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SOME NEW MINIMAX THEOREMS

MOHAMMED BACHIR

ABSTRACT. We establish an alternative theorem and deduce some new mini-
max theorems extending classical results such as Fan, Kénig and Simons the-
orems. Some applications will be given.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X and Y be arbitrary nonempty sets and f : X x Y — R be a function.
Recall that, f is said to be t-convexlike on X for some ¢t € (0,1), if and only if for
all z1, 72 € X, there exists x3 € X such that f(z3,y) <tf(z1,y)+ (1 —1)f(x2,y),
for all y € Y and f is said to be t-concavelike on Y, if and only if for all y1,y2 € Y,
there exists y3 € Y such that f(z,y3) > tf(x,y1) + (1 — ) f(z,y2), for all z € X.
We say that f is convexlike on X, a concept due to Fan, (resp. concavelike on
Y) if and only if f is ¢-convexlike on X (resp. f is t-concavelike on Y) for every
t € (0,1). Clearly, a convex (resp. concave) function on a convex set is convexlike
(resp. concavelike) but the converse is not true in general. The more general
notions of infsup-convexity and supinf-concavity will be given in Definition [0l and
Proposition [[l Several properties of these concepts and their uses can be found
in [23, 25| 18, 8, [9, 10]. We say that f has a property (P) on X (resp. on Y)
if the function f(-,y) (resp. f(zx,-)) has the property (P) for every y € Y (resp.
for every x € X). In general, the properties that concern us in this paper will be
(P) =“boundedness”, “semicontinuity”, ”convexity” or ”generalized convexity”.

The Fan minimax theorem in [I2] Theorem 2] (see also [23, Theorem 11]) says
that if Y is an arbitrary nonempty sets, X is a compact Hausdorff space and
f+ X xY — Ris a function, lower semicontinuous convexlike on X and concavelike
on Y, then

nf sup f(,y) Sup nf fz.y). (o)
The Fan minimax theorem was extended by Simons in [22] Theorem 5c| (see also [23]
Theorem 26]) to two-functions minimax inequality as follows. Let Y be an arbitrary
nonempty sets, X is a compact Hausdorff space, t € (0,1) and f,g: X XY = R
be two functions such that:

() f is t-convexlike and lower semicontinuous on X,

(%) g is t-concavelike on Y,

(iii) f < g.
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Then

3

inf su z,y) < sup inf g(x,y).
mexyeng y)__yegwexg( Y)

The aim of this article is to establish new two-functions minimax inequality ex-
tending classical results such as Fan, Konig and Simons theorems. Our results will
be proved in a non-compact setting. We also prove, under very general conditions,
that the one-function minimax equality is in fact equivalent to Simons’ inequality.
Some applications will be given. Our results will be derived from a new version of
the alternative theorem (Theorem [IJ).

A. Minimax theorem with Simons inequality. In a first result (Theorem [2]),
we will replace the compactness of X and the semicontinuity of f on X by the
following more general condition (in arbitrary nonempty sets X and Y'), which we
will call the Simons inequality: for every net (z4)acr C X,

inf sup f(z,y) < sup limsupf(z,,y). (ee)
z€X yey yey «

This inequality is clearly satisfied when X is Hausdorff compact set and f lower
semicontinuous on X. We will show (Theorem [B)) that the Simons inegality in
(ee) is in fact a necessary and sufficient condition for obtaining the one-function
minimax equality in (e), whenever f is assumed to be bounded ¢-convexlike on X
and s-concavelike on Y for some t,s € (0,1). We give in Example Bl a general
framework where the Simons’ inequality holds without compactness, thus ensuring
a non-compact minimax theorem.

The Simons inequality has been studied for the first time by Simons in [24] un-
der certains conditions and extended by Deville and Finet in [7] and Kivisoo and
Oja in [16). Note here that the authors just cited have considered this inequality
with sequences (z,), instead of nets (z4)acr (see Remark [[). By combining our
result in Theorem [2 together with the main result in [I6] about the Simons’ in-
equality, we give in Corollary 2] a new minimax inequality without the compactness
or semicontinuity assumptions but assuming only convexity on one variable.

B. Minimax theorem in the pseudocompact framework. The second part
of the paper deals with the two-functions minimax inequality in the context of
completely regular Hausdorff pseudocompact spaces. Recall that a topological space
is said to be pseudocompact if its image under any real-valued continuous function is
bounded. Every countably compact space is pseudocompact. For various properties
on pseudocompact spaces we refer to the article by Stephenson in [26].

Let X be an arbitrary nonempty set, Y be a completely regular Hausdorff pseu-
docompact space and f,g: X XY — R be two function such that:

(7) f is bounded on X x Y, infsup-convex on X and the family {f(z,-): 2 € X}
is equicontinuous on Y,

(%) g is supinf-concave on Y and bounded on X,

(iii) f < g.

Then, it is shown in theorem @l that the two-functions minimax inequality holds:
inwaX Super f((E, y) < SUPer inwaX g(l', y)

To the best of our knowledge, this situation (in the pseudocompact framework)
is also new in the literature. Moreover, the notion of infsup-convexity is weaker
than convexity, convexlikeness, t-convexlikeness etc. As a consequence, we prove
(Corollary B) that if Z is a Hausdorff countably compact space, E is a Banach



MINIMAX THEOREM 3

space and (f,)n is a uniformly bounded sequence of continuous functions from Z
into F which w*-pointwize converges to 0 on Z, then there exists a sequence of
linear convex combinations of (f,) which is uniformly convergent to 0 on Z (an
extension of a known result in 7, Proposition]).

