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RELATIVE HOMOLOGICAL LINKING IN CRITICAL POINT THEORY

ALEXANDRE GIROUARD

ABSTRACT. A relative homological linking of pairs is proposed. It isosvn to imply
homotopical linking, as well as earlier non-relative notaf homological linkings. Using
Morse theory we prove a simple “homological linking pririeip thereby generalizing and
simplifying many well known results in critical point thgor

INTRODUCTION

The use of linking methods in critical point theory is ratimaw. It was implicitely
present in the work of Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz [1] in thelg&0’s as well as in the
work of Benci and Rabinowitz [2]. The first explicit definitiovas given by Ni in 1980
[10].

Definition 0.1 (Classical Homotopical Linking)Let A C B andQ be subspaces of a topo-
logical spaceX such that the paifB,A) is homeomorphic t¢gD",S"1). ThenA homo-
topically links Qif for each deformatiom : [0,1] x B— X fixing A, n(1,B)NQ # 0.

In the early 80’s, homological linking was introduced inticidl point theory (see Fadell
[5], Benci [3] and Chand [4] for instance).

Definition 0.2 (Classical Homological Linking)Let A andS be non-empty disjoint sub-
spaces in a topological spage ThenA homologically links & the inclusion ofAin X\ S
induces a non-trivial homomorphism in reduced homology.

In her 1999's article [6], Frigon generalized homotopiaaking to pairs of subspaces.

Definition 0.3 (Relative Homotopical Linking) Let (B, A) and(Q, P) be two pairs of sub-
spaces in a topological spagesuch thatBNP =0 andANQ = 0. Then(B,A) ho-

motopically links(Q,P) if for each deformatiom : [0,1] x B — X fixing A pointwise,

n(1,B)NnQ=0= 3t €]0,1},n(t,B)NP £ 0.

The classical definition corresponds to the case wt@ra) = (D",S"1) andP = 0.

The goal of this article is to propose a similar general@afor homological linking.
In section 1.1 we explore the properties of this new homalaldinking and in 1.2 we give
some detailed examples. In section 2 we interpret homatblaking as an obstruction to
factoring certain homotopy through homotopically triigirs. It becomes clear from this
point of view that homological linking is stronger than hayical linking. Our definition
of homological linking fits very nicely with Morse theory. Véxploit this in section 3 to
derive a new linking principle (sée_3.2) for detecting anchking critical points. Despite
its simplicity, the idea is quite fruitful. Close analog teet Mountain Pass Theorem of
Ambrosetti and RabinowitZ [1] as well as to the Saddle Poimdrem of Rabinowitz
[12] are easy corollaries. In Proposition13.6, we also @b&ahomological version of the
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generalized saddle point theorem of Frigoh [6]. In sectipsodne multiplicity results are
studied.

Our approach has many advantages: each critical pointésietby a different linking,
stability type is directly available (i.e. critical groupge known) and last but not least, the
proofs are easy. However, it also has a disadvantage: wpvikithh Morse theory requires
more regularity than using a “min-max” method for examplemight appear as if the
content of this paper is extremely easy. We agree with thistpd view. In fact, it is
rather surprising to see that so many of the classical esfltritical point theory are
straightforward consequences of this new definition of hiogioal linking.

This paper is an extension of the author’s master’s thepidH& would like to express
his most sincere thanks to his advisor, Marléne Frigon.
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1. HOMOLOGICAL LINKING

1.1. Definition and properties. The principal contribution of this article is the following
definition.

Definition 1.1 (Relative Homological Linking) Let (B, A) and(Q, P) be pairs of subspaces
in a topological spack. Then(B,A) homologically linkgQ,P) in X if (B,A) C (X\ P, X\
Q) and if this inclusion induces a non-trivial homomorphismeduced homology. Given
integeryy, 3 > 0, we say that

(B,A) (q,B)-links (Q,P) in X

if the above inclusion induces a homomorphism of r@rdn theg-th reduced homology
groups.

