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Abstract

Given a subset A x B of a locally convex space X x Y (with A compact) and
a function f : A x B — R such that f(-,y), y € B, are concave and upper semi-
continuous, the minimax inequality max,e 4 infyep f(x,y) > infyepsup,ca, f(2,y)
is shown to hold provided that Ay be the set of € A such that f(x,-) is proper,
convex and lower semi-contiuous. Moreover, if in addition A x B C f~(R), then we
can take as Ag the set of x € A such that f(x,-) is convex. The relation to Moreau’s
biconjugate representation theorem is discussed, and some applications to convex
duality are provided.
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1 Introduction

Given a function f: X x Y — R, defined on the Cartesian product of a locally convex
space X and a linear space Y, and two convex sets A C X, B C Y, an enough general
minimax theorem ([5]) ensures that infycpsup,c, f(z,y) = maxzcainfyep f(z,y) or,
equivalently,

inf < inf . 1
inf ilelgf(x,y) < gleagylng(w,y) (1)

Standard requirements for the validity of this minimax equality are the compactness of
the convex set A, the concavity and upper semicontinuity of the functions f(-,y) when
y ranges the whole set B, together with the following conditions,

Ax BcC fY(R), and f(z,-) is convex for all z € A. (2)

First versions of the minimax theorem date back to [19] and since then, has not ceased to
be improved. Several interesting generalizations of the above theory have been proposed,
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either by relaxing the underlying linear structure or convexity /concavity assumptions.
We refer to [26, 27] for an exhaustive presentation of many variants and extensions of this
theorem. In this paper, we are concerned with the following two questions dealing with
the possible relaxation of the two conditions in (2), which to the best of our knowledge
have not been considered before.

(1) Firstly, can the hypothesis on the finiteness of the function f, Ax B C f~}(R), be
removed? Clearly, avoiding this restrictive condition would widen the applicability of the
theorem above to large families of functions. For instance, to all convex/convex functions
taking infinite (+-00/ — c0) values, which are of frequent use in convex optimization and
elsewhere.

(2) Does the inequality in (1) remain true if the functions f(z,-) are not convex for
all z € A but, instead, only on a subset of A? In other words, does (1) hold if A is
replaced with the set Ay := {z € A: f(z,-) convex}?

To answer these two questions, we propose in this paper two relaxed variants of the
above minimax (inequality) theorem. For any given function f : X x Y — R such that
f(-,y) are concave and upper semicontinuous, for all y € B, and non-empty convex sets
A C X, BCY, with A being compact, we establish the following two results.

Theorem (see Theorem 7) If Ay:={z € A: f(z,-) € To(Y)}, then

inf su z,y) < max inf f(x,y).
erxEApof( y) < max yeyf( 2Y)

Theorem (see Theorem 9) If Ax B C f~'(R) and 4; := {z € A: f(,") is convex},
then
;gg sup flz,y) < max ;gg f(z,y).

The proofs of these two results are new, and are based on the Moreau representation
theorem of the biconjugate function ([16]), which is itself a kind of a minimax theorem.
The relationship between the minimax theorem and the mentioned Moreau theorem
had already been recognized ([15, 21]), and in this paper we prove that they are indeed
equivalent.

The above minimax theorems are of frequent use in optimization and convex duality,
we refer to [4, 7, 9, 12, 13] and references therein for applications to subdifferential
calculus of the supremum functions. For the sake of motivation, we give the following
example (see Example 1 and Corollary 11 for the details).

Example: Given a finite family of lower semicontinuous convex functions {¢1, ...,
¢r} and ¢ = max;<;<j i, we consider the optimization problem

inf = inf Aii
Jnf p(z) | = jnf max ) Aipi(w) |,
1<i<k
where Ay is the k-simplex. If all the ¢;’s are proper (i.e., they do not take the value
—00), then we can apply the standard minimax theorem (1) to the function f(\, z) :=



Zlgz‘gk Aipi(x) and the sets A := A, B = dom ¢ (the effective domain of ¢) to ensure
that
inf ¢(x) = max inf Aipi(x) (3)

X AEA X
xre EAp xE 1<i<k

Otherwise, if the ;’s are not all proper, the function f can take the value —oo, and
(1) could not be applied, at least directly. However, we can use the first theorem above
(Theorem 7), appealing to the set Ay := {A € Ag : A\; > 0for all i} (observe that 0f; is the
indicator function of dom f;, and this function is not necessarily lower semicontinuous).
Then we obtain

inf max ;i () < max inf N (x
z€X AEAQ - Z%( ) T NEAL xEX A Z(pz( )7
1<i<k 1<i<k

and (3) again follows as maxyea, ) j<i<p, Aivi(¥) = maxiea, D oj<i<p Nivi(2).

