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Abstract
We present an abstract critical point theorem about the existence of infinitely many critical
orbits to strongly indefinite functionals with a sign-changing nonlinear part defined on a
dislocation space with a discrete group action. We apply the abstract result to a Schrödinger
equation

−�u + V (x)u = f (u) − λg(u)

with 0 in the spectral gap of the Schrödinger operator −� + V (x), that appears in non-
linear optics. We also consider equations with singular potentials arising from the study of
cylindrically symmetric, electromagnetic waves to the system of Maxwell equations.

Mathematics Subject Classification 35Q55 · 35A15 · 35J20 · 35Q60 · 58E05

1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in an abstract critical point theory that allows us to study the
multiplicity of critical points of strongly indefinite functionals. Consider a real Hilbert space
(X , 〈·, ·〉) and a nonlinear, C1-functional J : X → R. In variational methods, looking for
solutions to certain partial differential equations reduces to finding nontrivial critical points
of J , namely points u ∈ X \ {0} with J ′(u) = 0.

To introduce the notion of strongly indefinite problems, assume that J is of C2 class and
that there is an orthogonal splitting X = X+⊕X− such that the second variationJ ′′(0)[u, u]
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is positive definite on X+ and negative definite on X−. If X− = {0} then we say that J is
positive definite; otherwise we say that J is strongly indefinite.

Existence of nontrivial critical points of positive definite functionals can be obtained, under
some geometrical assumptions, via the mountain pass theorem introduced by Ambrosetti and
Rabinowitz [1] or via the Nehari manifold method proposed in [30] that is closely related
to the Pohožaev’s fibering method [33, 34]. For strongly indefinite problems, the mentioned
techniques have been generalized. An important contribution is due to Rabinowitz [35] in
the case when one of the subspaces X+, X− is finite-dimensional and is known as the linking
theorem. It was later generalized by Kryszewski and Szulkin [22] to the case where both
subspaces have infinite dimensions. The Nehari manifold approach was extended by Pankov
[32], and later applied by Szulkin and Weth [42] to the setting where both subspaces are
infinite-dimensional. Suppose that the functional J has the following form

J (u) = 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 − I(u),

where u = u+ +u− ∈ X and and the nonlinear functional I exhibits super-quadratic growth
at infinity. In applications, the quadratic part of J is related to a differential operator L and
I to the nonlinearity f of a partial differential equation Lu = f (u). We emphasize that in
all the mentioned results it is required that I(u) ≥ 0.

Recently, there have been contributions that allowI to change its sign in X . For the positive
definite case, we refer to [13], where the Nehari manifold method has been adapted, and to
[12] for the mountain pass approach. In the strongly indefinite case, we refer the reader to
[10, 17].

In the case where J enjoys symmetry properties, e.g. if it is even, one can expect to show
also the multiplicity of solutions (more precisely: existence of infinitely many solutions). a
particularly powerful tool is the fountain theorem provided by Bartsch [4], applied already
in many contexts, see e.g. [8]. Another possible approach is to use the linking geometry
and the notion of the so-called (PS)-attractors [5, 22] or the Nehari-Pankov manifold [19,
42]. Recently, under some convexity assumptions on I, it has been shown that the strongly
indefinite problem may be reduced to the positive definite one, obtaining the existence and
multiplicity of solutions [14, 29]. We remark again that in all the mentioned papers, the
assumption I(u) ≥ 0 is crucial.

In the case of a sign-changing I, not much is known so far. In the positive definite setting,
the approaches developed in [19, 42] have been adapted to sign-changing I in [11, 12].
For the strongly indefinite case, there is a very recent contribution [21], where the authors
established themultiplicity of critical points for a strongly indefinite functional corresponding
to the stationary Schrödinger equation with sign-changing nonlinearity.

Usually, differential equations admit certain symmetries. If G is a group acting on X and
X+, X− are G-invariant, and J is a G-invariant functional, then for every critical point
u ∈ X , the whole orbit O(u) of u under the action of G consists of critical points. Hence,
in the mentioned results, the authors have shown the existence of infinitely many critical
orbits of J . Two solutions whose orbits are disjoint are then called geometrically distinct
(see Section 2 for the formal definition).

In the present paper, we are interested in providing an abstract critical point theorem about
the existence of infinitely many critical orbits of a given functional J under the action of
a group G. The theorem is stated in abstract dislocation spaces introduced by Tintarev and
Fieseler [44].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notion of dislocation
spaces and the functional setting. The main theorem (Theorem 3.2) is stated and proved in
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Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to applications, where we show the multiplicity of
solutions to strongly indefinite Schrödinger-type equations with sign-changing nonlinearities
that appear in nonlinear optics and when one looks for time-harmonic electromagnetic waves
to the system of Maxwell equations.

2 Functional setting

Let (X , 〈·, ·〉) be a separable, real Hilbert space and J : X → R be a C1-class nonlinear
functional. We recall that, due to the Riesz representation theorem, for any u ∈ X there exists
∇J (u) ∈ X such that 〈∇J (u), v〉 = J ′(u)(v) for all v ∈ X .

Definition 2.1 We say that a sequence (un) ⊂ X is a Palais-Smale sequence (or a
(PS)-sequence) for J if

(J (un)) is bounded and J ′(un) → 0 in X∗.

We shall say that (un) is a (PS)c-sequence if it is a Palais-Smale sequence and additionally
J (un) → c.

Moreover we recall that J ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak* continuous if

un⇀u ⇒ ∀v ∈ X 〈∇J (un), v〉 → 〈∇J (u), v〉.
Clearly, this implies that any weak limit of the (PS)-sequence is a critical point of J .

Suppose that there is an orthogonal splitting X = X+ ⊕ X− and for u = u+ + u− with
u± ∈ X± we have

‖u‖2 = ‖u+‖2 + ‖u−‖2,
where ‖ · ‖ is the norm induced by the scalar product 〈·, ·〉. Furthermore, suppose that J is
of the following form

J (u) = 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 − I(u), u = u+ + u− ∈ X+ ⊕ X−, (2.1)

where I : X → R is a nonlinear functional.
We make use of the following notation:

Jα = {u ∈ X : α < J (u)}, J β = {u ∈ X : J (u) ≤ β}, J β
α = Jα ∩ J β .

2.1 Dislocation spaces and profile decompositions

From now on, we assume that on X there is given a unitary action of the group G, i.e. there
is a group homomorphism T : G → GL(X) such that Tg = T (g) is a unitary operator. For
simplicity, we will denote the operator Tg by g if no confusion can arise.

Definition 2.2 We say that the functional J : X → R is G-invariant if for any g ∈ G and
u ∈ X , we have J (gu) = J (u). We say that a subset A ⊂ X is G-invariant if for any g ∈ G
and u ∈ A, we have gu ∈ A.

Remark 2.3 If J : X → R is G-invariant then the gradient ∇J : X → X is G-equivariant
i.e. for any g ∈ G and u ∈ X there holds∇J (gu) = g∇J (u). In particular, the set of critical
points is G-invariant.
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Observe that for G-invariant functional J the sets Jα , J β are G-invariant.
Hereafter, we assume that the spaces X+ and X− are G-invariant. We will introduce the

notion of a dislocation space based on [43, 44] in the setting we deal with. Note that this
definition could be given for a more general set of linear operators.

Definition 2.4 Let (un) ⊂ X , u ∈ X . We say that un
G
⇀ u if for all ϕ ∈ X

lim
n→∞ sup

g∈G
〈un − u, gϕ〉 = 0.

Definition 2.5 We say that a sequence (gn) ⊂ GL(X) converges strongly (resp. weakly) to
g if we have gnu → gu (resp. gnu⇀gu) for all u ∈ X . We will use the notation gn⇀g in
the case of weak convergence.

Note that the notion introduced above is weaker than convergence and weak-convergence
in X∗.

Definition 2.6 We say that the pair (X ,G) is a dislocation space if for any sequences
(un) ⊂ X and (gn) ⊂ G the following holds

gn �⇀0, un⇀0 ⇒ gnun⇀0 up to a subsequence.

From now on, until the end of the section, (X ,G) is a dislocation space. In dislocation
spaces, one can show the following, general profile decomposition for bounded sequences.

Theorem 2.7 ([44], Theorem 3.1) Let (un) ⊂ X be a bounded sequence. Then either

un
G
⇀ 0

or there are K ∈ {1, 2, . . .} ∪ {∞}, wk ∈ X \ {0}, gkn ∈ G for 1 ≤ k < K + 1 such that
g1n = id and

(gkn)
−1un⇀wk,

gkn(g
l
n)

−1⇀0 for k �= l,

K∑

k=1

‖wk‖2 ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖2,

un −
K∑

k=1

gknw
k G

⇀ 0.

Observe that, thanks to the G-invariance of X± and their mutual orthogonality, we obtain
the following fact.

Proposition 2.8 If un
G
⇀ 0, then u±

n
G
⇀ 0.

Proof Let ϕ = ϕ+ + ϕ− ∈ X+ ⊕ X−. By the orthogonality of X+ and X− we have

〈u+
n , gϕ〉 = 〈u+

n , gϕ+〉 + 〈u+
n , gϕ−〉 = 〈u+

n , gϕ+〉
= 〈u+

n , gϕ+〉 + 〈u−
n , gϕ+〉 = 〈un, gϕ+〉.