Remark 1.2. For notational convenience, a topological pd@r0) will be identified with
the space.

Remark 1.3. The classical definition corresponds to the cas@, 3)-links (X,Q) and
B>o0.

Remark 1.4. For any spac&, X (g,bg(X))-links X in X, wherebq(X) is theg-th reduced
Betti number ofX. Thus our linking contains as much information as Betti narsb

The next proposition and it's corollary shows that in manyagions, it suffices to con-
sider linking locally to deduce a global linking situation.
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Proposition 1.5. Let O be an open subset of X. If
A,B,P,Q C O with Q closed, then

(B,A) (g, B)-links (Q,P) in X
&
(B,A) (qg,B)-links (Q,P) in O.
Proof. SinceOCis closed an \ Qs open inX \ P, the excision axiom applies to
0°Cc X\QCX\P

It follows that the the bottom line of the following commutetdiagram is an isomorphism.

Hq(B,A)
li \
Fa(0\P.0\ Q) — Fg(X\PX\ Q)
Hence, ranl§ = ranki. O

Corollary 1.6. Let O be the domain of a chart on a manifold M. If the p&B,A) links
the pair(Q,P) in O, with Q closed, theliB, A) also links the paif(Q,P) in M.

The two following theorems show how some simple linking&iitons lead to new link-
ings.

Theorem 1.7. If A (g,B)-links (X, Q) and A(q,0)-links (X,X\ B) in X for somed < 3
then(B,A) (q+ 1, W)-links Q in X for some p B —d.

Proof. It follows from the commutativity of

Ay

Ags1(B,A) ——> Fg(A) —— Fig(B)
I P
Figr 21X, X\ Q) 2 Fig(X\ Q) —— Fig(X)
that
M:=ranka > rankA o a = rankio A
> rankA; — dim(keri)
= rang; — (dimHg(A) — ranki)
= ranki 4 rankA; — dimHg(A)
= ranki + rankA; — (rankk + dim(kerk)).
By exactness, rank; = dim(kerk), thus
W > ranki —rankk = 3 — 0.
O

Theorem 1.8. If B (q,B)-links (X,P) and X\ Q (q,0)-links (X,P) for somed < B, then
B (q,W)-links (Q,P) in X for some 1> 3 — o.
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Proof. From the commutativity of

Ag(B) ———— Fq(B.0)
| X
~ Kk ~ j o~
Hq(X\ Q) ——= Hg(X\ P) —= Hg(X\ P, X\ Q)
it follows that
p=ranka =rankjoi
> ranki — dim(kerj)
= ranki — rankk
=B-24.
O
1.2. Examples of linking. Our definition permits to obtain new situations of linkingdan
to recover others already known. In particular, in Propos#[1.9,[1.10 and1.11 we
present linking situations equivalent to those alreadyglistli by Perera in[[11] using a
non relative definition of homological linking.

Let E be a Banach space. Given a direct sum decompoditierE; ® Ep, B; denotes
the closed ball irgj and§ its relative boundaryi = 1, 2).

Proposition 1.9. Let ec E, ||| > 1. Then{0,e} (0,1)-links (E,S) in E.
Proof. The mapr : E\ S— {0,e} defined by

[(x) = 0 if|x||I<1,
T e if x| > 1.

is a retraction. That is, the following diagram commutes

E\S— > {0,e}

|

{0.e}
It follows that the inclusion 0of0,e} in E\ Sis of rank 1 in reduced homology. O
Proposition 1.10. Let E= E; @ E, with k= dimE; € ]0,[. Then

S (k—1,1)-links (E, E2)
in E.
Proof. The long exact sequence induced®yyC E\ E;is
= AK(E\ E2,S1) = Fi-1(S1) 2 Ak 1(E\ E2) — - -
0.