Many developments have been made recently in the topic of minimax theorems, which
could also be considered in our case for further developments. We refer, for instance,
to [3] for extensions to abstract convex functions, to [6] for relaxed convexity conditions
using partial data, to [10, 24] for application to alternative theorems, to [20] and [25]
for new topological minimax theorems. Other extensions are given in [11], [17] and [28§]
among other achievements.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the main notations
and results that are needed in the sequel. Section 3 reviews some topological minimax
theorems. The extended real-valued version of the minimax theorem, Theorem 7, is
given in section 4, whereas the second variant given in Theorem 9, is given in section 5.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, X stands for a real (separated) locally convex spaces (lcs, for
short). The pairing between X and its topological dual X* is denoted by (z*,z) €
X*x X — (z*, ) := (x,2*) := 2*(x). The zero vector is denoted by 6, and the family of
closed convex balanced neighborhoods of @, called §-neighborhoods, is denoted Ny. We
use the notation R := RU{—00, +00} and Ry, := RU{+0oc}, and adopt the conventions
(+00) + (—o0) = (—00) + (+00) = 400, 0.(+00) = 400, and 0(—oc) = 0.

Given a set A C X, by co A we denote the convex hull of the set A, while cl A (and
sometimes A) is used for denoting the closure of A; in particular, @A := cl(co A). The
polar set of A is A° := {z* € X* : (z*,x) < 1 for all x € A}. The indicator function
of A is the function I4 : X — Ry defined by Is(z) := 0 if x € A, and I4(z) := 400
otherwise.

Given a function f : X — R, by dom f := {x € X : f(z) < +oco} and epi f :=
{(z,\) € X xR : f(x) < A}, we denote the (effective) domain and epigraph of f,
respectively. We say that f is proper if dom f # () and f(z) > —oo for all z € X,
lower semicontinuous (lsc, for short) if epi f is closed, and convex if epi f is convex. The

closed and the closed convex hulls of f are, respectively, the functions cl f (or f) and



cof satisfying epi f = cl(epi f) and epi(cof) = co(epi f). We shall denote by I'g(X) the
family of proper, convex and lsc functions defined on X. It is known that a Isc convex
function which takes somewhere the value —oo, it can only take infinite values (o0 and
—00).

The conjugate of f is the Isc convex function f*: X* — R defined by

(") :=sup{{z*,x) — f(z): z € X}

The function f* is proper if and only if f is, provided that f is Isc and convex. Moreover,
due to the relations

inf f = inf(cl f) = inf(co f) = inf(cof), (4)
the function f* does not distinguish between the function and its convex hulls; that is,
fr=(cof)" = (@f)". (5)

Moreover, due to Moreau’s theorem ([29]), provided that €of is proper we have

[ =r1of, (6)

where f** : X — R stands for (the restriction to X of) the conjugate of f*. The
conjugation operation obeys many nice calculus rules; for instance, given a family of
functions f; : X — R, t € T the following relation always holds

(l}g ft> = sup [, (7)

teT

(1) = 1) ®

the latter being true when f; and sup,cp fi € T'o(X). A related concept is the e-
subdifferential of f, ¢ € R, given by

whereas (6) gives rise to

O f(2) = {a" € X*: f(y) > f(a) + (a",y — 2) — &, for all y € X},

with 0. f(z) := 0 if z ¢ dom f or € < 0. The set df(x) := dp f(x) is the subdifferential of
f at x.

We recall the following known fact that will be used later (see [8]): If {f;: ¢ € T} is
a non-empty family of convex functions, and f := sup,cr ft, are such that aff(dom f;) =
aff(dom f), for all t € T', and f|ag(dom ) 18 finite and continuous somewhere in ri(dom f),
then we have

cl f =supcl f;. 9)
teT



3 A topological minimax theorem

The present section provides topologically flavored minimax-type results that illustrate
the essential arguments underlying the proof of minimax theorems, namely, the utility
of compactness and monotonicity-like properties with respect to one of the variables.
The results of this section will also be used later.

The first proposition analyzes the interchange between the lower limit and the min-
imum up to some appropriate Isc regularizations. This result can be obtained from [23,
Propostition 7.29] but, for the sake of completeness, a short proof is given here with a
slight improvement of the underlying upper semi-continuity assumption. Throughout
this section, X stands for a topological space.

