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Introduction

This Ph.D. Thesis is devoted to the study of some classes of elliptic boundary value
problems, associated with an anisotropic operator, in a bounded domain 2 of RV, N > 3.
The interest in these problems relies on the fact that they are nonlinear. Indeed the
anisotropic operator which we consider in our studies, weighs partial derivatives with
different powers, p; > 1, that is

N
i=1
where 0; = 0/0x;, for i = 1,..., N. Moreover it is non homogeneous. Therefore in

order to obtain existence, nonexistence and regularity results for both weak and dis-
tributional solutions, we need to perform some essential modifications of the classic
methods developed by several authors in the study of partial differential equations with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. We note that if p; = 2 for all 4, then (I.1) reduces to the
well-known linear operator, the laplacian and if p; = p for all ¢ we obtain the pseudo
p-laplacian.

In the first chapter of the Thesis we study existence and regularity of the solutions
for Dirichlet problems, such as,

— SN a|ouP20m]) = £ in Q,

(1.2)
u=0 on 01,

where f is a given function belonging to either a Lebesgue space L™()) or a Mar-
cienkiewicz space M™(2), m > 1. Moreover, we consider the case of the datum in diver-
gence form, that is f = Zf\il 0; f;, with f; in some Lebesgue spaces for any i = 1, ..., N.

We need to consider a different functional setting from the classical Sobolev spaces, in
order to develop our theory for both weak and distributional solutions for (I.2), namely

\%



VI INTRODUCTION
the anisotropic Sobolev spaces, to which the solutions for our problems naturally belong:

WL (Q) = {v e WHH(Q) : O € LP(Q)},

(I.3) /
W@ (Q) = Whe)(Q) n WHH(Q).

We refer to [54], [68] and [79] for the theory of these spaces. Let us define

—x —% ﬁN —
(14) P = maX{prnax; p }7 Pmax = mlax{pl}7 p = N—_p? p < N
and
N
1 1 1
(L.5) - == —,
p N i Pi

where p* is the “usual” critical exponent of the embedding theorems, related to the
harmonic mean p of p;’s. The existence of weak solutions ((1.2.3) in Section 1.2) for
problem (1.2),if f € L™(Q), with m > p._ = poo/(poo — 1), is a consequence of the classic
Leray-Lions theorem (see [57] and [59]) and suitable embedding theorems (Section 1.2).
J. Leray and J.-L. Lions have showed that it is possible to extend the existence theory
for monotone operators to (I.1) and to more general anisotropic operators (see (1.19)
below). The same result is also obtained if f = Zfil 0 fi, with f; € L™(Q2), m; > pl,
for every i = 1,..., N (Section 1.4). Since the following inclusion between Marcinkiewicz

and Lebesgue spaces holds
(1.6) M™(Q) Cc L™ E(Q) Vm>1and 0<e<m-—1,

we also obtain the existence of at least a weak solution for (I.2) if f € M™(Q) with
m > pl, see Section 1.3.

The principal and more interesting subject of the first chapter of this Thesis concerns
the regularity of solutions. If m > p/_ (resp. m > p/_) we show that the weak solutions,
a priori only belonging to the energy space I/VO1 (P "')(Q), have an extra summability, that
is u € L*(2) (resp. M*(Q2)) for some s depending on the summability of the datum
fo I fel™Q),1 <m<p, (rtesp. f e M™Q),1<m < p.), we prove that
the distributional solutions belong to some anisotropic Sobolev spaces, not finite energy
spaces but better than I/VO1 ’I(Q), to which u a priori belongs, as well as its existence
(using an approximation method, a priori estimates and compactness results in suitable
spaces).

We recall that problems as (I.2) have been studied by several authors. In [26], the

global L*-boundedness of solutions for some differential problems including (I.2) has
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been studied with f in a divergence form, that is f = Zfil Oifi, fi € L™ (), m; > pl,
fori=1,...,N and

=% /
(L7) L mm{-uﬂ}>L

Pmax * my;

with * and ppax as in (I.4). Moreover similar results for minimizers of some functionals
of the Calculus of Variations are proved. Subsequently, the result of [26] has been

improved in [76], replacing the assumption (1.7) with the more general condition

/
mjn{ — &} > 1.
7 ml
The case

—% /
(L.9) fémm{1—fi}<L

p my;

(L8)

SIS

has been studied in [25] for minimizers of some functionals, always with datum f in
divergence form. To be complete we also report these results in Section 1.4 but we will
give slightly different proofs (see Theorems 1.29 and 1.31 in Section 1.5). In particular
to prove Theorem 1.31 we will use a new inequality: a weighted anisotropic Sobolev
inequality (Lemma 1.2, proved in Section 1.1).

Finally in [19] (I.2) has been considered, on the right hand side, a bounded Radon
measure. The existence of a solution is shown in the anisotropic Sobolev space W, (51) (),
as in (1.3), with s; such that

N@—1
l<s < —-1)

< N Vi=1,..N,
p(N —1)

p as in (1.5) and with the additional assumption 2—1/N < p < N. It is well known that
in the classic case, i.e. p; = p for all i, if p € (1,2 —1/N] one cannot expect solutions to
belong to VVO1 1(€2) and hence, the notion of weak derivatives and distributional solutions
breaks down. This problem is dealt with in literature using, for example, the notion
of entropy solutions and of “approximated gradient”, that has been introduced in [11]
(see also [21]). So, for an anisotropic problem as (I.2), we cannot expect solutions to
belong to W, (Q) as long as p € (1,2 — 1/N], but we can extend the notion of entropy
solutions (see Section 1.6). This kind of solution is stronger than the distributional one.
They do not belong to W()l’(pi)(ﬂ) but their truncations to any level k& > 0, Ti(s) =

max{—k, min{k, s}} (see also (1.1.7) in Section 1.1), are in the energy space. Moreover
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an entropy solution verifies the following inequality

(I.10) Z/ |0su|P 2 0;u0; Ty (u — /ka u—

V k>0 and ¥ oe W, P(Q)NLx(Q).
This definition also allows us to obtain an existence result without further assumptions
on P, also for p € (1,2 — 1/N] and to prove a uniqueness result. We show that the
solution, obtained using approximation techniques (as in [19]) is an entropy one (see
Theorem 1.14 and Theorem 1.17).

As already mentioned, the aim of the first chapter is to complete the framework of
regularity, covering all the possible data f. We wish to call to the reader’s attention the
known results about the regularity of solutions for the problems

—Apu=f in Q,
(I.11)
u=0 on Of.

It is well known, that, if f € L™(£2), then
la) m > N/p implies u € W, (Q) N L=(Q);
2a) m = N/p implies u € W,”(Q) and

/eﬂ“ < 400,
0
for some constant 3 > 0;
3a) (ﬁ—ljp)’ = (p*) <m < N/p implies u € W, ?(Q) N L3(Q), s = mgf%;);
4a) 1 < m < (p*) implies u € W, *(Q), s = mx(p_l) With p > 1/m* +1;
5a) m = 1 implies u € Wy5(Q), for all 1 < s < ( ) and 2 — L ~ <p<N.
Let f € M™(Q), then
1b) m > N/p implies u € W, "(Q) N L=(Q);
2b) m = N/p implies u € W, (Q) and

/65“ < to0,
Q
for some constants 3 > 0;
3b) (ZEY = (p*) < m < N/p implies u € WyP(Q) N M*(Q), s = mN(p—1) .

N—p N—mp
4b) 1 < m < (p*) implies u € W' (Q) N M*(Q), s = % and Vu € M*(Q),
s:m%(—pml,alwaysforZ——<p<N
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For linear operators, that is if p = 2 in (I.11), 1a), 2a), 3a), 1b), 2b), 3b) were proved for
the first time by G. Stampacchia (see [75]). For the nonlinear operators the techniques,
introduced by G. Stampacchia, can be adapted to prove 1b), 2b), 3b). Hence, also la)
and 2a) hold, because of the following inclusion

(1.12) L™(Q) c M™S), Y m> 1.

A different proof is necessary for 3a), see [23] and [24]. If f € L™(Q), with 1 <m <
(p*)’, the existence and the regularity of the distributional solutions for problem (I.11),
(or more in general for a Leray-Lions type operator), have been proved in [16] and [17],
and in the case f belonging in a Marcinkiewicz space in the recent paper [14].

For anisotropic problems such as (1.2), we need to distinguish two cases: p,, = p*
and Poo = Pmax, as in (1.4). It is well known that both the theory of existence and the
regularity results for elliptic problems are strongly affected by the embedding results
concerning the spaces in which we look for solutions. For anisotropic Sobolev spaces the
critical embedding exponent depends on the type of anisotropy. Said exponent is p*,
if the anisotropy is concentrated, while it is pyax, if the anisotropy is not concentrated
(see [45]). S0 if poo = P* > pumax, roughly speaking, we prove the same results of (I.11),
by substituting p with the harmonic mean p of the p;’s, as in (1.5), and by substituting
the “standard” Sobolev spaces with the anisotropic Sobolev spaces (I1.3). Moreover,
we obtain new regularity results for some choices of m and pya.x close to p*, namely
Pmax € (N — 1)p*/N,p*) (see Remark 1.16). If poo = pmax > P* we obtain new results
concerning both regularity and existence. As a matter of fact, if p/ .. < m < (p*) we
obtain weak solutions, not distributional ones and in particular finite energy solutions
(see Theorems 1.7, 1.17, 1.20, 1.26 and 1.25).

The plan of Chapter 1 is the following: we start dealing with f belonging to
a Lebesgue space L™(€2) (Section 1.2) and then we study the new case of f in a
Marcinkiewicz space M™(2) (Section 1.3). In Section 1.4 we consider a datum f in
divergence form. In Section 1.5 we give the proofs of the main results and in the last
section of Chapter 1 we deal with the uniqueness problem. For weak solutions, unique-
ness is a direct consequence of the monotone property of the operator (I.1) (see Remark
1.12). In order to obtain uniqueness for distributional solutions, we introduce the no-
tion of entropy solutions (Section 1.6). The main results presented in this chapter are
contained in [34].

In Chapter 2 we consider nonlinear elliptic problems as (I.2) but with additional

lower order terms, that play the role of perturbations terms. These have a so called
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natural growth with respect to the gradient, that means growths of the same order of the
operator (I.1), because they naturally appear if we write the Euler-Lagrange equations
of suitable functionals of Calculus of Variations. With no hope of being complete, in
the isotropic case, i.e. p; = 2 or p; = p for all 7, we mention some papers regarding
the study of these problems with natural growth terms, and the references therein [12],
[13], [18], [20], [22], [28], [29], [30] and [33].

In Section 2.1 we study the following problem

- Zf\il O;[|0sulPi—2 0] + pou = Zf\;l bi(x,u, Vu) + f on Q,
(1.13)
u=20 on 0f).

where pg > 0,

=%

feLrLm™(Q), m > _Pr and  P* > Poax,

ﬁ*_pmax
bi(z,5,6): QxR xRY — R,

is a Carathéodory function, for all ¢ = 1,..., N and there exists v > 0 such that the
following inequality is true for all (s,£) € R x RN and a.e. x € Q

(1.14) |bi(z, 5, )| <&

In this problem we do not have any information about the sign of b;, for all 7, and so we

P Y i=1,.,N.

must add the zero-th term pou to prove the existence of a weak solution. As a matter
of fact, it is well known, as in the special case p; = 2 or p; = p for all i, that the sign
condition has a strong regularity effect that allows us to easily obtain a priori estimates
from the equation. On the other hand, if the sign condition is not satisfied, the problem
(I.13) may not even have solutions. In fact, also if o = 0, a solution for problem (I.13)
exists only if we assume that the norm of the datum f is small. We present an existence
result following the techniques in [30] and [13].
In Section 2.2 we analyse the following problem

(I 15) - Zi\;l 8¢[|8¢u|pi—2aiu] + Zi\il gi(a;, U, Vu) = f in Q’
weWe™(@  giew Vu) € L1(Q) Vi=1,.N.

where g; : Q@ x R x RY — R are Carathéodory functions such that for almost every
r € Qand for all s € R and £ € RY

(I.16) gi(x,8,&)s >0, Vi=1,.. N,
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(L17) 19i(x, 5, &) < b(|s])[&i

P Y 4i=1,.,N,

where b : R — R is a continuous and nondecreasing function. Hence in this case we
assume the sign condition (I.16). Moreover we also suppose, as well as (1.17), one of the
following two assumptions: either f belongs to the dual space of W, (P )(Q) or f € LYQ),
but we also require a sort of coercivity, namely that ¢ > 0 and ~ > 0 exist such that

Pi when |s| >0, Vi=1,...,N.

We prove the existence of weak solutions for problem (I.15) belonging to the finite
energy space W, (Q), also in the case f only in L'(2). This fact depends on the
extra assumption on g;, (I.18). So the presence of the terms g¢;’s turns out to provide
more regular solutions. The role of (I.18) is to give an a priori estimate in energy space
W, (2 ‘)(Q) which allows us to deal with the lower order term.

Both (I.13) and (I.15) do not correspond to the Euler-Lagrange equation of any
functional of Calculus of Variations. So we will use, as in Chapter 1, direct methods to
deal with them. Namely we build approximating problems, we derive from the equations
a priori estimates and then we use compact results for anisotropic Sobolev spaces.

We highlight that all the results in Chapter 1 and 2, are still valid if we substitute
the operator (I.1) with a more general one, namely as

-2l 0fa(@, V)] = f in Q
(I.19)
u=0 on 0,

with a;(z,€) : Q x RY — RY  Carathéodory functions that satisfy, for some constants
a, 3> 0, for a.e. x €, and for every &, n € RV with & # n,

N

(1.20) > (ai(w,€) = ai(z,m)(& —m) > 0,

=1

N

(I.21) Zai(ﬂfaf)& > CVZ I3

=1

pi

and

1—L

Py

N
(122) )| < 5 (Z w) S Vi=LoN
j=1
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Note that the last growth condition is satisfied (see [61]) for example if a;(z,&) =
Og, A(z, ), with A(z,§) a Carathéodory function, convex with respect to & and such

that v
[A(z,6)| < C (Z & ) :
=1

This kind of equation belongs to a more general class

(1.23) —~ Z Oilai(x, Vu)] = f,

where a;(z, ) satisfies the so called (p, ¢)-growth conditions (in our case ¢ = pmax and
P = Pmin = ming{p;}), that is for every £ € RY and for a.e. = € Q, for some a, 3 > 0
and g > p > 1,

(1.24) Z&i(%f)& > aéf?
i=1
and
(1.25) la;(z, &) < B+ 1ETY,  Vi=1,..,N.

The interest in the study of this type of problem is rather recent and it has been
increasing in the last few years. After sporadic papers (see for instance [81] and related
references) a systematic study of regularity of solutions for these kinds of equations (or
minima of functionals), with growth of (p, ¢)-type, was initiated by P. Marcellini, (see
[61], [62], [63]). He pointed out that suitable smoothness assumptions assure existence
and regularity of solutions for equations of type (1.23), and of minima of functionals,
since a related notion can be introduced for functionals. We do not deal with them in the
first part of this Thesis. We also recall some interesting papers about the regularity of
minimizers of functionals of Calculus of Variations with non standard growth conditions:
(1], [2], [46], [47], [48] and [73]. All of these papers focus principally on local and
higher regularity, such as boundedness of Vu, Holder continuity, Lipschitz regularity,
without assuming Dirichet boundary conditions. As we will see later, Dirichlet boundary
conditions allow us to avoid restricting the interval covered by pis. In fact Marcellini’s
approach works if the ratio ¢/p does not differ too much from 1, depending on the
dimension N; which, roughly speaking, means that the numbers ¢ and p cannot be
too far apart. If we take (1.20), (I.21) and (I.22) into consideration, we obtain better
results than the ones obtained assuming the (p, ¢)-growth condition, since the functions

a; are bounded from above and from below by the same quantity. Another relevant
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class of anisotropic operators, for which a general and almost complete theory is now
available, is without doubt one of the equations with the so called p(z)-growth, i.e. the

p(z)-Laplacian equation, that is
(1.26) —div(|VuP2Vu) = f,

with p : @ — (1,00) a bounded and continuous function. We recall some papers (and
references therein), in which this theory is developed: [36], [37], [38], [39], [43], [52],
[55], [71] and [72].

In Chapter 3, whose main results are contained in a joint work with Eugenio Mon-
tefusco (see [35]), we study the question of existence, nonexistence and multiplicity of
positive solutions for a class of semilinear elliptic problems, associated to the operator

(1.27) =20 [low

i=1

pi=? du] = Aul'u in Q

u=0 on 0f)

where ) is always a bounded subset of RY, but N > 2. Moreover A > 0 is a real
parameter. In particular we are interested in the case

(1.28) Pmin = MiN{p;} < ¢ < Pmax = max{p;}.

In this chapter we exploit the methods of Calculus of Variations, that is, we consider
the functional associated to our equation

Mo A
1.29 Tu(v) — _/ aﬂ,m__/ ot
(1.29) NG ;lei Q’ . Q’ |

where v = max{v, 0} is the positive part of the function v, and we try to determine

critical levels for it. The study of semilinear elliptic equations has produced a large
amount of functionals, topological and variational techniques (and results) about exis-
tence and nonexistence of solutions for the Dirichlet problem (see for example [7], [53],
[77]). Much less is known about anisotropic elliptic problems like (1.27), let us recall
some recent works only [4], [43], [44], [58], [64], [65], [67]. Many of these articles con-
cern the p(z)-operators. Recently two interesting papers on anisotropic elliptic problems
appeared, connected to the problem (1.27): [45] and [78]. In [45] many existence and
nonexistence results of positive solutions are proved. In particular, using variational

methods, the case ¢ > puay is thoroughly investigated. In [78] a more general problem
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than (1.27) is handled: with respect to our problem the authors prove the existence of
a solution, also for ¢ positive and subcritical, using approximation methods.

In both the previous papers the case punin < ¢ < Pmax 1S not investigated in order to
study a new situation. Indeed if (1.28) holds then the reaction term (that is the right
hand side in the equation) has an “intermediate” growth with respect to the differential
operator and the problem (I.27) looks in some sense like an eigenvalue problem. More
precisely we are able to prove the existence of at least two positive solutions for suf-
ficiently large values of A (Theorems 3.9 and 3.13) and nonexistence (see Proposition
3.7), for small positive A.