By the assumption limn→∞ supg∈G〈un, gϕ+〉 = 0, so taking the supremum and the limit,

we get u+
n

G
⇀ 0. The proof for u−

n is analogous. ��
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Recall that J : X → R is a nonlinear functional of the form (2.1). Assume in addition
that J is G-invariant and that the following two conditions are satisfied

(J1) I : X → R is of C1-class with I(0) = 0;
(J2) J ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak* continuous.

We introduce the following notation

crit(J ) := {u ∈ X : J ′(u) = 0}.
As we are interested in a profile decomposition of Palais-Smale sequences, we note the
following consequence of Theorem 2.7.

Corollary 2.9 If (un) is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for J , with J being G-invariant
and satisfying (J1) and (J2), then, in the notion of Theorem 2.7,

(i) wk are critical points of J ;

(ii) if, in addition, η := infu∈crit(J )\{0} ‖u‖ > 0, then K ≤ lim supn→∞ ‖un‖2
η2

< ∞.

Proof (i) Note that, since J is G-invariant, (J1) and (J2) hold, and G acts unitarly, we get
∣∣∣J ′(wk)(ϕ)

∣∣∣ = lim
n→∞

∣∣∣J ′((gkn)−1un)(ϕ)

∣∣∣ = lim
n→∞

∣∣∣〈∇J ((gkn)
−1un), ϕ〉

∣∣∣

= lim
n→∞

∣∣∣〈(gkn)−1∇J (un), ϕ〉
∣∣∣ = lim

n→∞
∣∣∣〈∇J (un), g

k
nϕ〉

∣∣∣

≤ lim
n→∞ ‖∇J (un)‖‖gknϕ‖ = lim

n→∞ ‖∇J (un)‖‖ϕ‖ = 0

for any ϕ ∈ X .
(ii) From Theorem 2.7

lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖2 ≥
K∑

k=1

‖wk‖2 ≥ η2K

and therefore K ≤ lim supn→∞ ‖un‖2
η2

< ∞.
��

Remark 2.10 Since J is G-invariant and satisfies (J1), (J2), the critical points wk can be
chosen as any representatives of their orbits.

We introduce the following sequential, uniform G-weak-to-weak*-type continuity of I ′:

if (vn), (ϕn) ⊂ X , (vn) is bounded and ϕn
G
⇀ 0, then I ′(vn)(ϕn) → 0. (GWC)

Observe that if ϕn
G
⇀ 0, then ϕn⇀0. Hence for strongly convergent sequence

vn → v ∈ X , the property I ′(vn)(ϕn) = 〈∇I(vn), ϕn〉 → 0 is clear. In (GWC), under
a stronger convergence on ϕn , we require that I ′(vn)(ϕn) → 0 for every bounded sequence
(vn).

Corollary 2.11 Suppose that I ′ satisfies (GWC). In the setting of Corollary 2.9(ii) we have
∥∥∥∥∥un −

K∑

k=1

gknw
k

∥∥∥∥∥ → 0.
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Proof Put ξn := un−∑K
k=1 g

k
nw

k . Since (ξn) is bounded and (un) is a Palais-Smale sequence,
we get

∣∣J ′(un)(ξ±
n )
∣∣ ≤ ‖J ′(un)‖‖ξ±

n ‖ ≤ ‖J ′(un)‖‖ξn‖ → 0.

On the other hand,

J ′(un)(ξ±
n ) = ±〈u±

n , ξ±
n 〉 − I ′(un)(ξ±

n )

= ±‖ξ±
n ‖2 ±

K∑

k=1

〈gkn(wk)±, ξ±
n 〉 − I ′(un)(ξ±

n ) = (∗).

Since gknw
k are critical points of J , we get

0 = J ′(gknwk)(ξ±
n ) = ±〈gkn(wk)±, ξ±

n 〉 − I ′(gknwk)(ξ±
n ).

Hence, since (un) and (gknw
k) are bounded and ξ±

n
G
⇀ 0 (cf. Proposition 2.8)

(∗) = ±‖ξ±
n ‖2 +

K∑

k=1

I ′(gknwk)(ξ±
n ) − I ′(un)(ξ±

n ) = ±‖ξ±
n ‖2 + o(1).

Thus, ‖ξ±
n ‖ → 0 and therefore ‖ξn‖ → 0. ��

In our work, we need an additional property of dislocation spaces, which we refer to as
discreteness property.

For 
 ∈ N and a finite set A ⊂ X we will denote

[A, 
] :=
⎧
⎨

⎩

j∑

i=1

giui : 1 ≤ j ≤ 
, gi ∈ G, ui ∈ A
⎫
⎬

⎭ .

Definition 2.12 We say that a dislocation space (X ,G) has a discreteness property if for any
finite set A ⊂ X and 
 ∈ N

inf{‖u − u′‖ : u, u′ ∈ [A, 
], u �= u′} > 0.

The discreteness property implies, among others things, that the orbit of each element u ∈ X
is discrete. This obviously excludes connected topological groups, like e.g. SO(N ), from
acting on dislocation spaces endowed with the discreteness property.

Below we give some examples of dislocation spaces (X ,G) having the discreteness prop-

erty, with a description of
G
⇀ convergence. From now on | · |r denotes the usual Lr -norm.

Example 2.13 Let s ∈ (0, 1], N ≥ 1 and Hs(RN ) denote the usual Sobolev space. Then
(Hs(RN ),ZN ) is a dislocation space with the discreteness property, where the action of ZN

on Hs(RN ) is given by translations. Moreover, we have the following description of the
topology:

(i) for (zn) ⊂ Z
N , zk⇀0 if and only if |zk | → ∞;

(ii) for a bounded sequence (un) ⊂ Hs(RN ), un
Z
N

⇀ 0 if and only if |un |p → 0 for any
p ∈ (2, 2∗).

Proof In the case s = 1, the statement follows from [44, Lemma 3.2], while for s ∈ (0, 1)
the proof is similar. Again, in the case s = 1, the discreteness property follows from [18,
Proposition 1.55] and the proof in the case s ∈ (0, 1) is the same. Then the description of the
topology follows from [44, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.3]. ��
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Example 2.14 Suppose that N > K ≥ 2. Let G(K ) := O(K ) × {idN−K } be the group
acting on H1(RN ). We will write x = (y, z) ∈ R

K ×R
N−K . Then we consider the space of

G(K )-invariant functions H1
G(K )(R

N ). Then (H1
G(K )(R

N ),ZN−K ) is a dislocation spacewith

the discreteness property, where the action of ZN−K is given by translations with respect to
the z-coordinate. Then, the topology is described as follows:

(i) for (zn) ⊂ Z
N−K , zk⇀0 if and only if |zk | → ∞;

(ii) for a bounded sequence (un) ⊂ H1
G(K )(R

N ), un
Z
N−K

⇀ 0 if and only if |un |p → 0 for any
p ∈ (2, 2∗).

Proof Recalling the concentration compactness principle [28, Corollary 3.2, Remark 3.3],
we can repeat the proof of [44, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3] to show that
(H1

G(K )(R
N ),ZN−K ) is a dislocation space with the description of the topology given by (i)

and (ii). To show the discreteness property, it is enough to repeat the proof of [18, Proposition
1.55]. ��

For the sake of completeness, we believe it could also be interesting tomention an example
of a dislocation space without the discreteness property.

Example 2.15 Let N ≥ 3, D1,2(RN ) :=
{
u ∈ L2∗

(RN ) : ∇u ∈ L2(RN )
}
. It is a Hilbert

space with the norm u �→ |∇u|2. Consider the action of R × R
N on D1,2(RN ) given by

(R × R
N ) × D1,2(RN ) � ((s, y), u) �→ 2

Ns
2∗ u(2s(· − y)) ∈ D1,2(RN ).

Then (D1,2(RN ),R × R
N ) is a dislocation space, and we have the following description of

the topology:

(i) for (sn, yn) ⊂ R × R
N , (sn, yn)⇀0 if and only if |sn | + |yn | → ∞;

(ii) for a bounded sequence (un) ⊂ D1,2(RN ), un
R×R

N

⇀ 0 if and only if |un |2∗ → 0.

Proof The statement follows directly from [44, Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2, Lemma 5.3]. ��
Note that the dislocation space in Example 2.15 does not satisfy the discreteness property

as the orbits of elements under the described action are not discrete.

2.2 �-topology and admissible maps

For the proof of Theorem 3.2, we rely on the τ -topology, originally introduced in [22]. Let
(ek)∞k=1 ⊂ X− be a complete orthonormal sequence in the space X−. Then we define a new
norm |||·||| in X by

|||u||| := max

{
‖u+‖,

∞∑

k=1

1

2k
∣∣〈u−, ek〉

∣∣
}

.

We denote by τ the topology on X generated by |||·|||. We note that τ is weaker than the
topology generated by the norm ‖ · ‖ and that the following inequalities hold

‖u+‖ ≤ |||u||| ≤ ‖u‖.
We also recall that for bounded sequences (un) ⊂ X the following equivalence holds true
(see e.g. [22, Remark 2.1(iii)])

un
τ→ u ⇐⇒ u+

n → u+ and u−
n ⇀u−.
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Based on [22], we introduce the notion of admissible maps. Let A ⊂ X be a closed subset.
We say that a map h : A → X is admissible if

• it is τ -continuous, namely h(un)
τ→ h(u) if un

τ→ u,
• themap I d−h,where I d denotes the identitymap, is τ -locally finite-dimensional, namely

for every u ∈ A there is a τ -open neighborhood Uu in X such that (I d − h)(Uu ∩ A) is
contained in a finite-dimensional subspace of X .