This paper is organized as follows. In section[2] we recall the definitions of infsup-
convexity and supinf-concavity and we prove that these concepts generalise those
of t-convexlikness and t-concavelikeness. In Section [3] we prove a new alternative
theorem (Theorem[I]) and give four lemmas. These results are the main tools in the
article. They will be used to prove our results on minimax theorems. In Section [,
we prove our main results Theorem ] and Theorem [3] and Theorem [ and we give
some consequences. In Section[f] we give an application to w*-pointwise convergent
sequence of vector-valued functions.

2. INFSUP-CONVEXITY AND SUPINF-CONCAVITY

The concept of the infsup-convexity is a well-known generalization of convexity,
convexlikeness and t-convexlikeness (t € (0,1)) used by several authors. It was
considered for the first time by Stefanescu in [25, Definition 2.11] as affine weakly
convexlikeness, the present nomenclature is due to Galdn and was given in [9]
Definition 2.1] (see also [8, [10]). For n > 2, the (n — 1)-dimentional simplex is
defined by

Api={(A1, o An) €RT Y N =1}
i=1

Definition 1. Let X and Y be nonempty sets and f: X xY — R be a function.
(i) We say that f is infsup-convex on X if and only if,

inf sup f(z,y) = inf  sup > Nif (i y)
rEX yey ISP S gt

inf supW¥
‘QEconv(CX)yeg (y)
where Cx = {f(x,-):x € X}.
(1i) We say that f is supinf-concave on'Y if and only if,
swpinf fley) = oo > A S

yeyY T€ n>2 z€X P

sup  inf U(z),
Teconv(Cy ) TEX

where Cy == {f(,y):y €Y}
We easily see from the definitions that:
f is convexlike on X = f is infsup-convex on X.

The converse is not true in general (see for instance [25, Example 2.15] see also
[10]). However, the notion of infsup-convexity (resp. supinf-concavity) is also a
generalisation of t-convexity (resp. t-concavity) with an arbitrarily fixed ¢ € (0, 1).
This follows from a density argument by using the following known fact:
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Fact 1. (see [18] and [25], Remark 2.8]) If f is t-convexlike on X for some ¢ € (0, 1),
then for any integer n > 2, there exists a dense subset D, (t) of A, such that:
Va1, Ta, .y € X, V(a1,a2,...,a,) € Dy(t), Jxg € X such that,

f(zo,-) Z (24,-), on Y. (1)

Proposition 1. Let X and Y be nonempty sets and f : X XY — R be a function.
(1) Suppose that f is t-convezlike on X for some t € (0,1), bounded on'Y and
such that sup,cy infrex f(x,y) > —oo. Then, f is infsup-convex on X.
(1i) Suppose that f is s-concavexlike on'Y for some s € (0,1), bounded on X
and such that inf,e x sup, ey f(z,y) < +o00. Then, f is supinf-concave on'Y .

Proof. We will only give the proof of (i), the part (i¢) can be obtained in a similar
way. Using Fact 1 in (), we get

inf sup f(z,y) < inf sup Z a; f(xi,y (2)

reX n>
yGY TY,en, mnEX yGY

(a1,a2,..., an)€Dn(t)

We want to establish the same inequality with A,, instead of D,,(t). For every
€ > 0, there exists N > 2, (A1,...,An) € Ay and Z1,...,Ty € X such that

N
su Nif(Zi,y) —e < R:= inf su Nif(ziy 3
yegz f(@i,y) inf yegz £ (3)

Notice that R > sup,cy infzex f(z,y) > —oo. By the boundedness of f on Y,
let us choose 8 > 0 small enough such that

N

ﬂzsuglf(fi,y)l <1,

1=

By the density of the set Dx(t) in Ay, there exists (a1, ...,an) € Dy(t) such that
max{|\; —a;| : i =1,..., N} < ef. Then, for every y € Y we have,

N N
1> @ =) f@ay)l <> lai— Millf (@ y)l
i1 i=1
N
< Eﬁsggg |f(Zi,y)
< e

Then, we obtain

N

N
sup » a;f(Zi,y) < sup E f(Zi,y)
yGYZ 1 yey = =1
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Thus,

N
inf supZaif(:ci,y) < Supzdif(fi,y)

>2
nz yey ;. yeY ;4

N
< sup Z/_\if(fi,y) te.

yeyY i

It follows from (2) and (@) that, for every e > 0

n
inf sup f(z,y) < inf sup » A f (i, y) + 2.
reX yey m1,.7.l.,2miex vEY =1

Sending € to zero, we get

n
inf sup f(z,y) < inf sup Z Aif (i, y).
reX yey T .’7%26)( yey i=1

The inverse inequality is always true. Hence, () is proved. O

3. AN ALTERNATIVE THEOREM AND MAIN LEMMAS

There is a wealth of literature on the subjects of alternatives theorems. Some
work on the alternatives in convex and non-convex frameworks and their appli-
cations to optimization theory can be found in [5 [6, [14] 15 17], but the list is
not exhaustive. We can also found some recent work using the so called infsup-
convexity in [8 [0 [10] and the references therein. The earliest version of a nonlinear
alternative theorem was given by Fan, Glicksberg, and Hoffman [I3] as follows : Let
C be a convex set of some real vector space and f;;C — R, i = 1,...,n be convex
functions. Then, either the system = € C, f;(x) < 0,7 = 1,...,n has a solution or
there exists \* € R7, A\* # 0 such that Y | X fi(z) > 0 for all z € C.