Becausé& \ E; strongly retract 01%;, Hx(E \ E2, S1) = 0. It follows that rank = dim Hk,l(sl) =
1. O

Proposition 1.11. Let E= E; ¢ Ep with k= dimE; € ]0, [ and let e E; be of unit length.
Let A=0(B1® [0,2]e) in E; @ Re. Then Ak, 1)-links (E,S) in E.
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Proof. LetP: E — E; be the projection of; andr : E\ S — (E1 @ Re) \ {e} be defined
by r(x) = P(x) + |[x— P(x)||e. Let's make surde} really is omitted byr. Suppose € E is
such thaP(x) + ||x— P(x)||e=e. ThenP(x) =0 and 1= ||x—P(x)|| = ||X||. In other words,
x € Ex and||x|| = 1 wich is impossible fok in the domain of. Leti be the inclusion oA
in E\S. If i : H(A) = Fk(E\ S) is null, then so is

rgolg: |:|k(A) — |:|k((E1 ®Re)\ {e}).
Howevery oi is the inclusion oA in (E1 ® Re) \ {e} and(E;1 & Re) \ {€} strongly retract
onA. ThusH.((E1®Re)\ {e},A) = 0. It then follows from the long exact sequence
induced by the inclusionoi of Ain (E1 ®Re) \ {e}
0=Fi:1((Er@Re)\ {€},A) = Fik(A) "3 Fi(Er @ Re)\ {e})

thatry oiy is not trivial becausély(A) = K. Consequently (k, 1)-links (E,S) in E, as
was to be proved. O

Theoren L7 and the previous linking situations give risettwer linkings which are
in fact the classical situations treated in the litteratu@bserve that, in these classical
situations, the paifQ, P) is always of the forn{Q, 0) and the pai(B, A) always ha®\ # 0.

Corollary 1.12. Let ec E with||e|| > 1. Then([0,¢€],{0,e}) (1,1)-links Sin E.
Corollary 1.13. Let E= E; ® E with k= dimE; € ]0,»][. Then

(B1,S1) (k,1)-links B,
inE.
Corollary 1.14. Let E= E; ® E; with k= dimE; € ]0, [ and let ec E; be of unit length.
Let B=B;®[0,2]e and A= 0B in E; & Re. Then(B,A) (k+1,1)-links S in E.

By combining the linking situations of propositibn 1I.9, @ And 1.11 with theorem 1.8,
we get a new familly of linking situations. These linkingusition will be particularyly
useful in applications to critical point theory since they allow us to relax the a priori
estimates orf. For these linking, the paiiB, A) is always of the form{B, 0) and the pair
(Q,P) always ha$ # 0.

Corollary 1.15. Letec E, ||e|| > 1. Then
{0,e} (0,1)-links (B, S)
inE.
Corollary 1.16. Let E= E; ® E; with k= dimE; € ]0, [ and let e E; be of unit length.
LetB=S5;,Q=E,+ [0,[e and P=E,. Then
B (k—1,1)-links (Q,P)
inE.
Corollary 1.17. Let E= E; ® E; with k= dimE; € ]0, [ and let ec E; be of unit length.
Let A=0(B1®0,2]e) in Ey ®Re. Then Ak, 1)-links (B2,S) in E.

The two following propositions exhibit new homologicalling situations. From a
homotopical point of view, they where studied by Frigoh [Bhese linking fully deserve
to be called “linking of pairs” since for both of them we ha&et 0 andP # 0. A more
geometrical argument is also possible, but it is longuer.
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Proposition 1.18. Let E= E; @ E; ® Re with ec E of unitlength and k= dimE; € |0, o].
LetB=B;+e, A=5 +e, Q=E;+[0,o[e et P=E; Then(B,A) (k,1)-links (Q,P) in E.
Proof. Lete €]0,1[ and
B = BU (eB1+]0, e+ Ep),
A=B\ (]0,»[e+Ey).

SinceB (resp. A) is a strong deformation retract 8f (resp. A), the inclusion(B,A) —
(B,A) induces an isomorphisiik(B,A) = Hg(B,A). Let

U=(E\P)\BCE\QCE\P,

and observe thal C int (E\Q)InE\P, B=(E\P)\UandA= (E\Q) \U. Hence, by
excision, the inclusiofB,A) — (E\ P,E \ Q) induces an isomorphisiik(B,A) = Hy(E \
P,E\ Q). The result follows fromH(B, A) = K. O

A similar argument leads to the following proposition.