Let W ⊂ X be a τ -open set. We say that the map h : W → X is τ -locally τ -Lipschitzian
if for any u ∈ W there is τ -open neighborhood Uu ⊂ W such that

∣∣∣∣∣∣h(u′) − h(u′′)
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

Lu
∣∣∣∣∣∣u′ − u′′∣∣∣∣∣∣ for all u′, u′′ ∈ Uu and some Lu > 0.

Remark 2.16 Let W ⊂ X be a τ -open set and V : W → X be a τ -locally τ -Lipschitzian,
locally Lipschitzian and τ -locally finite-dimensional. Let A ⊂ W be closed and assume
that the flow generated by V|A exists on [0, 1]; denote it by η : A × [0, 1] → X . Then the
map η(·, 1) : A → X is an admissible map, see [22, Proposition 2.2]. Note that admissible
maps are continuous due to the equivalence of the norms |||·||| and ‖ · ‖ on finite-dimensional
subspaces of X .

Put � = {
A ⊂ X : A = −A = A

}
. For the set A ∈ �, assuming that J : X → R is an

even functional, we define

H(A,J ) =
⎧
⎨

⎩h : A → X :
h(A) is closed,
h is an odd, admissible map,
for any u ∈ A there holds J (h(u)) ≤ J (u)

⎫
⎬

⎭ . (2.2)

If the functional J is known from the context, we will writeH(A) instead ofH(A,J ). Now
we recall the definition of the Krasnoselskii genus (see e.g. [40, Definition II.5.1]).

Definition 2.17 For A ∈ � we define

γ (A) := inf
{
k ∈ N : there exists an odd, continuous ϕ : A → R

k \ {0}
}

.

We set γ (∅) = 0.

Note that if A ∈ � and 0 ∈ A then the set in the definition of γ (A) is empty and γ (A) = ∞.
One can find more properties of the Krasnoselskii genus in [36, 40]. In the next section we
will construct some extensions of this tool.

3 Abstract critical point theory

Let (X , 〈·, ·〉) be a real, separable Hilbert space with a given action of a group G such
that (X ,G) is a dislocation space with the discreteness property. Let J : X → R be a
G-invariant functional of the class C1. This symmetry implies that the set of critical points
crit(J ) consists of G-orbits O(u) := {gu : g ∈ G}. We say that critical points u1, u2 ∈
crit(J ) are geometrically distinct if O(u1) �= O(u2).

We are going to formulate and prove Theorem 3.2 about the existence of multiple orbits
of critical points of J . Our idea is based on Theorem 4.1 from [22] and the flow of our
proof will be similar, with two main differences: we state and prove the abstract theorem
under the assumptions given on the functional, and we do not assume that the functional is
τ -upper-semicontinuous which was an important property of the reasoning given in [22], but
does not hold in our applications.

We consider the following assumptions

123
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(A1) (X ,G) is a dislocation space with the discreteness property and X = X+ ⊕ X−, where
X+ is infinite dimensional, X+ and X− are orthogonal and G-invariant;

(A2) J : X → R is given by J (u) = 1
2‖u+‖2 − 1

2‖u−‖2 − I(u), where I : X → R is of
C1-class, I ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak* continuous, satisfying (GWC)-property, and
I(0) = 0;

(A3) J is even and G-invariant;
(A4) crit(J ) \ {0} �= ∅;
(A5) there exist r > 0 and r0 > 0 such that

b := inf
S+
r

J > sup{J (u) : u ∈ X , ‖u+‖ < r0} =: a,

where S+
r := {x ∈ X+ : ‖x‖ = r}.

(A6) if ‖u−
n ‖ → ∞ and ‖u+

n ‖ is bounded then J (un) → −∞;
(A7) J is bounded from above on bounded sets;

(A8) I(u+
n )

‖u+
n ‖2 → ∞, if ‖u+

n ‖ → ∞ and (u+
n ) is contained in a finite-dimensional subspace of

X+;
(A9) for every β ∈ R there is a constant Mβ > 0 such that for every sequence (un) satisfying

lim sup
n→∞

J (un) ≤ β, J ′(un) → 0

there holds lim supn→∞ ‖un‖ ≤ Mβ .

Remark 3.1 Note that (A8) implies thatJ (u+
n ) → −∞, if ‖u+

n ‖ → ∞ and (u+
n ) is contained

in a finite-dimensional subspace of X+. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that J (u+
n ) ≥ C

for some C ∈ R. Then

o(1) = C

‖u+
n ‖2 ≤ J (u+

n )

‖u+
n ‖2 = 1

2
− I(u+

n )

‖u+
n ‖2 → −∞,

which is a contradiction.

We are now ready to state our main theorem, which reads as follows.

Theorem 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1)–(A9) the functional J has infinitely many geo-
metrically distinct critical points.

Before starting the proof, some comments are in order.

Remark 3.3 In (A4),we assume that the functionalJ alreadyhas at least one nontrivial critical
point. Hence, the above theorem is purely of multiplicity-type. However, if we replace (A4)
by assumptions that provide the existence of a Palais-Smale-type sequence, we are still able
to obtain the result. For this version of the theorem, see Appendix A.

Remark 3.4 Note that, under our assumptions, the functional is not necessarily τ -upper-
semicontinuous, so we cannot directly apply the results from [22]. Similarly, if instead of
τ we consider τ̃ being a product of the strong topology in X+ and weak topology in X−,
J is still not necessarily τ̃ -upper-semicontinuous, so the results in [5] do not apply. Such
conditions in [5, 22] are implied by the positivity of the nonlinear term, and have been replaced
here by the weak-to-weak* continuity and (GWC) property of I ′, see (A2). Instead of the
classical linking geometry, we require (A5). Assumptions (A6) and (A8) are quite standard,
in the spirit of assumptions (I4), (I7) in [14, 29].
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Hereafter,weworkunder assumptions (A1)–(A9). First,we formulate a couple of technical
lemmas and then prove themain theorem. Fromnowon,we denote by P and Q the orthogonal
projections onto X− and X+, respectively. Moreover, for a given norm ‖ · ‖ on X , ‖u − A‖
denotes the distance of u ∈ X from the subset A ⊂ X .

We will proceed by contradiction, i.e. assuming that

crit(J ) consists of finitely many orbits (3.1)

and denoting by F a finite set of arbitrarily chosen representatives of all the orbits. Since J
is odd we may replace F by F ∪ (−F), and therefore we can assume that F = −F . We will
use the notation F+ = QF = {u+ : u ∈ F}.

We start our reasoning by defining the number β such that the superlevel set Jβ is away
from the finite setF in the norm |||·|||. Recall that the level sets of J are G-invariant therefore
we get also that Jβ is τ -away from crit(J ).

Lemma 3.5 There is a number β0 such that for u ∈ Jβ0 we have |||u − F ||| ≥ 1.

Proof Let u ∈ F and consider a set B = {v ∈ X : |||v − u||| < 1}. Since ‖v+ − u+‖ ≤
|||v − u||| < 1 the norm ‖v+‖ is bounded for v ∈ B. By assumption (A6), there is R > 0
such that if ‖v−‖ > R and v ∈ B, thenJ (v) < 0. Put su = sup{J (v) : v ∈ B, ‖v−‖ ≤ R}.
Thanks to (A7), su is finite and we can finally define

β0 = max
u∈F su .

��
Note that b > a ≥ J (0) = 0, and fix α > 1 and β > max{b, β0} > 0 such that

β > max
F

J ≥ min
F

J > −α + 1.

Since (X ,G) is a dislocation space, I satisfies the condition (GWC), and (A9) holds, the
assumptions of Corollaries 2.9 and 2.11 are satisfied, giving rise to the following result.

Lemma 3.6 Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, for any c ∈ R there is 
c ≥ M2
c

η
such

that for every (PS)c sequence there holds

0 ≤ |||un − [F, 
c]||| ≤ ‖un − [F, 
c]‖ → 0,

where the lower bound M2
c

η
comes from Corollary 2.9 and (A9).

Proof From assumption (A9), (un) is bounded. Applying Theorem 2.7 and Corollaries 2.9,
and 2.11 (in particular, from (3.1), K < ∞), we get that

∥∥∥∥∥un −
K∑

k=1

gknw
k

∥∥∥∥∥ → 0

for some gkn ∈ G and critical points wk ∈ F . Clearly
∑K

k=1 g
k
nw

k ∈ [F, 
] for 
 ≥ K . ��
We are going to prove the main part of our argument, i.e. the suitable deformation lemma.

Lemma 3.7 Let ξ > β + 2. There exist 1 > ε > 0, a symmetric τ -open set N ⊂ X with
γ (N ) = 1, and a map h ∈ H(J ξ ) such that
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(i) for any d ∈ [b, ξ − 1], h(J d+ε \ N ) ⊂ J d−ε;
(ii) moreover, if d ≥ β + 1, then h(J d+ε) ⊂ J d−ε .