Proposition 1 Let (p;)icr be a net of extended real-valued functions defined on a topo-
logical space X. For any nonempty compact set A C X, we have

min sup cl(infyp; +1 T) =su inf (). 10
min sup ol (inf e, +10) (0) =sup gt (o) (10)

Proof. We denote v; := cl (inf;<; ¢; +14), 7 € I, so that each 1); is Isc, obviously, and
(1;)icr forms a non-decreasing net. Then, taking into account the compactness of A, we
pick a net (z;); C A such that ¢;(x;) = minge41;(z), for each i € I, and z; — z € A
without loss of generality (w.l.o.g. for short) on I. Thus, for each given j € I, we have
Y (z) < liminf;cr 4 (x;) and, so,

() < iminf s (2:) < T inf o (2 — L inf min & (2).
P(z) < hrinellnf Pj(x;) < hrznellnf i(x;) hrlnellnf min Y;(x)

Consequently, since the last inequality holds for all j € I,

: R .
iz Sup Yi(e) = minlim ¢;(z) < lim () sup min Yi(x)

< inf (infp; +1 = inf ¢;
<apish (e 1a) 0 =p, 1 o)

and relation (10) follows as

inf (z) = inf {infp; +1
P pt;#i@) = sup fol ( et ) (=)

=sup inf cl (infy; +1 x) = sup inf ¥;(z) < minsup;(x).
up inf (1t + 14 ) () = up i o) < mipsup )
]
Next, we discusses some situations in which (10) simplifies to the minimax rela-
tion sup;c; minge4 ¢;(x) = mingea sup;er @i(x); the validity of the latter in general is
discarded (see, e.g., [23, page 239]). A first consequence of Proposition 1 concerns non-



decreasing nets (¢;)ier; that is,
1 <92 = i < Qi for all i1, i9 € I,
where “<x” stands for the partial order relation directing the index set I.

Corollary 2 Assume that the net (¢;)ier in Proposition 1 is non-decreasing. Then we
have that
minsup cl(p; + [4)(x) = sup inf ¢;(x), 11
minsupcl(p; +1a)(z) = sup inf ¢i(z) (11)

and consequently, provided that the y;’s are lsc,

min Sup pi(w) = Sup min o; ().
Proof. Under the current assumption, each of the functions inf;<; ¢; (= ¢;), i € I, is
Isc and (10) straightforwardly gives rise to (11). m
Convexity would make it possible to avoid the lower semi-continuity assumption
used in the previous corollary; as for the property of monotonicity, we must await the
following sections.

Corollary 3 Let (¢;)ier be a non-decreasing net of extended real-valued proper convex
functions defined on a lcs space X, and let A C X be a nonempty compact convex set.
We assume that the function ¢ := sup;c; ; s finite and continuous at some point in
int(A), assumed nonempty. Then we have that

inf i(z) = inf ¢;

S ) = s eite):
Proof. The current convexity and continuity /interiority assumptions guarantee, accord-
ing to [8, Corollary 9 and Lemma 15], that sup;c;(cl(¢; + 14)) = cl(sup;er (i +14))
and cl(p; +14) = (cly;) +14, for all i € I. So,

minsupcl (¢; + 14) (x) = minsup (cl(y; +14)) ()
TEA eI r€X T
= mincl <sup vi+14) )
reX el

= inf su +1 = inf su
nf Ze?(% 4)(z) = in AZE?%( z),

and the desired conclusion follows from (11). m
One possible way to overcome the compactness assumption used above is to compact-
ify the given set A and, consequently, use appropriate Isc regularization of the ;’s. For
this purpose, given a topological space X, we consider the Stone-Cech compactification
B(X) of X defined as the closure of X in the (Hausdorff) compact product topological
space
T :=[0,1)°0W = £+ (X, [0,1]) — [0,1]},



where C(X,[0,1]) denotes the set of continuous functions from X to [0, 1] (we refer to
[18] for more details on this compactification process). Indeed, X is identified with a
subset of T' thanks to the mapping to : X — T defined as to(x) = ~,, where

v () := p(x) for all p € C(X,]0,1]), (12)

allowing us to set X = w(X). Recall that the convergence of a given net (v;); to v in
T, written v; — 7, means that

7i(p) = () for all ¢ € C(X,[0,1]). (13)
When X is a Tychonoff space (i.e., completely regular and Hausdorff ([18])), S(X) is a
Hausdorff space and the mapping w is a homeomorphism between X and to(X); that is,
Yz; = Vo if and only if z; — z in X, (14)

for every € X and every net (z;); C X.