We give in the following theorem a new version of the alternative theorem which
deals with an arbitrary family of functions. This result will be very useful for the
rest of our work. Let’s start by recalling some well-known general facts. Given
a topological space (Z,7), the space (Cp(Z),] - |lo) denotes the classical Banach
space of all real-valued bounded continuous functions on Z. The continuous Dirac
map is defined by 6 : Z — 0(Z) C Bc,(z))+, # + 0z, where B, (z))- is the
closed unit ball of the dual space (Cp(Z))* and d, : Cp(Z) — R is the linear
continuous map defined by J,(¢) = ¢(z) for all z € Z and all p € Cy(Z). Notice
that ||d,]] < 1, for all z € Z. We denote by conv (6(Z)) := conv{d, : z € Z} and
conv” (6(Z)) := conv® {d, : 2 € Z} the convex hull and the w*-closed convex
hull of 6(Z) respectively. By 7, we denote the topology in Cy(Z) of pointwize
convergence on Z. If Z is an arbitrary non-empty set, we equip it with the discrete
distance, so that Cy(Z) coincides with £°°(Z) the space of all real-valued bounded
functions.

Theorem 1. Let X be a topological space and A be a nonempty conver subset of
Cp(X). Then, either A1) or Aa) is true, where:

Ay) there exists g € A such that supPo(z) < 0,
reX
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Ay) there exists v € Gonv" {0, : x € X} such that (v, ®) >0 for all ® € A.

If moreover, we assume that X is completely reqular Hausdorff pseudocompact
space and A is uniformly bounded and relatively compact for the topology 1, of
pointwise convergence on X, then we obtain in Az) that (v, ®) >0 for all® € A™".

Proof. Tt is easy to see that for all y € Gomv® {0, : € X} and all & € Cy(X),
we have (u, ®) < sup,cx ®(x). So it is clear that A;) and As) cannot be realised
at the same time. However, we will show that one of the alternatives A;) or As),
is always realised. Indeed, this follows from the following alternatives respectively:
either —1x € RtA+C/(X) or —1x € RT*A+C;(X), where C;"(X) denotes the
closed convex positive cone of Cp(X), the function 1x denotes the constant function
equal to 1 on X and the closure is taken in the Banach space (Cp(X), || - |oo)-

Case 1. Suppose that —1x € Rt A + C;7(X). In this case, there are some A > 0,
@y € A and hg € C; (X) such that

1
Hho + APy + leoo < =

2

It follows that, for all z € X,
1
ho(,@) + )\(1)0(1') +1< 5

Notice from the above inequality and the positivity of hy that necessarily we have
A > 0 and so we have ®o(z) < —55, for all 2 € X. We deduce that sup,¢ x o(z) <
— 55 < 0. Thus, the alternative A1) is satisfied.

Case 2. Suppose that —1y ¢ RtA+C/(X). Then, by the Hahn-Banach

theorem, (using the fact that Rt A + C; (X) is a cone) there exists p € (Cp(X))*\{0}
such that

(u,h) >0, VheRTA+CH(X). (4)

Since, (C; (X))* = UxsoAconv® {8, : ¢ € X} and p # 0, there exists A > 0 such
that 4 = \v and v € conv® {4, : © € X}. We see from (@), that for all ® € A,
(v, ®) > 0. Thus, the alternative Ay) is given.

Now, if moreover we assume that X is completely regular Hausdorff pseudocom-
pact space, then according to [29] Theorem 2.6] (see also [19, 27]), the pointwise
topology and the weak topology o(Cy(X), (Cp(X))*) agree on uniformly bounded,
pointwise compact sets of continuous functions. Hence, if A is uniformly bounded
and relatively compact for the topology 7, of pointwise convergence on X then from
the alternative A), we obtain that for all ® € A", (v, ®) > 0. O

Ezample 1. We can recover the result (mentioned above) of Fan, Glicksberg, and
Hoffman in [13] as follows: we apply Theorem [ with X := {f; : i = 1...n} equiped
with the discrete distance and A := conv{x; : t € C'} C C(X) ~ R", where for each
t € C, the function x; : X — R is defined by x;(f) = f(z) for all f € X.

For the rest of the work, we need the following four lemmas. The first three will
be deducted by using Theorem [
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Lemma 1. Let X and Y be nonempty sets and f: X xY — R be a function such
that Cy == {f(-,y) 1 y € Y} C £°(X). Suppose that f is t-convexlike on X for
some t € (0,1). Then, there exists a net (To)acr C X such that

sup limsup f(za,y) < sup inf U(x).
yey @ Yeconv(Cy) zeX

If moreover, we assume that f is supinf-concave on'Y, then (see Definition [1)

sup limsup f(zqa,y) < sup inf f(z,y).
yeYy e yey z€X

Proof. Set r := sup\l,eConv(CY)mig(\I/(x) > —o00. The inequality is trivial if » =
+o00. Suppose that r < +o0o0. Let us quip X with the discrete distance so that
(> (X) = Cy(X). By applying Theorem [Tl with the convex set A := —conv(Cy ) +r
and knowing that the alternative A;) cannot be satisfied because of the choice of
r, we get that there exists y € conv®” {0, : € X} such that (u, ) < r for
all ¥ € Cy. There exists a net (uq)acr C conv(d(X)) that w*-converges to u.
For each a € I there exists n, > 2, zf,..,zn € X and (A},..., Ay ) € Ap,
such that pa = Y7"% A{'dze. Since f is t-convexlike on X, using Fact 1 in (1) we
have: for every ¢ > 0 and 8 € (0, %) and for (af,...,an ) € Dy, (t) such that

max{|A\¥ —af|:i=1,..,n4} < g, there exists z, € X satisfying: Vy € Y,
Nea
fray) < S a®f(al,y).
i=1