We point out to the reader the papers [15], [5], [6], [9] (see also the references
therein) where some isotropic elliptic problems with convex-concave nonlinearities are
considered. The nonlinearity produces some multiplicity results of positive solutions for
small values of the parameter A > 0 and nonexistence results for large A. These results
are to a certain degree, contrary to ours. We think that the nonlinearity of the reaction
term produces a “superlinear” (or convex) effect interacting with the small growths
of the operator (I.1), and a “sublinear” (or concave) effect with the higher exponents
which appear in the differential operator. The key point in all of our arguments is
the presence of different homogeneities. Clearly, such a situation does not hold if the
operator is of an isotropic type, but it appears if the reaction term is the sum of different
nonlinearities. As we have already mentioned, all the results we obtain are due to the
variational structure of the problem. We want to stress that any critical point of J) is
a weak non-negative solution of (1.27) (see (3.0.3)).

The plan of Chapter 3 is the following: first, in Section 3.1, we recall some known
results, and we give a more possibly complete image of the actual stage of research on
this topic.

® ( > Pnax: the Mountain-Pass theorem can be applied in order to show that for
any A > 0 a weak solution of problem (I1.27) exists.

® ¢ < Pumin: the Ekeland Variational Principle can be used in order to prove
the existence of A* such that, for any A € (0, A*) there is a nontrivial positive
weak solution of (1.27). Moreover, the energy functional, Jy, has a nontrivial
minimum for any positive A large enough. So for any A € (0, \*) U (A**, +00)
at least one weak solution of (I.27) exists.

In the first case the result is due to [45], (for more general case p; = p;(x) fori =1, ..., N,
see [64] and [65]) while in the case ¢ < ppin to [64] and [65]. In Section 3.2 we begin with
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the new results. We prove that a weak solution of problem (I.27) does not exist, different
from zero, for A small (Proposition 3.7) and that there exists a global minimum for J,
which is a weak non-negative solution of problem (I1.27), (Theorem 3.9). In Section 3.3
we show (under suitable assumptions) that the functional J, also possesses a Mountain-
Pass critical point, that is a second non-negative solution of (1.27) (Theorem 3.13). In
Section 3.4 we prove a maximum principle for anisotropic operators which implies that
the weak solutions found in the preceding sections are positive. Finally, in Section 3.5
we study some global properties of the branch of positive solutions of (I.27) and we

present some open problems connected with our studies.






CHAPTER 1

Existence and regularity in the monotone case

1.1. Notations and basic tools

We briefly recall the functional analytic framework of the differential operator which
we are going to study. We assume ) to be an open, bounded domain of RY, N > 3.
Let

(1.1.1) p;>1 for 1=1,...,N, Pmax = max{p; }, and Pmin = min{p;}.
Without loss of generality, we can assume

1 <p2 < .. <Dpn,

so that pnax = py and pnim = pi. We will see that the “natural” spaces in which
we search for solutions to Dirichlet elliptic problems (I.2), are the anisotropic Sobolev
spaces

WLed(Q) = {v e WHY(Q) : Gv € LP(Q)},

(1.1.2) -
W@ (Q) = Whe)(Q) n WHH(Q).

W, (P )(Q) can also be defined as the closure of C§°(£2) with respect to the norm

N
HUHWOL(m(m = Z |0:v]| e (02)-
=1

In [45], [54], [68], [79], the theory of these spaces is developed and in particular the
corresponding Sobolev embedding theorems are studied. Let

1 e 1
= N ZZ:;E and Poo = max{pN,T)*}.

Np

1.13) P'=—o
(1L13) P N

1
for p< N, —
p

In [79] it is proved that if p < N, then

(1.1.4) Wy P(Q) = L'(Q), V¥ relLF].
1



2 1. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY IN THE MONOTONE CASE

This embedding is continuous and also compact if » < p*. The following Sobolev type
inequality is also proved: there exists a positive constant C', depending only on €2, such
that

N
(1.1.5) Wl < CTL 10w )y ¥ rel,p],

i=1
for any v € C3(Q) where p; > 1 for i = 1,2,..., N, and p* as above. By density, (1.1.5)
also holds for any v € W, P )(Q) The inequality (1.1.5) then implies that

N
(1.1.6) [vllro) < CY 10wl ¥V re[l,p].

i=1
If p > N, then (1.1.4) holds for any r > 1. Subsequently in [45] it is proved that
the critical exponent depends on the kind of anisotropy. If the p;’s are not “too far
apart” (i.e. the anisotropy is concentrated) the critical exponent is p*, like in [79], that
is the “usual” critical exponent related to the harmonic mean p of the p;’s. While if the
p;’s are “too spread out” it coincides with the maximum of the p;’s, i.e. py. Hence
the effective critical exponent is p.o, as in (1.1.3). This fact produces some technical
difficulties as we will see later.

We consider the composition of functions in Wy (Q) with some useful auxiliary
functions of real variable. One of the most used, in the following, is the truncation
function at level k > 0, T}, that is

k> i |s| >k,
(1.1.7) Te(s) =4 Il
s it |s| <k;

Ty (s)

~F - =
w0




1.1. NOTATIONS AND BASIC TOOLS
Moreover, let

(1.1.8)

Gi(s) = s —Ti(s), with k>0,

Now we recall some known lemmas we need in the following.

LEMMA 1.1. Let py, pi, pn and p* be as in (1.1.1) and (1.1.3), and let B > 1. Then
the following inequality holds
(1.1.9)

pi
LPi(Q)

N
”UHZ%I*(Q) < CPN NPN—1 BPN—P1 Z H@w
i=1

for allv € W' (Q) such that

|0iv||riqey < B, Vi=1,2,...,N.
PROOF. See [26].

We remember also this Poincaré type inequality, valid for all v € W, v 1)(9),
(1.1.10)

ar
vl @) < 7||3iv||v(ﬂ)a

Vr>1,
where a = diam(2) (see [45]).

Now we prove a new technical Lemma that plays an important role in showing some

results presented in the following sections, and in extending some techniques used in the
isotropic case. It is a weighted Sobolev type inequality.

LEMMA 1.2. Let v € W()l’(pi)(Q) N L>®(Q), with the p;’s as above and suppose that
vazl 1/p; > 1, that is D < N. Then it results

1
t; Pi) "

(1.1.11) (/Q w) 1§Cﬁ(/ﬂ|@v

Sl

pi

v
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for every r and t; > 0 satisfying

1 %(N=1)—1+1/p; .
1_ o )= 1+1/p Vi=1,..N,

(1.1.12)
SN =1 >0, Vi=1, .. N.
The constant C' depends only on p;, i = 1,...., N and N. Moreover, (1.1.11) holds also

if t; <0, v and r as above, but we must already know that the integrals, which appear
in the right side hand of (1.1.11), are finite.

PROOF. Using the techniques introduced by Troisi (see Theorem 1.2 of [79]), we

N-1 N-1 N
o) = (L) <IT sl

where 5;, for every ¢ = 1, ..., N, is the intersection between {2 and the hyperplane x; = 0
and v; > 0 for all ¢ such that Zf\;l ~v; = 1. On the other hand we have

o) YD < (v - 1)

—00
Hence it results

N—-1 N N
) ([wr) =Tl [ b e =TT [ olil ol
Q i=1 Y& =17

where t; > 0 and 3; > 0 are chosen in such a way that

obtain

%T(Nfl)dgij

+o00
wir(N=1)—1 |(9ﬂ)|dl’l

|v

that is

Bi=—ti+yr(N —1) -1,
and C' = r(N — 1). By applying Holder inequality with exponents p; and p} to each
term of the product which appears in (1.1.13), we obtain

N-1 N B o
v|” <C /&vp"vt"p")l(/vﬁip;)l.
([r) H(| ol 1o

Now we define r = 3;pf, for every i = 1,..., N. We get

N-1 Eﬁili N i
v|” <C /UT) ' </ &-vpivt"pi)z.
(fr) ([ I PARER
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Observing that
N

1
Z—,<N—1 < p<N,
i=1 1%

(1.1.11) then follows. u

REMARK 1.3. We note that if p > N, then (1.1.11) holds for every r > 1, v; > 0,
such that Zi]\;% =1, and t; > 0, where i = 1, ...,
depends on the measure of the set ().

N. Moreover in this case C also

Finally, let us devote a few words to positive constants. We will write C' to denote
positive constants, possibly different depending on the data, that is they are fixed in
the assumptions we make, as the dimension N, the bounded open set €2, etc. During
the proofs of our results, similar constants will also be indicated by C;, 1 =0,1,2, ... to
distinguish possibly different values. In any case the constants are always meant to not
depend on n.

1.2. Data in Lebesgue spaces

In this and in the following sections, we present some results contained in [34]. We
consider the following problem

-3 0illow

pi”@-u] = f n Q,
(1.2.1)
u=0 on 0.

We will give some results concerning existence and regularity of weak or distributional
solutions of (1.2.1), where f is a given function belonging to a Lebesgue space.

Now and in the following, we assume that p < NN, otherwise the problem is more
simple, because (1.1.4) holds for any r > 1.

We know, by a simple modification of the classic Leray-Lions theorem (see [57] and
also [26]), thanks to the anisotropic Sobolev embeddings, that if f € L™(), with
m > p.. and

. _ PN S

1 11
122)  po=max{py, '}, py=max{p}, F == and —=-3 —,
( ) {py } N i {pi} N-—p p N~y

there exists a weak solution to our problem, that is u € W, (P ‘)(Q) such that

(1.2.3) f;/ﬂ Opu

Pim2 00 = / fu, Voue Wol’(pi)(Q).
Q



6 1. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY IN THE MONOTONE CASE
Since
(1.2.4) M™(Q2) C L™ (), Vm>1and 0<e<m-—1,

we also obtain the existence of at least a weak solution of (1.2.1) when f € M™(Q) with
m > pl, defined in (1.2.2).

Now we consider p,, = p*, as in (1.2.2). We have the following result.

THEOREM 1.4. Let f € L™(Q).
i) If m > %, then there exists a bounded weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1),
as in (1.2.3).
i) If m = %, then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1) and a
constant 3 > 0 such that

(1.2.5) /eﬁlu < 0.
Q

i) If (p*) <m < %, then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1),
belonging to L*(QY), with

mpE-1) mNE-1)

T mp+p —mpr  N-—mp

REMARK 1.5. i) and ii) are a direct consequence of i) and ii) of Theorem 1.19, in
the following section, thanks to the following property of Lebesgue spaces

(1.2.6) L™(Q) © M™(Q), ¥ m> 1.

REMARK 1.6. We note that the result ii) implies that the weak solution u of (1.2.1),
that we obtain, belongs to L*(Q2), V 1 < s < +00.

In the case p,, = py = max;{p;} we obtain this theorem.

THEOREM 1.7. Let f € L™(Q)). i) and i) of Theorem 1.4 hold true. Moreover

iii) if % <m< % then there exists a weak solution for the problem (1.2.1),

belonging to L*(Y), with

(-1 mNE-1)
mp+p —mp N -—mp

iv) If oy <m < %, then there exists a weak solution for the problem (1.2.1),

belonging to L*(SY), with § = m(px — 1).
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REMARK 1.8. We note that, since py > p*,

N(pN_Z_?) — %\ / /
———(— > D) > Dns
plpn — 1) #) > P
and
~ mN(p—1) N(pn — D)
1.2.7 s=m —1l)>s=—7—"7""—"= & m<< —-—7—7=,
12D vz =N Plow — 1)

so that we have obtained a better summability of u, if (p*) < m < % and a new

result if ply < m < (p*)’. While if (p*) < m < ply < N/p, (pn < DP*), (1.2.7) never
holds, so we do not improve the summability of u, obtained in Theorem 1.4.

REMARK 1.9. We note that 5 = m(py — 1) > py, since m > py. Hence we improve
the regularity, already known by the embeddings, of the weak solution of our problem.

REMARK 1.10. We highlight that there is a continuity in our summability results.
As a matter of fact, if py = p*, m = (p*), we have

S= @) - 1) =7

=%k

and this is the same exponent which appears in iii) of Theorem 1.4, with m = (p*)'.

REMARK 1.11. Obviously the case iv) of Theorem 1.7 is new because our operator

is anisotropic. If it is isotropic, py = p = p and p < p*. Moreover

N(pn —D)

— =0,
p(py — 1)

as we expect.

REMARK 1.12. It is easy to prove that if f € L™(Q), with m > p._, the weak solution
of the problem (1.2.1) is unique due to the monotone property of anisotropic operators
as (I.1). If we suppose that two solutions u; and uy exist, we have

N
Z/ |8iu1|m—232-u18iv:/fv Y v e Wola(pz)(Q)
i=1 /9 Q

and

N
Z/Q|aiuQ|p"_28iu28iv: /va Vove W()l’(pl)(Q)
=1
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Now we take as a test function v = u; — uy in both of them. We note that such a choice

is possible since uq, uy € VVO1 P ”(Q) Then, subtracting the two expressions, we obtain

fj [ 10

Then, if p; > 2 forallt=1,..., N,

[[05u1 [P~ 205u1 — |Osua [P~ 205u0) 05 (uy — ug) > Co|0i(uy — ug)

P205ur — [Dsua P2 0u0)0;(ur — ug) = 0.

D .
i V1.

Hence

N
> [ loitus — ua) <o,
i=1 7%

that implies u; = us. A slight modification is needed to obtain the same result with
p; < 2.

REMARK 1.13. We note that in our results we do not need to suppose that p* > py,
thanks to the embeddings proved in [45]. This fact does not contradict the counterex-
ample in [60] (see also [49]). As a matter of fact, in the cited paper, it is shown that
(1.2.1) with f = 0 may have unbounded weak solutions, but the counterexample is not
in the case of homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Now we consider always the same Dirichlet problem (1.2.1) but if m < p/_. We prove
the existence of a distributional solution, that is u € W, (), such that,

(1.2.8) g;L@u

If poo = P*, we have the following theorem.

m?w@¢:/f¢ v 6 CLQ).
Q

THEOREM 1.14. Let f € L™(Q).

i) If m = 1, then there exists a distributional solution u for (1.2.1), belonging to
Wy *(Q), for all

NE-1)

PN — 1)

i) If 1 < m < (p*), then there exists a distributional solution u for (1.2.1),
belonging to Wy " (), with

1<s; <p Vi=1,..,N.

mN(p—1)
1<si=pi—c—,
P(N —m)

foralli=1,...,N.
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REMARK 1.15. Since s; > 1, for any 7 = 1, ..., N, we deduce that
D> 2 !
b N

in i), and in ii)

as we expect recalling the classic case, i.e. p; = p for all 7.

REMARK 1.16. Also in this case, we note that, since p* > py,

N(pN_ﬁ) —x\/
= < P
plpy — 1) #)
e N(px — ) (N-1) N
PN —D (N —1 -1 _,
SRR LN AN EN > =
plpy — 1) by N-—-p N
p(N

1)<10 <p* andl<m<%.

As a matter of fact we have a distributional solutlon of (1.2.1) belonging to W’ (5) (),

Hence we can improve the previous theorem if

with 1 <'s; = p; , for all =1, ..., N and by the restriction on m, it holds

Np-1 N - %
(1.2.9) Di e > p M, Viel.,N & m<Xy=P)
PN PN —m) plpn — 1)

Also in this case, since s; > 1, we have the following condition on p

p>
m

Moreover if f € L'(Q), u € Wy®)(Q), for all
§i<& and P > ply, Vi=1,..N.
PN

In the case po, = pn, we have the theorem below.

THEOREM 1.17. Let f € L™(Q).

i) If m = 1, then there exists a distributional solution u for (1.2.1), belonging to
W S(Q), for all
§i<& and P> py,
Py
Vi=1,., N,
i) If 1 < m < (p*), then there exists a distributional solution u for (1.2.1),
belonging to W()l’(gi)(ﬂ), with s; = p; % foralli=1,..,N.
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REMARK 1.18. We note that, if 1 < m < p/_, the distributional solution may not be
unique. In fact already in the isotropic and linear case the solution is not unique (see
the counterexample presented in [74]). But it is possible to extend, in a natural way
(see [11]), the definition of entropy solutions for the problem (1.2.1), see Section 1.6,
to achieve an existence result without further assumptions on p and to have a unique

solution.

1.3. Data in Marcinkiewicz spaces

In this section we present some results concerning the case of f belonging to a
Marcinkiewicz space, M™(f2). As we have already mentioned, we know, by a simple
modification of the classic Leray-Lions theorem, that if f € M™(Q), with m > p/_ there
exists a weak solution, as in (1.2.3), of problem (1.2.1), due to (1.2.4). We begin to
consider the case p,, = p*, where p,, and p* are as in (1.2.2). We have the following

result.

THEOREM 1.19. Let f € M™(Q2).

i) If m > %, then there ezists a bounded weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1).
i) If m = %, then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1) and a
constant 3 > 0 such that

(1.3.1) /eﬁu < 0.
Q

i) If (p*) <m < %, then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1),
belonging to M*(S2) with
mrG-1) _ mNE-1)
mp +p* — mp* N—mp

If poo = pn > P*, we have the theorem below.

THEOREM 1.20. Let f € M™(Q2). i) and ii) of Theorem 1.19 hold true. Moreover

iii) of % <m < % then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.2.1),

belonging to M*(Y), with
mp*@p—1) _ mN{p-1)

mp+p —mp- N—mp

iv) If py < m < %, then there exists a weak solution u for the problem

(1.2.1), belonging to M*(QQ), with 5 = m(py — 1).
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Remarks 1.6, 1.8, 1.9, 1.10 and 1.11 hold true also in this case.

REMARK 1.21. We note that if, in the previous theorems, we let m tend to N/p, we
obtain s — 4+00. Moreover the values of s and s obtained in Theorems 1.19 and 1.20
are the same of Theorems 1.4 and 1.7, as we expected.

REMARK 1.22. By (1.2.4), also if f belongs to M™(2), with m > p/_, the weak
solution of (1.2.1) is unique.

For the case 1 < m < p/_ we prove the existence of a distributional solution for the
problem (1.2.1), as in (1.2.8).

As before, we distinguish between p,, = p* and p, = py. In the first case we have
the following result.

THEOREM 1.23. If f belongs to M™(Q), with 1 < m < (p*)', then there erists a
distributional solution u for (1.2.1), belonging to M*()), with

_ wp(p-1) _ mNp-1)
mp+p —mp N —mp

and O;u € M* (), with

mN(p—1)
1 <si=pi—F——
p(N —m)
foralli=1,...,N.

REMARK 1.24. So s; > 1, for every ¢ = 1, ..., N, on the condition that

p>1+—
m
REMARK 1.25. We note that since p* > py,
Nipy —D) .
Mev =P gy
p(py — 1)
and N 3 N
—_(pN—p) >1 & pN>p—< __).
P(py — 1) N-D
So we can improve the previous theorem if T’(]JVV—:;) <pyv<pfand 1l <m< Jgg]’v\’:g),

by (1.2.7). As a matter of fact, we have a distributional solution for (1.2.1) belonging
to M*(2), with § = m(px — 1). Moreover du € M%(Q), with 1 < 5; = p; - for all
N
i=1,...,N, since it also holds (1.2.9). We note that, in order to have s; > 1, we assume
/
po I
m
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In the second case, poo = pn, we get the following result.