Proof The proof consists of three steps.
Step I. Construction of N . The set F is assumed to be finite, so we can fix 
 := 
ξ+2

from Lemma 3.6. Since (X ,G) has a discreteness property and F+ is also finite there exists
μ > 0 such that μ < min{r0, 1}, with r0 given in (A5), and

inf{‖u − u′‖ : u, u′ ∈ [F+, 
], u �= u′} ≥ μ. (3.2)

We will define N as a neighborhood of [F, 
] \ {0}. For any z ∈ [F+, 
] we take an open
ball in X+ centered at z with small radius μ

4 . From (3.2) these balls are disjoint. Put

N :=
⋃

z∈[F+,
]\{0}

(
X− ⊕ BX+

(
z,

μ

4

))
= X− ⊕

⋃

z∈[F+,
]\{0}
BX+

(
z,

μ

4

)
.

Since F+ and
[F+, 


]
are symmetric, it is clear that N is a symmetric set. On X+ the

τ -topology is the strong one, so N is a τ -open set. Since N can be contracted to a finite
collection of points, we have γ (N ) = 1 (see Remark 7.3 in [36]). Note that 0 /∈ N and
therefore γ (N ) is well defined.

Consider the set

N8 := X− ⊕
⋃

z∈[F+,
]
BX+

(
z,

μ

8

)
⊂ N ∪

(
X− ⊕ BX+

(
0,

μ

8

))
. (3.3)

In view of Lemma 3.6, there is δ > 0 such that ‖∇J (u)‖ ≥ δ provided u ∈ J ξ+2
−α \ N8.

Step II. Vector field and flow. Now we construct the vector field that we use to define
the map g as a generated flow. Firstly, let w : J ξ+2

−α \ crit(J ) → X be given by

w(u) = 2∇J (u)

‖∇J (u)‖2 .

Since the map ∇J is weak-to-weak* sequentially continuous, the function
v �→ 〈∇J (v), w(u)〉 is τ -continuous on J ξ+2

−α for any u ∈ J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ). Indeed, let

vn
τ→ v. Then (Qvn) is bounded. If (Pvn) is unbounded, thanks to (A6), J (vn) → −∞

along a subsequence, which is a contradiction. Hence, (Pvn) is bounded as well. Then vn⇀v

and 〈∇J (vn), w(u)〉 → 〈∇J (v), w(u)〉. Moreover,

〈∇J (u), w(u)〉 = 2,

thus there exists a τ -open neighborhood Uu ⊂ X of u ∈ J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ), such that

|||v − u||| <
1

16
μ and 〈∇J (v), w(u)〉 > 1 (3.4)

for v ∈ Uu .
Thiswaywehave constructed the τ -open covering {Uu} ofJ ξ+2

−α \crit(J ). LetU := ⋃
Uu .

Then {Uu} is an open covering of a metric space (U, τ ). Hence, there is a locally finite
refinement {Mj } j∈J and denote by {λ j } j∈J the subordinated τ -Lipschitzian partition of

unity, λ j : U → [0, 1]. For any j ∈ J we arbitrarily choose u j ∈ J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ) such that

Mj ⊂ Uu j .
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Note that
⋃

j∈J M j does not need to be a symmetric set, therefore we take a τ -open and

symmetric set M such that J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ) ⊂ M ⊂ ⋃

j∈J M j = U . On this set, we define
a map V : M → X as

V (u) := 1

2

[
Ṽ (u) − Ṽ (−u)

]
, where Ṽ (u) =

∑

j∈J

λ j (u)w(u j ).

The map V has the following properties.

(1) V is odd.
(2) Since ∇J is odd, we have

〈∇J (u), V (u)〉 = 1

2

[〈∇J (u), Ṽ (u)〉 + 〈∇J (−u), Ṽ (−u)〉] .
Moreover, for u ∈ M we can compute

〈∇J (u), Ṽ (u)〉 =
∑

j : u∈Mj⊂Uu j

λ j (u)〈∇J (u), w(u j )〉 >
∑

j : u∈Mj⊂Uu j

λ j (u) = 1.

Therefore 〈∇J (u), V (u)〉 > 1 for u ∈ J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ) ⊂ M .

(3) For every u ∈ M there is τ -open neighborhood Lu ⊂ M such that the set { j ∈ J :
Mj ∩ Lu �= ∅} is finite. Hence V (Lu) is contained in a finite-dimensional subspace of
X .

(4) Since the functions λ j , j ∈ J , are τ -Lipschitzian and we have |||u − v||| ≤ ‖u − v‖, we
see that V is τ -locally τ -Lipschitzian and locally Lipschitzian.

We define two even, τ -locally τ -Lipschitzian (and therefore locally Lipschitzian also)
functions θ, ψ : X → [0, 1] that vanish outside J ξ+2

−α and close to crit(J ), respectively.
More precisely:

• θ(u) = 1 on J ξ+1
−α+1 and θ(u) = 0 on Jξ+2 ∪ J−α;

• ψ(u) = 0 if |||u − crit(J )||| ≤ 1
10μ and ψ(u) = 1 if |||u − crit(J )||| ≥ 1

8μ.

Define � : X → X by � := θψV and consider the Cauchy problem

dη

dt
= −�(η), η(u, 0) = u ∈ J ξ+1. (3.5)

The map � is locally Lipschitzian, hence the problem (3.5) has a unique solution defined
on the open interval (ω−(u), ω+(u)) containing 0. Moreover the map � is odd, therefore
ω±(u) = ω±(−u) and η(−u, t) = −η(u, t) for u ∈ J ξ+1 and t ∈ (ω−(u), ω+(u)).

Claim. The solution of the Cauchy problem (3.5) is global for any u ∈ J ξ+1, i.e.
ω±(u) = ±∞.

Proof of Claim. We will prove that ω+(u) = ∞, the proof of the second case follows in
a similar way. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that ω+(̃u) is finite for some ũ ∈ J ξ+1.

By standard argument, the map � cannot be bounded along trajectories. Therefore,
there exists an increasing sequence (tm) such that tm → ω+(̃u), �(η(̃u, tm)) �= 0 and
‖V (η(̃u, tm))‖ → ∞. Put zm = η(̃u, tm). Since the sum in the definition of the map V
is locally finite, for all m we find an index j(m) ∈ J such that ‖w(u j(m))‖ → ∞ and
λ j(m)(η(̃u, tm)) �= 0 (taking a subsequence or switching from u to−u if necessary). It means
that

2

‖∇J (u j(m))‖ = ‖w(u j(m))‖ → ∞ ⇔ ‖∇J (u j(m))‖ → 0 ⇔ J ′(u j(m)) → 0.
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Since (u j(m)) ⊂ J ξ+2
−α \ crit(J ) we have (J (u j(m))) ⊂ [−α, ξ +2] and therefore (u j(m))

is a (PS)-sequence. By Lemma 3.6 we get
∣∣∣∣∣∣u j(m) − [F, 
]∣∣∣∣∣∣ → 0 and as a consequence∣∣∣∣∣∣Qu j(m) − [F+, 
]∣∣∣∣∣∣ → 0.

Note that λ j(m)(η(̃u, tm)) �= 0 means η(̃u, tm) ∈ Mj(m) ⊂ Uu j(m)
and in the view of (3.4)

we have
∣∣∣∣∣∣η(̃u, tm) − u j(m)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ <
μ
16 .

Now, two cases can occur, and both of which must be ruled out.
Case 1. Suppose there is z ∈ [F+, 
] such that u j(m) ∈ X− ⊕ BX+

(
z, μ

16

)
for almost

all m. Then Qu j(m) → z. Moreover, since ‖Qu j(m)‖ is bounded and J (u j(m)) is bounded
from below, due to the assumption (A6) we obtain that the sequence (Pu j(m))m is bounded,

and therefore weakly convergent to y ∈ X−. Finally, u j(m)

τ
⇀ y + z ∈ X . The map J ′ is

sequentially weak-to-weak* continuous, therefore J ′(y + z) = limm→∞ J ′(u j(m)) = 0.
Hence y + z ∈ crit(J ) and

|||η(̃u, tm) − crit(J )||| ≤ ∣∣∣∣∣∣η(̃u, tm) − u j(m)

∣∣∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∣∣u j(m) − crit(J )
∣∣∣∣∣∣

<
μ

16
+ ∣∣∣∣∣∣u j(m) − crit(J )

∣∣∣∣∣∣ <
μ

10
,

for almost all m. Therefore, by the definition of the map ψ we have �(η(̃u, tm)) = 0,
a contradiction.

Case 2. There are infinitely many z ∈ [F+, 
] such that u j(m) enters the sets
X− ⊕ BX+

(
z, μ

16

)
. Then, since

∣∣∣∣∣∣η(̃u, tm) − u j(m)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ <
μ
16 , the sequence η(̃u, tm) enters

the sets of the form X− ⊕ BX+
(
z, μ

8

)
for infinitely many z ∈ [F+, 
]. It means that the flow

η(̃u, t) switches among disjoint sets X− ⊕ BX+
(
z, μ

8

) ⊂ N8 for t arbitrarily close to ω+(̃u).

Put N16 := X− ⊕ ⋃
z∈[F+,l] BX+

(
z,

μ

16

)
. Let t1 < t2 < ω+(̃u) and z1 �= z2 be such

that

η(̃u, t1) ∈ X− ⊕ BX+
(
z1,

μ

8

)
, η(̃u, t2) ∈ X− ⊕ BX+

(
z2,

μ

8

)

and η(̃u, t) /∈ N8 for t ∈ (t1, t2). Since z1, z2 ∈ [F+, l] due to (3.2) we have

‖η(̃u, t1) − η(̃u, t2)‖ ≥ ‖z1 − z2‖ − (‖z1 − η(̃u, t1)‖ + ‖z2 − η(̃u, t2)‖) ≥ μ − 2 · μ

8
= 3

4
μ.