Set vy 1= Y1 afdze. We see that [[va — pall = || 225 (0 = A3 )dae || < efna < €.
It follows that for all f(-,y) € Cy and all a € I,

fay) < S al i)
=1

=t SCo0)) + Gt — v (1))
<Mouf('7y)> + E”f(vy)”OO

IN

So we have, for every ¢ > 0,
limsupf(za,y) < limsup(ua, f(-,9)) + el f(,y)ll
(s FCy)) + el y)lloo, Yy € Y-

Sending € to 0, we get that

limsupf(za,y) < (u,f(hy)) <r:= sup inf ¥(z),VyeY.
a Teconv(Cy ) TEX
If moreover we assume that f is supinf-concave on Y, then from Definition [ we
have Supycconv(cy) zlg’(‘ll(:z:) = SUp,cy mlg'(f(x,y) This cocludes the proof of the
lemma. (]
Remark 1. The net (z4)q can be replaced by a sequence (2, )y in Lemma [Il when-
ever the space span{ f(-,y) : y € Y} is assumed to be a separable subspace of £*°(X).
Indeed, let us equip X with the discrete distance so that Cp(X) coincides with
£>(X). The injective mapping ¢ : span{f(-,y) : y € Y} — Cp(X) is an isometry
and the adjoint ¢* : Cp(X)* — (5pan{f(-,y) : y € Y'})* is surjective (see for instance
[2, Propoition 2]) and w*-to-w* continuous. Since conv®” (§(X)) is w*-compact in
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*

Cp(X)* then K := ¢*(conv” (§(X))) is w*-compact in (Span{f(-,y) : y € Y})*.
Since span{f(-,y) : y € Y} is separable, we have that i*(Gonv® (6(X))) is metriz-
able. On the other hand, (i, f(-,y)) = (i*(u), f(-,y)) for all pu € Tonv® (§(X))
and all y € Y. Thus, the same proof as in Lemma [Il applies by changing the net
Lo = D12y Al 0o, @ € I with a sequence g = Y 1™ /\f5z§, keN.

Lemma 2. Let Q be a completely reqular Hausdorff pseudocompact space and ® be
a nonempty subset of C(2) such that conv(®) is uniformly bounded and relatively
compact for the pointwize topology (in particular if ® is uniformly bounded and
equi-continuous). Then,

inf sup ¢(u) = inf  sup ¢(u),
peconv’? (D) 4 ) peconv(®) e )

where T, denotes the topology of pointwize convergence.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists r € R such that

inf sup p(u) <r < inf  supo(u). )
¢peconvP (@)ueg o(u) - ¢econv(<1>)u€8 o) (5)
By assumption {2 is pseudocompact and the set conv(®) —r is relatively compact in
C(Q) for the pointwize convergence on 2. Thus, by applying Theorem [I] (the second
part of the theorem) with the pseudocompact 2 and the set A := conv(®) —r C
C(Q2), we get the following alternatives: either A;) or A) is true, where
Ay) there exists ¢ € conv(®) such
sup ¢(u) < 7. (6)
u€N
Ay) there exists v* € conv? {4, : u € Q} € C(Q)*\ {0} such that (v*,¢—r) >0
for all ¢ € conv™»(®). In this case, let (v})o C conv({d, : v € ©}) be a net w*-
converging to v*. We see that (v}, ¢) < sup,cq ¢(u) for all ¢ € conv™»(P). Thus,
taking the w*-limit we get r < (v*, ¢) < sup,cq ¢(u) for all ¢ € conv’(P). Hence,
we have

inf sup ¢(u) > 7. 7
secomvo @) pep ) 2 ™
Both the formulas in (@) and (@) contradict (&). O

Recall that in a non-completely metrizable locally convex space, the closed con-
vex hull of a compact set is not compact in general (see [Il Example 3.34, p. 185]).
This explains why we assumed in Lemma @] that conv(®) is relatively compact
in C(Z) for the pointwize topology on Z. However, as it is shown in the following
lemma, when Z is a countably compact space and ¢ is nonempty uniformly bounded
and relatively compact subset in C(Z), then 7,-closed convex hull conv'» (®) is also
compact in C(Z) for the pointwize topology.

Lemma 3. Let Z be a countably compact space and ® be a nonempty uniformly
bounded and relatively compact subset in C(Z) for the pointwize topology denoted
Tp. Then, the T,-closed convex hull conv™ (®) is compact in C(Z) for the pointwize
topology.

Proof. Since ctonv'»(®) is uniformly bounded and 7,-closed it is 7,-compact in
(=(Z). Indeed, since ¢*(Z) = (£'(Z))*, then the topology 7, and the weak*
topology coincide on the bounded set conv’»(P) (see [28, Proposition 2.34]) and
so we apply the Banach-Alaoglu-Bourbaki theorem. To conclude, it remains to
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show that conv'»(®) C C(Z). Set K := (conv'»(®),7,) a compact Hausdorft
space. For each x € Z, the evaluation mapping x. : ¢ — ¢(x) is bounded and
continuous on K, hence x, € C(K). Moreover, the family (x.)zcz is uniformly
bounded on K since K is uniformly bounded on Z. Let (¢4)a C conv(®) be a
net. Since conv® {d, : ¢ € K} is w*-compact in the dual space (C(K))*, there
exists a subnet (0y, ., )o that w*-converges to some p* in (C(K))*. In particu-
lar, 0y, .y (Xz) = Yn(a)(x) converges to p*(x.) in R for every x € Z. That is,
(Yh(a))a converges pointwize to pu* o x. It remains to show that u* o x € C(Z),
in other words, that u* oy : Z — R is continuous. Indeed, clearly the map
X :Z — (C(K), ) defined by x(z) := x is continuous, so using [20, Corollary 1.9
(a)], the set x(Z) is relatively compact in (C(K),7,) as image by the continuous
mapping x of the countably compact set Z. According to Grothendieck’s theorem
[11, Theorem 5], the pointwise topology and the weak topology o(C(K), (C(K))*)
agree on x(Z). It follows that p* o x is continuous on Z. Finally, we proved that
every net (1o)a C conv(®) has a subnet converging pointwize to an element of
C(Z), that is, conv'»(®) is 1,-compact in C(Z). O