Proposition 1.19. Let E= E; & E, with k= dimE; € ]0, o].
Then(B1,S1) (k,1)-links (B2, ) in E.

2. HOMOTOPICAL CONSEQUENCES OF HOMOLOGICAL LINKING

Let (B,A) and(Q,P) be pairs of subspaces in a topological sp&cgich thaBNP =
0 andANQ = 0. The following lemma shows that relative homotopical limkiis an
obstruction to extension factoring through a homotopycaivial pair.

Lemma 2.1. The following statements are equivalent.
(1) The pair(B,A) homotopicaly linkgQ, P),
(2) There exists no homotopy: [0,1] x (B,A) — (X\ P,X\ Q) such than =id on
{0} x BU[0,1] x A making the following diagram commutative

(B,A) —2% (X\P.X\ Q)

S

(X\Q,X\Q)
Corollary 2.2. Homological linking implies homotopical linking.

Remark 2.3. To see that homotopical linking doesn’t imply homologidaking, it is
sufficient to consideX = B = Q to be a singleton and =P = 0.

3. HOMOLOGICAL LINKING PRINCIPLE

Let H be a Hilbert space and ldtc C?>(H,R). The following notation is standard.
GivenceR, fe={peH|f(p) <c}isalevel setoff, K(f) = {pe H|f'(p) =0} is the
critical set off, K¢(f) = K(f)n f~1(c).

Throughout this section, the following hypothesis are assil)

(H1) the Palais-Smale condition fdrholds. That is, each sequeng@)ney such that

(f(%1)) is bounded and’(x,) — 0 admits a convergent subsequence,

(H2) the seK(f) of critical point of f is discrete.
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In particular,f (K) is discrete and for each bounded intefva N1 is compact.
Under these assumptions, there is a suitable Morse thedghugwell behaved (see
[9] for instance). We shall use the following standard riotatGivenp € K(f),

Cq(f,p) :=Hq(fc, fc\ {p})
is theg-th critical group off at p. Leta < b be two regular values df,
Mo(fo fa) = S dimCy(f,p)
peK (f)Nf—1[a,b]
is the Morse number of the pé&(fy, fa). The functionf is said to be a Morse function if
its critical points are all non-degenerate.

Remark 3.1. Most of our results depend only on the Morse inequalitiess. thius possible
to use any other setting where they hold. For examplé]in [bese theory for continuous
functions on metric spaces is presented. In applicatioR®t8, it may be necessary to use
the Finsler structure approach of Chang [4] to apply theltegusuitable Sobolev spaces.

The following theorem is an easy exercise and was probabklydirserved by Marston
Morse himself.

Theorem 3.2(homological linking principle) Let (B, A) and(Q, P) be pairs of subspaces
in H and let a< b be regular values of f such théB,A) C (fp, fa) C (H\PH\ Q). If
(B,A) (qg,B)-links (Q,P) in H for somef > 1 then f admits a critical point p such that
a< f(p) <band G(f,p)# 0. Moreover, if f is a Morse function then it admits at le@st
such points.

Proof. It follows from commutativity of

Hq(B,A) — Hq(H\P.H\ Q)

L

Hq( fb7 fa)

that dimﬂq(fb,fa) > B. Application of the weak Morse inequalities leads to
Hq(fo, fa) > B and to the first conclusion. The non-degeneracy conditiaddeo the
second one. O

Remark 3.3. From RemarK1]4 and our linking principle we recover the wilkse
inequalities. This shows that our homological linking @ns nearly as much information
as classical Morse theory.

Lemma 3.4. Let(B,A) and(Q, P) be pairs of subspaces in H such that
supf(B) < inf f(P),
supf(A) <inff(Q).