Corollary 4 Let (¢;)icr be a non-decreasing net of extended real-valued functions de-
fined on a topological space X. Then we have that

min sup(cly; = sup inf ¢;(x),
YEB(X) ze?( #i)(7) ie?ﬂﬁéX #i(@)
where B(X) stands for the Stone-Cech compactification of X and cly; : f(X) — R,
i € I, are defined by
clyi)(y) = liminf  ¢;(x;).
(o)) = mint o)

Proof. We apply Corollary 2 to the non-decreasing net (v;);cr of extended real-valued
functions defined on the topological space 5(X) as

¢z(7) ::{ (Pl(x)a if7:7x7 x €X7

400, otherwise;

hence, the closure of each 1); with respect to the new topology on (X)) satisfies

(cli)(v) = liminf  @;(z;) = (clg;) (7).

Y=, (25);CX
Consequently, since 5(X) is compact by construction, Corollary 2 yields

min sup(cly; = min sup(clvy;)(x) =sup inf ;(y) = sup inf p;(x).
YEB(X) iel( #)07) YEB(X) iEI( i)() iel vEB(X) ) iel v€X #ilT)
]
Corollary 4 is illustrated in the following result, presented as an example, which will
be used later when deriving the Moreau biconjugate representation theorem from the



minimax theorem. Note that although we have used here the process of compactification,
the final minimax equality is expressed only using the original space X.

Example 1 Let X be a lcs space, f € T'o(X), and zg € X. Then we have (the minimazx
inequality)

sup inf ((sup (@0 o)+ f(@)} ) =mip sup ((sup (00— 2) + @)}

UeNx 2€X \g*cU° reX UeNy \z*eU°
(15)

(= f(x0))-
Proof. We introduce the functions ¢y : X — Ry, U € Nx, given by

pu(x) = sup {(z*, 0 —x) + f(2)},
z*eU°
and endow the family Ny of f-neighborhoods in X with the partial order given by
descending inclusions; that is,

Ui 5 Uz, Ui, Uy e Nx < Uy C U,

so that the net (¢ )veny is non-decreasing. Moreover, since each set U° is w*-compact
by Dieudonné’s Theorem (see, e.g., [29, Theorem 1.1.8]), we have that () # dom f C
dom ¢y and, so, ¢y € T'o(X). Therefore, by Corollary 4,

min sup (clyy = sup inf py(z), 16
weﬁ(xwe/vx( wu)(7) Sup ind e (z) (16)

where 3(X) stands for the Stone-Cech compactification of the lcs X and the function
cloy : B(X) = R, U € Ny, is defined as

(cloy)(y) :=  liminf  py(z;).
Va; =, (#:)iCX

In particular, since X is completely regular (as X is an (Hausdorff) lcs), 5(X) is Haus-

dorff and the lower semicontinuity of each ¢y yields, for every x € X,

(cloy)(ve) =  liminf oy (x;) = pu(v). (17)
'YSC,'_>’Y$7 ($Z)ZCX

Let us show that

min sup (cloy)(y) = sup ¢u(xo) = f(zo)-
YEB(X) UeNx UeNx
Indeed, if v € B(X) \ {7z, }, then (14) together with the fact that 5(X) is Hausdorff
gives rise to some V € Nx such that 29 — z; € X \ V frequently for i, for all nets
(x;); € X such that ~,, — ~. Hence, by the bipolar theorem ([29, Theorem 1.1.9]),



there exists some z§ € V° such that (xf,zo —z;) > 1 frequently for i (for all nets
(x;); € X such that ~,, — 7). Thus, using the lower semicontinuity of the function
T > SUPx o { (2, ko — x) + f(2)}, we obtain

sup (clgp)(v) = sup  lminf  sup {(a7, 70— 25) + f(r:)}
UeNx UeNx Yo, =7, (@i)iCX  greyo

> sup  sup lim inf ((x*, o — x3) + f(24)),

UeNx z*€U° Yz;—7, (zi)iCX

At the same time, since f € I'¢(X), there are aj € X* and oy € R such that f >
(af, ) + ao ([29, Theorem 2.2.6]), and the last inequality above simplifies to

sup (clpy)(y) > sup  sup lim inf (x* —agp,xo — i) + ({ag, o) + ag) -
UeNx UeNx z*€U° Yz; =7, (xz)zCX

Now, given any m > 1, we have m™'V € Ny and mxy € mV° = (m~'V)°. So, choosing
U small enough such that aj +mV° C U°, we obtain aj + mxj € U° and the last
inequality yields

sup (clypy)(y) > sup lim inf (x* —ap,xo — x;3) + ({ag, vo) + o)
UeNx zreai+mVe Yo, =7, (2:)iCX
> lim inf (mag, x0 — ) + ({ag, zo) + o)

Yoy =7, (@)i CX

> m + ((a,20) + o).