On the other hand for t ∈ (t1, t2) there is

‖Ṽ (η(̃u, t))‖ =
∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑

j∈J0

λ j (η(̃u, t))w(u j )

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ sup

j∈J0
‖w(u j )‖,

where the set J0 is finite and, by construction, if j ∈ J0 then
∣∣∣∣∣∣u j − η(̃u, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ <
μ
16 . Therefore,

sinceη(̃u, t) /∈ N8,u j /∈ N16.Note, as forN8, that there exist δ1 > 0 such that‖∇J (u)‖ ≥ δ1

for u ∈ J ξ+2
−2α \ N16. Hence

‖Ṽ (η(̃u, t))‖ ≤ sup
j∈J0

‖w(u j )‖ = sup
j∈J0

2

‖∇J (u j )‖ ≤ 2

δ1
. (3.6)

Finally, we get

3

4
μ ≤ ‖η(̃u, t1) − η(̃u, t2)‖ ≤

∫ t2

t1
‖V (η(̃u, s))‖ ds ≤ 2

δ1
(t2 − t1)

leading to a contradiction, since t1 and t2 may be chosen arbitrarily close to ω+(̃u). This
concludes the study of the second case and the proof of the claim.
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Step III. Definition and properties of h.
Since the map � is τ -locally τ -Lipschitzian and τ -locally finite-dimensional, the map

h : J ξ → X given by h(u) := η(u, 1) is an admissible odd map, see Remark 2.16. To prove
that J (h(u)) ≤ J (u) we compute

d

dt
J (η(u, t)) = 〈∇J (η(u, t)),−�(η(u, t))〉 = −[θψ](η(u, t))〈∇J (η(u, t)), V (η(u, t))〉 ≤ 0,

due to the property (2) of the map V . It means that J is non-increasing along trajectories
and, in particular, J (h(u)) = J (η(u, 1)) ≤ J (η(u, 0) = J (u). Note that h(J ξ ) ⊂ J ξ .
To prove that h(J ξ ) is closed in X consider a sequence vm = h(zm) = η(zm, 1), where
zm ∈ J ξ and vm → v. Applying the continuous map η(·,−1) we obtain

zm = η(vm,−1) → η(v,−1) =: z.
Since the set J ξ is closed, z ∈ J ξ and finally v = η(z, 1) = h(z), i.e. v ∈ h(J ξ ) and the
set h(J ξ ) is closed. To summarize, h ∈ H(J ξ ).

Now we will show that h has the properties (i) and (ii) required in the thesis of Lemma
3.7. Put

ε = 1

2
min

{
1

4
, b − a,

1

32
δμ

}
,

where b and a are defined in the assumption (A5),μ comes from (3.2) and δ is defined below
(3.3).

Property (i) Since b− ε > a, due to assumption (A5) and the inequality μ < r0 we have

N8 \ N =
{
u : ‖u+‖ ≤ μ

8

}
⊂ {

u : ‖u+‖ < r0
} ⊂ J a ⊂ J b−ε.

Take any d ∈ [b, ξ − 1] and suppose there is ũ ∈ J d+ε
d−ε \ N ⊂ J d+ε

d−ε \ N8 such that

η(̃u, 1) ⊂ J d+ε
d−ε . Then η(̃u, t) ∈ J d+ε

d−ε ⊂ J ξ+1
−α+1 for t ∈ [0, 1], since d − ε ≥ b − ε > 0,

and therefore θ(η(̃u, t)) = 1.
If η(̃u, t) ∈ J d+ε

d−ε \ N8 for all t ∈ [0, 1], then ψ(η(̃u, t)) = 1 and

2ε ≥ J (η(̃u, 0)) − J (η(̃u, 1)) =
∫ 1

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)),�(η(̃u, s))〉 ds =

=
∫ 1

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)), V (η(̃u, s))〉 ds ≥ 1,

a contradiction.
Recall that μ

4 < r0, and by the assumption (A5), for u ∈ X− ⊕ BX+
(
0, μ

4

)
we have

J (u) ≤ a < b−ε ≤ d−ε. Therefore, since ũ ∈ J d+ε
d−ε \N , there holds ‖Qũ−[F+, 
]‖ ≥ μ

4 .
Moreover ũ /∈ N8. If there is t0 ∈ (0, 1] such that η(̃u, t0) ∈ N8 (i.e. η(̃u, t0) ∈ X− ⊕
BX+

(
z, μ

8

)
for some z ∈ [F+, 
]) and η(̃u, s) /∈ N8 for s ∈ [0, t0), then �(η(̃u, s)) =

V (η(̃u, s)) and we have

μ

8
= μ

4
− μ

8
≤ ‖Qũ − z‖ − ‖Qη(̃u, t0) − z‖ ≤ ‖Qũ − Qη(̃u, t0)‖

≤ ‖ũ − η(̃u, t0)‖ ≤
∫ t0

0
‖V (η(̃u, s))‖ ds ≤ 2

δ
t0,
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where the last inequality comes exactly the same way as in (3.6). It gives us the condition
t0 ≥ δμ

16 > 2ε. On the other hand

2ε ≥ J (η(̃u, 0)) − J (η(̃u, t0)) =
∫ t0

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)),�(η(̃u, s))〉 ds =

=
∫ t0

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)), V (η(̃u, s))〉 ds ≥ t0,

a contradiction.
Property (ii) If ξ − 1 ≥ d ≥ β + 1, we are far away from the set crit(J ). More precisely,

since β ≥ β0, by Lemma 3.5 we have |||u − crit(J )||| ≥ 1 >
μ
8 for u ∈ J d+ε

d−ε .

Suppose there is ũ ∈ J d+ε
d−ε such that h(̃u) = η(̃u, 1) ⊂ J d+ε

d−ε . Then η(̃u, t) ∈ J d+ε
d−ε ⊂

J ξ+1
−α for t ∈ [0, 1] and therefore θ(η(̃u, t)) = 1 and ψ(η(̃u, t)) = 1. Finally,

2ε ≥ J (η(̃u, 0)) − J (η(̃u, 1)) =
∫ 1

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)),�(η(̃u, s))〉 ds =

=
∫ 1

0
〈∇J (η(̃u, s)), V (η(̃u, s))〉 ds ≥ 1,

a contradiction.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.7. ��

Pseudo-indices

In order to prove our multiplicity result, we need to use two generalizations of the Krasnosel-
skii genus (see Definition 2.17), namely, some variants of the so-called Benci’s pseudoindex
(or Z2-index, see [9]). These definitions depend on the choice of the functional, so here-
after we fix J satisfying assumptions (A1)–(A9) of Theorem 3.2. Recall the notation
� = {

A ⊂ X : A = −A = A
}
.

Definition 3.8 For A ∈ � we define

γ ∗(A) := inf
h∈H(A)

γ
(
h(A) ∩ S+

r

)
,

where r comes from assumption (A5).

Recall that the familyH(A,J ), defined in (2.2), depends on the functional J , but since it is
fixed, we use the short notation H(A). However, we should remember that the definition of
pseudoindex γ ∗ depends onJ . Note that since h(A) is closed for A ∈ �, then h(A)∩S+

r ∈ �

and the index is well-defined.
We recall some properties of this pseudoindex (see [22, Lemma 4.7]). These properties

do not depend on J .

Lemma 3.9 Let A, B ∈ �. Then:

(i) if γ ∗(A) �= 0 then A �= ∅;
(ii) if A ⊂ B then γ ∗(A) ≤ γ ∗(B);
(iii) if h ∈ H(A) then γ ∗(h(A)) ≥ γ ∗(A).

We also need the following variant of Benci’s pseudoindex (see [22, Lemma 4.10]), which
additionally satisfies the subadditivity property. Let Y ∈ �. We set

�Y := {A ∈ � : A ⊂ Y } .

123



  234 Page 16 of 28 F. Bernini et al.

Definition 3.10 For any A ∈ �Y we define

γ ∗
Y (A) := inf

h∈H(Y )
γ
(
h(A) ∩ S+

r

)
.

As before, we recall some properties which do not depend on the functional J (see [22,
Lemma 4.10]).

Lemma 3.11 Let A, B ∈ �Y . Then:

(i) γ ∗
Y (A) ≥ γ ∗(A);

(ii) if A ⊂ B then γ ∗
Y (A) ≤ γ ∗

Y (B);
(iii) if h ∈ H(Y ) and h(A) ⊂ Y then γ ∗

Y (h(A)) ≥ γ ∗
Y (A);

(iv) γ ∗
Y (A ∪ B) ≤ γ ∗

Y (A) + γ (B).

Kryszewski and Szulkin have proven in [22] that in � there are sets of arbitrarily large
pseudoindex. Their reasoning is based on the properties of J .

Lemma 3.12 For any k ∈ N there exists a set Ak ∈ � such that γ ∗(Ak) ≥ k.

Proof Let X+
k denote the k-dimensional subspace of X+ and put Xk := X+

k ⊕ X−. Due to
the assumption (A8) and Remark 3.1 there is a number Rk ≥ r , where r is defined in (A5),
such that

sup
v∈Xk‖v‖≥Rk

J (v) < inf‖u‖≤r
J (u).

Let us define

Ak := BXk (0, Rk).