THEOREM 1.26. If f belongs to M™(Q2), with 1 < m < py, then there exists a
distributional solution u for (1.2.1), belonging to M*(Q), with 3 = m(py — 1) and
O € M5 (Q), with 3; = p; ;%7 foralli=1,...,N. We also suppose that

N
Py

P>
m

REMARK 1.27. Under the assumption py > p*, it holds

N(pN_p) —x\/ /
- >Ww)>Dp
p(pN—l) ( ) N
and if
N =
m < _(PN P))
plpy — 1)

(1.2.7) and (1.2.9) are true.

REMARK 1.28. We recall, as already mentioned in the introduction, that if we choose
pi =2, for any i = 1,..., N, (or equivalently p; = p, for any i = 1,..., N), we obtain the

classic regularity results.

1.4. Data in divergence form

In this section we consider the problem (1.2.1), with datum f in divergence form,

namely

- Zf\il ;| OsulP?0pu] = — Zfil O f; in Q,
(1.4.2)
u=0 on 05,

with f; € L™ (Q), m; > pl, for all i =1, ..., N.

This problem has already been studied by several authors, see [19], [25] and [26].
For due diligence we report these results, but we give slightly different proofs. In [26]
it was proved that if

P ;
(1.4.3) —min{l — —’} > 1,
PN v m;
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that is

p* > PN,
(1.4.4)

2—?*
P —pN

then any weak solution of (1.4.2) is bounded. This result can be proved without the

m; > p;, Vi=1,..,N,

assumption p* > py and under the following weaker regularity assumption on the data

/ —%
(1.4.5) min{ - ﬁ} 2~

7

(see [76]). We have the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.29. If f; € L™(R2), such that (1.4.5) holds, then there exists a bounded
weak solution u for the problem (1.4.2).

REMARK 1.30. The assumption (1.4.5) is equivalent to require that

N
(1.4.6) m; > —pl, Vi=1,.. N.
p
Moreover
. N
P s 2y
P — PN p

Hence the boundedness of a weak solution u also holds true if f;’s are less regular and
if p* < pN.

For the case

/ —%
(1.4.7) min{l - ﬁ} L

m; ) P

see [25], in which the following result is presented for minima of some functionals.

THEOREM 1.31. If f; € L™(Q2), with
AN / N
(1.4.8) mm{ —&} ]é:mjn{l—&} ~— <L

2

then there exists a weak solution u for the problem (1.4.2) and it is belongs to L*(),
where
PN d . { m; }
— and p=min< — 5.
N —pu i
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N
N-p
Moreover if f € L™(Q2) and p; = 2, for all i = 1,..., N (or equivalently p; = p, V
i=1,...,N) we obtain the known classic results, that is if

REMARK 1.32. We note that if min; {1 — %} goes to 1, s goes to infinity.

-2 2f
m—-—>1 & m > N,
m 2

then there exists a bounded weak solution for the isotropic problem, corresponding to
(1.4.2) and if m < N a weak solution belongs to L*(£2) with s = m*.

REMARK 1.33. All the results, except the uniqueness results, presented in these
sections also hold if our anisotropic operator is exchanged by a more general one, i.e.,
A a non linear differential operator from W, () into its dual of the form

A(u) = —=div(a(z, u, Vu)),

where a(z, s, £) = (a;(z, s,£)) is a Carathéodory vector valued function on  x R x R¥

such that, for some constant > a >0

N
Z ai(xv S, 'S)gl Z (67 Z ‘f@
=1

i=1

pi
)

N 1-1/pi
|CLZ‘({L',S,£)| §B<Z|§7 pj) s A Z:1,7N

j=1
and forae. 1€ QandVscR, EneRY, E#n

N

S (ai(w, 5,€) — ailw, s,m)(& —m) > 0.

1=1

1.5. Proofs of the results

Now we wish to prove the results presented in the previous sections.

1.5.1. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 iii) and Theorem 1.7. We only prove the part
iii) of Theorem 1.4, because i) and ii) are a direct consequence of i) and ii) of Theorem
1.19, shown in the following, since

(1.5.9) L™Q) c M™9Q), ¥V m>1.
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We take as a test function in (1.2.3) v = |Tj(u)|"? Ty (u), where j = 1,..., N, T} is as in

(1.1.7) and t;’s are positive real numbers which we will fix later. We have

(1.5.10) Z/ |0;u

vV j=1,...,N. For the first term in (1.5.10) we have

N

V j =1,..,N. For the second term of (1.5.10), by applying Holder inequality with

P00 (| T (w) P T (u /f|Tk (79T (u),

P2 0uudy (| T () P Ty (u)) > C’o/ |0, T (w) [P | T (w) |5 77
Q

exponents m and m’, we obtain

1

/f\Tk |62 T;, (w) (/ yfym) (/\T (t py+1)m )m', j=1,..,N.

From the previous inequalities, by multiplying on j, we deduce

(1.5.11) H (/ |aka(U)|pj|Tk(u)‘tjpj) J <0 H </ ’Tk(u)|(tjpj+1)m/) ‘
j=1 W& j=1 W

By (1.1.11) of Lemma 1.2, with v = Ti(u) and r = s, and (1.5.11), we have

(1.5.12) (/Q |T,€(u)ys)]'¥_1 < sz:[l (/Q \Tk(u)](tjpj“)m/) e .

Since we also want s = (t; p; + 1)m’ in (1.5.12), for any j = 1,..., N, we have to solve

the following system
(

s=_— iy ji—1 N,

v (N=1)—1+1/p;’

s=(t;p;j+1)m', V j=1.,N,

=1 v >0 and ;>0 V j=1,. N

From the first two equations in the previous system, after some lengthy but easy calcu-

lations, we have

2mp; —m —p; —mp; (N —1)
pi(mp; (N =1) —p;m+1)

(1.5.13) t; = ., Y iji=1,...,N,
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and

1 N —mp ( 1 ) 1 .
1.5.14) 7= (1- =) —— +(1- Y j=1,..,N.
( ) % < p]-) Np@—-1)m(N —1) mp;) N—1

It is easy to prove that 7,’s satisfy the condition Zjvzl v; = 1. Moreover v; > 0, since
m >1and p; > 1, forall j =1,...,N. Also by (1.5.13) and (1.5.14), we have

;= V[Np(m —1) —m(N —p)] _ Np(m —1) —m(N —p)

’ pj(p; — 1)(N — mp) p;i(N —mp)

Hence t; > 0, for all j =1,..., N, by the assumptions on m. As a matter of fact

N
N—-mp>0 & m<—,

p

and

Npm—1)—m(N=p) 20 & m>-—2L _ _ .
- “ Np—N+p

Moreover, by the choice of ¢; and 7;, we have

mNG- 1)

- N—mp’
as in iii) of Theorem 1.4. Therefore, thanks to (1.5.12), by noting that N/p—1 > N/m/p,
since m < N/p,

| T (w) || sy < Cs, V keN.

Using Fatou Lemma we can pass to the limit as k — +oo to obtain

|| L) < Cu,

as desired. -

REMARK 1.34. The proof of iv) of Theorem 1.7, is very similar to the previous one.
For the sake of simplicity, we omit it, by remarking that we must only use Poincaré
type inequality (1.1.10), with » = py and ¢ = N, instead of the Sobolev type. This is
the same reason for which we do not prove Remark 1.16, Theorem 1.17, iv) of Theorem
1.20, Remark 1.25 and Theorem 1.26.

Now we prove the existence and regularity results if f € L™ (), with 1 <m < (p*)".
We use the techniques of [19], introduced for the first time in [16] and [17].
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1.5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.14. We begin with the case m = 1, i). We consider
a sequence {f,} C L>(12), such that

fo— fin LNQ) and || follzie) < [1fll2e

and let u,, be the solutions to the following problems

piiZ@iun] - fnv

N
(1.5.15) up € WP ( Q)N L=(Q) « = 0,{|0wu,
=1

which exist due to the previous results. We take as a test function in the weak formula-
tion of problems (1.5.15), v = T1(Gk(u,)), where Ty and Gy are defined in Section 1.1.
We have

PEZ |l e

N
i=1 Bk,n

with B, = {x € Q: k < |u,(z)| < k+1}. So,

(1.5.16) / |05t

n

Pe< | il @), Vi=1,..,N.

Let s; = Op;, 3 = &
pi/si and (p;/s;), we obtain

Q Q
<(3 ], o
By,

g)g* and 0 € <07 %{;’:B), By using Holder inequality with exponents

1+ un]) 5 (14 [ug )7 <

s

F’i Bs;
L ) ) ([ =

1 - 1
1+ |u,|  k+1

Since on By,

we have

Si

(15.17) /|8un|81 (oo ﬁ/ n|aiun|pi>m (/Q(lﬂunppfsii)l”.

By (1.5.16) and since 3 > 1 we obtain

> 1
— Oiup [P <
Z (1+k)? /Bm|
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hence
1

= L\ ()
(15.18) ([1owl) ™ e ( [+ i) .
Q Q

Now we apply the anisotropic Sobolev inequality (1.1.5), with = 5%, to obtain, thanks

to the choice of 3,
NG
<G s pu)?)

By (1.5.19) and (1.5.18), we get that O;u, is bounded in L% (£2) uniformly in n. So we
can assume that, for some u and for some subsequence, which we still denote by u,,
that

=

(1.5.19) |t

(1.5.20) Oiu, — O;u weakly in L*(Q), Vi=1,.., N,

(1.5.21) u, — u strongly in L*(Q),

5, the harmonic mean of the s;’s. It is not enough to pass to the limit, but we can claim
that

(1.5.22) s, — Osu strongly in L (Q), Vor; < sy,

1=1,...,N. In fact we have, for all n > 0 and for all i =1, ..., N,

{lun—un|<n}

If we fix ¢ and p; > 2, we deduce that

/ 10y (. — )
{lun—up|<n}

and so by Holder inequality with exponents p;/r; and (p;/r;)" and by simple calculations,

| 1ot =)

We obtain the same result also for p; < 2 by a slight modification. We recall that u,,

P20, — |0;up

pi_287;Uh) az(un — Uh) S 277||f||L1(Q)

P < Csn

we have 4 ‘
< Oy + Csmeas({|un — up| > 1)) 5.

converges to u in measure because u,, — w in L*(f2). So, since the above inequality
holds true for any n > 0, we obtain that du, is a Cauchy sequence in L"({2). So, by
(1.5.22), we have

0 |P 205y, — |OsulP 20w in LH(Q).
now we can pass to the limit for n — +oco in the weak formulation of (1.5.15) and we

obtain that u is a distributional solution for the equation (1.2.1).
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Now we deal with the case 1 < m < (p*), part ii) of Theorem 1.14. As above we
consider a sequence {f,} C L>(Q), such that

fo—f in L™Q) and | fallzm@ < 1 fllzm@)

and let u, be the solutions of the problems (1.5.15). We use, as a test function in the
weak formulation of (1.5.15), v = T1(Gx(u,)), to obtain

N
O RN A
i=1 “ Bk,n A

k,n
with Ay, = {|un| > k}. We get

(1.5.23) / |0;u,
Bk,n

pig/ . Vi=1,..N
Akm,

If we go on as in the case m = 1, we have

Q

Sq

Sq - ] 1 . pﬁ%zs ;z
< (;0/3 !fn\kzzo—(Hk)ﬁ) (/Q(l—l—]un])z ) ,

j
1
Y 5 < G147,
—~ (1+ k)8

Since

we obtain, by some calculations and by using Holder inequality with exponents m and

/
% 1-t
S5 (1-8)m/ m @ P
|Oiun|* < Cy || fallzmey { ] (14 [unl) (1 fun|) P :
Q Q Q

m7
for all i = 1, ..., N. Now we take s; = 0p;, with § € [0,1), such that

’E‘m
7 fs.

Bs; s
Di— S 1 — 97 Vi JRERS)
and we choose 3, such that
50 , m(1—0)
g == & f=——yp
We obtain
Om
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and therefore

SiLN Om (% %)piN
(/ |aiun|8i) <0, (/<1+|un|>me)  Wi—L..N
Q Q

By Sobolev type inequality, we have

e\ (27
(1.5.24) ltn]| 5 < Cs (/(1 + |un|)m9) ,
Q
with
. OpN
5= )
N —0p
Now we take #, such that
OpN 0 D—
pN__ Om NGB
N—6p m-—96 P(N —m)
and hence
Np-1
s-—wp- Vi=1,.. N.

l_p(N_m) (2
!

We remark that the value of §, which we obtain, is smaller than 1, since m < (p*)'.

Besides
1 <1 1)1 N
— > == & m<< —.
5* 0 m)p D

Then, if we proceed as in the case m = 1, we can pass to the limit in the approximating
problems (1.5.15) to obtain the desired result. =

1.5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.19. We take v = G (u) in (1.2.3). We have

N
0;
X

pl_Qazuasz(u):/ka(u),
Q

it implies
1

< / |ain<u>|pf)”;N < ( / ka<u>)”N.

Therefore, by (1.1.5), with r = p*, we get

1

Gl 5@y < oﬂ ([1cun)™ = [ 176w

=
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By applying Hélder inequality with exponents p* and (p*)’, due to the fact that f €

LP(Q) by (1.2.4), we obtain
NG
< Cy (/ |Gr(w) 8 ) )
0

& ( [ 1)

where Ay = {|u| > k}. Hence

1

V(L

3=
3=

We note that

which is true, since p; > 1 for every i = 1,..., N. Since f € M™(Q) and m > (p*)’, we
have
1@

1177 < 0 mes( a0y
A

Hence by applying Holder inequality with exponents p* and (p*)’ to [, |Gk(u)| and by

simplifying, we obtain

1— (P*>

(1.5.25) /\ka)y < €y meas(A) ("~ 5) (=F)

We define g(k) = [, |Gr(u)| and we recall that ¢'(k) = —meas(Ay), for almost every k
(see [51], [56]). We obtain, from (1.5.25), that

g(k)7 < —Cog'(k),

] — (1 - @) _ 1)L _ 4
with v = (1 ) (1 ﬁ*) s+ 1-—5. Therefore

m

Cy
1 —

(1.5.26) 1< —Cyg(k)g(k) ™ = ——22
5
If we are in case i) of Theorem 1.19, we note that

1
1——>0.
7

Therefore, by integrating (1.5.26) from 0 to k, we get
_1 _1
k< =Cslg(k)' ™ = g(0)' 7],

i.e.
_1 1-2
Csg(k)' ™7 < =k + Csllul 11 -
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Since g(k) is a non-negative and decreasing function, from the latter inequality we
deduce that there exists kg, such that g(ky) = 0, and so v € L*(Q2). In case ii) of
Theorem 1.19, since m = N/p, v = 1, we have

By integrating from 0 to k, we have

k HUHLl(Q)}
— < log | A&
Gy = g{ g(k)

and since the function ¢ — e! increases, we obtain

k. ||U||L1 Q k.
ev2 < W)() = g(k)e® <|lullpiq)

So, recalling that

(1.5.27) o) :/ Cr(u)] > / (Gh()| > ke meas(Ag),
Q Aok
if £ > 1, we have
k.
g(k) > meas(Azy) = meas(Ag)e® < ||lullpig)

Hence, if k > 2, we get

k
(1.5.28) meas(A;)e?2 < |lul| L q).
We prove now that the previous inequality implies that
+oo
Zekﬁmeas(Ak) < 0
k=0

with 0 < 8 < ﬁ Indeed, by (1.5.28),

—+00

ullzr@)
Zekﬁmeas(/lk) < (1+ e)meas(Q) + Z ek(1/2C2—p
k=0
Since
+oo
ZeﬁkmeaS(Ak) < 400 / Bul < 400,
k=0

ii) is proved.

To conclude, we consider case iii). In this case we have

1
1—-—-<0.
v
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Therefore,

2|~

1< Cy(g(k)' 7).
By integration from 0 to k£, we obtain
k< Clg(k)' ™ = g(0)' 73] < Cug(k)' >

and so

41 Cy
k) < 2
g9(k) <7

Therefore, by (1.5.27), it holds true that

g(k) Cs Cs
< < — )
meas(Ag,) < P A
By recalling the definition of v, we obtain

1 mN@p-1)

1—7 N —mp
so that u € M*(2). n

Now we use an idea, presented in a recent paper (see [14]), to prove the Theorem
1.23, namely the case f € M™(Q), with 1 <m < pl_.

1.5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.23. We consider a sequence { f,} C L*>(£2), such that

fo— fin M™(Q) and || fullarm) < || fllam o)

with 1 < m < (p*)’ and let u, be the solutions of the following problems, which exist

by the previous results,

N
(1.5.29) un € WP (@) N L2(Q) + =" 0i{|0un P 205u,] = fo.
=1
If e >0, and if
N(r—1)@-1
(1.5.30) S W Gt ) SV

N —rp

and r < m, we take as a test function in the weak formulation of the problems (1.5.29)
Ve = [(4+|Gr(un)])7i~ =D —g7i=(i=Y]sen(u,, ), where G} (s) has been recalled in (1.1.8)
and o; as in (1.5.30), to obtain

(1.5.31)

o5 — (pi — 1)) /\a i)

Pi(e 4+ |Gr(uy)|)7 7P / | fullvenl, Vi=1,..,N.
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We know, by the assumptions on m, that
(1.5.32) pi—1<o; <py, Vi=1,..,N.

We note that if we pass to the limit for ¢ — 0 in (1.5.31), we have, by Fatou Lemma,
and for every k,n € N,

(15.33)  [oi— (pi — 1)] /Q 10, (1)

pq 0;—Pi

< N fallzee @) llunllzoe @) < oo,

Vi=1,..,N. Soeven if 0, — p; < 0, by (1.5.33), we can apply Lemma 1.2 with

1
n) Ui_(pi—l)) " )

5= o Vi=1,..,.N

Pi 'YZ(N 1) (pz_l) ’

v = Gi(uy), 7 = s and t; = 0;/p; — 1, to obtain

(1.5.34) (/Q|Gk(un)|s) scoﬁ(/ﬂlfnlle(u

with

|z

(1.5.35)
Yriu=1 =0, Vi=1_,N
If we use Hoélder inequality with exponents » < m and 7’ in (1.5.34) and since f €

M™(Q), we have
(1.5.36)

N_4q /11,‘
( |Gk(un)|5) < 4 Cpmeas( Akn %) H (/ |G (u al (pi—1)r ) :
Q :

Agy = {|un| > k}. Hence we have to solve the following system

.

