥V ue A\ Ny(K). (6.4)

Assuming the hypothesis and the notation of Proposition 2.3, we need
some preparatory lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. There exists dg > 0 such that for every solution n(.,u) of
(6.2), 0 <t] <ty <Tyand 0 <d <dy satisfying
H77(7517 u) — Ka“ = d/2>
In(ta, u) — Kol = d, (6.5)
d/2 < ||n(t,u) — K| < d, Vi1 <t <to.
Then, there exist 6 = 6(d) > 0 and o = a(d) > 0 such that

-t (6
and .
a < f(nltz,w) < f(n(tr,u)) — Joltz —t1). (6.7)

Proof. Taking dy smaller if necessary, we choose 6 = §(d) such that (6.4)
holds for every u € A\ Ng/2(K). Hence,

[ ant )l < 5 Ve lh, o]
That implies immediately (6.6). Furthermore, since K, is compact, from
(6.5), we get M > 0 such that ||n(t, u)|| < M, for every t € [t1,t9]. Using
(6.3), we obtain o > 0 so that

) < —to, Wt € [ty ).

The above inequality provides (6.7). So Lemma 6.1 is proved. a

Definition 6.2. Given a topological space M, a compact set K C M, and
a continuous map n : [0,t9) — M, tg € RU {oo}, we say that the pair
(n, K) satisfies the strong attraction property, denoted (SAP), at to if
there exists v € K such that limy_;, n(t) = v, whenever liminf; ¢, ||1(t)—
K| =o.
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Lemma 6.3. Given v € A and considering n(t,u) the corresponding
solution of (6.2), we have

(@) f(nit,w) —a ast— T,

(b) The pair (n(.,u), K,) satisfies (SAP) at T,.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, we suppose that (a) does not occur.
From (6.3), there exists & € (a,b) such that f(n(t,u)) —a, ast — Ty,.
Using the compactness of K, U K3, we obtain d > 0 such that n(t,u)
A\ Ny(K) for every t € [0,7T,). Consequently, by (6.4), we find § > 0
so that ||f'(n(t,u)|| > éo(|n(t,w)||), t € [0,7). The last inequality
and (6.2) imply that ”3277 t,u)|| < 3, for every ¢ € [0,7},). Therefore,
Intt, il < ful + §, and

Sonttu) < 5 = [ olull + 5ds, Ve € .13,

provided that ¢(s) is nonincreasing. As [y~ ¢(s)ds = oo, we get that
T, < oo and, from the above bound on || %n(t, u)|l, there exists v € S;(f)
such that n(t,u) — v, as t — T,,. But, that contradicts the definition of
T, since n(t, u) would be defined on [0, s], s > T3, and f(n(t,u)) > a, for
every t € [0, s]. That proves (a). '

To verify (b), we suppose liminf; .7, ||7(t, u) — K,|| = 0. First of all,
we assert that lim; 7, [|[n(t, v) — K| = 0. Argumg by contradiction, we
assume that this is not verified. Considering dy given by Lemma 6.1, we
find 0 < d < dy and sequences 0 < t] < 81 < ... <tm < sm < ...<Ty
such that ¢, and s,, satisfy (6.5), for every m € N. Consequently,
S — T > %d , and

1

a < f(n(Sms,u) < f(Ntm,u)) — Za( tm) < f((8m_1,u)) — %adé.

Hence, 1, < o and 8, — t,, — 0, a8 m — oo. But, that provides a
contradiction. Therefore, lim; 7, ||n(t, u) — K|l = 0, as claimed.

From the compactness of K,, we get M < oo such that ||, v)|| <
M, for every t € [0,T,). Using this relation and (6.3), we get & > 0 so

that

d
Ei (n(t,u)) < —a&, Vit G [0,7,).
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This equation implies that 7}, < co. Furthermore, since K, is compact,
we may find 27 € K, and a sequence t,, — T, as m — oo, so that
N(tm,u) — 21, a8 m — oo. If n(t,u) /4 21, as t — T,,, we would obtain
z € Ko\ {z1} and 3, — T, satisfying 7(8m,u) — 2, as m — co. As
the connected components of K, are points, by the Separation Lemma
[2], there exist disjoint compact sets K; and Ko satisfying K, = K;UKj>
and 2 € Kj, i = 1,2. Taking 0 < d < min{dy, 3[[K1 — K2}, we find
sequences 0 < {1 < 81 < ... <ty < & < ... < Ty, with ¢, — Ty,
as m — 00, and tn,, sy, satisfying (6.5), for every m € N. The same
argument used above gives us a contradiction. The lemma is proved. O

The reasoning employed in the proved of Lemma 6.3 provides a uni-
form bound for 7(t,u) on the interval [0, T,,).