The proof that γ ∗(Ak) ≥ k with the properties of J mentioned above is exactly the same as
that of [22, Lemma 4.8].

��
We are finally in a position to prove the main abstract result of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 3.2 We define the min-max value

ck := inf
A∈�

γ ∗(A)≥k

sup
u∈A

J (u).

Due to Lemma 3.12 the set {A ∈ � : γ (A) ≥ k} is non-empty and therefore (ck)k≥1 is a
sequence of real numbers. Moreover

b ≤ ck ≤ ck+1, (3.7)

for all k ≥ 1, where b is defined in (A5). Indeed, let A ∈ � and h ∈ H(A). If γ ∗(A) ≥ k,
then γ

(
h(A) ∩ S+

r

) ≥ k and, in particular, h(A) ∩ S+
r �= 0. Therefore, there exists u ∈ A

such that h(u) ∈ S+
r and J (u) ≥ J (h(u)) ≥ infS+

r
J = b, by the third property of

family H(A). The second inequality follows from the inclusion {A ∈ � : γ (A) ≥ k + 1} ⊂
{A ∈ � : γ (A) ≥ k}.

There are two possible cases depending on the maximum of the values ck :

(i) there is an integer k0 ≥ 1 such that ck0 > β + 1;

123



Multiplicity of critical orbits to nonlinear, strongly… Page 17 of 28   234 

(ii) for all k ≥ 1, it holds b ≤ ck ≤ β + 1.

We show that both (i) and (ii) cannot hold.
Case (i). Applying Lemma 3.7, thesis (i i), for ξ > ck0 + 1 > β + 2 and d = ck0 we got

h ∈ H(J ξ ) and ε > 0 with their properties. From the definition of infimum, there exists an
A ∈ � such that γ ∗(A) ≥ k0 and

β + 1 < sup
u∈A

J (u) < ck0 + ε.

It implies A ⊂ J ck0+ε ⊂ J ξ . Moreover, by the properties of h,

h(A) ⊂ h(J ck0+ε) ⊂ J ck0−ε,

hence

sup
u∈A

J (h(u)) ≤ ck0 − ε.

On the other hand, by property (iii) of pseudoindex γ ∗ (see Lemma 3.9 and note that h(A) ∈
�) we have γ ∗(h(A)) ≥ γ ∗(A) ≥ k0, which implies supu∈h(A) J (u) ≥ ck0 , a contradiction.

Case (ii). In this case we utilise pseudoindex γ ∗
Y for Y = J β+2. The sequence (ck)k is

convergent since it is bounded by β + 1 and nondecreasing, so let c := lim
k→∞ ck . By the

definition of the ck’s, we have that γ ∗(J c+ν) ≥ k for all 1 > ν > 0 and k ≥ 1. Note that
J c+ν ⊂ Y .

We define a new sequence (dk) as

dk := inf
A∈�Y

γ ∗
Y (A)≥k

sup
u∈A

J (u).

The numbers dk are well-defined, since from Lemma 3.11(i) we have

γ ∗
Y

(J c+ν
) ≥ γ ∗ (J c+ν

) = ∞, (3.8)

so the set {A ∈ �Y : γ ∗
Y (A) > k} is non-empty.

Acting similarly as in (3.7), by definition of the sequence (dk) and by (3.8), we have

b ≤ dk ≤ dk+1 ≤ c.

Therefore, the sequence (dk)k is nondecreasing and bounded, so

b ≤ d := lim
k→∞ dk ≤ c.

For all ε > 0 sufficiently small, J d+ε ⊂ J β+2 = Y , thus γ ∗
Y

(J d+ε
)
is well-defined and

arguing as for γ ∗ (J c+ν
)
, we have γ ∗

Y

(J d+ε
) = ∞.

By Lemma 3.7 applied for ξ > β + 2, and d ≥ b constructed above, there exist ε > 0, a
symmetric τ -open set N with γ (N ) = 1, and h ∈ H(Y ) such that h(J d+ε \ N ) ⊂ J d−ε.
Note that J d+ε \ N , N ∩ J d+ε ∈ �Y and J d+ε = (J d+ε \ N ) ∪ (N ∩ J d+ε

)
therefore

we can apply Lemma 3.11(iv) to get

∞ = γ ∗
Y

(
J d+ε

)
≤ γ ∗

Y

(
J d+ε \ N

)
+ γ

(
N ∩ J d+ε

)
≤

≤ γ ∗
Y

(
h(J d+ε \ N )

)
+ γ (N ) ≤ γ ∗

Y

(
J d−ε

)
+ 1,

so γ ∗
Y

(J d−ε
) = ∞. It follows that dk ≤ d − ε for all k ≥ 1, but this is a contradiction, since

dk → d . Hence (3.1) cannot hold and the proof is completed. ��
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4 Applications: Nonlinear Schrödinger equations

Consider the following stationary Schrödinger equation

− �u + V (x)u = f (u) − λg(u), in R
N , N ≥ 3. (4.1)

When V is ZN -periodic, (4.1) appears in nonlinear optics, where photonic crystals admit-
ting nonlinear effects are studied, see [23, 32]. In this case, it describes the propagation of
solitons being solitary wave solutions �(t, u) = u(x)e−iωt to the time-dependent, nonlinear
Schrödinger equation.

Then, the term f (u)−λg(u) describes the nonlinear part of the polarization of themedium,
e.g. in self-focusing Kerr-like media one has f (u) = |u|2u and g(u) = 0, see [16, 39]. In
the case, when g �≡ 0, e.g. f (u) = |u|p−2u, g(u) = |u|q−2u, 2 < q < p, we deal with a
mixture of self-focusing and defocusing materials.

Suppose that the external potential V ∈ L∞(RN ) isZN -periodic. Then it is known that the
spectrum of the operator A := −� + V (x) on L2(RN ) consists of closed, pairwise disjoint
intervals ( [38, Theorem XIII. 100]) and is unbounded from above. Hence, we assume the
following

(V1) V ∈ L∞(RN ) is ZN -periodic,

0 /∈ σ(A) and inf σ(A) < 0.

In such a case, we say that 0 lies in the spectral gap ofA. Note that, in particular, V cannot be
constant, since for V ≡ V0 ∈ R we have σ(A) = σ(−� + V (x)) = [V0,∞) and therefore
spectral gaps do not exist.

Here, in addition, we assume that inf σ(A) < 0, since the multiplicity of solutions in the
positive-definite case inf σ(A) > 0 has been shown in [11, Theorem 1.2]. If g(u) = 0, the
existence of ground states has been widely studied by many authors, e.g. [22, 24–27, 32, 37,
42] and the references therein.

In what follows, we use� to denote the inequality up to a positive multiplicative constant.
We impose the following on the nonlinear functions f and g.

(F1) f : R → R is odd, continuous and there is 2 < p < 2∗ := 2N
N−2 such that

| f (u)| � 1 + |u|p−1 for all u ∈ R.

(F2) f (u) = o(|u|) as u → 0.
(F3) There is 2 < q < p such that F(u)/|u|q → ∞ as |u| → ∞, where F(u) = ∫ u

0 f (s) dx
and F(u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ R.

(F4) u �→ f (u)/|u|q−1 is nondecreasing in (−∞, 0) and on (0,∞).
(F5) There is ρ > 0 such that |u|p−1 � | f (u)| � |u|p−1 for |u| ≥ ρ.

(G1) g : R → R is odd, continuous such that

|g(u)| � 1 + |u|q−1 for all u ∈ R.

(G2) g(u) = o(|u|) as u → 0.
(G3) u �→ g(u)/|u|q−1 is nonincreasing in (−∞, 0) and on (0,∞) and there holds

g(u)u ≥ 0 for all u ∈ R.

For examples of f and g satisfying the foregoing assumptions, we refer to [10].
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It is classical to check that under (F1), (F2), (G1), (G2) the energy functional J :
H1(RN ) → R given by

J (u) := 1

2

∫

RN
|∇u|2 + V (x)u2 dx −

∫

RN
F(u) dx + λ

∫

RN
G(u) dx,

where G(u) = ∫ u
0 g(s) ds, is of C1-class and its critical points correspond to weak solutions

to (4.1). Since 0 lies in the spectral gap of A, there is an orthogonal decomposition of the
space X := H1(RN ) = X+ ⊕ X−, which corresponds to the decomposition of the spectrum
σ(A) into positive and negative parts, such that the quadratic form

u �→
∫

RN
|∇u|2 + V (x)u2 dx

is positive definite on X+ and negative definite on X−. Hence, if u = u+ + u− ∈ X+ ⊕ X−,
with u± ∈ X±, we may introduce the norm, equivalent to the standard one on H1(RN ), as
follows

‖u±‖2 := ±
∫

RN
|∇u|2 + V (x)u2 dx

and ‖u‖2 := ‖u+‖2 + ‖u−‖2. Then J can be rewritten as

J (u) = 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 − I(u),

where I(u) = ∫
RN F(u) − λG(u) dx . Moreover, from the assumption (V1), there is μ0 > 0

such that

μ0|u|2 ≤ ‖u‖ for u ∈ X . (4.2)

4.1 Verification of (A1)–(A9)

Note that, thanks to Example 2.13, (H1(RN ),ZN ) is a dislocation space with discreteness
property. It is well known that the derivative I ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak* continuous.

Lemma 4.1 I ′ satisfies (GWC).