5= = Vi=1,.. N,

pivi(N—=1)— (pz_l),

(1.5.37) s=loi— (=1, Vi=1,.., N,

(SN w=1 %20, Vi=1.,N

If o; is as in (1.5.30) and

(1.5.38) _ (4 1 N —1p (1 1 1 +1 r—1
> BT ) NG (V- 1) pi) N—1 ' pr(N—1)
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it is easy to prove that
N
Zyizl and vi > 0, Vi=1,..,N.
i=1

Moreover

PNE-1)
§= ————7.
N —1rp

Therefore, we obtain

1

(1.5.39) ( /Q |Gk(un)ls)s < Oy meas(Ay,)(w) ¥

By applying Holder inequality, with exponents s and s' to [, [Gi(uy)|, from (1.5.39),

we have
N—mp

/ ‘Gk<un)| < CQ meas(Ak’n)lfm,
Q

N—mp
mN (p—1)

Theorem 1.19, we get

If we define vy =1 — and g,(k) = [, |Gk(un)|, and we proceed as in the proof of

(1.5.40) 1<~ (galk)' 7).

By the assumptions on m, we have 1 — 1/ < 0. By integrating, from 0 to k, the
inequality (1.5.40), we obtain

1 1 C
k S 04[gn(k>1 v _gn(())l ’Y] S 4271’
gn (k)7
it implies
Cs
W(k) < —=.
gn(k) < =
Using (1.5.27) again, we have
v mN(p—1)
meas(Ak,n) S kﬁJrl and E + 1= N——Tnﬁ =S

Hence the sequence {u,} is uniformly bounded in M?*(Q2). For O;u,, we proceed as
follows. We use as a test function v = T} (Gg(u,)) in the weak formulation of problems
(1.5.29), and we have

> [ TGl < [IRIBG) < [ 1A

k,n
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Now we use the assumptions on f,, and the fact that u, is uniformly bounded in M*(£2),

and we obtain

N
(1.5.41) Z/ |0,y
i=1 Y Br.n

with By, = {k < |u,| < k+1}. We note that

1

" < Cpmeas(A) F < G
k0w

Y

1
0<5(1——>§1 & 1<m<(pY,
m

and that for 0 < 6 < 1, we have that

(k=1 1
1—46 38

j=1
For k > 1, we have, by (1.5.41) and the definition of By,

N k—1

1 1
> / O3T ()P < Nimeas() + Cy 3 ———~ < Csk'=*(77),
i=1 7 j=1 js(lfﬁ)

It implies
/ 0T ()P < Ci k' —0-%).
Q

So we obtain
tPimeas({|u,| < k} N {|0u,| > t}) <

<

/{|Un|<k}ﬂ{|<9¢un|>t}

Since we also have
meas({|iu,| > t}) < meas({|0;un| > t, |u,| < k})+

1 1

tmeas({[un| > k1) < Cg = (175) T O Vi=LloN
If we minimize on k, we find k = k*(t), such that
meas({|Oju,| > t}) < %, Vi=1,..N,
with N 1)
Si:pi]_?(N;iTn), Vi=1,..,N.

|8zun|pZ < / |aiun|pi < C18 kjlis(li%)? V= 17
{lun|<k}

Hence {0;u,} is uniformly bounded in M*® () for all i = 1,..., N. To pass to the limit
in (1.5.29), we proceed as in Theorem 1.14, by the property of M™(2) and so we can

conclude the proof of Theorem 1.23.
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Now we prove the results concerning the regularity of the weak solution of problem
(1.4.2). This Theorem has been showed in [76]. In order to be complete we report the
proof of this result but here we give a little different proof.

1.5.5. Proof of Theorem 1.29. We use as a test function in the weak formulation
of the problem (1.4.2) v = Gg(u), as in (1.1.8), we obtain

/|(9’LL|10Z 28u8Gk /f,c‘?Gk
\

Z /Q |0iGr(u) " < Z /Q | £:0:Gr(u)

We apply Holder inequality, with exponents p; and p}, to each term of the sum which
appears to the second member of the previous inequality, we get

ﬁ/g DG () < ﬁ (/A I ) (/Q 9G() )

where Ay = {z € Q : |u(x)| > k}. Now we use Young inequality, for any i = 1, ..., N,

we obtain

N N N
’ g
0;Gr(u) Pt < C, / ;[P — /@G w)|P
;;ﬂ] () S [ e 3 [ oG

By simplifying, we obtain

(- 5) % fpoc

By choosing € : 1 —¢/p; > 0, we get
N
[ocr <ay [ 15
& i=1 Y Ak
4
) , Vi=1,.. N.

([l|3in(U)|pi)p;N ((le/ |fil?

Therefore, by Sobolev inequality (1.1.5) with r» = p*, we get

v .
wmmm@saﬂ(mmmmﬂ

=1

)P < COZ/ |fl|pz

IN
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PN N
) ol
=1 k

N N
< C C | fi

By Hélder inequality with exponents m;/p; and (m;/p;)’, for any i = 1, ...,
N 7
1Ge(u)ll 17 ) < Cs (Z 1fill7: (Ak)l_pi/mi>
i=1
Finally, for
/
(1.5.42) fy:mjn{ —ﬁ},
) ml
k > ko and ko such that meas(Ag,) <1
(1.5.43) ||Gk(u)||L5* @ < Cimeas(Ay)7.
If we apply again Holder inequality with exponent p* and (p*)’ to [, |Gr(u

/Q|Gk(U)| < (/Qle@”p*)pl*meas(Ak)l—p*

Therefore, by (1.5.43) we have
/ |Gr(u)| < Cy meas(Ak)%H_%*.
We put g(k) = [, |Gr(u)|, then ¢'(k) = —meas(Ay) (see [51], [5

g(k)7 575 < —Cs (k).

We define .
__ pDp
P +Pppt—D
then
/ —« 05 1—a\/
(1.5.44) 1< =Crg (R)g(k) ® = —==(g(])" .

We remark that

. pi| N
l—a>0 < min - — — > 1,

as in (1.4.3). By integration from 0 to k of (1.5.44), we have
k< =Cslg(k)™" = 9(0)™]

4
Cs g(k)' ™" < —k + Cs|lull

=

N, we obtain

)| we get

6]). We obtain
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Since g(k) is a non-negative and decreasing function there exists k such that g(k) = 0
and so u € L>(9).

By using the same techniques of Theorem 1.4 iii), by Lemma 1.2, we prove also the
Theorem 1.31. This problem has been already studied in [25], but we present a more
simple proof using the new Lemma 1.2, presented in Section 1.1.

1.5.6. Proof of Theorem 1.31. Also in this case we use as a test function v =
| Ty (w) |97 Ty, (u), for all j = 1,..., N, in the weak formulation of problem (1.4.2), where
Ty is as in (1.1.7) and ¢,’s are positive real numbers that we will choose later. We obtain

St

N Pjtj pjtj
r<ay [ AT )
=1

N
COZ/ | T (u)[P 10, Tj(u) ;T (u)],
i=1 v

vV j=1,...,N. By applying Young inequality, it holds true

N
i=1

V j=1,..,N. Now we choose € such that Cy — C; &= > 0, for all i = 1, ..., N, we have

Ppi

N

> (- ) [mriomi

=1

AT,

P}

T ()| Vj=1,..,N.

/Q TP T < G / 5

By Holder inequality, with exponents m;/p; and (m;/p;)’, it holds
1—Pi\ Pj

([mwrpmnor)” <c Z(/\fm) ( [+ mwpprome)

vV j=1,...,N. Recalling that ;1 = min;{m;/p,}, we arrive to the following inequality

/ —

!

N
p; P

N

ﬂl (/Q ‘Tk<“>|p”"laka(U)lpj)é <o (Y (/Q<1 + |Tk(u)|>”iiﬁ“>1_m

=1

Now we can use Lemma 1.2, we obtain

iz

N_q

(1.5.45) (/QITk(U)IS)p < Cs ﬁ:(/(lﬂTk(u)DW)l_m 7
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with
- 1+tj .
$ = S IN-D-151/p; forall j =1,..., N,

(1.5.46)
Z;.V:lyjzl, v >0, forallj=1,.. N.

We also want in (1.5.45) s = tj%i“, for any j =1,..., N. So we must solve the following
o

system
_ 14t o
s = sowv—n—rim VJ=L.N,
_ tipip .
S = Lj17 W j—]_7 7N7
\Zévzl%':l, v >0 and ¢; >0, Vj=1,..,N.

By the first two equations in the previous system, after some lengthy but easy calcula-

tions, we get

pw—1 .
(1.5.47) t— Y i=1,..N
Tl (N =1) = (p = )] = (p—1)
and
1 1 N-p
(1.5.48) v = L o P vV j=1,.,N

p;i(N —1) + pp;(N —1) +ﬁNM(N— 1)’

It is simple to show that Zjvzl v =1, v > 0 and t; > 0, by our assumptions of m;’s.
Moreover, by the choice of ¢; and 7;, we obtain
Npp

N —pp

Therefore
|75 (w)]

By Fatou Lemma we can pass to the limit as k — +00, we obtain

Ls(Q) < 06, V keN.

[ullzs @) < Cr.
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1.6. Entropic solutions

In this section we want to extend a definition of solution, introduced for the first
time in [11], which allows us to prove a uniqueness result and a existence result for
1 <p<2—1/N. In the previous pages we have seen that there exists a distributional
solution for the problem (1.2.1), namely u belongs to W, (Q), such that

N
Z/{2|3¢U|p"_2@u@i¢=/ﬂf¢, vV ¢ e (),

if f e L™(Q2) with m < p._. Before all it is necessary to introduce functional spaces on
Q.

DEFINITION 1.35. ’]]icl(Q) is the set of measurable functions u : {2 — R such that
for any & > 0 the truncation function Ty(u), as in (1.1.7), belongs to W-!(Q).

DEFINITION 1.36. Set 1 < p; < oo, for all i = 1,...,N. ’261’(’”)(9) is the set of
measurable functions u : 2 — R such that for any & > 0 the truncation function T} (u)
belongs to Wol’(pi)(Q).

Before giving the definition of the entropy solution we present the following result.

LEMMA 1.37. For all u € 761’(73")((2), a unique, measurable function v; : Q@ — R, for
every i1 =1,..., N, exists such that

3iTk(U) = Ui X{zeQ:|u(z)|<k} @-€.
Moreover, if u € Wy'P)(Q), v; = du.

We do not show this result because the proof is pretty much the same of which in

[11]. Now we can define the entropy solution for the problem (1.2.1).

DEFINITION 1.38. Set f € L'(Q). A function u € T;"%(Q) is a entropy solution of
(1.2.1) if

(1.6.1) i:;/g EX

VE>0 and V e WyP(Q)nLeQ).

pi_Q&'u@iTk(u —p) < / fTe(u— )
Q

REMARK 1.39. We note that the above inequality is well defined because u €
7617(”)(9)-
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Now we want to prove that the solution, which we have found in the previous sections
by approximation methods, is an entropy solution. We have already proved in Chapter
1 (see i) of Theorem 1.14 and its proof) that the solutions u, of approximating problems
(1.5.15) converge to u in Wo'*(Q) with

8; < wpi,
p(N —1)

Moreover Tj,(uy,) — Ty (u) weakly in Wy'®?(€) and also f, — f in L(€2). So we have

ngrfoo/gfnTk(un —p) = /Qka(U — )

Now by Fatou Lemma, we have
N
lim inf / Oiuy,
n—-+00 ; Q |
N
> lim inf / Oiuy,
>t
N
+ lim inf / Oip
n—-—+00 ; Q |
N
>3 JALE
+Z/|8g&|p’ 20;00; Ty, (u — @ Z/|8u|p’ 20;u0; Ty, (u — ).

Hence wu satisfies (1.6.1) and so it is an entropy solution.

Vi=1,..N.

pi_QaiunaiTk(un - SO) Z

P20, — |0;

2050l 0T (un — @)+

Pi20,00; Ty (U, — @) >

pi_28iu — |8Zg0

P20;0)0, Tk (u — )+

Now we prove the following result.

PROPOSITION 1.40. Set u an entropy solution for the problem (1.2.1). Then u be-
N(p—1) N(p-1)
longs to M N7 (Q) and O;u belongs to MP N (Q), foralli=1,...,N.

PROOF. We choose ¢ = 0 as a test function in (1.6.1), we have

N
0;
X

P 20ud () < [ FT(w) < Kl o
Q
U
N
> [ TP < kil
=1 Q
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It implies

(1.6.2) /Q 10,T (1)

Hence we obtain

([ om

ﬂ ([ o7

Now we use the anisotropic Sobolev inequality (1.1.5), with r = p* and v = Tj(u) and

[ 17w

W meas(4) < [ TP < [ B < Callfl ok
A Q

pi Sk“fHLl(Q), V 2217,N

1

bi S kpiNHfHLa(Q), YV i = 1,...,N

Y

, IHLN 1 1
) < K11

we obtain

- T
"< CO”f”fl(Q)k .

So

that implies

p2l
OOHfol(Q)

p*(p—1)
P

(1.6.3) meas(Ag) <

Hence
N(p—
u € M -

[

)

sl
=2

Now we consider (1.6.2), we have

/ 0T ()P = / B > / O
Q {lu|<k} {|u|<k}N{|0;u|>B}

> FPmeas({|u|] < k} N {|0u| > 8})

Pi >

and so
kIl fllz1

(1.6.4) meas({|u| <k, |Oju| > [}) < B

for all i =1, ..., N. Then, for all £ > 0, we obtain
meas({|0;u| > B}) = meas({|0;u| > G, |u| < k})+

+meas({|0u] > 5, |u| > k}) < meas({|0;u| > B, |u| < k}) + meas({|u| > k}) <
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=%

SMUMmD+GMW5@

T = Vi=1,..N,
by (1.6.3) and (1.6.4). We minimize on respect to k. We consider the function
(k) =Cy ﬁ]; + Oy p*(lz;n
We have
(k) = ;)1 el 2" (1)
So

Now we get

—p;p* (p—1) —p;P* (p—1) —p;Pp" (P—1)

1/)( ) Cs 37 @-D+p 1)+p + Ce 7 E-1+7 0 = = Cr, 37 F-D+7 ,

Hence
—p; P (p—1)
meas({|0;u| > B}) < C7B7 -0+
foralli=1,...,N. So@uEMpWN 1>(Q)forallz—1 L N. n

REMARK 1.41. We observe that if p; = 2 for all i = 1,..., N (or equivalently p; = p
for all ¢ = 1,..., N), we obtain the classic result (see [11]), namely u € M%(Q) and
Vue M™1(Q).

REMARK 1.42. We note that

pN@—U
BN —1)
is the same exponent that we have found in Theorem 1.14, as we expect according to
the isotropic classic case.

Now we can prove the following result.
THEOREM 1.43. The entropy solution of problem (1.2.1) is unique.
For the following proof we use techniques introduced in [69].

PROOF. Let u be the entropy solution satisfying the regularity properties stated

in the previous propositions, obtained by approximation, as in Theorem 1.14. It is



1.6. ENTROPIC SOLUTIONS 35

sufficient to show that every entropy solution of (1.2.1) coincides with u. Let z be a

second entropy solution, so z € Tl’(p 1)((2) and

Z/|8z|pl 28Tkz— /kaZ—

for all k € RT\ {0} and for all o € W’ (®:) (Q) N L>(Q). Taking ¢ = u,, because we
know that u,, € Wol’(pi)(Q) N L>() (see the proof of Theorem 1.14), we get

N
(1.6.5) Z/ 02| 20,20, Ti (2 — uy) < / fTie(z — uy).
— Ja 0

Now we choose Tj(z —u,) as test function in the weak formulation of problems (1.5.15).
It is possible since u,, € L*(Q2) and z € 761’(“)((2) and hence Ty (z — u,) belongs to
Wy #9(Q) for all k> 0. We have

(1.6.6) —Z/ | D,

Then adding (1.6.5) to (1.6.6), we obtain

i /Q 1012

We note that the integral in the left hand side is non-negative, and it is bounded

Pim201, 0 T (2 — up) = /fnTk Z = Up).

P20,z — |Osu,,

P20, |0 Th(2 — ) < /Q (F = F)Tk(z — un).

from above by a constant C} k, independent on n. Moreover the integrand function,
[10:2[Pi720;2 — |Osun|Pi 2 05un |0 Ti (2 — ), goes to [|0sz[Pi—20;2 — |Oyu|Pi—20;u) 0; Ty, (2 — u)
a.e., for all ¢+ = 1,..., N. Hence, by using Fatou Lemma, we can pass to the limit as

n — 400, we get

Pim20;z — |OpulPi20u) 0 Th(z — u) < 0,

N
3 / 102
i=1 Y
and so, we obtain
N
> [ otz - wp <o,
— Ja

if p; > 2. By the arbitrary choice of k, we have z = u a.e. in €. It is possible to obtain
the same result, by a slight modification, also if 1 < p; < 2, but for simplicity we omit
the proof. -






CHAPTER 2

Elliptic problems with natural growth terms

In this chapter we deal with some elliptic problems, as (1.2.1), studied in the first
chapter, with the presence of lower order terms, with respect to the gradient of w,
which play the role of perturbation terms. These terms are called natural growth terms
because they have the same growths of the operator (I.1), and they naturally appear if
we write the Euler-Lagrange equation, associated to some functionals of the Calculus of
Variations. But the boundary value problems, which we study may not be the Euler-
Lagrange equation of some functionals. So we will use direct methods to solve these
kinds of problems. We see that a sign condition on lower order terms plays a crucial role
in finding solutions of our problems, since it allows us to easily obtain a priori estimates
from the equation. On the other hand if this assumption fails to hold true we may not
even have solutions. Moreover we prove that an extra assumption allows us to show an
extra regularity for the solutions of the problems, presented in this chapter, even if the
datum only belongs to L'(£2). Also this additional condition is useful to obtain a priori
estimate in the energy space Wol’(pi)(Q).