Let us recall the following well-know general fact, easy to establish.
Fact 2. If K =conv(C) is the closed convex hull of a subset C' of some topological
vector space and ¢ : K — R is convex (resp. concave) and continuous, then

sup  @(x) = sup  ¢(x) = sup ¢().
zeconv(C) z€conv(C) zeC

(resp. infyceomv(c) @(2) = infreconv(c) @(x) = infrec d(z)).
Lemma 4. Let X and Y be arbitrary nonempty sets and f : X xY — R be a
function. Then, the following assertions hold.

(i) If f is infsup-convex on X and bounded on'Y , then there exists v € comv® (5(Y))
such that

inf sup f(r,y) = it swp (u @) = swp it (u fz,)
zeX yey TEX | cconv ™ (5(Y)) peconve” (6(y)) TEX

= inf (v, /(@)

(i¢) If f is supinf-concave on Y and bounded on X, then there exists v €
conv” (8(X)) such that

sup inf f(z,y) =sup  inf (, f(hy) = inf sup(u, f(-,y))
yey z€X y€Y peconv?” (§(X)) peconv?” (§(X)) yey

= sup(u, f(vy)>
yey

Proof. (i) We equip Y with the discrete distance so that £>°(Y") = C;(Y'). From the
boundedness of f on Y, we see that f(z,-) € Cp(Y), for all z € X. Notice that we
always have

sup inf (u, f(z,-)) < inf sup (u, f(z,-))
peconve* (5(Y)) TEX *EX jeconv e (5(Y))

= inf supf(x,y) (using the Fact 2).  (8)
z€X yey
We see that inf,cx sup,cy f(z,y) < 400, by the boundedness of f on Y. If
inf,ex sup,cy f(2,y) = —o0, then the desired formula is trivial. Assume that

r:= inf su x,y) € R.
mexyelgf( y)
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Using Theorem [[] with the convex set A := conv{f(z,:) —r:2z € X} C Cp(Y), we
obtain the following alternatives: either A;) or As) is true, where
Ay) there exists 21, ...,x, € X and A1,...A, > 0 such that > ;| \; =1 and

supZ/\ (xi,y) — 1) <0,

yEY

equivalently,

SUPZ)\J‘%

yEY

Ay) there exists v € Gomv® {8, : y € Y}, such that (v, ®) > 0 for all ® € A. In
particular, we have inf,cx (v, f(x,-)) > 7.

The alternative A7) is not satisfied. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that A;)
is true. Then, by setting Cx := {f(x,-) : « € X} and by using the infsup-convexity
of f on X, we get,

r = inf sup f(x — inf supW¥
nt erf( y) \peconv(CX)yGY ()

< supZ)\f ZiyY)

yeyY ;=
< (by the alternative Aj).

A contradiction. Hence, the alternative As) is true and so the part (i) is obtained
by combining the alternative As) and the inequality in (&]).
(ii) This part is similar to (i) it suffices to apply (i) with the function f defined

from Y x X into R by f(y,z) = —f(z,y), for all (y,z) €Y x X.
(]

4. APPLICATIONS TO MINIMAX THEOREMS

This section is divided into two sub-sections. The first deals with minimax the-
orems in relation to Simons’ inequality. In the second, we will consider a minimax
theorem in the framework of pseudocompact spaces. These theorems are conse-
quences of the results in the previous section.

4.1. Minimax theorem and Simons’ inequality. The following theorems are
extensions of the known minimax theorems of Fan, Konig and Simons in [23, The-
orem 11, Theorem 12 & Theorem 26]. No topology on X and Y is assumed here.

Theorem 2. Let X andY be nonempty sets and f,g : X XY — R be two functions.

Suppose that:
() f is bounded on X and t-convezlike on X for some t € (0,1),
(13) the Simons’ inequality holds, that is, for every net (xq)a C X,

1nf sup f(x,y) < sup lim sup f(Za,y).

X yey yey
(iii) g is supinf-concave on Y.
(iv) f <g.
Then,

inf sup f(z,y) < sup 1nf g(x,y).
rxeX yey Ueym
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Proof. From (i) — (i4) and using Lemma [I], we get

inf sup f(z,y) <  sup inf U(x).
z€X yey Teconv(Cy ) TEX

Since, f < g, we see that supycconv(cy) Ilg’(‘ll( ) < SUPgecony(Dy) 12§<¢( x), where
Dy :={g(-,y) : y € Y}. Thus, using (ii¢) and Definition [I} we get
inf su z,y) < sup inf g(x,y).
mexyegf( 0) yegzexg( 0)
O

We give an example where the Simon’ inequality holds for arbitrary sets X and
Y.

Ezxample 2. Let X and Y be two nonempty sets, ¢ : X x X — R be a bounded
function and f: X XY — R be a function satisfying for some K > 0:

|f(z1,y) = f(22,y)] < K|d(21) — d(a2)], Va1, 22 € X, Vy €Y.
Then, f satisfies the Simons’ inequality.