Corollary 6.4. T;, < oo, for every u € A. Moreover, there ezists M < co
such that ||n(t,u)|| < M, for every t € [0,T,).

Proof. If liminf; .1, ||n(t, u) — K,|| = 0, The thesis of Corollary 6.4 has
already been proved in Lemma 6.3. Otherwise, we argue as in the first
part of the proof of that lemma to obtain the conclusion. O

Lemma 6.5. (a) Given u € A, there exists v € S, so that

limg 7, n(t,u) = v.

(b) The application T : A — R given by T(u) = T, is a well defined
continuous map.

(c) Given u € S, and a sequence (un) C A such that u, — u, as
m — oo, we have T(up) — 0, as m — oo.

Proof. To show (i)-(ii), we consider two possibilities:

1. liminfs g, ||n(t,v) — K,|| > d > 0. By Corollary 6.4, T,, < oo and
n(t,u) is uniformly bounded for ¢ € [0,T,). Applying (6.4) and the
argument used in Lemma 6.3, we get that n(t,u) — v € Sa(f)\ K. (ii)
is a direct consequence of continuous dependence of solutions of (6.2)
with respect to initial conditions.

2. liminfs,7, ||n(t, u)— K| = 0. Lemma 6.3 implies the pair (n(t, u), K,)
satisfies (SAP). Thus, (i) must hold. Furthermore, by Corollary 6.4,
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T, < co. To show that T'(u) is continuous on A, we argue by contradic-
tion, supposing there exist v > 0 and (u,,) C A such that u,, - u € A
and |Ty,, — Tyl > v > 0, for every m € N. From the continuity of
n(Ty—7,.) at u, without loss of generality, we may suppose 1, > Tu+7,
for every m € N.

We claim that there exists a € (a,min{b, f(u)}) satisfying f(n(T, +
v/2,um)) > @ > a, for every m € N.

Assuming the claim, we take T}, = max{s € [0,¢t(u))| f(n(s,u)) > a},
uw e I\ (Kyul @) By our previous argument, T, is continuous since
K; = @. Furthermore, T, > Ty + 7/2, for every m € N. Hence,
Tu > Ty + 7/2 because u,, — u, as m — oo. But, that contradicts
the definition of T,,. Thus, to prove the continuity of T, it suffices to
verify the claim. By the continuity fo f, the fact that K} is compact
and (6.4), there exists dy > 0 such that |[n(¢, um) — Kpl| > d1, for every
m € N and ¢ € (0,1,,). Considering dy > 0 given by Lemma 6.1, we
take dg = min{dy,dp}. Taking v smaller, if necessary, we may assume
that v < 36(do)ds, with §(ds) given by Lemma 6.1, and that n(., us,) is
well defined on I = [T,, — v/2, T, + 27v/3], for every m €N

Now, we consider the three possibles cases:

(a) Hmsup,,_o |71, um) — K|l < do. Since K, is compact, we obtain
M < oo such that ||n(t, um)|| < M, forevery t € I, m € N. Applying
(6.3) and observing that f(n(T,+27v/3, um) > a, we obtain the claim.

(b) liminfy— e |7, um) — Kal| > do/2 > 0. In view of (6.4), we get

| nttumll < 5, Vi€ T, meN.
Therefore,

It )] < 19T = /2 m)] + 56 = T +7/2), ¥ ¢ €1, mEN.

From the continuity of n(T, — 7v/2;.) at u, we also obtain that

In(t, um)| is unformly bounded for t € I, m € N. As before the
claim is proved.

(¢) Hminf,, o |71, Um) — Kal| < d2/2 < do < limsupy, o |71, tm) —

~ K,||. Taking a subsequence if necessary, we find ¢, < sm, tm,sm € [
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such that (6.5) holds. Applying Lemma 6.1, we have

F(T+ /2, 00)) 2 [((50m,0) + 506 > a, ¥ m € N

That proves the claim.

Our final task is to verify that T, — 0, as u,, — u € S,(f). If
u ¢ K,, the result is easily obtained.

Thus, we may suppose u € K,. Arguing by contradiction, we as-
sume |Ty,,| > €, for every m € N. If there exists M < oo such
that ||n(t,um)l] > M, for every t € [0,T,,,), m € N, from (6.3) and
f(um) — f(u), we must have T;,, — 0. Hence, The last relation
cannot happen. As u, — u, we obtain 0 < d < dy and t,, < Sm,
tm, Sm € [0,Ty,,) such that (6.5) holds for every m € N. Using Lemma
6.3 and f(um) — f(u), we also obtain a contradiction. Lemma 6.5 is
proved. . O

‘Using Lemma 6.5, we set n(Ty, u) = lim¢_7;, n(t, u), for every u € A.