In other words, by the arbitrariness of m > 1, we have that supyepr, (clpy)(y) = +oo,
and the infimum in inf, g x) suppep, (clor)(7y) is attained at v = 7,,. Consequently,
by combining (16) and (17) we infer that

sup inf opy(z) = min sup (cley)(y) = min  sup (cloy)(vz)

UeNy TEX YEB(X) UeNx 12 €B(X) UeNx
=min sup @y(z) = sup ey(rg) = f(xo).
z€X UeNy UeNx

]
At this step, the objective of the next section will be to remove the non-decreasingness
condition used in the previous results.

4 Extended real-valued minimax theorem

We give in this section a minimax theorem for extended real-valued bifunctions defined
on the Cartesian product X x Y, for les X and Y.

We will need some technical lemmas related to the continuity of convex marginal
functions.

Lemma 5 Given a lsc convex function F : X xY — R and a nonempty compact convex



set A C X, the function g : Y — Ry defined by

g(y) := inf F(x,y)
TEA

is convex and lsc.

Proof. The convexity of g is well-known as it is the marginal of the convex function
F+14xy (see, e.g., [29, Tehorem 2.1.3(v)]). To check that it is also Isc, we fix g € Y and
take an arbitrary net (y;); C Y that converges to §. We may assume that (y;); C dom g;
otherwise, ¢g(y;) = +oo frequently for i € I, and the inequality g(y) < liminf; g(y;)
obviously holds. We also take nets («;)ier, (ki)ier C R4 such that a; | 0 and k; T 4o0.
Then we find another net (x;);c; C A such that

F(z;,y;) <max{g(y;), —k;} + «, for all i € I. (18)

Moreover, taking into account the compactness of A, we may assume that (z;); converges
to some 7 € A (w.o.l.g. on I). Thus, taking limits in (18), the lower semicontinuity of
F' gives rise to

F(z,y) <liminf F(x;,y;) < liminf(max{g(y;), —ki} + )

= lim inf max{g(y;), —k;} = liminf g(y;).

Hence, since € A, we obtain ¢(y) < F(z,y) < liminf; g(y}) and the lower semiconti-
nuity of g at y follows. m
We apply the previous lemma to a special case that interests us.

Lemma 6 Consider a function f : X x Y — R and a nonempty compact convex set
A C X If f(-,y) is concave and usc, for each y € Y, then the function g : Y* — R
defined by

g(y*) := inf (f(x,))" (¥") (19)

z€EA

1s convex and lsc.

Proof. Firstly, for each y € Y, the function (z,y*) € X x Y* — (y,y*) — f(x,y
convex and Isc, and so is the pointwise supremum F'(z,y*) := sup,cy {(y,y*) — f(z,9)
(f(z,-))" (y*). The conclusion follows then from Lemma 5. ®

We give the main minimax result of this section for extended real-valued functions.

Theorem 7 Given a function f: X xY — R and a nonempty convex set A C X, we
suppose the following conditions:

(1) The set A is compact.

(i7) The functions f(-,y), y € Y, are concave and usc.
Then we have

. f < 3 f 20
2 S S pey g ) 0

10



where

Ay = {1’ c€A: f(.%', ) S FQ(Y)} (21)

Proof. First, let us observe that the function infyey f(-,y) is concave and usc, so that
sup,c 4 infycy f(z,y) = max,cainf ey f(x,y); that is, the supremum is attained. The
inequality in (20) obviously holds whenever Ay = (), because in that case we would have
SUpP,¢ 4, f(2,y) = —oo for all y € Y. Let us also check that (20) holds when Ay # () and

sup f(z,y) = 4oo for all y € Y.
T€Ag

Indeed, in such a case, since A9 C A we would have that sup,c, f(z,y) = +oo for
all y € Y. Thus, for each given y € Y, conditions (7)-(i7) yield an element z(y) € A
such that f(z(y),y) = +oo. In particular, the usc concave function f(-,y) is not proper;
thus, it only takes the infinite values 400 and —oo. But, from the definition of the set Ay