Proof. Let I be a direct set and (24 )aer C X be a net. Since ¢ is bounded on X,
#(X) is relatively compact in R. Thus, there exists a subnet (z}(q))aer such that
limy, ¢(2p(q)) exists in R. On the other hand, for all a, 3 € [ and all y € Y,

F@ne),v) < f(@hia)s v) + K [$(@n(a) — ¢(@ns)]
Then, for all o, € I and all y € Y:

f(@np),y) < limsup f(zha),y) + K ‘Hén A(Th(a)) — ¢($h(ﬁ))’

So, we get for all g € I,

inf sup f(z,y) < sup limsup f(w(a),y) + K [lim d(@na)) — o(ones)|

z€X yey yeYy
By taking the limit over 3, we obtain
inf sup f(z,y) < sup lim sup f(@ha),y)
zeX yey
It follows that

inf sup f(z,y) < sup limsup f(zq,y).
reX yey yey o

Hence, the Simons’ inequality holds. (|

In fact, for the one-function minimax theorem, it turns out that Simons’ inequal-
ity is a necessary and sufficient condition for obtaining minimax equality as soon as
f is bounded and t-convexlike on X and s-concavelike on Y for some ¢, s € (0,1).

Theorem 3. Let X and Y be nonempty sets and f : X XY — R be a function.
Suppose that f is bounded on X, t-convexlike on X for somet € (0,1) and supinf-
concave on Y .

Then, the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) The Simons’ inequality holds, that is, for every net (o)a C X,

inf sup f(z,y) < sup limsup f(xq4,y).
T€X yey yey o



12 MOHAMMED BACHIR

(b) The minimaz equality holds:

inf sup f(z,y) = sup 1nf f(z,y).

xeX yey yey x€
Proof. (a) = (b). From the assumptions and using Lemma [I] it follows immedi-
ately that

inf sup f(z,y) < sup inf f(x Y).
T€X yey yey T€X

The inverse inequality is always true.
(b) = (a). This implication is always true and requires no assumptions about
X,Y and f. Indeed, clearly we have inf,cx f(z,y) < limsupf(zs,y) for every net

o
(Ta)o C X andeveryy € Y. Thus, inf,ex sup,cy f(2,y) = sup,ey infrex f(z,y) <
sup, cy limsup f(za, y). O
(0%

We have the following general example of minimax theorem which works for
arbitrary sets X and Y.

Example 3. Let X,Y be nonempty sets, ¢ : X — R a function, C' C R be a convex
subset such that ¢(X) C C and £ : C x Y — R be a function. Suppose that:

(i) there exists K > 0 such that for each y € Y, £(-,y) is non-decreasing and
K-Lipschitz continuous and convex on C|

(1) ¢ is supinf-concave on Y,

(i7i) ¢ is bounded on X and t¢-convexlike for some ¢t € (0,1), that is, for every
x1, 22 € X, there exists x3 € X such that ¢(z3) < tp(z1) + (1 — t)p(z2).

Then,

inf su = sup inf .

wexuegﬂqﬁ( x),y) = yegmexﬁ(ﬂﬁ( ), y)
Proof. Set f(z,y) = &(¢(x),y) for all x € X and y € Y. Then, f satisfies the
Simons’ inequality by Example 2l Since ¢ is t-convexlike and £ is non-decreasing
and convex on C, we get that f is t-convexlike on X. Since ¢ is supinf-concave

on Y, it follows that f is also supinf-concave on Y. Thus, we can apply Theorem
O

The Simons’ inequality is not always trivial and requires certain conditions,
such as in Example 2l or the one (harder) established in [24] [7], [16] (see the proof of
Corollary 2l below). However, this inequality is easily and always satisfied if X is a
compact Hausdorff set and f is lower semicontinuous on X . Thus, we recover easily
in the following corollary the Simons minimax theorem (with a slight improvement,
since here ¢ is assumed to be only supinf-concave on Y instead of being ¢-concavelike
for some t € (0,1)).

Corollary 1. (Simons [23, Theorem 26] & [12, Theorem 2]) Let Y be an arbitrary
nonempty sets, X is a compact Hausdorff space and f,g : X xY — R be two
functions bounded on X. Assume that:

(1) f is t-convelike for some t € (0,1) and lower semicontinuous on X,

(19) g is supinf-concave on'Y,

(iii) £ < g.

Then,

inf sup f(z,y) < sup mf g(x,y).
zeX yey Ueym
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Proof. Let (za)aer C X be a net. Then, there exists a subnet (2j(q))acs that
converges to some Z € X (since X is compact). By the lower semicontinuity of f
on X, we have for all y € Y, f(Z,y) < liminff(2p(q),y) < limsupf(za,y). Thus,

sup f(Z,y) < suplimsupf(z4,y). Finally, we have
yey yeyY a

inf sup f(z,y) < suplimsupf(za,y).
T€Xycy yey o

Hence, all of the assumptions of Theorem ] are satisfied, which gives the conclusion.
O

Thanks to Remak [ if we assume that span{f(-,y) : y € Y} is a separable
subspace of £*°(X), then we can replace the nets (z,)o C X by sequances (zy,), C
X in the results of this section. Using Theorem 2l and [16, Theorem 2] (see also [7]
Theorem 1]) we obtain the following minimax result. No assumption of compactness
or semicontinuity is required.

