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ANISOTROPIC ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS WITH GENERAL GROWTH IN THE
GRADIENT AND HARDY-TYPE POTENTIALS

FRANCESCO DELLA PIETRA AND NUNZIA GAVITONE

Abstract. In this paper we give existence and regularity results for the solutions of problems
whose prototype is



















−Qv = β(|v|)H(Dv)q
+

λ

Ho(x)p
|v|p−2v+ f (x) in Ω,

v = 0 on∂Ω,

with Ω bounded domain ofRN, N ≥ 2, 0 < p − 1 < q ≤ p < N, β is a nonnegative
continuous function andλ ≥ 0. Moreover,H is a general norm ofRN, Ho is its polar and
Qv :=

∑N
i=1

∂
∂xi

(

H(Dv)p−1Hξi (Dv)
)

.

1. Introduction

In the present paper we study existence and regularity results for Dirichlet problems which
involve a class of nonlinear elliptic operators in divergence form, under the influence of
lower-order terms. Given a functionH : RN → [0,+∞[, N ≥ 2, convex, 1-homogeneous
and inC1(RN \ {0}), we deal with operators whose prototype is the following:

(1.1) Qv :=
N

∑

i=1

∂

∂xi

(

H(Dv)p−1Hξi (Dv)
)

,

with 1 < p < N. In general,Q is highly nonlinear, and extends some well-known classes of
operators. In particular, forH(ξ) = (

∑

k |ξk|
r)

1
r , r > 1,Q becomes

Qv =
N

∑

i=1

∂

∂xi
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Note that forr = 2, it coincides with the usualp-Laplace operator, while forr = p it is the
so-called pseudo-p-Laplace operator.

This kind of operator has been studied in several papers (seefor instance [5], [17], [21],
[20], [22] for p = 2, and [8], [9], [30] for 1< p < ∞).

The aim of this paper is to study a class of equations whose prototype involves in its prin-
cipal part the operator (1.1), and a Hardy-type potential. Moreover, we are also interested in
the influence of a lower-order term depending on the gradient. The problems we deal with
are modeled on the following:

(1.2)



















−Qv = β(|v|)H(Dv)q
+

λ

Ho(x)p
|v|p−2v+ f (x) in Ω,

v = 0 on∂Ω,
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with Ω bounded domain ofRN, with 0 ∈ Ω, N ≥ 2, 1 < p < N, p − 1 < q ≤ p, β is a
nonnegative continuous function,λ ≥ 0 and f a measurable function on whose summability
we will make different assumptions. Moreover, we denote withHo the polar function ofH
(see Section 2 for the precise definition).

WhenH(ξ) = |ξ|, the general problem (1.2) reduces to

(1.3)



















−∆pv = β(|v|)|Dv|q +
λ

|x|p
|v|p−2v+ f (x) in Ω,

v = 0 on∂Ω.

Equations like (1.3) have been widely studied in literatureeither in the caseλ = 0 or when
β = 0.

In the caseλ = 0, it is well-known that for a general continuous functionβ, a smallness
assumption on some norm off is needed in order to have existence results (see, for example,
[23–25, 27, 28] forβ ≡ 1, or [1, 19, 29, 33, 39] in the general case). Moreover, undersome
appropriate hypotheses on the functionβ, it is possible to remove the smallness condition of
f (see [16,35]).

In the caseβ = 0, the existence of a solution of (1.3) can be proved under theassumption
of λ ≤ ΛN (see [26]), whereΛN denotes the best constant in the classical Hardy inequality.
Moreover, ifp = 2 in [15] some regularity results are proved. Surprisingly,the regularity of
the solutions also depend on the size ofλ.

As matter of fact, the influence of both terms in the right-hand side of (1.3) has been
studied in [2, 3] in the caseβ is a positive constant. In such papers, some existence and
nonexistence results are proved. In particular, it is shownthat whenp = q there is no
positive solution, even in a very weak sense, whenf > 0 andλ > 0.

Recently, in [31] the authors study problems whose model is (1.3) with q = p andβ
nonconstant, giving some existence and regularity results. More precisely, they prove that
under a structural assumption onβ, which involves its behavior at infinity, iff ∈ Lm(Ω),
m> 1 there exists a solution of (1.3) whose regularity depends on m and on the size ofλ.

As regards the general problem (1.2), in [20] we investigated the particular case with
β ≡ 0 andp = 2, namely

(1.4)



















−Qv =
λ

Ho(x)2
v+ f (x) in Ω,

v = 0 on∂Ω.