(assumed nonempty), all the function f(z,-) for € Ag are proper, and so f(z,y) = +00
for all z € Ay and y € Y. Consequently,

max inf f(z,y) = sup inf f(z,y) > sup inf f(z,y) = 400 = inf sup f(z,y),
r€A yey rcAYEY z€AQYEY YEY e Ap

and (20) holds in the current case too.
On account of the comments above, it suffices to prove (20) under the assumption
that Ag # 0 and there exists some gy € Y satisfying

sup f(z,y0) < +00. (22)
T€EAQ

Then, using the definition of the conjugate, we write

max inf f(z,y) = max(—(f(z,-))"(0)) = —min (f(z,-)" (), (23)

r€EA yey TEA z€A

and Lemma 6 together with the fact that Ay C A yields

g inf f(o.9) = =0  inf (72" ) (6) = ~co _jnf (£(2.)") )

T€EA yey TEA rE€AQ
Therefore, since f(x,-) € Tg(Y) for all x € Ao, and sup,c 4, f(z,-) € [o(Y) by (22),
relation (8) implies that

max inf f(z,y) > — (sup f(x, )>* (#) = inf sup f(x,y),

r€A yeB €A YEY zcAq

which is the desired inequality. m
If, in addition, the set A defined in (21) is such that

f > inf 24
inf itelgf (z,y) inf max f (2,9), (24)

11



then Theorem 7 implies the minimax equality

max inf f(z,y) = inf max f(x

TEA erf( y) yeY zcA f( y)
In this line we have the following example where the convexity of f(x,-) is only required
to hold for points = € int(A). A finite-dimensional version of this result is also possible,
up to replacing the interior with the relative interior.

Example 2 Given a function f : X xY — R and a nonempty conver set A C X, we
assume the following conditions:

(1) The set A is compact.

(i) The functions f(-,y), y € Y, are concave and usc.

(i12) (int(A))N{x € X : f(z,y) > —oc} # 0 for ally €Y.

() f(x,) € To(Y) for all x € int(A).
Then we have the minimax equality :

f f
R oy = par i S,

Indeed, on the one hand, condition (iii) and the accessibility lemma (e.g., [8, Lemma
1]) ensure that

sup f(z,y) = supf(ac y) for ally € Y;
r€int A

that is,

inf max f(x,y) = inf su z,y).
yeY zeA f@y) erxeinIt)Af( v)

But (iv) implies that int(A) C Ag ={z € A: f(z,:) € To(Y)} C A, and so Theorem 7
yields

inf max f(z = inf su T < max inf f(z < inf max f(z
ermeAf( ' Y) yEYmenIt)Af( \Y) max inf f(z,y) [nf max f(@,y),

proving the desired minimaz equality.

A localized version of Theorem 7 is given in the corollary below. Its proof is imme-
diate by applying this theorem to the new bifunction

(z,y) — f(z,y) = f(z,y) +15(y),

which is easily shown to satisfy conditions (7)-(ii) of Theorem 7, and to the set
Ap:={zeA: f(z,) eTo(Y)} ={z € A: f(z,-) +1p(-) € To(Y)}.  (25)

Note that here the convexity of the given set B is implicit, because the nonemptyness
of the set Ay guarantees the convexity of B Ndom f(z,-) for all x € Ay.
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Corollary 8 Given a function f : X xY — R and nonempty sets A C X, B C Y, we
assume the following conditions:
(1) The set A is convex and compact.
(i7) The functions f(-,y), y € B, are concave and usc.
Then we have
inf sup f(@,y) < max inf f(z,y), (26)

where Ay :={x € A: f(x,-) +1p(-) € To(Y)}.

5 Minimax theorem

We give another variant of the minimax theorem, dropping out the lower semicontinuity
condition of the functions f(z,-), z € A, used in Theorem 7. Instead, we use here the
condition that the function f is finite-valued on the set A x B. As in the previous section,
we also assume here that X and Y are two lcs.

Theorem 9 Given a function f : X xY — R and nonempty convezx sets A C X,
B CY such that A x B C f~Y(R), we assume the following conditions:

(1) The set A is compact.

(i7) The functions f(-,y), y € B, are concave and usc.
Then, we have

inf su r,y) < max inf f(z,y),
yeBxe}if( y) < max inf f(z,y)

where
Ay ={x € A: f(z,-) is convex}.