Corollary 2. Let Y be a nonempty set and let X be a subset of a Hausdorff
topological vector space which is invariant under infinite conver combinations. Let
H,L: X xY — R be two mappings such that

(1) H is bounded on X xY and the functions H(-,y) : X - R, y € Y, are convex
and H(Az,y) = AH(z,y), whenever A >0, Az € X and y € Y. Assume moreover
that, for every x € X, there exists y, € Y satisfying

H(x,y,) = sup H(z,y).
yey

(1) span{H (-,y) : y € Y} is a separable subspace of £°(X).
(7i1) L is supinf-concave on 'Y,
(iw) H<L.
Then,
inf sup H(x,y) < sup inf L(z,y).
zeX y€5 (z,y) yegzex (z,9)
Proof. Under the assuption (i), using [16, Theorem 2|, we get that for every se-
quence (z,), C X,
inf supH (z,y) < sup limsup H(z,, y).
r€Xycy yeYy n
We conclude using Remak [1l and Theroem
O

We end this section with a minimax equality in Proposition 2] below, based on a
previous work in [3]. Let X be a topological space and (Y, || - ||) be a Banach space
included in Cp(X) and such that || - || > || - ||c on Y. For a bounded from below
function h : X — R, we define the conjugate h* : Y — R by

h*(§) = Sgg{é(fr) —h(z)}, V€Y.

A non-convex duality analogous to Fenchel duality based on this conjunction was
introduced in [4] and studied in [4, [3]. Let us recall from [3] the following notions.

A subset A of Y is said to be a Ay-set, if and only if there exists real numbers
(A\z)zex € RX such that

A=Neex{p €Y : d(x) < A}
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Clearly, a Ay -set is a convex 7,-closed subset of (Y, 7,,). We say that the pair (X,Y)
satisfies the property (H) if and only if, for each € X and each open neighborhood
U of z, there exists 0 : X — [0,1] such that ¢ € Y, o(z) =1 and o(y) = 0 for all
y € X \ U. Tanks to the Urysohn’s lemma, if X is a normal Haudroff space and
Y = Cy(X) then (X,Y") has the property (H). Other examples can be found in [3]
Examples 1].

Proposition 2. Let X be a normal Hausdorff space, (Y, | -||) be a Banach space
included in Cy(X) such that || - || > || - |l and (X,Y) has the property (H). Let
ACY be aAy-set. Then,
AR )

Proof. First, we prove that there exists a bounded from below lower semicontinuous
function f: X — Rsuch that A = Ay (f) :={¢ €Y : ¢ < f}. Indeed, since 4 is a
Ay-set, there exists real numbers A\, € R, for all z € X, such that A = Nyex{y €
Y @ p(x) < A} Let us set f(x) := supyeq ¥(x), for all » € X. Thus, we have
f(x) < Ay < 400 for all z € X. Tt follows that f is lower semicontinuous as
supremum of continuous function and Ay (f) C A. Moreover, f is bounded from
below, since there exists a bounded continuous function ¢ € A C Cy(X) such that
—oo < infx o < ¢ < f. On the other hand, if ¢ € A, then for all x € X we have
¢(x) < supyeq¥(z) := f(x). This shows that ¢ € Ay (f) and so that A C Ay (f).
Hence A = Ay(f). By [3, Lemma 3] we have f*(0) = infyeca ¢*(0), which is
equivalent by the definitions to infyex f(7) = supye 4 infiex ¢(x). Finally, we
obtain that inf,ex supge 4 ¢(z) = supye 4 infrex ¢(x). O

4.2. Minimax theorem in pseudocompact space. Recall that one form of the
Arzela-Ascoli theorem is the following: Let Z be a completely regular Hausdorff
space and ® C Cp(Z) be a uniformly bounded and equicontinuous set of continu-
ous functions, then @ is relatively compact in C(Z) for the topology of pointwize
convergence on Z (see [29]). Notice also that if ® is a uniformly bounded and
equicontinuous set then conv(®) is also a uniformly bounded and equicontinuous
set.

In the following result, we will not assume the t-convexlikness but only the
infsup-convexity.

Theorem 4. Let X be an arbitrary nonempty set and Y be a completely reqular
Hausdorff pseudocompact space. Let H L : X xY — R be two mappings, with H
bounded on X XY and L bounded on X and satisfying:

(i) H is infsup-convex on X and the family conv ({H (z,-) : © € X}) is relatively
compact inC(Y) = Cp(Y), for the pointwize topology on'Y (in particular if {H (z,-) :
x € X} is equi-continuous on'Y ),

(it) L is supinf-concave on'Y,

(iii) H < L.

Then,

inf sup H(z,y) < sup inf L(z,y).
dpf, sup H(w.y) < sup Inf L(z.y)

Proof. Since, H is bounded on X x Y, then ® := {§, 0o H := H(z,-) : © € X} is
uniformly bounded in C,(Y"). We see by the definitions that

o™ (B) = {wo H : p € comv™ (5(X))),
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conv(®) = {po H : p € conv (§(X))}.
Thus, using Lemma 2] we get

inf sup (u, H (-, = inf sup(u, H(-,y)).
uemw*(é(x))yegw (290 #GCOHV(5(X))ye)B<M o))

Since, H is infsup-convex on X (see Definition [I]) then,

inf sup H(z,y) = inf sup(u, H (-, = inf sup(u, H(-,y))-
z€X yey ( y) chonv(é(X))yey<'u ( y)> peconv?™ (§(X)) y6Y<‘u ( y>>
Since H < L and p is positive whenever u € Gomv®” (5(X)), we have (u, H (-, y)) <
(1, L(-,y)), for all y € Y and all y € Gonv® (6(X)). Using this fact and the above

formulas, it follows

inf supH (x, = inf sup{(u, H (-,
Jnf sup (z,y) Hemw*(é(x))yegw ()
< inf sup(u, L(-,y))-

peconvt” (§(X))yey
Using the part (¢i) of Lemmal since L is supinf-concave on Y and bounded on X,

sup inf L(z,y) = inf sup(u, L(-,y)).
yey r€X (=.v) #Gconvw*(J(X))er< )

Hence,

inf supH (z,y) < sup inf L(x,y).
mexyeg ( y) - yegzex ( y)

5. APPLICATIONS TO w*-POINTWISE CONVERGENT SEQUENCE.

As an application, we obtain in Proposition 3] and Corollary B] extensions of [7]
Proposition] and [16, Corollary 2]. In Proposition Bl we deal with the real-valued
case replacing compactness by pseudocompactness and in Corollary 3], we deal with
the vector-valued case replacing compactness by countably compactness and the
pointwize convergence will be replaced by the more general notion of w*-pointwize
convergence.