HereΩ is a bounded open set ofRN, N ≥ 3, containing the origin, andλ is a nonnegative
constant. We studied the existence and the regularity of thesolutions of (1.4) with respect
to the summability off , chosed in suitable Lorentz spaces, and the size ofλ.

Our purpose is to study problem (1.2) for a generalβ ≥ 0 andp−1 < q ≤ p. In particular,
the novelties of the paper relies in two main topics. First, using symmetrization techniques
we are able to fully analyse the caseq < p that, up to our knowledge, also in the Euclidean
case has been studied only in particular cases. Second, taking into account the structure
of the operator, we use a suitable symmetrization argument,involving the so-called convex
symmetrization (see [5], and Section 2 for the definition), which allows to obtain optimal
results (see Remark 3.4).

To study problem (1.2), we investigate the existence and regularity issues by choosingf
in appropriate Lorentz spaces. Under suitable assumptionson β, we find a critical value of
λ, which depends onβ and on the summability off , such that a solution of (1.2) exists.
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Moreover, we prove that the obtained solution and its gradient belong to suitable Lorentz
spaces (see Section 3, Theorems 3.1, 3.2).

As usual, a key role is played by uniform estimates of the solutions of appropriate approx-
imating problems (see Section 4), obtained by means of the quoted convex symmetrization.

For ease of reading, we state the main results in Section 3, adding some comments and
remarks. Their proofs are contained in sections 4 and 5.

2. Notation and preliminaries

Let N ≥ 2, andH : RN → [0,+∞[ be aC1(RN \ {0}) function such that

(2.1) H(tξ) = |t|H(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ RN, ∀t ∈ R.

Moreover, suppose that there exist two positive constantsc1 ≤ c2 such that

(2.2) c1|ξ| ≤ H(ξ) ≤ c2|ξ|, ∀ξ ∈ RN.

The polar functionHo : RN → [0,+∞[ of H is defined as

Ho(v) : = sup
ξ,0

ξ · v
H(ξ)

.

It is easy to verify that alsoHo is a convex function which satisfies properties (2.1) and (2.2).
Furthermore,

H(v) = sup
ξ,0

ξ · v
Ho(ξ)

.

The set
W = {ξ ∈ RN : Ho(ξ) < 1}.

is the so-called Wulff shape centered at the origin. We putκN = |W|, and denoteWr = rW.
In the following, we often make use of some well-known properties ofH andHo:

H(DHo(ξ)) = Ho(DH(ξ)) = 1, ∀ξ ∈ RN \ {0},

Ho(ξ)DH(DHo(ξ)) = H(ξ)DHo(DH(ξ)) = ξ, ∀ξ ∈ RN \ {0}.

LetΩ be an open subset ofRN. The total variation of a functionu ∈ BV(Ω) with respect
to H is (see [7]):

∫

Ω

|Du|H = sup

{∫

Ω

udivσdx: σ ∈ C1
0(Ω;RN), Ho(σ) ≤ 1

}

.

This yields the following definition of anisotropic perimeter of F ⊂ RN in Ω:

PH(F;Ω) =
∫

Ω

|DχF |H = sup

{∫

F
divσdx: σ ∈ C1

0(Ω;RN), Ho(σ) ≤ 1

}

.

The following co-area formula for the anisotropic perimeter

(2.3)
∫

{u>t}
H(Du)dx=

∫

Ω

PH({u > s},Ω) ds, ∀u ∈ BV(Ω)

holds, moreover

PH(F;Ω) =
∫

Ω∩∂∗F
H(νF)dHN−1

whereHN−1 is the (N−1)−dimensional Hausdorffmeasure inRN, ∂∗F is the reduced bound-
ary of F andνF is the outer normal toF (see [7]).
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The anisotropic perimeter of a setF is finite if and only if the usual Euclidean perimeter

P(F;Ω) = sup

{∫

F
divσdx: σ ∈ C1

0(Ω;RN), |σ| ≤ 1

}

.

is finite. Indeed, by properties (2.1) and (2.2) we have that

(2.4)
1
c2
|ξ| ≤ Ho(ξ) ≤

1
c1
|ξ|,

and then

c1P(E;Ω) ≤ PH(E;Ω) ≤ c2P(E;Ω).

A fundamental inequality for the anisotropic perimeter is the isoperimetric inequality

(2.5) PH(E;RN) ≥ Nκ
1
N
N |E|

1− 1
N ,

which holds for any measurable subsetE of RN (see for instance [5]).
Finally, if u ∈W1,1(Ω), then (see [7])

∫

Ω

|Du|H =
∫

Ω

H(Du)dx.