Proof. First, note that the relation A x B C f~!(R) together with condition (i) entails

sup f(z,y) = max f(z,y) < +oo for every y € B,
€A €A

implying that
B C dom <sup f(z, )> . (27)

z€A
Next, we introduce the family

FB.={L cY :Lis a finite-dimensional linear subspace that intersects B},

13



and pick an L € FB. Arguing as in (23) and using (5), we write

inf — inf I
glgfyelgmf(:v,y) glgfylgy(f(w,yﬂ nB(Y))

= max [—(f(z,) +1aB)"(0)]
= max [~ (cly(f(z,) + L5 ()" (9)
= — inf [(el, ({2, ) + Lnp ()" (6], (28)

where cly(f(z,-) + Iznp(")) denotes the Isc hull of the function f(z,-) + Irnp(-) with
respect to the variable y. Furthermore, since the function g7, : Y* — R, defined by

gr(y") := i (cly(f(z,) +1np())" (v") = nf (f(@,) +1ns())" (4"),

is convex and lsc by Lemma 6, and A; C A obviously, the inequality in (28) reads

max inf f(z,y) = —co (igg (cly(f(=,-) + ILmB(‘)))*> (0)

z€A yeLNB

> oo (inf (e () + Tunn ()" ) 6) (29)

rEAL

Note that the convex function cl,(f(z,-) +1z~B(+)) above is (Isc and) proper because the
convex function f(z,-) + Irnp(+) is proper, thanks to (27), and has a finite-dimensional
effective domain (see [1]). As a consequence of that, the function

p 1= sup (cy(f(z,) +Trn("))

does not take the value —oo. Moreover, by (27) we have

z€ €A

) # LN B C dom <maj<f(x, )+ ILﬂB(‘)) C dom <Sup (f(z,-) +ILOB('))> . (30)
which shows that

dom (s;{g) (f(z,-)+ ILmB('))) =dom (f(x,) +Izap()) = LN B forall z € A;. (31)

In other words, since ¢ < sup,ca, (f(2,:) +1aB(+)), we have L N B C dom ¢ and the
function ¢ is proper. Consequently, (8) entails

T€A

o(0) =@ ( inf (cl,(f(z, ) + Ich)))*) (o).
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and (29) gives rise, according to Moreau’s theorem, to

max_inf f<x,y>z—(sup <c1y<f<x,->+1m<->>>) (6) = inf o(y).  (32)

€A yeLNB rE€A; yey

Moreover, due to (31), for each x € A; the set dom(f(z, ) + Irnp(-)) = LN B is
finite-dimensional and, therefore, (9) entails

¢ = sup (cly(f(z,) +1nB("))) = cly (Sup (f(z,) +1LnB('))> :
€AY €A

In other words, (32) and (4) yield

max inf f(z,y) > inf <c1y <sup (f(z,-) +ILmB('))>>

r€A yeLNB yey rEA;

= inf sup (f(z,-) +IrnB("))

yeY 1A,
> inf sup (F(z,) +Tp()) = inf sup fz,).  (33)
yey r€Aq yeB T€A

Let us, finally, endow the family 2 with the partial order given by ascending inclusions,
Ly <X Loy, L1,Ls € .FB < L C L.

Then, applying Corollary 2 in (FZ,<) to the non-increasing net of the usc (concave)
functions ¢y, := inf,ernp f(,y), L € FB, (33) yields

max inf f(z,y) =max inf inf f(-,y)

r€A yeB r€A LeFByelLNB
= max inf z) = inf max T
€A LeFB (pL( ) LeFB z€A (pL( )
> inf inf sup f(z,:) = inf sup f(«x,-
LeFB yEBg;eAl ( ’ ) yeBmeAl ( ' )7

and we are done with the proof. m

The classical minimax theorem straightforwardly follows from Theorem 9 when all
the functions f(x,-), © € A, are convex (that is, when A; = A). Next, we give a useful
application of Theorems 7 and 9. Given n > 1, we denote

A, = {)\ = ()\1,. .. ,)\n) eR™: N\, > 0, Zlgkgn)‘k = 1}.

Corollary 10 Given a collection of convex functions f, : X — R, 1 < k < n, we write
[ = maxi<i<y, fr and suppose that dom f # 0. We assume that at least one of the
following conditions holds:

(1) All the fi’s are proper.