If (B,A) (q,B)-links (Q,P) in H for someB > 1 theninf f(Q) < supf(B).

Proof. Let the opposite be supposed: dyB) < inf f(Q). For eachn € N, there exist
regular valuesy, < by in |supf(B),supf(B)+1/n[. If nis big enough, sup(B) +1/n <
inf f(Q) <inf f(P) so that

(BvA) C (fbnv fan) C (X\RX\Q)
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It follows from the homological linking principle th&tadmits a critical value, € ]an, bn|.
The infinite sequencée,) converges te = supf (B) which must therefore be critical be-
cause the set of all critical values bfs closed. This contradicts the fact that critical values
must be isolated. O

The next theorem will be usefull for applications. In the naaction, it will be used to
prove some multiplicity results.

Theorem 3.5. Let (B, A) and (Q, P) be pairs of subspaces in H such that

supf(B) < inf f(P),

supf(A) <inf f(Q).
If (B,A) (g,B)-links (Q,P) in H for somef3 > 1 then f admits a critical point p such that

inf £(Q) < f(p) < supf(B)
and G(f, p) # 0. Moreover if f is a Morse function then it admits at lefstuch points.
Proof. By the preceding lemma,
supf(A) <inf f(Q) < supf(B) < inf f(P).
There exist regular values, < b, (n € N) such that
supf(A) < ap < inf f(Q) < supf(B) < b, < inf f(P)

andan — inf f(Q), by — supf(B). By the linking principle, there must exist a sequence
(pn) of critical points such thatqy(f, pn) # 0 and such that the sequen@a) = (f(pn))
satisfiesa, < ¢, < by, Because critical values are isolated ¢ [inf f(Q),supf(B)] for n
big enough. O

The following result follows directly from PropositiobsIB and Theoreri 3.5. As far
as we know, this result is new.

Theorem 3.6. Let H= H; @ H, with k= dimH; < . If
supf(Sy) < inf f(By),
supf(B1) < inf f(S)
then f admits a critical point p such that
inf f(S2) < f(p) < supf(Sy)
and G(f,p) #0.

3.1. Multiplicity results. By combining Corollarief 1.14 aid 1]17 with Thorem| 3.5, we
get a version of a well known multiplicity result (see [13} fastance). As before, we get
extra information about the critical groups.

Proposition 3.7. Let H = Hy @ Hz with k= dimHj € |0, [ and ec H; be of unit length.
LetB=B;®[0,2]e and A=0B in in H; ® Re. If f is bounded below onBand if

supf(A) <inff(S)
then f admits two critical pointsgp# p; such that
inf(f(B) < f(po) < supf (A),
inf f(S) < f(p1) < supf(B)
and G(f, po) # 0,Cita(f, pr # 0).
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Proof. Because

supf(A) <inf f(S)
supf (0) = —o < inf f(By)

andA (k,1)-links (B2,S,), it follows from Theoreni 315 that admits a critical poinipg
such that inff (Bz) < f(po) < supf(A) andCy(f, po) # 0. Also, Corrolary 1.74 says that
(B,A) (k+ 1,1)-links S. Since

supf(B) < co =inf f(0)
supf(A) <inff(S)

it follows from Theoreni 315 that admits a critical poinp; such that inf (S) < f(p1) <
supf(B) andCy1(f, p1) # 0. The inequality

f(po) < supf(A) <inff(S) < f(p1)
insure thatpg andp; are distinct. O

A similar argument using Corollariés 1113 dnd 1.16 leadsheortext theorem. This
result was already known to Pereral[11].

Theorem 3.8. Let H=H; @ Hy with k= dimHj € |0, [ and let e H; be of unit length.
If f is bounded below on Ht [0, [e and if

supf(Sy) < inf f(H2)
then f admits two critical pointsgp# p; such that
inf(f (Hy + [0,%0[8)) < f(po) < maxf(Sy),
inf f(H2) < f(p1) < maxf(B(0,1))
and Ge1(f, po) # 0,Ci(f, pr # 0).
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