2.1. Lower order terms without sign assumptions

In this first section we prove the existence of a solution for the following problem

— ZZ]\LI Oi[|0sulPi—20u] + pou = ZZ]\; bi(x,u, Vu) + f on Q,
(2.1.1)
u=">0 on 0f),
where g9 > 0,
f € Lm(Q)7 m > _*p—7 ]_)* > DN
p —DPN

bi(z,5,6) : QxR xRY - R

is a Carathéodory function, for all ¢+ = 1,..., N and there exists v > 0 such that the
following inequality is true for all (s,£) € R x RY and a.e. 2 € Q

(2.1.2) |bi(x, 8, &) < v|&]|P Vi=1,..,N,
37
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or more in general
N

(2.1.3) S il 5,61 < 7 Sl

i=1 i=1

First of all we note that it is impossible to use Leray-Lions Theorem (as in Chapter 1)
because the b;’s terms are not bounded and we do not have any information concerning
on their sign. To prove an existence result for (2.1.1) we use approximating techniques
and some results presented in Chapter 1. We also observe that the term, which appear
in left side hand of the equation in (2.1.1), allows us to achieve an existence results.
In fact if gy = 0 already in the isotropic case (i.e. p; = 2 for all i = 1,..., N) we have
a simple counterexample to the existence of solutions for the problem (2.1.1). In the
following section we see that if we assume a sign condition on b;, for i = 1,.., N, we can
even choose gy = 0.

We highlight that it is also possible to take a unique function b instead of a sum of
b;’s, if it satisfies, V (5,€) € R x RV a.e. x € Q, and v > 0, the following condition

(2.1.4) |b(x, s,&)

Vi=1,.,N.

But the first possibility is more natural always by considering the relation between these
problems and some functionals of the Calculus of Variation. As a matter of fact, if we
consider the following functional

(2.1.5) J(v) zﬁ;%/ﬂa(x,v) —/va,

where a is a bounded, smooth function, we obtain the following Fuler-Lagrange equation

—Z@ (x,u)|0u|P™ 26u+z (x,u)|QulP = f,

i=1
and in the right hand side a sum appears. We also note that, obviously, the problem
(2.1.1) does not correspond to the Euler-Lagrange equation of a functional, as (2.1.5).
Indeed if a(x,u) =1 then a'(x,u) = 0 and so we find the problem (1.2.1) not (2.1.1).
To fix the ideas, one can consider, as a special example of (2.1.1), the Dirichlet
problem:

P20) + pou =y YO0 |9

— >, 0| P f oon Q,
(2.1.6)

u=20 on 0.
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Moreover we remark that since f € L™(Q), with m > p*/(p* —pn), we also must assume
p* > py and so p,, = Pp*. We think that this hypothesis is technical, like we will see
better in the following.

We have the result below.

THEOREM 2.1. Let f € L™(Q), m >p*/(p* —pNn), P > pn and
i) bi(z,5,€): QxR xRY — R is a Carathéodory function, for alli=1,...,N;
ii) there exists v > 0, such that the following inequality is true for all (s,&) €
R x RN and a.e. v €Q

(2.1.7) |bi(, 5, 8)] < 7[&

Then there exists a function u € Wol’(pi)(Q) N L>®(Q), weak solution for the problem
(2.1.1), namely

N N
(2.1.8) Z/ |aiu|pi_28iuai90+ﬁ‘0/u90:Z/bi(xaua VU)%0+/fSD
=1 /8 @ i=1 /¢ @

for all o € W' P(Q) N L®(Q).

PV i=1,..N.

The idea of the proof is taken from [29] (see also [13]). We consider for any n € N
the approximating problems

N N
(2.1.9) Z/ |0y, ”"_28iun8ig0+uo/ungozZ/b?(x,un,Vun)go—l—/fngo
i=1 7 Q i=1 Y9 Q

Vo e WoP(Q)n L2(Q)

where : )
n . bl 3:7875 -
b} (x,8,§) = 5 Lo, 5, 8)] Vi=1,.,N
" f(x)
x
so that
(2.1.10)

b7 (z,8,)| < [bi(z,5,§)| and |fu(z)| < |[f(z), Vi=1,.,N, and n€N
and

(2.1.11) b (z,5,€)] <n and |[f.(z)] <n, Vi=1,..,N, and neN.
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Then there exists a solution w,, € W(]l’(pi)(Q) of (2.1.9) by a simple modification of

classic Leray-Lions Theorem. This solution is also bounded because f € L™(2) with

m > ,*ZN > %, (see Theorem 1.4 i) in Section 1.2). We divide the proof in several

2.1.1. A priori estimates. We prove the following result.

LEMMA 2.2. There exist 3 > 1 and a constant C' > 0, not depending on n, such that

N

(2.1.12) Z/ O
i=1 /9

PROOF. We use as a test function in (2.1.9), ¢ = (e®P¥unl —1)sgn(u,,), where 5 > 1

is a real number, that we will fix later, because u,, € Wol’(pi)(Q) N L>(2). We have, by
(2.1.7) and (2.1.10)

N
oov > [ fou,
i=1 78
N
i=1 7

Pi oBpN [un] <C.

Pi PPN [un| "'_NO/ ‘un‘(eﬁpmun\ _ 1) <
Q

pieﬁpN|un|_|_/ ‘f‘(eﬁpmun\ _1)'
Q

Hence

N
(BPN—’Y)Z/ ‘aiun pieﬁPNlun|+lu0/ ‘unKeﬁleunl_l) §/\f|(eﬁp1\’|u" _1).
PRV Q Q

By recalling that (e — 1) > (e! — 1)? for every p > 1, and that for every M > 1 there
exists t* such that (e?* — 1) < M(e* — 1)? for ¢ > t*, we obtain

N

- az n

(Brn —7) ;:1/Q| u

ﬁpN\un| ﬂPNlun\ 1) + IBPN‘“n|_1 <
/|f| 1) = /|un>t*}|f|( ) /|un< }|f|(€ )

<M [ 1 = G [ 1

Now we apply the Holder inequality with exponents m and m/, to obtain

N
(Bpn =) Z/ Oy [Pl len] Mo/ [t (71! — 1) <
i=1 79 Q

Pi PN |un| +MO/ ’un’(eﬁlunl _ 1)PN <
Q
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1

SAﬂumwm(Awmn—wMW) + Collf .

with px > py), we use the

Since py < pym' < p*, (pym’ < p* < m > 5*71;1\,

interpolation inequality to have

N
(m)N_W)Z/ | D, [P P 1un ] +,u0/ || (eP10nl — 1)PN <
i=1 79 &

Un 1-6 Un (%
< M| fllmlle®™ ! = 1l e =115 o) + Coll fll 1o

Now we apply Young inequality with exponents % and 6, to obtain

N
(ﬁpN - 7) Z/ |aiun|pieﬁpmun| + ,UJU/ |un|(eﬁlun| - 1)1?1\7 S
i=1 79 Q

PN

< g(M||f||Lm(Q))$ (/ﬂ(eﬂunl _ 1)p*) i C’E/Q(eﬂu"| _ 1)’PN + COHf”Ll(Q)-

By Lemma 1.1, we obtain

N
(5PN—”Y)Z/Q’@‘%

Pi PN |un] +M0/ ’un’(eﬁlunl _ 1)PN <
Q

N
< e(M]|f || (s F CPY NP1 pon—n Z/ 0,(ePel — 1yt
i=1 79
+CE/(eﬁ|un| _ 1)PN + Co||f||L1(Q) =
Q
N
— (M| ||y $CPN NPY 1 pov Z/ 3| Dhs, PPl
i=1 /9

+Q/@W"—WW+%Whmy
Q

We choose 3 > 1 such that Spy — v > 0 and, since €' > 1 for any ¢ > 0 and p; < py for
any ¢ = 1, ..., N, we have

N
(ﬁPN—V)iZI/QWiUn

Pi PPN [un| —l—,uo/ |un|(eﬁ|“"| _ 1)pN <
Q

N
< e(M]| fllzmay) s PN NP¥ =1 BN =1 gex Z/ | Oyt [P €PN ]
i=1 /9
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—i—CE/(em“” — )PV + Col| fll 1)
Q

Setting Cy = (M||fHLm(Q))%CfNszvleprmﬁpN’ we get

[(Bpy — ) — ey Z/Q O3y,

Pi BN |un] +MO/ \un|(em“"| _ 1)pN <
9

<c. / (]~ 1P 1 Coll fllzren.
(9]

We take e such that (Spy — ) — eCy > 0 and we note that

,uo/ |un|(€>\|un\ —1)PN > Ho/ |un|(em“"| —1)PV > CE/ (eﬁ\unl — 1)PV,
Q {lun|> 2} {lun|> 52}

Therefore, since

Ce/(em“" — 1PN = Ca/ (eﬂlunl —1)PY 4 Cs/ (eﬁlwl — 1)PV,
Q {Jun|>52} {Jun|< 52}

we have

Pi oBPN |un| <

(B =) —<Cal Y / 1Byt

o
<C. (€71l — 1PN 4+ Col| fll L1y < Cs/(eﬁ“o — PN + Col| fll 1 (@)
Q

Ce
{Jun| <S5}

At the end we get (2.1.12). "

The consequence of this lemma is that

N
(2.1.13) Z/ O
i=1 7

Now we claim the following lemma.

Pi < (.

LEMMA 2.3. There ezists a constant C' > 0, not depending onn such that ||ty L) <
C.

PRrROOF. We proceed like in the previous Lemma. We put, as test function in (2.1.9),
@ = (ePrnlGktun)l — 1)sgn(u,), where 3 > 1 is a real number that we will choose later.
We have

N
5w > [ 10unlP 200Gl )P g [ (eI 1) <
i=1 /9 Q
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N
i=1 7§

(PGl _ 1) +/ |F|(A1Ckm] _ 1y,
Q

Therefore

(Brn —7) Z/Q 10;Gy, (1)

/|f| (PGl _ 1)

If we use that (e?* — 1) > — 1)? for all p > 1 and that exists M > 1 such that
(Pt —1) < M(e' — 1)? for t > t*, we obtain

N
(Bpn — ) Z/ |ain(un>|pieﬁpN|Gk(un)| + MO/ |un|(eﬂ\Gk(un)| — 1)y <
=179 @

<Co [ M [ o -1
{Jun|>k} Q

We apply Holder inequality with exponents m > 1 and m' to the second term of the

Pi PPN |Gr(un)| MO/ ’un’(eﬁpN|Gk(un)| —1)<
Q

above expression, we have

(Bpn — ) Z/Q 10,Gr(un)

P o |G () +uo/ | (G- )] _ 1ypn <
Q

1
m!

<Co [ Ml ([ @ = )
{lunl>k} Q

Since py < pym’ < p*, by interpolation inequality, we get

(o =) Y. /Q Yen

1-6
< Co/ |f| + MHfHLm(Q) (/ (€3|Gk(un)\ _ 1):01\/) (/ (eﬁle(unH _ 1)p*)
{lun|>k} Q Q

By Young inequality with exponents % and @, we obtain

(Bow =) Y. /Q RYen

un) Pi PN |G (un)] + MO/ ’un’(eﬂ\Gk(Un)l _ 1)PN <
Q

3
ﬁi‘z
)

) pieﬂpN|Gk<un)|+M0/ iy | (PIGx ] _ 1y
Q

oy

< CO/ |f| + g(MHfHLm(Q))% (/ (eﬁ\Gk(Unﬂ _ 1)p*> P* el /<65|Gk(u7z)| _ 1)101\1.
{lun|>k} Q Q
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We remark, since py > p; for alli =1,..., N and e’ > 1 for all ¢t > 0,

i | 106t

N
Pi oPPN |G (un)| > Z/ 10;Gr(uy,)
i=1 79

N
<)
> O ePPNIGr(un)l _
> f o |
We choose (3 > 1, such that Spy — v > 0 and we apply Lemma 1.1, we have

gy 1
3 = / 1041kl _ )i >
=1 7 J9

Bp G Un, * i
OlNN 1 - (/(6 N| k( )l — |)p> .

{ﬁPN -

Cy _€(M||f||Lm(Q))é:| (/Q(eﬂek(unﬂ B 1)})*) *
+(pok — C-) /

(eﬁ\Gk(unN — 1)V < Co/ /1.

We take € such that [B’”CY—;” — €(M||f||Lm(Q))%:| > (0 and then we choose k such that
(uok — Ce) > 0, we have

Pi oPPilGr(un)| >

pi

s
=

&
<

¥

Oy | NGl _ 1|§]§*<m 4 Oyl NGr I;XN(Q) < /{l - |f]
Un |>

Since ¢! — 1 > ¢ for any ¢ > 0 and using Holder inequality with exponents p* and (p*)/,
we obtain

ﬁ/ﬂ |Gr(u,)| < /Q(eﬁle(“”) —-1) < meas(Akvn)l_

1
o </ (eBICkn)l _ 1)17*) o
Q

where Ay, = {x € Q: |u,(z)| > k}. Hence we use the previous estimate and we obtain

5 [[1Gutun)] < meas(Ar) € ( /{ . |f|) "

Now we apply Holder inequality with exponents m and m’, we have

1
pnm™m

5 / Gilaun)| < meas(Ag,n) 5 Cs |[£173 oy meas(Ag) 25
Q

Py -1
= Cs || fl ;o (ymeas(Ax,n)
We remark that
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We put

nk) = [ 1Gu(w)l, we have g (k) = ~meas( s,
as in many proofs of the risults presented in Chapter 1. Therefore

=%
P pN™

gn(k>5*me,me+E*m*5* S _06 g:l(k)

—C _ P'pym
1 < 7*6 (gn(l{:)l F*me_me_,'_ﬁ*m_ﬁ* )/,
- _ b pNm
1 p*pNmM—pNmMAP* M—p*

where 3
P'pNm

p'pnm —pym +pm —p*
always due to the assumptions on m. If we integrate the previous expression from 0 to

1-— >0

k, we obtain

. =%
— (g (k) TR _ || || FIVIN T

k< —
- _ b pnm
p*pNm—pNmAp*m—p*

By (2.1.13) estimate we can say that a constant C7 > 0 exists, which does not depend
on n, such that

[unl L) < Cr.
Hence we have

Ppym

Cgn(k) ™ Fonminmiz e < —k + Cy.

If & > Cy, the function g, (k) becomes negative; but it is impossible because g, (k) is a
decreasing and positive function. So there exists ko such that g, (ko) = 0. Hence

(2.1.14) [unll @) < C,
where C' does not depend on n. [

If we want a solution for the problem (2.1.1) we have to pass to the limit in the
approximating problems. By (2.1.13) we have, up to subsequence, that u € VVO1 P )(Q)
exists, such that

(2.1.15) Vu, = Vu in LP*(Q),
(2.1.16) u, — u in LP1(Q)
and

(2.1.17) Up — u a.e. in .
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By estimate (2.1.14), we also have that g € L*>°(Q2) exists such that u, —* ¢g in L>(Q)
and, since 2 is a finite measure set, u, — g in LP*(€2). Hence, by (2.1.16), g = u and

U, —* u.

2.1.2. The strong convergence of the approximate solutions. Now we want
to prove that the sequence of the approximate solutions strong convergence in I/VO1 (Po) (Q).
We take as a test function in (2.1.9), ¢, = (e®P~lvn=4l —1)sgn(u, —u), where (3 is a real
parameter that we will choose later. We get

N
ﬁpNZ/ |Oiu,
i=1 7

N
:Z/b?(@umvun)@n"_/fn@n‘
i=1 79 Q

We add and subtract the term

N
v [ fow
i=1 7

Q

p"_28iu8,~(un _ u)eﬁpmun—u|7

we obtain

p"_28iun — |81U

pi_za,-u]@-(un — u)e’BPN|“”_“| <

N
oov > [ llo,
i=1 7§
N
< —5PNZ/ |0;u
i=1 Y
N
+’YZ/ !@un!%wr/lfwnl-
i=1 Q Q

We note, since p; > 1 and py > p; for any i = 1, ..., N, that

N N N
> [ 1o, <2 Y [ (o - P, + 23 [ o
i=1 7 i=1 79 i=1 7

Moreover, for all i, the following inequality holds, if p; > 2 (it is possible to obtain the

P2 0iud; (w, — w)elPylm—ul — ,uo/ Un P+
Q

i
ngn'

same result also for 1 < p; < 2 for all 7),

(|05, P20, — |0;u pi_z&-u]&-(un —u) > Co|0i(uy — u)

pi

We have N
(Cotpy =2 S [ 10, — uprein v <
i=1 /0
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N
~oon' Y- [ 10
i=1 /&
N
—m/w%+ﬁ”*2jﬁ%@%+/ﬁ%h
Q — Ja Q

We fix 5 such that C) = Cyfpy — ¥2P¥ 1 > 0 we obtain

A3 [t < o3 [

N
(2.1.18) _ﬂﬂ/unﬁon"”YQleZ/ ’aiupiSOn‘f‘/ | foonl.
Q i=1 /9 @

Now we claim that all the terms of the right hand side of the previous inequality go to
0. By (2.1.17), we get that ¢, — 0 a.e. on 2, and we also obtain |p,| < Cy by the

continuity of exponential function and the uniform boundedness in L*>°(Q) of u,, and u.

pi*Q@-ua@(un _ u)eﬁpwluwu\_’_

pi— 23 u0; ( )eﬁpN‘un*ul_l’_

Hence
¢ — 0 in LF(Q).
Therefore
/ ‘82u pigpn - 07
Q
[ 1red =0,
Q

and

—,uo/ Uppp — 0.
Q

We also have that the first term in the right side hand of (2.1.18), goes to zero. So the

sequence strong converges in I/VO1 (P L)(Q)

2.1.3. Passing to the limit in the approximate problems. Now we can pass
to the limit in the approximate problems (2.1.9). We have

N N
> [ 1ol 000 — Y- [ oaP-oui.
i=1 YO i=1 7O

Ah¢%1ﬁ%
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since f,, — fin L™(Q2) and ¢ € L*>(Q2). Moreover

NO/Un¢_>NO/U<Pa
Q Q
by (2.1.16) and

/ b (2, U, Vg ) — / b (z,u, Vu)p, Vi=1,.., N,

Q Q

since J;u,, — O;u in measure, by the strong convergence in I/VO1 (P ’)(Q) So we also have
b (2, U, V) — b (2, u, Vu), Vi=1., N

in measure, since b is a Caratheodory function for all i = 1, ..., N. Moreover, thanks to
the assumption (2.1.7) it also strongly converges in L'(2), for all i = 1, ..., N and hence

b (2, U, Vup ) — b (z,u, Vu)p, in L'Y(Q) Vi=1,..N.
We get that, for all ¢ € Wy P)(Q) N L=(Q),

N N
Z/ [ pf281u8iso+uo/us022/bi(fc,u, Vu)<p+/f<p
i=1 /9 Q i=1 79 @

and so we have a weak solution for the problem (2.1.9). n

REMARK 2.4. We note that we have used the assumptions p* > py in order to apply
the interpolation inequality. Moreover we know by Theorem 1.4 that w,, solutions of
approximating problems (2.1.9), belong to L>*(Q2) also if f € L™(Q2), with N/p < m <
p*/(p* — pn). So we think that also for these values of m, we should have the same
result. Moreover if Theorem 2.1 holds for m > % we do not need to assume p* > py.