Proposition 3. Let Z be a completely reqular Hausdorff pseudocompact space and
(fn)n be a uniformly bounded sequence of continuous functions from Z into R.
Suppose that

(1) the sequence (fn)n pointwize converges to 0 on Z,

(13) the set conv{f, : n € N} is relatively compact in C(Z) for the pointwize
topology on Z.

Then, there exists a sequence of linear convex combinations of (f,) which is
uniformly convergent to 0 on Z (that is || fn]lcc — 0).

Proof. Define C = conv{f, : n € N} and the function F : C x Z x [-1,1] - R
by F(f,z,t) =tf(z) and ® := {F(f,-,-) : f € C} C C(Z x [-1,1]). We are going
to apply Theorem M with the functions H = L = F, the convex set X = C and
the completely regular Hausdorff pseudocompact space Y = Z x [—1,1] (see [26,
Lemma 4.3]). For this, we need to show that F is infsup-convex on C' and supinf-
concave on Z X [—1,1] and that the conv(®) is uniformly bounded and relatively
compact for the pointwize topology in C(Z x [—1,1]). Indeed,
(a) F is convex on C, hence it is in particular infsup-convex on C,
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(b) conv(®) = @ is uniformly bounded in C(Z x [—1,1]) since (fy)y is uniformly
bounded. On the other hand, using the assumption (i7), it is clear that conv(®) is
relatively compact for the pointwize topology in C(Z x [—1,1]).

(c) F is supinf-concave on Z x [—1,1]. Indeed, let n > 2,21, ...,z € Z,t1,...,t, €
[-1,1], (a1, ..., an) € A, we have

}ng; aitif(z;) < Zaitifm(xi)vvm eN.

i=1

By taking the limit when m — +o00 in the above inequality and using (i), we see
that: Vn > 2,V ...z, € Z,Vt1, ..., t, € [-1,1],V(a1, ...,an) € A,

inf itif(xg) < 0.
f”éc;a fas)

Hence,
n
sup inf g a;F(f,xi,t;) <0
n>2 rzeX Py
(®1,81), s (@ tn) €Z X [—1,1] =
(A1,A2,000y An)EAR

On the other hand,
sup inf F(f,z,t) > sup inf F(f,z,0)=0.

(.t)eZx[~1,1] [€C wez f€C
Thus,
n
sup inf F(f,z,t) = sup inf aiF'(f, i, t;) = 0.
(z,t)ezx[—1,1] FEC n>2 IEX; Z v
(T1,t1),---5 (xp,tn)EZX[—1,1]

(A1,A2,..0, An)EAR

This shows that F' is supinf-concave on Z x [—1,1].
Now, from (a), (b) and (c¢) and Theorem M we get that
inf ||f|leo = inf sup F(f,x,t) = sup inf F(f,z,p)=0.
fec Fe€C (z,t)ezx[-1,1] (z,t)ezx[-1,1] f€C
Hence, there exists a sequence of linear convex combinations of (f,,) which is uni-
formly convergent to 0 on Z. O

If we assume that Z is a countably compact space (a particular case of pseu-
docompact spaces [26]), then the condition (i4) in Proposition Blis not a necessary
condition because it would follow from (7) thanks to Lemma [Bl Thus, we obtain
the following corollary.

Let Z be a topological space, E be a Banach space and (f,), be a sequence of
continuous functions from Z into E. We say that the E-valued sequence (fy)n,
w*-pointwize converges to 0 on Z if and only if the real-valued sequence (po fp,)n
pointwize converges to 0 on Z for every p € B~ (the closed unit ball of the dual
E*). Clearly, (fn)n, w*-pointwize converges to 0 on Z whenever (f,),, pointwize
converges to 0 on Z (that is || fn(z)||g — 0, Yz € Z).

Corollary 3. Let Z be a completely reqular Hausdorff countably compact space,
E be a Banach space and (fn)n be a uniformly bounded sequence of continuous
functions from Z into E. Suppose that the sequence (fn)n, w*-pointwize converges
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to 0 on Z. Then, there exists a sequence of linear convex combinations of (fn)
which is uniformly convergent to 0 on Z (that is || fnllec — 0).

Proof. Define f, : Zx Bp — R, by fn(:v,p) = po fp(x) for all (x,p) € Z X Bg« and
for all n € N. Using the assumptions, we see easily that the real-valued sequence
(fn)r is uniformly bounded sequence of continuous functions from Z x Bpg« into
R and that the sequence (fn)n, pointwize converges to 0 on Z X Bp«. Since Z
is Hausdorff countably compact space and Bg- is w*-compact (by the Banach-
Alaoglu-Bourbaki theorem), it follows that the product space Z x Bg- is completely
regular Hausdorff countably compact space for the product topology (see [21]).
Using Lemma [B] we get that the set conv{fn : n € N} is relatively compact in
C(Z x Bg-+) for the pointwize topology on Z x Bg-. Hence, from Proposition [3]
there exists a sequence of linear convex combinations of (ﬁl) which is uniformly
convergent to 0 on Z x Bpg«. Equivalently, there exists a sequence of linear convex
combinations of (f,,) which is uniformly convergent to 0 on Z. d
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