Proof To verify (GWC), take any bounded sequences (vn), (ϕn) ⊂ H1(RN ) with ϕn
Z
N

⇀ 0.
Thanks to Example 2.13(ii) it means that ϕn → 0 in L p(RN ) and in Lq(RN ). Thus, thanks
to (F1), (F2), (G1), (G2) for every ε > 0 we find Cε > 0 such that

|I ′(vn)(ϕn)| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN
f (vn)ϕn − λg(vn)ϕn dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ε

∫

RN
|vn ||ϕn | dx + Cε

∫

RN
(|vn |p−1 + |vn |q−1)|ϕn | dx

≤ ε|vn |2|ϕn |2 + Cε|vn |p−1
p |ϕn |p + Cε|vn |q−1

q |ϕn |q
� ε + |ϕn |p + |ϕn |q .

Hence

lim sup
n→∞

|I ′(vn)(ϕn)| � ε

for every ε > 0 and therefore I ′(vn)(ϕn) → 0. ��
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It is clear that J is even and Z
N -invariant and X−, X+ are ZN -invariant. Hence (A1)–

(A3) are satisfied. Thanks to [10, Theorem 1.2] we know that (A4) is satisfied for sufficiently
small λ > 0 and ρ > 0.

Lemma 4.2 There is r > 0 such that

b := inf
S+
r

J > 0.

Proof Fix u+ ∈ X+ and note that, by the continuity of Sobolev embeddings,

J (u+) ≥ 1

2
‖u+‖2 −

∫

RN
F(u+) dx ≥ 1

2
‖u+‖2 − εC‖u+‖2 − C̃ε‖u+‖p

for some C, C̃ε > 0. Choosing ε = 1
4C and sufficiently small r > 0 we easily obtain that

b = inf
S+
r

J ≥ r2

8
> 0.

��
Lemma 4.3 Suppose that λ > 0 is sufficiently small. There is radius r0 > 0 such that

sup{J (u) : u ∈ X , ‖u+‖ < r0} < b.

Proof We recall that, thanks to (F1)–(F3) and (G1)–(G2), for every ε > 0 we can find
CF,ε,CG,ε > 0 such that

G(u) ≤ εu2 + CG,ε|u|q , F(u) ≥ CF,ε|u|q − εu2, CG,ε ≥ CF,ε. (4.3)

Then, for ε = μ0
4 and λ ≤ CF,ε

CG,ε
, using (4.2),

J (u) ≤ 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 − (CF,ε − λCG,ε)|u|qq + ε(1 + λ)|u|22

≤ 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 + 2ε|u|22 ≤

(
1

2
+ 2ε

μ0

)
‖u+‖2 −

(
1

2
− 2ε

μ0

)
‖u−‖2 = ‖u+‖2.

Hence it is sufficient to take r0 =
√
b
2 . ��

Lemma 4.4 Assume that λ > 0 is sufficiently small. Suppose that (un) ⊂ X is so that
‖u−

n ‖ → ∞ and ‖u+
n ‖ stays bounded. Then J (un) → −∞.

Proof Let (un) be a sequence as in the statement. Then, repeating the computation from the

proof of Lemma 4.3, we get that for every ε > 0 and for λ ∈
(
0, CF,ε

CG,ε

]
,

J (un) ≤
(
1

2
+ 2ε

μ0

)
‖u+‖2 −

(
1

2
− 2ε

μ0

)
‖u−‖2.

Choosing ε = μ0
8 we get

J (un) ≤ 3

4
‖u+

n ‖2 − 1

4
‖u−

n ‖2 → −∞.

��
FromLemmas4.2, 4.3, and 4.4we see that (A5), (A6), and (A7) are satisfied for sufficiently

small λ.
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Lemma 4.5 Assume that λ > 0 is sufficiently small. (A8) holds.

Proof Let W ⊂ X+ be a finite-dimensional subspace and let (u+
n ) ⊂ W . Note that on W all

norms are equivalent. Then, using (4.3), for λ ∈
(
0, CF,ε

CG,ε

)

I(u+
n ) =

∫

RN
F(u+

n ) − λG(u+
n ) dx ≥ (CF,ε − λCG,ε)|u+

n |qq − ε(1 + λ)|u+
n |22 � ‖u+

n ‖q − ‖u+
n ‖2,

and therefore I(u+
n )

‖u+
n ‖2 → ∞, since q > 2. ��

Lemma 4.6 Assume that λ > 0 and ρ > 0 in (F5) are sufficiently small. Let (un) ⊂ X satisfy

J (un) ≤ β, J ′(un) → 0

for some β ∈ R. Then (un) is bounded in X.

Proof We will follow the argument from [10, Lemma 5.1]. Suppose by contradiction that
‖un‖ → ∞. Note that for sufficiently large n

|J ′(un)(un)| ≤ ‖J ′(un)‖‖un‖ ≤ 1

2
‖un‖. (4.4)

Thus

‖un‖2 = ‖u+
n ‖2 + ‖u−

n ‖2 ≤
∫

RN
( f (un) − λg(un)) (u+

n − u−
n ) dx + 1

2
‖un‖.

Then we write
∫

RN
( f (un) − λg(un)) (u+

n − u−
n ) dx = I1 + I2,

where

I1 :=
∫

|un |<ρ

( f (un) − λg(un)) (u+
n − u−

n ) dx,

I2 :=
∫

|un |≥ρ

( f (un) − λg(un)) (u+
n − u−

n ) dx .

Repeating the same argument as in [10, Lemma 5.1] we obtain that for every ε > 0 there is
Cε such that

I1 �
(
(1 + λ)ε + Cερ

p−2 + λCερ
q−2) ‖un‖2. (4.5)

Moreover, for I2, we get the following estimate

I2 �
(
1 + λ

g(ρ)

f (ρ)

)
|un |pp. (4.6)

Then we note that, by (4.4),

β + 1

4
‖un‖ ≥ J (un) − 1

2
J ′(un)(un) =

∫

RN
�(un) dx

with �(u) = 1
2 f (u)u − F(u) + λG(u) − λ

2 g(u)u. Next, we arrive at

β + 1

4
‖un‖ +

∫

|un |<ρ

|�(un)| dx �
(
1 − λ

g(ρ)

f (ρ)

)∫

|un |≥ρ

|un |p dx .
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Thus
∫

|un |≥ρ

|un |p dx ≤ C

(
1 − λ

g(ρ)

f (ρ)

)−1 (
β + 1

4
‖un‖ +

∫

|un |<ρ

|�(un)| dx
)

for some C > 0. Hence, from (4.6),

I2 ≤ D(λ, ρ)

(∫

|un |<ρ

|un |p dx +
∫

|un |≥ρ

|un |p dx
)

≤ D(λ, ρ)

⎛

⎝ρ p−2

μ0
+ C(

1 − λ
g(ρ)
f (ρ)

)
μ0

sup
|t |≤ρ

|�(t)|
t2

⎞

⎠ ‖un‖2 + C̃(1 + ‖un‖)

with D(λ, ρ) defined as in the proof of [10, Lemma 5.1] and some C̃ = C̃(λ, ρ, ε) > 0.
Finally, taking into account also (4.5),

‖un‖2 ≤ I1 + I2 + 1

2
‖un‖ ≤ K

μ0
‖un‖2 + C̃(1 + ‖un‖)

and, as in [10,Lemma5.1], K < μ0 for sufficiently smallρ andλ,which gives a contradiction.
��

Now, repeating the argument of [10, Proposition 5.2], we see that (A9) is satisfied. As a
consequence of Theorem 3.2, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.7 Suppose that (V1), (F1)–(F5), (G1)–(G3) hold. If λ > 0 and ρ > 0 are suffi-
ciently small, there are infinitely many pairs ±u of geometrically distinct solutions to (4.1).

5 Applications: Time-harmonic, electromagnetic waves

We consider the system of Maxwell equations of the form
⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

∇ × H = J + ∂D
∂t

div (D) = ρ
∂B
∂t + ∇ × E = 0
div (B) = 0,

where E is the electric field, B is the magnetic field, D is the electric displacement field, H
denotes the magnetic induction, J the electric current intensity, and ρ the electric charge
density. We also have the following constitutive relations

{
D = εE + P
H = 1

μ
B − M,

where P is the polarization andM is the magnetization. In the absence of charges, currents,
and magnetization, and assuming that μ ≡ 1, where μ is the permeability of the medium,
we obtain the time-dependent, electromagnetic wave equation (see e.g. [7])

∇ × (∇ × E) + ε
∂2E
∂t2

= −∂2P
∂t2

,
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where ε is the permittivity of the medium. We look for a time-harmonic field
E = E(x) cos(ωt) and suppose that the nonlinear polarization P is of the form

P = χ

(
1

2
|E|2

)
E cos(ωt),

i.e. the scalar dielectric susceptibility χ depends only on the time average

1

T

∫ T

0
|E(x, t)|2 dt = 1

2
|E|2

of the intensity of the electric field, where T := 2π
ω
. Hence, P = P(E(x)) cos(ωt), where

P(E) := χ
( 1
2 |E|2)E. This ansatz leads to

∇ × (∇ × E) + V (x)E = h(E), x ∈ R
3 (5.1)

with V (x) := −ω2ε(x) and h(E(x)) := P(E(x))ω2. For media with Kerr effect, strong
electric fields E of high intensity cause the refractive index to vary quadratically, and then P
is of the form

P(t, x) = α(x)

2
|E|2E cos(ωt),

see [31, 41]. Assuming that α(x) ≡ α is a constant, we get P(E(x)) = α
2 |E(x)|2E(x). In

this example, we are interested in the more general case, where the polarization may consist
of two competing terms, e.g. P(E) = |E|p−2E − |E|q−2E.