2.2. Lower order terms with sign conditions

In this section we prove the existence of a solution for the following problem
N
—22i-1 Oil|Giu

we WrPNQ),  g(r,u,Vu) € LNQ), Yi=1,..,N.

(Z gi(z,u,Vu) € LI(Q)>

=1

Pim20u] + Efil gi(z,u,Vu) = f in Q,
(2.2.1)

where g;(z,u, Vu) are nonlinearities with natural growths respect to the gradient of wu,
for all i = 1, ..., N, which satisfy the sign condition g;(z, s,&)s > 0. We also assume that
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f belongs either to L®)(Q), (or to the dual space of Wol’(pi)(Q)), or to L'(Q). In the
second case we also suppose that |g;(x,s,&)| > v|&

Pi for all 4, and for |s| sufficiently
large. Let g; : Q@ x R x RY — R a Carathéodory function such that, for almost every
x € Qand for all s € R and £ € RV,

(2.2.2) gi(x,8,&)s >0, Vi=1..,N,

(2.2.3) |9i(x, 5, €)] < b(|s]) &

or more in general

P Y i=1,.,N,

2
)

(2.2.4) Z |9i(, 5,€)| < b(|5!)z &

where b : R — R is a continuous and nondecreasing function. Finally we assume one of

the following two assumptions:
(2.2.5) fe [Wé’(p”(ﬂ)] :
with * we denote the dual space of Wol’(pi)(Q), or

fe LY (),
(2.2.6) and there exists ¢ > 0 and v > 0 such that
gi(, 8,8)] = 7|&[P when || >0, Vi=1,..,N.

We have the following result.

THEOREM 2.5. Under the assumptions (2.2.2), (2.2.3) and either (2.2.5) or (2.2.6),
there exists at least a weak solution for (2.2.1), that is u € Wol’(pi)(Q) such that

N N
(2.2.7) Z/ |Oiu pi_23z‘uai%0+2/gi(%u7 VU)SOZ/f%
=179 i=1 /9 Q

for all o € Wy'P(Q) N L=(€).

To fix the ideas we can take like a model problem the following

- Zi\il ai“ai“ pi_zaiu] +u Zi\il |(9iu

Pi = f on
(2.2.8)
u=0 on 90
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We observe that the solution of (2.2.1) is a solution of finite energy (u € Wol’(pi)(Q))
even if f € L'(Q). It seems to be strange since for f € L'(€Q) the solution u of

— SN OG0 = f in Q,

u=0 on 09,

is known to only belong to Wol’(s")(Q) forall 1 <s; < ;V(S?}:B pi (see Theorem (1.14) i),

Section 1.2). But this better regularity of u is due to the second part of assumption

(2.2.6). In other words the sense of the result that we prove is that the term with natural
growth, satisfying (2.2.6), brings an extra regularity to the solutions for the problem
(2.2.1) with L'-data even implying the existence of solutions in W, (P Z)(Q) The role of
(2.2.6) is to give an a priori estimate in the energy space I/VO1 (P i)(Q), which allows us
to deal with the lower order terms with natural growth. Under the assumption (2.2.5)
it is also true that ug;(z,u, Vu) € L*(Q) for all 4, which in contrast is in general false
(cf Remark 3 of [18]) if we only assume the first condition in (2.2.6). The proof of this
theorem is divided in two parts, depending on (2.2.5) or (2.2.6). Each one consists in the
following steps. Before we define approximating equations. Then we prove an a priori
estimate in W, (p) () for the sequence {u, } of the weak solutions of these approximating
equations. At the end we prove that the truncations Ty(u,) are relatively compact in
the strong topology of Wy (P )(Q) (see [27]). The last result allows us to pass to the

limit in the approximate equations and to obtain the existence result.

PROOF. of Theorem 2.5 with the assumption (2.2.5). We consider the sequence of
approximate equations

- Zf\il al[|alun|pl_28lun] + Zf\il g?(xa Un, Vun) = fn in Qv

(2.2.9)

up € WPPNQ)NL=(Q)  g"(x,up, Vu,) € LY(Q) YV i=1,..,N.
where
(2.2.10) G (5, €) = — 9l 5:8) Vi=1,.,N

1+ %’gz<x7 S, 6)‘
and f, is a sequence of L-functions such that f, — f in [Wy'?(Q)]*. We remark that
9 (2, 5,8)s >0, g/ (x,8,8)| <lgi(z,s,8)] and |g}(x,s,€)|<n  Vi=1.., N

Since g is bounded for all i, for any fixed n > 0, (2.2.9) has at least one weak solution
u, by a simple modification of the result of J. Leray and J.L. Lions. Moreover by
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assumption of f,, and Theorem 1.4, u,, € L>(Q2). As in the previous Section we divide
the proof in three parts.

2.2.1. A priori estimate with the assumption (2.2.5). We take u, as test
function in the weak formulation of (2.2.9), we get

(2.2.11) unllygr00 gy < Co

(2.2.12) /ungi"(x,un,Vun) < Vi=1,..,N.
Q

Then there exists u € W, (P )(Q) and a subsequence (still denoted by {u,}) such that

(2.2.13) u, — u weakly in Wol’(pi)(Q)
and
(2.2.14) U, — U a.e.

2.2.2. Strong convergence of T} (u,) with the assumption (2.2.5). We already
know that, for any fixed £ € R*, Ty (u,) weakly converges to Tj(u) in Wol’(pi)(Q). We
want to prove that this convergence is also strong. We choose in the weak formulation
of (2.2.9) as a test function @, = ¥(Ti(uy) — Ti(u)) where 9(s) = se**’. It is simple to
see that if A > (b(k)/2)? the following numerical inequality holds for all s € R

(2.2.15) W() ~ AR > 3.

Thanks to the previous step we already know that ¢, — 0 weakly in WO1 P )(Q) and
weakly® in L>°(2), we have

N
(2.2.16) Z/ 10,14y,
i=1 7

Since g7 (x, up, V), > 0 on the set {z € Q: |u,(x)| > k}, we obtain by (2.2.16) that

N
(2.2.17) Z/ 10,14y,
i=1 /&

where wy(n) is a sequence of real numbers which converges to zero when n goes to infinity.

N
i=1 7

N

Pi=2 0, 0s0n + Z /{ | }gf(w,um Vu,)pn < wi(n),
i=1 Y {lun|<k

Also in the following we will denote with w;(n), i = 1,2, ... this type of sequences. For
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the first term in the left hand side of (2.2.17), we have, since 0y, = ¥'(Tj(u,) —
Ty (u))0i(Tk(un) — Tr(u)) and by easy calculation,

N
(2.2.18) 3 / O
i=1 7

pi_2aiun8§0n S

VP20, T () — |0 T ()

P20 T (w)] 0y (T (wn) =T () )0 (T () = T () )+

N

+wo(n).
On the other hand

N
(2.2.19) | / 97 (2, Uy Vg ) ipn| <
2 {lun|<k}

i=1

N

2 e e

k); /Q [105T (1) [P =20, T (1) — |8; T (1) [P 205 T ()] 05 (T () — T (1)) [0 |-+ ().

Pi

on| <

Putting together (2.2.17), (2.2.18) and (2.2.19), we obtain

Z/Q[IaiTk:(un)Ipi_Qé’iTk(un)—I@Tk(U)I’”_Q@Tk(U)]@i(Tk(un)—Tk(U))[@//—b(k‘)Isonl] < ws(n).

Recalling (2.2.15) and that if p; > 2 holds true

[10: T () 1P~ 0; T () =0T () | =20 T (w)]0s (T () = Tio () ) = Ca|0s(Tie () =T () )™

fori=1,...,N, we obtain

> [ 10:(w,) = Tu(w)

pi S 204 w3(n)

that implies
(2.2.20) Ti(un) — Ti(u)  strongly in Wy (Q).

A slight modification is needed to prove the case 1 < p; < 2.
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2.2.3. Passing to the limit with the assumption (2.2.5). The strong conver-

gence of Ty(u,) implies that for some subsequence, that we still denote by wu,,

(2.2.21) Ou, — O;u  a.e. Vi=1,..,.N
and so
(2.2.22) Vu, — Vu ae..

It yields, since g; is a Carathéodory function for any 1,
(2.2.23) g (x, Uy, Vuy,) — gi(x,u, Vu) a.e..

Now we prove that g!'(z,u,, Vu,) is uniformly equiintegrable for i« = 1,..., N. For any
measurable F of Q and for any m € RT, we have

/ 0@, s V)| = / 1922ty V)| + / 622, i, V)| <
E En{|un|<m} En{|un|>m}
< / b(1m)|Oyun” + / 192, e, V)| =
B{fun|<m} BO{fun|>m)
(2.2.24) _ / b(m) | 9K T ()P + / 107, 1, Vi),
En{|un|<m} En{|un|>m}

for fixed m and for ¢ = 1,...,N. For the first term we recall that 0;T,,(u,) strongly
converges to 0;T,,(u) in LPi(Q) for all 7. For the second term in the right hand side of
(2.2.31), we have

/ e Ve < [ g, V)| <
En{|un|>m} {lun|>m}
1 1 C
S / T Up g?(%um vun) S - Unp, 9?(93,1%, vun) S _27
{Jun|>m} |un] M J{Jun|>m} m

thanks to (2.2.12). This complete the uniform equintegrability of g for any . So thanks
to (2.2.23) we get

g, Uy, Vu,) — gi(x,u, Vu), strongly in L'(£2), Vi=1,..N.
By strong L!'-convergence of g; and the fact that

Pim2 0, — |OulP20;u  weakly in LPQ(Q), Vi=1,.. N,

it is easy to pass to the limit in (2.2.9). =
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PROOF. of Theorem 2.5 with the assumptions (2.2.6). We consider the sequence of

the approximating problems
N
=2 i1 0il|Oiun,

Uy, € W()l’(pi)(Q) gi(x, U, Vu,) € LY(Q) Vi=1,..,N.

piiQaiun] + sz\il gz(xa Unp, vun) = fn in Qa

(2.2.25)

where {f,} is a sequence of L*®-functions such that f, — f in L'(Q). The solutions of
these problems there exist by the previous part of the proof, if we suppose (2.2.5). We
proceed as before.

2.2.4. A priori estimate with the assumption (2.2.6). In this case, the use in
the weak formulation of (2.2.25) of the test function Tj(u,) yields for any k& > 0

N
(2.2.26) Z/ 10, T () |P* < Co ke
i=1 7

(2.2.27) k:/ |97 (2, up, V)| < / | fol | Tk (un)| < Csk Vi=1,..N.
{Jun|>k} Q

The last inequality combined with (2.2.26) and the second part of assumption (2.2.6)
gives (2.2.11) again, that is

Then there exist u € W, (P )(Q) and a subsequence (still denoted by {u,}) such that u,
weakly converges to u in WH®)(Q) and a.e.

To prove the strong convergence of Ty (uy) in W, (e )(Q) we proceed as in subsection
2.2.2, so we can try to pass to the limit in (2.2.25).

2.2.5. Passing to the limit with the assumption (2.2.6). Obviously, as before,
the strong convergence of Ty (u,) implies that for some sequence

(2.2.28) oiu, — O;u  a.e. Vi=1,..,.N
and so
(2.2.29) Vu, — Vu ae.,

hence, it is also true

(2.2.30) 9i(z, Up, Vu,) — gi(z,u, Vu) a.e..
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Now we prove that g;(x,u,, Vu,) is uniformly equiintegrable for i = 1,..., N. For any
measurable F of 2 and for any m € R*. As before, we have

/ 1052, V)| = / 1052w, V)| + / 1052, 0, V)| <
E En{|un|<m}

En{|un|>m}
< / b(m)|0;u, [P —i—/ |9i (2, un, V)| =
En{|un|<m} En{|un|>m}

(2.2.31) :/ b(m)|8iTm(un)|pi+/ |g:(x, up, Vuy,)|,
En{|un|<m}

En{|un|>m}

for fixed m and for ¢ = 1, ..., N. The first term of the expression above is small uniformly
in n and in F, recalling that 0,7, (u,,) strongly converges to 0;T,,(u) in LP*(2) for all 1.
For the second term in this case we use as test function in the weak formulation of the
problem (2.2.25) T,,,(G,,—1(uy,)) we obtain

N

N
Pi2 05, O Ty (G- 1 () ) + Z/ 9i(z, tp, Vun ) T (G (uy)) =
i=1 78

_ /Q FaT (Gt (1)),

it implies
N
S eVl [
i=1 Y {lun|>m} {|un|<m—1}
and hence
imsup [ oo V) < [ fl. Yi=1..N
n—+00 J{|u,|>m} {|tn|<m—1}

So also the second term, which appear in the right hand side of (2.2.31), is small
uniformly in n and in £ when m is sufficiently large. Hence by (2.2.30) we obtain

9i(z, Uy, V) — gi(z,u, Vu), strongly in L*(Q), Vi=1,.. N.

So it is simple to pass to the limit in (2.2.25). This fact concludes the proof. n

REMARK 2.6. We note that in both of the previous sections the anisotropic operator
which appears in the problems (2.1.1) and (2.2.1) can be substituted by more general
one, that is

A(u) = —=div(a(z, u, Vu)),
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where a(z, s, €) = (a;(z, s,£)) is a Carathéodory vector valued function on  x R x R¥

such that, for some constant > a >0

N
Z ai(xv S, 5)57, Z o Z |€i|pi7
; =1

=1

N 1-1/p;
|ai(z, s, )| < B (Z ISJ‘I”J') ., Vi=1,.,N
7=1

and forae. r€QandVscR, & neRY, E4£n
N

Z(ai(“” $,&) — ai(z,s,m))(& —m) > 0.

i=1



CHAPTER 3

Multiplicity and existence results for a semilinear problem
In this chapter we principally talk about some results contained in [35]. We study

the questions of existence, nonexistence and multiplicity of positive solutions for the

following class of anisotropic semilinear elliptic problems

P72 Q] = Aul*?u in €,

(3.0.1) 20 [low

=1

u=20 on 0f),
where
(3.0.2) p1 < q <DpnN.

For due diligence, we deal with also the cases

pN
N-—-p

l<qg<p and py<qg<p', with p"=
The previous cases have already been studied in several recent papers. We recall some
of these [4], [41], [42], [45], [64], [65], [66] and [67].

First of all we give the definition of a weak solution of (3.0.1), it is a function
belonging to Wy ¥7(€Q), such that

(3.0.3) é/g\&-u

for any ¢ € C§°(Q).

P Qudi = A / [ul"*ug,
Q

REMARK 3.1. Note that any weak solution u of (3.0.1) is, actually, a strong solution
in the sense of [45], mainly u belongs to W, (P )(Q) N L>®(Q). It follows from Theorem
2 in [45] and from assumption (3.0.2).

57
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All the results, in the following, are due to the variational structure of the problem.

Indeed, if we define the functional

Ay} A
3.04 J(v) = —/ @Up"——/ vt|9,
(3.0.4) A(v) ;pi Q! | . Q! |

where v* = max{v, 0}, then any critical point of J) is a weak non-negative solution of
(3.0.1).

3.1. Known results

In this first section we recall about the known results regarding our problem. We
report some results presented in [45], if ¢ > py. The authors of this paper obtain several
existence, nonexistence and regularity results. To be complete we give also these results.
The following theorem is valid.

THEOREM 3.2. Let ¢ < poo, defined in (1.2.2). Then for any vy > 0 there exist A, > 0
and u, € Wol’(pi)(Q) such that [lu ||, 1.0
0
problem (3.0.1) when A = \,.

@ =7 and uy s a bounded weak solution of

REMARK 3.3. We underline, as already said in [45], that this theorem cannot be use
to have existence of a solution to problem (3.0.1) for a given A. This fact is due to the

lack of homogeneity of the differential operator.

REMARK 3.4. Theorem 3.2 gives the existence of a continuum of pairs (\,,u,) €
(0, 00) x W, (o )(Q) which solves (3.0.1), seen as eigenvalue problem. Moreover it is not
clear which exponent q yields a resonance situation, i.e. eigenvalue problem. In Problem
2 proposed in [45] the authors do a conjecture. They think that the resonance situation
occurs as soon as ¢ < py (see also Section 8.1 [45]), but maybe there are some ”spectral
gaps”, namely some g € (p1, py) such that (3.0.1) admits a weak bounded solution for all
A > 0. This conjecture is partial confirmed by our following results (see Proposition 3.7,
Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 3.13). Obviously if p; = p for all i = 1, ..., N, the resonance
problem corresponds to g = p, see for example [10].

To achieve an existence result for fixed A > 0, in [45] it has been proved Theorem
3.5 below, we report its proof.

In [45] an nonexistence result is also presented. The main tool to prove this result is
a Pohozaev identity. But also the weakest formulation requires solutions of class C1(Q)

in order to have well defined boundary terms and it seems a challenging problem to



3.1. KNOWN RESULTS 59

obtain such regularity for weak solution of (3.0.1), see for example [49]. To manage this
difficulty they build a sequence of “doubly approximating ” problems, then they prove
a strong regularity result for the solution of the approximating problems (Theorem
5 in [45]). At the end they present their main nonexistence result (Theorem 6 in
[45]). It states that, in at least one critical case (3.0.1), does not admit weak solutions,
belonging to Wy 7 (Q) N L=V (Q), other than u = 0. This result needs two different
assumptions. First, the domain €2 must have a particular geometrical feature, which
modifies the classic notion of starshapedness, according to the anisotropy of operator.

Second, the exponents p;’s must be sufficiently concentrated, that is

N +2
N

(3.1.5) P > 2 Vi=1,..,N and PN < D1

If (3.1.5) holds we necessarily have N > 3 and p* > py, 80 poo = p*. In [45] it is also
supposed g > p* and this assumption is in according with our results (see Theorems 3.9
and 3.13). For the case py < ¢ < p* we follow [45], (see also [64] and [65] for the more
general case p; = p;(z), for all i = 1,..., N). We have the theorem below.

THEOREM 3.5. Let q such that

(3.1.6) PN < q <P,
then, for all X > 0, the problem (3.0.1) possesses a nontrivial positive weak solution.