Lemma 6.6. The application my : [0,1]x A — fb\Kb defined by m (¢, u) =
n(tTy, u) is continuous. Moreover, if (L, um) € [0,1] x A, for every
m € N, and up — u € So(f), as m — oo; then, ni(t,u) — u, as
m— 0.

Proof. The continuity of n; at (£,u) € [0,1] x A when n(T,,u) € K, or
t < 1 is easily obtained.

Thus, we suppose v = n(Ty,,u) € K, and t = 1. Arguing by
contradiction once again, we assume that there exists ((tm,um)) C
[0,1] x A so that u,, - U, ty, — 1, but v, = N(tm Ly, Um) 7 v, as
m — o0o. Furthermore, we may assume there exists ¢ > 0 such that
InEm T s um) — || > € > 0, for every m € N. Now, we consider the
following possibilities:

L IntmTum, um) — vl > d > 0. Since the pair (n(t,u), K,) satisfies

(SAP) at T, we have v > 0 such that ||n(t,u) — K| < §, for every

t € [Ty — v, Ty]- The continuity of T, provides the existence of

mo € N such that t,,T,, > T, —v/2, for every m > mg. Moreover,

Ty — v, um) — 1y — v,u), as m — oo. Taking d smaller if

necessary, we obtain Ty, — 7 < #, < 8, < Ty,, such that (6.5) holds
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for m sufficiently large. Invoking Lemma 6.1, we get &y, independent
of m, so that 8od < 2(8m — tm) < Tup, — T +v. As Tp,,,, — Th,
as m — oo, and 7 > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small, we get a
contradiction.

2. iminfi—eo [7EmTum, Um) — Kol = 0. By the compactness of K, we
may assume 7(tm Loy, , Um) — 0 € K, \ {v}. Now, we use the sepa-
ration lemma and the argument used before to get a contradiction

with Ty, — Ty, as m — oo. That shows the continuity of 7.

Working in a similar fashion, we may also verify that n(¢,,T,

Umaum) — U

when w,, — u, a8 m — oo. Lemma 6.6 is proved. O

Conclusion of the Proof of Proposition 2.3. Define 7 : [0, 1] x (f*\ K,) —
(f"\ Ky) by

u, (t,w) €10,1] x f,
rtu) = { b .
mtw), (G u) € 0,1 x fN\ (KU f9).
From Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, 7(¢,u) is a continuous map and satisfies the
thesis of Proposition 2.3. , O

Remark 6.7. We may have b = oo on Proposition 2.3. In other words,
if the functional f(u) does not have a critical value above the level a;
then, f% is a strong deformation retract of F.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition
2.3. For that reason, we only verify the main estimates.
First, we consider the vector field W : R®™ — R™ given by
depk(f{ (Who.. Ao fi_; (W) (u)
W(u) = £ (w112
0, otherwise,

,ifud K,

where we used the notation Aj(u) = As(fi(u),..., fi_1(u)). Next, we
consider the following initial value problem

d
26 w) = =W n(t, w)é(lIntt, w)

(6.8)
n(0,u) =u € A= Sa(Fro1) N fL\ (K(q) U f2)-
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For every u € A, n(t,u) is defined on a maximal interval [0, T (u)). Given
t € [0,tT(u)), we get

d
it w) = —(fi(n(t,w)), Wnt,w))e(Int, ), Vi€ {1,... .k}
Therefore, by the definition of W, we have

%fi(n(t,u)) =0, Vtelo,tt(u), ic {1,..,k—1}.

This implies that n(t,u) € Sg(Fy_1), for every ¢t € [0, (u)). Moreover,
for every t € [0,1],
A2(n(t,u
ot - ‘Zﬁ?‘émf i
’ k
= —o(lIn(t, W)
By (GPS), given d > 0, we get § > 0 such that

IE" @)k = 6¢(lluDliFr-1(wle-1, ¥V v € A\ Ns(K). (6.10)

o(lIn(t, w)lh) (6.9)

Consequently, by Schwarz inequality on RY, where N = #(P), we get

W (u)

IA

1/2
AW A A f;;_1(U)||2> 1P ()l

oEPL
< (n—k+ DM F_ ()| F @)l
< (n—k+1)2(E6(|ul)) ™
for every u € A\ Ns(K). It is not difficult to see that equations (6.9),

(6.10), (6.11) and the argument used in Proposition 2.3 provide the
proof of Proposition 5.5. O

(6.11)
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