(13) All the fr’s are Isc.
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Then, we have that

inf = inf .
A = a3 M)

Proof. We consider the function F': R x X — R defined as
F(A\z) = fa(z) —Irn (A), AER", z € X, (34)
where f) := Z1gkgn)‘kfk- We also denote A := A,, CR", B:=dom f C X, and
Ag:={re A, : Ny >0forall k=1,...,n}.

Hence, the functions F(-,z), x € B, are usc and concave (indeed, affine), whereas the
functions F'(\,-), A € A, are convex. Also, it is clear that the set A is convex and
compact.

Let us first assume that all the f;’s are proper, so that A x B ¢ F~}(R). Thus,
Theorem 9 applies and gives us

max inf F(\,z) = inf max F(\, x),
€A zeB z€EB A€A

showing that

inf = inf F(\ = inf F(\ = inf
max inf fy(z) = max inf F(Az)=_inf max F(A )= inf f(z),

where the last equality comes from the definition of the maximum function.
Second, if all the fi’s are lsc, then the functions F(A,-) +Ip (= F(A,:), as B =
dom F'(),-)), A € Ay, belong to I'g(X). Thus, by Theorem 7, we obtain that

max inf F(A\,z) > inf sup F'(\,z).
XeA z€B 2€B \e A,

Moreover, we have that

inf sup F(A\,x) = inf su )= inf su x),
xEBAEEO ( ) :vEdomfAEfIl)o f)\( ) medomfAEApn fA( )

and, as above, we deduce that

inf f(z) = inf max F(\,z) <max inf F(\z)= max inf F(\ z) < inf f(z),
zeX ze€dom f AeA, AEA, z€dom f AEA, z€X reX

which in turn leads us to the desired conclusion. m

Corollary 10 easily allows us to formulate the subdifferential of the maximum function
f := maxj<g<y fr, providing a new proof and a slight extension of [29, Corollary 2.8.11]
(see, also, references therein to trace back the origin of this result) to improper functions.

Corollary 11 With the assumptions of Corollary 10, for every x € X and ¢ > 0 we
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have that
O:f(x) = U Otes (@) () a(2), (35)
AEA,

where fx =Y | cpen S In particular, for e =0 we have

Of () = U{0fA(z) : A € An, fa(z) = f(2)}. (36)

Proof. We fix zp € X and ¢ > 0. Formula (36) is an immediate consequence of (35),
due to the fact O ¢, (wg)—f(z0))f2(20) is empty whenever fy(zo) < f(zo). Thus, we only
need to prove the inclusion “C” in (35) because the opposite inclusion there can be easily
checked. Let us first suppose that 6 € 9. f(z) or, equivalently, that

flwo) < inf f(z) +e.

Observe that f(zg) € R. Therefore, according to Corollary 10, there exists some A € A,
such that

< inf
f(z0) < inf max fy(z) +e

= inf = inf f5 .
o Jnf o)+ = Jnl fi(@) 4

In particular, we have that f5(zo) < f(zo) < f5(x0) + € and, so,
Fx(@o) = f(o) + fx(z0) = f(wo) < inf f(2) + fx(20) — f(wo) +e;

that is, 0 € 8(f5\(x0)_f($0)+5)f5\(.%'0).

More generally, if z* € 0.f(zo), then 6 € 0.(f — (x§,-))(zo) and we apply the
paragraph above to the convex functions fj, := fj — (x§,-). m

We close the paper with the following corollary to show that the Moreau theorem
(see (6)) can also be obtained from the minimax theorem, Theorem 9.  This proves
that somehow these two results can be considered equivalent.

Corollary 12 For every function f € I'g(X), we have that f** = f.

Proof. Given a function f € T'g(X), we fix z € X and a f-neighborhood U C X. Then,
by definition of the biconjugate, we write

(z) = su inf «(y) > su inf (),
f ( ) x*e)I?* yedomfgx (y) - x*ego yedomfgaC (y)

where the functions g« € T'o(X), 2* € X*, are defined by

9o (y) = (2%, —y) + f(y).

Observe that the functions z* — g, (z*), y € X, are concave (and usc). Also, the convex
set U° is w*-compact thanks to Dieudonné’s Theorem. Therefore, applying Theorem
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7 with A := U° and B := X gives rise to

J*(x) > sup inf g.«(y) = inf sup {(z",z —y) + f(y)},
z*elU° YeX yeX grepye

which in turn yields, using Example 1,

f7(@) > sup inf sup {(z", 2 —y)+ f(y)} = f(x).
UeNx YEX gxeUe

The proof is finished because the inequality f**(z) < f(x) always holds. m
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