PROOF. We consider the functional (3.0.4). In this case it is not possible to apply
Weiestrass Theorem, which we will use in the next Theorem, because the functional is
not coercive, but it is possible to apply a Mountain-Pass Theorem in order to obtain a
critical level for J, and so a weak solution for problem (3.0.1). First of all we prove that
the functional (3.0.4) satisfies the geometrical assumptions required by Mountain-Pass

Theorem.

i) Obviously J5(0) = 0.
i1) There exists p € (0,1) and a > 0 such that J, > a > 0, for any v € W()l’(pi)(Q),

with HUHW(}“’Z‘) = p. If we apply Holder inequality, with exponents p*/q and

Q)
(p*/q)" (we recall that ¢ < p*), to the second term of our functional, we have

N
1 _ )\C’
CCED S AL (L)

Y
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Now we apply the anisotropic Sobolev inequality (1.1.6) to the last term of
above expression, we get

ACL )

N
1 .
JA('U) > Z ;Haivn%pi(ﬂ)
i=1 17"

We recall the following result, there exists C' > 0, that is not depend on p, such
that

N N __pi

o; >0 V1, g oi=p€(0,1) = E:Oi
- ; Di
i=1 =1

> (C pPv.
We take 0; = ||0;v||1ri (), we have

N
Y o= [Vlly2.00 ) = 0 € (0,1)
i=1

and so

A

= pPN <C2 _ )‘qol pq—pw) _

Since py < ¢, we can find «, p > 0 such that

Cy Q) q_i’N

Moy za ¥ ol =< (o

i1i) There exists v € Wol’(pi)(Q) and 3 > p > 0 with HvHWOL(pi)(Q) > (3 such that
J\(v) < 0. We consider v = tz for some z € WP (Q)\ {0} and ¢ > 1, we

obtain
N N
P \ 4 1PN A\ 4
Jn(tz) = Z—/ |0;z [Pt — —/ |z|? < Z / |0;z[P* — —/ lv29.
- Pi Ja q Jo - Pi Ja q Jo

It is clear, by (3.1.6), that lim; ;. Jx(tz) = —oco. Then for ¢ > 1 large enough
) > B and Jy(tz) < 0.

we can take v = tz such that ||25,z*||W01,(pi>(Q

Now we prove the compactness hypothesis of the Mountain-Pass Theorem. Let {v,} a
Palais-Smale sequence, namely is such that

1) Ji(v,) — ¢,
2) Ji(va) — 0,
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where ¢ = infer maxyeon) JA(v(t)), with I' = {y € C°([0,1]; Wol’(pi)(Q)) :v(0) =
0 and (1) = tz}, where tz has been chosen in iii). Moreover J} is a Fréchet derivative
of J)\,

()6 = / D0

These two conditions are equivalents to the following ones.

Pim2000;¢ — )\/ 0|7 2.
0

1") There exists a numerical sequence {a,} which converges to zero, such that
Ia(vn) = a, + ¢, ie.

N

1 A
Z—/Wivnm——/\vn\q:an—l—c.
— PiJa q Jo

2') There exists {y,} C [WoP(Q)]* : yp — 0 in [Wg' P (Q)]*, such that

N
ain
2o

Now we choose ¢ = v, in 2/)

N
ain
X e

P20, 00 — A / 0|00 — (s 8), ¥ & € WEPI(Q).
Q

g\ / [0l — (s ).
Q

We divide by %

N
1 _ A 1
=50 [ =2 [ funls = g,
9=/ 4 Ja q

Then if we subtract this expression from 1’), we obtain

N N

1 1 A
S [1owl =23 [ =2 [ ol -
— PiJa 9= Ja 4 Jo

A 1
:an+c__/|vn|q+_<ym”n>
qJo q

> (ima) foe

=1

and so

. 1
Y2 — an, +c+ §<yn,’0n>

If we use the assumptions on ¥,, a, and ¢, we have there exists M € R* independent
on n such that

||U7’b||W01’(Pi)(Q) S M
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Therefore we have, up a subsequence, we still denote with v,
vy — v, weakly in W P)(Q).
By the anisotropic Sobolev embedding (1.1.4), we get
v, — v strong in  L"(Q) Vor<p.

Now we choose in 2'), ¢ = v, — v we obtain
N
Z/ |aiv"|pi_28ivnai(vn - U) = )\/ |U”|q_2vn(vn - U) - <yna Up — U>'
=179 @
We subtract from the terms of the above expression

N
0;
e

pi_2ﬁivﬁi(vn —0),

we have

P20, — |00 [P 20;0) 05 (v, — v) =

Z/(\aivn

=1

N
=— Z/ 00| 2 0;00; (v, — v) + )\/ 0|7 20, (VU — V) — (Yn, Un — V).
i=1 /9 Q

We use that

[ o,

and p; > 2 for all i, we obtain

N N
cgz/gzyai(vn—v) ho< —Z/QWW
=1 =1

The same result holds also if 1 < p; < 2 by a slight modification. Now

p”’28@-vn — |82U

Pi=20,0)0; (v, — v) > 03/ |0 (v, — v) [P Vi=1..,N,
Q

Pim20,00; (v —v) 4+ / |0 | 7205 (U —0) = (Y, U —).
Q

<ynavn - U> - 07

by the strong convergence of y,, in the dual space of VVO1 (P9) () and the weak convergence

of v, to v in Wol’(p")(Q). Moreover

N
3 / 002008k (0, — v) — 0,
i=1 /%
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since v,, — v weakly in W()l’(pi)(Q). For the term

/ |Un‘q_2vn(vn — ),
Q

5k =k /
we apply Holder inequality with exponents (1’:—1 and (%) , we obtain

1 -2
i p ¥\ P
/ |Un|q_2vn(vn - U) < </ |vn’p ) (/ |Un - U|(%) ) .
Q Q Q

We note that ,
P* p* .
= < ,
(q - 1) rogr1”

since ¢ < p*, and that ||v,|[ 7+ ) < M, we have

/ ]vn|q’20n(vn —v) — 0.
Q

So
lvn = vll 1.0 ) = O-
Also the Palais-Smale condition is true. Hence, as consequence of Mountain-Pass The-

orem, we deduce that J, admits a nontrivial critical point and so we obtain a weak

nontrivial solution of problem (3.0.1). "
Now we deal with the case
(3.1.7) 1 <q<p.

This case has already been studied in [64] and [65] (see also the references therein).
The authors study the more general case p; = p;(z), for all ¢ = 1,..., N. To prove the
next results we follow these two papers. The following result holds.

THEOREM 3.6. Let q : 1 < q < p1, then there exists \** > 0 and \* > 0 such that,
for any X > X* and X\ € (0, \*), problem (3.0.1) possesses a nontrivial positive weak
solution.

ProoOF. We prove that the functional (3.0.4) is coercive and weak lower semicon-
tinuous. We use Holder inequality with exponents p*/q and (p*/q)’, and it is possible
because (3.1.7) is true. We have

N
1 A0y
NOED / Bl — 2L e
;pi o g =
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Now we apply Sobolev type inequality (1.1.6), with r = p*, we get

A (& !

1

>Z A (Zuawrmm).
=1

For a numerical inequality, i. e.

N
(Z Hai'UHLPi(Q)> < Cy Z 193] 70 )
i=1

we obtain
) > Z

Since py > p;, for all i =1, ... N we have

ACs

3

) = _Z‘ (Q)_TZH@UH(]LW(Q)'
i=1

Now we note that g < p; for all i, because for hypothesis ¢ < p;, and

N
ACs
(Q) - T Z HaiUH%Pi(Q)'
i=1

H/U“WOL(PZ‘)(Q) — +00 = @ +oo for some 1.
Hence we obtain the coercivity of J,, that is

Ja(v) — +oo when ||v|; 1m0 o — +00.
0

‘@
For the weak lower semicontinuity we consider a sequence {v,} C VVO1 (o )(Q) such that
v, — v weakly in Wol’(pi)(Q).

Since the embedding (1.1.4) is compact for any r € [1,7*), we also have

v, — v in L'(Q) Vor<p,

/ o7 — / o],
Q 9]

no 2 lim /\Un|q>
pz q n—-+o00

A
> E _ . pi q >
lrlLring.lof/ |aﬂ)n| q /Q |U| -

lez

it implies

since ¢ < p; <Dp*. So

lim inf J)(v,)
n—-+00 n—-+o0o
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A
e NPT
4 Jo

by the weak semicontinuity of the norm, that is

llminf ||aﬂ)n”Lm(Q) Z ||aﬂ)||Lpi(Q), V1= ]_7 ,N

Now we can use a Weierstrass Theorem (see for example [77]) in order to find a global
minimizer of Jy, uy, that is a weak solution of problem (3.0.1). Now we show that u, is
not trivial for A large enough. Let ¢ > 1, a fixed real number and €2y C €2, open, with
meas({2;) > 0, we take a function vy € C§°(Q2) C W()l’(pi)(Q) such that vy = t in Q; and
0 <y <tyin Q\ Q. We have
bi __ é/ ‘Uolq-
q4 Jo

||’U0||W017(p1)(9) S 047

J)\(Uo) =

Since vy € C§°(2) we have

so we get, by the definition of vy,

C A C A
Ja(vo) < == —Z [ Juol? < =2 — Ztdmeas().
b1 q Jo, b1 q
Hence we can choose
C17 q — \*
~ p1td meas(Q) ’

such that Jy(vg) < 0 for every A > A**. Since u, is a global minimum, it follows that
Ja(uy) < 0 for any A > A** and thus ) is a nontrivial weak solution of problem (3.0.1).
So we conclude the proof of the first part of Theorem 3.6. For the second part we strictly
follow [65]. At the beginning we show that there exist p € (0,1) and a > 0 such that
Ja(v) > & > 0 for any v € Wy (Q) with [[v]|,, 1.0
(1.1.4) holds. We have, for (1.1.6) with r = ¢, i

@ = P Since g < py, the imbedding

1,(ps
lolla@) < Crllollroogy: ¥ v e W™ (9).
So we get
_AGT g

Now, since [|v]|,,, 100 () = P We get

Q)
||87;?J||Lp¢(g) < ||v||W01’(Pi)(Q) =P Vi= L, 7N



66 3. MULTIPLICITY AND EXISTENCE RESULTS FOR A SEMILINEAR PROBLEM

and since p € (0,1) and py > p; for any ¢ = 1,..., N, it holds

||aU| LP»L(Q (Q) V 7/ - 17 ,N
Hence
)‘07 AC7
Ja(v) > Csllv|[P™ Cl pPN—1 _
(0)2 Gl gy = o Wl gy = 1 (Cor e = 25

Then for any

C N—q
(3.1.8) 0<hwn < dCsP

Cr

and v € Wy ")(Q) with [[v]| 1.0 @
0

exists z > 0, z # 0 and Jy(tz) < 0 for ¢ > 0 small enough. Let z € C§°(Q2) such that

supp(z) D Qy, 2=11in Qy and 0 < z < 1 in Q. Then for any 0 < ¢t < 1 we have

(t2) Z/—|az|p ——/|z|q<

;/wm——/w—
(t’“ qz Laar =2 | |z|q)

Therefore, since ¢ < py, Jy(tz) <0 1f

1
A ~|a P14
t < min 1,( ilfQH )
q i fQ ’

Let A* > 0, as in (3.1.8), and A € (0, A*). By the previous considerations there exists a
ball centered at the origin and of radius p in Wol’(pi)(Q), B,(0) such that infyp, ) Jy > 0.
Moreover there exists z € W, (P )(Q) such that Jy(tz) < 0 for all ¢ small enough and for
any v € B,(0),

= p, we obtain the claim. Now we prove that there

N
1 )\C'g
p_ZHaUHLm(Q) ZHaUHLm(Q)

It follows that

—o0o < c= inf J, <0.
B,(0)

Let 0 < ¢ < infyp, (o) Jx — infp, o) Jx. By applying Ekeland variational principle (see
[40] and also [32]) to the functional J, : B,(0) — R. We find v. € B,(0) such that
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o JA(UE) < infmJ)\ + €,
o Ji(v:) < Jr(v) +ellv— Ua||W01,(m>(Q), v # Ve
Since

Ja(ve) < inf Jy+e < inf Jj,
B,(0) 9B, (0)

v: € B,(0). Now we define I(v) = Ji(v) + ellv — vel| ;100
0

minimum of I, and thus

@) It is clear that v, is a

I(ve + tzt) — I\(v.) >0,
for small ¢ > 0 and z € B;(0). We obtain for J)
In(ve + t2) — Ja(ve)
Letting t — 0 it follows that (J{(v.), z) + 8||2||W1,<pi)(9) > 0 which implies || J§(ve)|| < e.
0
We deduce that there exists {w, } C B,(0) such that

(3.1.9) Ja(wp,) — ¢ and J5 (wy,) — 0.

Obviously {w,} is bounded in W, (p4) (). If we proceed as in Theorem 3.5, we obtain the
strong convergence of {w,} to w in Wol’(pi)(Q). Thus for (3.1.9) we have Jy(w) =¢ < 0
and Ji(w) = 0, that is w is a nontrivial positive weak solution for the problem (3.0.1).
It completes the proof of Theorem 3.6. [

3.2. A global minimum

Now we begin to present the results obtained in [35]. This section is devoted to
prove the first results regarding the geometry of Jy. In particular we show that the
functional is coercive (we prove that any level set is bounded, see Theorem 3.9 below),
and it implies that the functional possesses a global minimum. Since the problem is a
variational one, any critical point of Jy is a weak solution, as in (3.0.3). So we have
to prove that the functional has a nontrivial geometry, in order to obtain the existence
of nontrivial critical levels, and it depends on the size of \. In fact we also prove that
the functional does not possess any nontrivial critical points, for small values of the
parameter (see Proposition 3.7 below), because in this case J) behaves like the norm of

1

Wy (P ’)(Q) We have the following result.

PROPOSITION 3.7. There exists A > 0 such that if A < X, (3.0.1) does not possess
any nontrivial weak solutions.
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PRroOOF. By contradiction, we assume that there exists a nontrivial weak solution of
(3.0.1), w. By multiplying the equation by u and by integrating on 2, we obtain

N
= 3 10wl oy = Ay = A [ Jul
i=1 Q

By applying the estimate (1.1.10) with » = p; and r = py, it holds

2 P1 2 PN
3.2.10 ) o+ (=
(3:2.10) (p) el o (apN)

Since p; < q < py, by interpolation inequality, we have

) S AllullZeq

0 1-0)p
el agqy < Nl o el o iy

where 6 € (0,1) is such that 1/¢ = 6/p; + (1 — 0)/pn, and so, using Young inequality,
we get

[[ul[Zq ) < 9||U||Lm(9) + (1= )HU'HLPN(Q)
By the previous inequality in (3.2.10), we obtain

2 P1 2 PN
- U P1( +| — U
(apl) . (apN) ful2y

and it implies
2 p1 2 bN
i < 0= () ey + M1 =0 = ()] o

(3.2. 11)
Now we choose A such that

1 2 p1 1 2 PN
2.12 A<min< - | — — | — :
a2 <oy () 7o ()

so by (1.1.10), with » = p; for some 1 < j < N and (3.2.11), we have

ap ap
0 < Il oy < (22)" Nsulley g < (22)” Z| iy <

< ()" {po- () |1l + pra-o - (%)] ol |

Since the right hand of above expression is negative, we obtain a contradiction. Then

< Al o)+ A=)l Ty )]

= 0 is the unique solution of (3.0.1). u
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REMARK 3.8. Since J) is a coercive functional (see the next result), if A is suffi-
ciently small, it follows that J, is a small perturbation of the norm in the Sobolev space
T/VO1 (P )(Q) We want to emphasize that, in this case, u = 0 is the unique solution of the
equation (nonnegative or not) and 0 is the global minimum of the functional. Note that
a similar result is proved in Section 8 of [45] (see failure of the mountain-pass geometry).

Now we show the first existence result.

THEOREM 3.9. If A is sufficiently large, (3.0.1) possesses at least one non-negative
(and nontrivial) weak solution.

PROOF. We begin showing that the level sets J? = {v € Wol’(pi)(Q) cJJa(v) < b} are
bounded. For any v € J?, it holds

N

>

= 1

A
@ ~ g1y <0

By applying Holder inequality with exponents py/q > 1 and (pn/q)" to the left hand
side of the previous expression, we obtain

- /\ PN—4
Z (Q) HUH(ILpN(Q)meas(Q) N < b

1= 1

Now we use (1.1.10) with r = py, we have

N

A pN=a rapy\ 9
3 0301y = 0N meas(@) 5 (54)" <,

1=1

from which it follows
N—1

>

i=1

A PN=9 apy\©
By 1080l1% m[ Ol ity — - meas(9) 7% (—)]sa

If

A 1 et
|Onv]|Len (@) < 2 (pz ) meaS(Q)Piv (%) e

then ||Onv||Len () is bounded and so we also obtain from the previous inequality that

Q) §b+007

for all i # N, where Cy = C(pn, A, ¢, ||, a).
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Instead if

A e
|OnV|| Lon (@) = 2 by meas(Q)l/PN <apN>pN .
q 2

we have proved that

A PN=1 /q q
@ <b 1080lEy ) [ O35y — Zmeas(@) > (75) ] <,

where ¢ is different from N. Since the last inequality proves the existence of a bound K
(depending on b) also for ||Onv||ren () (this because py > ¢), we have

N-1

1
Il o0 ) = > (bpi)ee + K(b).

i=1

The boundedness of level sets assures that the functional .Jy is coercive. Moreover
Jy is weakly lower semicontinuous. In fact we consider a sequence {v,} C W, P )(Q)
such that

v, — v weakly in Wy P9 (Q).
Since the embedding Wol’(pi)(Q) — L"(§2) is compact for any r € [1, pso), it follows

v, — v in L"(Q), YV r < Poo,

/ nlt = [ ot
Q Q

T AT

1
> —l1m1nf/ @-vn’”——/qu

1
ro s [ el = o)
qJo

recalling that, for any ¢ = 1, ..., N, the norms ||0;v||ri () are weakly lower semicontinu-

and, since q < py, it follows

So we obtain

liminf Jy(v,) =
n—-+o0o n——4oo

pz

ous. So, by a Weierstrass Theorem, we obtain the existence of a global minimum.
Finally let w € W()l’(pi)(Q), w # 0 be fixed, then, if A is sufficiently large J)(w) < 0.

This assures that our minimum is nontrivial. n
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REMARK 3.10. Note that it is possible to show the above result using a slightly
different proof. Indeed J satisfies the global Palais-Smale condition (in the follow-
ing (PS)-condition), by the compact Sobolev embeddings, and, since any minimizing
sequence is bounded, the existence of a global minimum follows.

We recall the definition of (PS)-condition: any sequence {v,} C W, (P )(Q) such
that |Jx(v,)| < ¢ and ||J{(v,)]| — 0, has a strongly convergent subsequence.

3.3. A Mountain-Pass solution

In this section we want to prove that the geometry of Jy is rather involved, provided
A is sufficiently large. We show that the trivial solution 0 is always a local minimum of
the functional, so we can apply the Mountain-Pass Theorem (see [8], [70], [77]) between

the two minima found, in order to prove the existence of another solution of (3.0.1).