Looking for classical solutions to (5.1) of the form (see e.g. [6, 45])

E(x) = u(r , x3)

r

⎛

⎝
−x2
x1
0

⎞

⎠ , r =
√
x21 + x22 (5.2)

leads to the following equation with a singular term

− �u + V (x)u + a

r2
u = f (u) − λg(u), x = (y, z) ∈ R

K × R
N−K , r = |y|, (5.3)

with N = 3, K = 2, a = 1, where � = ∂2

∂r2
+ 1

r
∂
∂r + ∂2

∂x23
is the 3-dimensional Laplacian

operator in cylindrically symmetric coordinates (r , x3), and nonlinear terms are described
by the following relation

h(E) = f (α)w − λg(α)w, (5.4)

where E = αw for some w ∈ R
3, |w| = 1, α ∈ R and h is the nonlinear term in (5.1). This

equivalence also holds for weak solutions (see [12, 20]). We note that equations of the form
(5.3) with V ≡ 0 and g ≡ 0 have been studied in [2, 15].

It is known that in this setting, the total electromagnetic energy

L(t) := 1

2

∫

R3
ED + BH dx

is finite and constant (does not depend on t), see [10, Proposition 6.3]. To study the more
general equation (5.3), we assume N > K ≥ 2, a ∈ R and

(V2) V ∈ L∞(RN ) is O(K ) × {idN−K } invariant and ZN−K -periodic in z,

0 /∈ σ
(
−� + a

r2
+ V (x)

)
and inf

(
−� + a

r2
+ V (x)

)
< 0.
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We will use the same assumptions (F1)–(F5), (G1)–(G3) as in Section 4.
Let G(K ) := O(K ) × {idN−K } and recall that H1

G(K )(R
N ) denotes the subspace of

H1(RN ) consisting of G(K )-invariant functions. We introduce the space

X :=
{
u ∈ H1

G(K )(R
N ) :

∫

RN

u2

r2
dx < ∞

}
,

which admits an orthogonal splitting X = X+ ⊕ X− corresponding to the decomposition of

the spectrum σ
(
−� + a

r2
+ V (x)

)
into its positive and negative parts. Then we introduce

the norm in X± as

‖u±‖2 := ±
∫

RN
|∇u|2 + a

u2

r2
+ V (x)u2 dx, u± ∈ X±,

and we put ‖u‖2 := ‖u+‖2 + ‖u−‖2 for u = u+ + u− ∈ X . Hence, the energy functional
associated with (5.3) is given by

J (u) := 1

2
‖u+‖2 − 1

2
‖u−‖2 −

∫

RN
F(u) dx + λ

∫

RN
G(u) dx, u ∈ X .

For K > 2 we have the following Hardy inequality (see [3])
∫

RN

u2

r2
dx ≤

(
2

K − 2

)2 ∫

RN
|∇u|2 dx, u ∈ H1(RN );

therefore,
∫
RN

u2

r2
dx < ∞ for every u ∈ H1(RN ), and in particular for every test function

u ∈ C∞
0 (RN ). Hence, thanks to the Palais’ principle of symmetric criticality, we know that

critical points of J are weak solutions to (5.3). For K = 2 it is not true that C∞
0 (RN ) ⊂{

u ∈ H1(RN ) : ∫
RN

u2

r2
dx < ∞

}
so, in this case, we say that u ∈ X is a weak solution if

it is a critical point of J .
Thanks to Example 2.14 we know that (H1

G(K ),Z
N−K ) is a dislocation space with dis-

creteness property, and one can check that (X ,ZN−K ) is such a space as well. Then, as in
Section 4, it can be shown (A1)–(A9) are satisfied, assuming that λ > 0 and ρ > 0 in (F5)
are small enough. Hence, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.1 Suppose that (V2), (F1)–(F5), (G1)–(G3) hold. If λ > 0 and ρ > 0 are suffi-
ciently small, there are infinitely many pairs ±u ∈ X of geometrically distinct solutions to
(5.3).

To apply the foregoing theorem to the curl-curl problem (5.1), we define the energy
functional Jcurl : H1(R3;R3) → R by

Jcurl(E) := 1

2

∫

R3
|∇ × E|2 + V (x)|E|2 dx −

∫

RN
H(E) dx,

where H(E) := ∫ 1
0 h(tE) · E dt . Then Jcurl is of C1-class and its critical points are weak

solutions to (5.1). From [12, Theorem 1.1], under our assumptions, we have the following.

Proposition 5.2 Let N = 3, K = 2, a = 1. If E ∈ H1(R3;R3) is a weak solution to (5.1),
with h given by (5.4), of the form (5.2) with some cylindrically symmetric u, then u ∈ X is
a weak solution to (5.3). If u ∈ X is a weak solution to (5.3), then E given by the formula
(5.2) belongs to H1(R3;R3) and is a weak solution to (5.1). In addition, divE = 0 and
Jcurl(E) = J (u).
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We note the following fact.

Lemma 5.3 Let N = 3, K = 2, a = 1. Solutions u1, u2 ∈ X are geometrically distinct if
and only if E1,E2 ∈ H1(R3;R3) are geometrically distinct.

Proof Suppose that O(u1) = O(u2). Then u1(r , x3) = u2(r , x3 + z) for some z ∈ Z and
a.e. r > 0, x3 ∈ R. Then clearly

E1(r , x3) = u1(r , x3)

r

⎛

⎝
−x2
x1
0

⎞

⎠ = u2(r , x3 + z)

r

⎛

⎝
−x2
x1
0

⎞

⎠ = E1(r , x3 + z)

and O(E1) = O(E2). On the other hand, suppose that E1,E2 are of the form (5.2) and
O(E1) = O(E2), which means that

u1(r , x3)

r

⎛

⎝
−x2
x1
0

⎞

⎠ = u2(r , x3 + z)

r

⎛

⎝
−x2
x1
0

⎞

⎠

for some z ∈ Z and a.e. r > 0, x3 ∈ R. In particular
{−x2u1(r , x3) = −x2u2(r , x3 + z),
x1u1(r , x3) = x1u2(r , x3 + z).

Thus u1(r , x3) = u2(r , x3 + z) for a.e. r > 0, x3 ∈ R. Hence O(u1) = O(u2). ��
As a straightforward consequence of Theorem 5.1, Proposition 5.2, and Lemma 5.3, we

obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.4 Suppose that (V2), (F1)–(F5), (G1)–(G3) hold. If λ > 0 and ρ > 0 are suffi-
ciently small, there are infinitelymany pairs±E ∈ H1(R3;R3) of the form (5.2), in particular
with divE = 0, of geometrically distinct solutions to (5.1) with h given by (5.4).

Appendix A. Existence of critical points - an abstract formulation

Suppose that instead of (A4), we assume

(A4’) there are δ > 0, ρ > 0, and a nonempty set P ⊂ X \ X− such that for every u ∈ P there
is radius R = R(u) > ρ with

inf
S+

ρ

J > max

{
sup

∂M(u)

J , sup
|||v|||≤δ

J (v)

}
,

where

M(u) := {tu + v− : v− ∈ X−, t ≥ 0, ‖tu + v−‖ ≤ R}.
Then the following holds true.

Theorem A.1 Suppose that (X ,G) is a dislocation space with G acting unitarily on X.
Suppose that J is a nonlinear functional of the form (2.1) with X = X+ ⊕ X−, where X±
are G-invariant. If I is G-invariant, C1-class with I(0) = 0, I ′ being sequentially weak-
to-weak* continuous satisfying (GWC) and (A4’), (A9) hold, then there exists a nontrivial
critical point of J .
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Proof From [10, Theorem 2.1] there exists a sequence (un) ⊂ X such that

sup
n

J (un) ≤ c, (1 + ‖un‖)J ′(un) → 0 in X∗, inf
n

|||un ||| ≥ δ

2

for some c > 0. Thanks to (A9), (un) is bounded.

Suppose that un
G
⇀ 0, namely supg∈G〈un, gϕ〉 → 0 for any ϕ ∈ X . Since

J ′(un)(u±
n ) → 0, using Proposition 2.8 and (GWC), we get

‖u±
n ‖2 = ±I ′(un)(u±

n ) + o(1) → 0.

This is a contradictionwith δ/2 ≤ |||un ||| ≤ ‖un‖ → 0. Hence, up to choosing a subsequence,
we can find gn ∈ G such that vn := gnun⇀v �= 0. Therefore, ‖∇J (vn)‖ = ‖∇J (gnun)‖ =
‖gn∇J (un)‖ = ‖∇J (un)‖ → 0, since G acts on X by isometries. Thus J ′(vn) → 0 and
from the weak-to-weak* continuity of J ′ we get that J ′(v) = 0, so crit(J ) \ {0} �= ∅. ��

Clearly, under the assumptions of TheoremA.1, there exists a nontrivialG-orbit of critical
points of J . Combining Theorem A.1 and Theorem 3.2, we obtain the following result.

Theorem A.2 Under the assumptions (A1)–(A3), (A4’), (A5)–(A9) the functional J has
infinitely many geometrically distinct critical points.
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