PROPOSITION 3.11. Assume (3.0.2) and suppose that one of the following conditions
holds

(3.3.1) D <N, p < ¢ < min{p*, py} and P <

N -7’

(3.3.2) p=>N,

then 0 is a local minimum of the functional J)y.

PROOF. (3.3.1): p < N implies that the exponent p* is well defined and, by assump-
tion, we have that ¢ belongs to (p1,p*), so there exists 6 € (0,1) such that

(3.3.3) E:E*Jrl_e.

q P P1
Hence we can apply interpolation inequality, getting

Oq
101 %e 0y < Ml0ll 5 ||U||Lp1 (@)

By the assumption ¢ < p* , we can use the amsotroplc Sobolev inequality ((1.1.5) Section
1.1) and we obtain

N
Oqg/N
1001900y < Co [T 017400, 011 Son
=1

By Poincare type inequality (1.1.10), with ¢ = 1 and r = p;, we have

N
0q/N
191300y < Co [T 0I5 0 01015,
i=1
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Since we want to prove a local property of Jy, we restrict to a suitable neighborhood of
0 and, without loss of generality, we suppose ||0;v||rri() < 1, for all i =1, ..., N, so we

obtain

0l1400) < Cullowol|Feio 7.

Hence we get
0q/N+(1-6
(Q 02)‘”31“”&/1(9 "

>Z

By (3.3.3) we get 0 = p*(q —pl)/[q(p — p1)]. So we want to show that

p'(q—p1) + Npi(p* — q)
N({p* —p1)

and it holds because the previous inequality is equivalent to

0
p1<Nq+(1—9)q:

Np? — (p* + Nq) p1 +p*q > 0,

which follows by the assumption p; < p*/N =p/ (N — D). So we have obtained

>c>0

(3.3.4) Ta(v) > (pil —o(l )> 10101250 ) + Z

for [v][,;1.00) o, suitably small (we recall that o(1) stands for a quantity which tends to
0

)
(©)
0 as ||01v]|zr1 () tends to 0), and it implies the claim.

(3.3.2): when p > N the anisotropic Sobolev inequality (1.1.5) holds for any r > 1,

as we had already said in Section 1.1, so, arguing as above, we have
1-0(N—1)/N
lull ooy < Nulljmlylull @) < Callovull) g, "™,

where the exponent 6 = r(q — p1)/[q(r — p1)] depends continuously on 7. In particular
0 — (¢ —p1)/q, as r tends to +o00, and it implies that, choosing r suitably large, the

condition (3.3.4) is satisfied and the claim follows as in case 7). n

REMARK 3.12. Note that the assumption p; < p/(/N — p) (contained in (3.3.1)) is
equivalent to

b1
1—|—p1’

(3.3.5) p>N

and this inequality is always true in case (3.3.2) of the proposition above.

Now we can prove the following result.
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THEOREM 3.13. Assume (3.0.2). Moreover suppose that X\ is sufficiently large and
that one of the following conditions holds

(3.3.6) p<N, m < ¢ <min{p*, py} and P <

(3.3.7) p > N.
Then the problem (3.0.1) possesses at least two nontrivial non-negative weak solution.

PrROOF. Theorem 3.9 proves the existence of a nontrivial global minimum for A
large; since 0 is a local minimum by Proposition 3.11, we have the geometry required
by the Mountain-Pass Theorem. The (PS)-condition follows by the compactness of the

Sobolev embeddings, so the claim follows (see also [70]). ]

REMARK 3.14. We note that the assumption (3.3.1) (or (3.3.5)) is a little bit unusual.
We do not know if it is only a technical condition, moreover we want to point out that,
since p > pj, the condition (3.3.5) (equivalent to (3.3.1)) is satisfied if p; > N — 1.
Hence this condition seems to be equivalent to require that p;’s are sufficiently large in

relation to the dimension N.

REMARK 3.15. Now we want to study some simple situations, looking for the validity
of Proposition 3.11. Clearly it implies the existence of two solution, at least for A
sufficiently large.

We start considering the case in which

prL=-"=psr=pP<S=DpPjy1 =" =DPN-

With some easy calculations, we find that

_ Nps
P=Tst (N =)y
so the conditions in (3.3.1) (see Theorem 3.13) become
J N-—J J—1 N—-J Nps . J J
— >1> d p'= > ff 1>———
p+ s P + s 0 e P Js+(N—J)p—ps_S ' T p s
otherwise assumption (3.3.2) reads
J N-—-J
1>—+ .
p s
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In particular, we want to emphasize that if N = 2 it follows J = 1 and, recalling that
p < s, the preceding inequalities are always satisfied and Theorem 3.13 holds assuming

only (3.0.2).
Now consider the case
PL="-"=Ps=P<Pjt1= " = Pj+L =T < PjtL4+1 = " = PN =5,

avoiding the calculations, it is easy to see that

Nprs
Jsr+ Lps+ (N —J — L)pr

ﬁ:

and that (3.3.1) is equivalent to suppose that

J L N-J-L J-1 L N-J-L
e ——>1> =y
P r S P r S

with

Nprs 1 1 1 1
P = >s it 1>J-—- Ll-—-
b Jsr+ Lps+ (N —J — L)pr — prs =2 B <p 5) " (7" 3)

and (3.3.2) now it is

J L N-J-L
1>2—4+—-—4+——.
p T s
If N=3and J = L =1 we have two non-negative solutions when either
1 1 1 P
->1-—-—=->0 and p<gqg<min{p,s},
D ros
or
1 1 1
-+ -+-<1
p r s

REMARK 3.16. We note that our results do not contradict the results in Section
8 of [45], in which the authors show an example of a functional J, (such that (3.0.2)
holds) which does not satisfy the Mountain-Pass geometry. Indeed they assume that
the parameter A is sufficiently small and it agrees with Proposition 3.7.

3.4. Strong maximum principle

In this Section we want prove a strong maximum principle for our problems. We will

use the techniques of [80]. The crucial result is the following weak Harnack inequality for
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weak supersolutions. A function u > 0, u € I/VO1 (p l)(Q) is a positive weak supersolution

for (3.0.1), if it satisfies the following inequality

(3.4.8) il /Q O

The estimate is of local nature. For convenience we shall work in cubes. We will

P2000i0 >0, Y ¢eC(Q), ¢ >0.

denote, in the following pages, with K, (p), the cube in RY of side p and center z
whose sides are parallel to the coordinate axes. We also write K,,(p) = K(p).

To prove the Harnack inequality we need to the next lemma.

LEMMA 3.17. For all nonnegative measurable functions w € [Wol’(pi)(Q)]* and for all
u€ W37(pi)(9); with p; > 2 for any i =1,..., N, we have

N
(3.4.9) /|Vu|p1w§N/w+Z/w|8iu|pi.
Q Q — Jo

PROOF. We use some arguments in [50]. If p; = p; for any ¢ we have

N

5 N N
/]Vu]plw:/ Z(@iu)z wS/Z\@iu]plng/w—l—Z/ |0;ulPrw,
Q Q Q55 & i=1 79

i=1
by the convexity of the real function ¢ — ¢z (B > 1) and the positivity of w. If p; # p,

for some i = 1,..., N we apply Young inequality with exponents p;/p; > 1 and (p;/p1)’.
So

Piw_

N N N
/|Vu|p1w§/Z|(‘3@-u|plw§/2(|8¢u m+1)w:N/w+Z/ O
Q@ Q= Q5= Q = Jo

THEOREM 3.18. Let u be a weak non-negative supersolution of (3.0.1), such that
u < M in 2, and assume that py > 2. Then

=\ .
(3.4.10) p ||u||Lv(K(2p)) < Cminu,
K(p)

for v < XD gy < N for any v, if pu > N.

ProoFr. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that u > ¢ > 0, otherwise we
can replace u by u + ¢ and let € — 0 in the final result.
We take as a test function in (3.4.8)

(3.4.11) ¢ = TP,
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where 3 < 3y < 0 and 7 is a function in C}(Q2) defined as follows,
N
_ D;
77 = H 77]']7
i=1

where 1; = n(z;), for j = 1,..., N, and n is a nonnegative real function, 0 < n < 1,
N

which will be chosen later. We also define 7, = H n?j
J=1,j#i
From (3.4.11) we get 0;¢ = pin? 'ni7,u’ + 7Au’1d;u. By using its in (3.4.8), we

obtain

sz/wuw 2Opun L +5Z/|au|plmﬁ 1>,

This inequality gives nontrivial information only if 5 < Gy < 0, so we obtain
N N
WO|Z/ |OsulPmu” < sz/ |Oju
i=1 /& i=1 L

Now we apply Young inequality to |Q;ulPi~tnl"~

pi— 1p1

AR

ﬁ_ﬁ p;—1 p+p;—1 .
YT e re o for all o=

1,..., N. Hence we get

N N 1 pi—l
iulPim -1 ~ - / !
w3 [oapme <S5 (1) [

So
N—1 N
Pt < (—) /\m
€

We choose ¢ such that (|Gy] — (pi — 1)e) > 0 for any i = 1, ..., N, so we take

o { B0l }
e=minq1l, ——— ».
Q(PN—U
We obtain

a 5 2(py — 1)
oy |Pizs,,B—1
;/g’a”“ " S( 16o] “) wZ/'m

and taking w = 7u®~! in Lemma 3.17 we get

N
(3.4.12) / |Vau|Piu®~t < Cy (/ i’ + Z/ Inilpiump"‘lﬁi) :
Q Q i=1 /&

Di uﬂflﬁ.

N
P Y el - ) [ fow
i=1 Q

Pi u6+pz

Z[|ﬁo| —e(pi — 1)] /Q |0;u

=1

Di /6’+pz
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Now we define

u® where p1s=p1+65—-1 B#1—pm

(3.4.13) v =
logu for 3 =1—p;.

First we analyze the case § # 1 — py, we obtain, since p; > 1 and 77 < 1,

(3.4.14) /|ﬁVU’p1 < /mvmm — ’8|p1/ﬁu(sl)p1|vu|p1 _
Q Q Q

= ’5|p1/ﬁu51’vu’p1 <
Q

N
Q = /0

by (3.4.12). Now we use the classic Sobolev inequality

(3.4.15) ( / mvv@l)i <c, / V)P,

where x = N/(N —py) if p1 < N, x is arbitrarily large if p; = N, and x = oo if p; > N.
Then

(34.16) [ < [ wape [ v <
Q Q Q

N
< [varer s alse (| [a oS [
9) Q — Ja
N
< Calsp ( Lo [qea Y | |n;|muﬁ+m—1m) .
Q Q — Ja

Let now 1 < A" < h” < 2 and take 77 as a cutoff function for K(h') (7 € C°(K(h"))),
such that 0 <n; <1 foralli, 7=11in K(h'), 7 = 0 outside K(h") and

, | e
il S gy Vs L N = VIl S

pi uﬁerilﬁi) <

Now we want to estimate any integral in (3.4.16) with / vPt. By the choice of 7,
K(hll)
for the first integral we obtain

_ 2 p1
(3417) / ‘VH’pl’Upl S 05 <m) / vPt,
Q K(Rh'")
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By the boundedness of u, the second integral becomes

(3.4.18) /ﬁuﬁl g/ uP 7 < 06/ VP
Q K(h'") K(Rh'")

Finally, for the third integral we have, always by the assumptions on u and 7,

N N
(3419) Z/ uﬁfleri piﬁi < Z/ up1sfp1+p¢
i=1 7 i=1

! Di=—=
milPm; <

n;
K(h//)

N pi 2 PN
Uy PiTP < / Pl
Z (h// - ) /K(h”) (h” h/> K(n'")

=

1
Putting together (3.4.17), (3.4.18), (3.4.19), (3.4.16) and (3.4.15) we arrive to
1

(/ UXPI) S C7|8‘p1 (h’/ _ h/)pN/ vP1.
K(h') K(h')

By taking the p;-th root of each side of the previous inequality, we obtain
_rN
(3.4.20) 0] Lxer (e wryy < Csls|(h" — B') ™21 [[o]| o (i () -

The above inequality allows us to conclude the proof proceeding in the same way of
Theorem 1.2 of [80]. For the case =1 — p; we proceed in a similar way. "

The previous result easily implies the following statement.

COROLLARY 3.19. Let u be a weak non-negative solution for (3.0.1), and assume
that p1 > 2. Then either u is the trivial solution or u is strictly positive in 2.

3.5. On the set of positive solutions

Let us define A > 0 as the infimum of the X such that the functional J, has at
least a nontrivial critical point (or, equivalently, that (3.0.1) has at least a positive
solution). Obviously (3.2.12) gives a lower bound on A. Now we want to show some
global properties of the set of the positive solutions of (3.0.1). Throughout all this
section we assume that p; > 2 in order to have positive solutions of (3.0.1) and no

restriction on the range of the exponent gq.
PROPOSITION 3.20. Let uy be the minimum solution of (3.0.1). Then

HUAHWJ,W(Q) — +00, as A — +oo.



3.5. ON THE SET OF POSITIVE SOLUTIONS 79

PROOF. It is easy to see that inf J, — —o0 as A increases to +oo, then, using the
weak formulation of (3.0.1), we have that

N
1 1 .
By =Y (f - 5) Brt 25, ) — —0-
=1

Pi

It implies that ||Q;ux||ri () — +00, at least for some p; > ¢, so the statement is proved.

PROPOSITION 3.21. Let uy be a positive solution of (3.0.1). Then
usllzee@) < C(pi, q, A)a’meas(Q)?,

with
m(p* —p)
mp(p* — 1) —mp*(q — 1) —p*’

_ v (-1 (p—1)y
ﬁ_PN—Q< v )(1‘?—1)7—(61—1)

and m > N/p is suitably chosen.

PROOF. First of all, we want to recall that all the solutions of (3.0.1) are bounded
(see Remark 3.1), now we want to give an estimate on this bound depending on the
measure of ). Using the weak formulation of the problem (3.0.1) (with u, as a test

function), we have

Z||au)\HLm - >‘||u>\||Lq(Q

Now we use Holder inequahty Wlth exponents py/q and py/(py —¢q). By the assumption
q < py and Poincaré type inequality (1.1.10), we obtain

apn Py 4
lOnun P o < Z 95175y < A (P25 ) NOrua Iy gy rmcas(@) 5
Simplifying and using again (1.1.10), we get
p PN—4Q _1 % 1
wy|[PN <\ PN eas(Q) Pn - = ur |l ren ) < Arne (PN PN cas(Q)eN
L N Q) 2 () 2

It is easy to prove that

—1_ /apn % 1
(3.5.21) sy < A~ (T) meas(Q)f, Vs < py.



80 3. MULTIPLICITY AND EXISTENCE RESULTS FOR A SEMILINEAR PROBLEM
Now by the result in [45], that is
uy € L*(Q) vV s < oo,

and using, as in the previous chapter, the Stampacchia techniques (see [75]), we obtain

I AHLl Co||f|lfm1£§>
1__ 7

v

||UA||L°°(Q) >

with o B
f — )\ulI—l and N = mp(p* _ 1) _p*
g mp*(p—1)

for all m > N/p. So we obtain
q—1

1Hu)\HL1 A=y 1 ”u/\HLP(ql)17>m( Q)
1 .

"Y

[uall o)

Now we apply the inequality (3.5.21) with s = 1, and we get

q—1
(p 1)~y

I(a— 1)m( )
,1) —

(= 1)2m=it

PN (7l

VAﬁ(lf%)Jr@Jl)y (apy)Pn—1 ! ”)02 meaS(Q) 7||U)\||

|uall Lo @) <
T D (1-1) -1y 1
<03||U>\||Loo( arn-1" Ymeas(§) 7m0

where the constant C3 does not depend on meas(Q2) and a = diam(2). So, since uy €
L*>(Q), we have

_gq—1 1

(3.5.22) lurll ™ < Coarn 7" P meas(Q)! =7 w0,

In order to conclude the proof we note that

1-— > 0,
P—1)
if and only if
m > ]_9*
p(p" —1) — (¢ — 1)p7]
If N
* p >k é g’
p(p*—1)—(¢—1p] ~ b
the proof is finished. If
p* N
— —x > —,
p(p"—1) —(¢—1p"] D
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=k

we choose m = m and it is possible because the inequality holds true for

allm > &, n
p

REMARK 3.22. The above proposition implies that a positive solution of

— SN0 (10w

pi? Ou] = NMul*™?u in

u=>0 on OV

where ' is a non empty set strictly contained in 2, can be a subsolution of (3.0.1)
provided the measure of ' is sufficiently small. Indeed, since any positive solution
of (3.0.1) is strictly positive (see Corollary 3.19), it is possible to choose §?’ in such a
way that the corresponding solution wuy o (extended to zero in © \ ') is very small
in L*°-norm. Moreover Proposition 3.21 shows also that it is possible to build a con-
stant supersolution. So Lemma 8 in [9] proves the existence of a continuum of positive
solutions.

PROPOSITION 3.23. Let wy be the Mountain-Pass solution of (3.0.1). Then
Ja(wy) — 0, as A — +o0.
PrOOF. We define
R ={v e W(Q) : Jy(w) <0}

We note that, if A is sufficiently large, J9 is nonempty. In fact uy, the minimum solution,
belongs to JY. We also have that J{ 2 JY, if A > X, so if v € J} then v € J} for all
A > Ag. Now we fix Ay € R, sufficiently large, such that

0
U)\O E J)\O'

For any ¢ € [0, 1], we have

%Pi(Q) = 5Hu)\o Hqu(Q) ¢,

N
1
Ta(tng) < —> || Osun
L
It is easy to prove that the real function

oa(t) = Ja(tun,)

has a maximum for )

N i a—p1
to = [zil 195105, Ii*’i(m] o

>‘Hu)\o ”qLQ(Q)
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Since wuy, is a minimum of J,, using the weak formulation of (3.0.1), we get

_q
NI (g [[ETED
¢)\<t0) _ (q pl) 0 z|>|1 >\0||q > 0.
qplA‘Z*Pl
Let
= inf J(v(t
¢y = inf max (v(1))
with

= {fy :0,1] — W ®)(Q) : y is continuous, v(0) = 0 and (1) = u,\o} .
So if we choose (t) = tuy,, we obtain the claim, since
0<cy<o(ty) —0 as A — +oo.
n

The above results seem to show that the continuum of positive solutions of (3.0.1)
has a C-shape. This because we have no solution for A small (Proposition 3.7) and at
least two positive solution for A large enough (Theorems 3.9,3.13 and Corollary 3.19).
Finally, this branch of solutions cannot bifurcate from the set of trivial solutions, since

there is no correct “linearized” problem for (3.0.1).
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