2.1. Rearrangements, convex symmetrization and Lorentz spaces. We recall some ba-
sic definition on rearrangements. LetΩ be an bounded open set ofRN, u : Ω → R be a
measurable function, and denote with|Ω| the Lebesgue measure ofΩ.

The distribution function ofu is the mapµu : R→ [0,∞[ defined by

µu(t) = |{x ∈ Ω : |u(x)| > t}|.

Such function is decreasing and right continuous.
The decreasing rearrangement ofu is the mapu∗ : [0,∞[→ R defined by

u∗(s) := sup{t ∈ R : µu(t) > s}.

The functionu∗ is the generalized inverse ofµu.
Following [5], the convex symmetrization ofu is the functionu⋆(x), x ∈ Ω⋆ defined by:

u⋆(x) = u∗(κNHo(x)N),

whereΩ⋆ is a set homothetic to the Wulff shape centered at the origin having the same
measure ofΩ, that is,Ω∗ =WR, with R=

( |Ω|

κN

)1/N.
The inequalities stated below will be useful in the next sections.

Proposition 2.1. Supposeλ > 0, 1 ≤ γ < +∞. Letψ a nonnegative measurable function on
(0,+∞). The following inequalities hold:

(2.6)
∫

+∞

0

(

tλ
∫

+∞

t
ψ(s)ds

)γ dt
t
≤ λ−γ

∫

+∞

0
(t1+λψ(t))γ

dt
t

and

(2.7)
∫

+∞

0

(

t−λ
∫ t

0
ψ(s)ds

)γ dt
t
≤ λ−γ

∫

+∞

0
(t1−λψ(t))γ

dt
t
.
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We recall that a measurable functionu : Ω → R belongs to the Lorentz spaceL(p, q),
1 < p < +∞, if the quantity

‖u‖p,q =



























{∫

+∞

0

[

t1/pu∗(t)
]q dt

t

}1/q

, 1 ≤ q < +∞,

sup
0<t<+∞

t1/pu∗(t), q = +∞,

is finite.
In general‖u‖p,q is not a norm. As matter of fact, it is possible to introduce a metric in

L(p, q) in the following way. Let us define

‖u‖(p,q) = ‖u
∗∗‖p,q,

with u∗∗(t) = t−1
∫ t

0
u∗(σ) dσ. We observe that alsou∗∗ is a decreasing function, hence

(u∗∗)∗ = u∗∗. By means of the inequality (2.7) and the properties of rearrangements, we have
that for 1< p < +∞ and 1≤ q ≤ +∞,

‖u‖p,q ≤ ‖u‖(p,q) ≤
p

p− 1
‖u‖p,q.

Hence, the topology induced by‖ · ‖(p,q) and‖ · ‖p,q is the same, that is

un→ u in L(p, q) ⇐⇒ lim
n
‖un − u‖p,q = 0.

We stress that, for any fixedp, the Lorentz spacesL(p, q) increase as the secondary expo-
nentq increases. Indeed, if 1≤ q ≤ r ≤ +∞, there exists a constantC > 0 depending only
on p, q andr such that

‖u‖p,r ≤ C‖u‖p,q.

More generally, theL(p, q) spaces are related in the following way:

Lr ⊂ L(p, 1) ⊂ L(p, q) ⊂ L(p, p) = Lp ⊂ L(p, r) ⊂ L(p,∞) ⊂ Lq,

for 1 < q < p < r < +∞.
More details on Lorentz spaces can be found, for example, in [11].
In the next sections, a basic tool will be the Hardy inequality, stated below.

Proposition 2.2. For any u∈W1,p(RN),

(2.8)
∫

RN

H(Du)pdx≥ ΛN

∫

RN

|u|p

Ho(x)p
dx,

and the constantΛN =

(

N−p
p

)p
is optimal, and not achieved.

If H(ξ) = |ξ|, (2.8) is the classical Hardy inequality. For a generalH, (2.8) is proved
in [40].

Remark 2.1. The inequality (2.8), using the Pólya Szegö inequality inthe anisotropic case
(see [5]), can be rewritten as

‖u‖p∗,p ≤
p

(N − p)κ1/N
N

(∫

RN

H(Du)pdx

)1/p

,

recovering the well-known resultW1,p
0 (Ω) ⊂ L(p∗, p) (see also [4]).
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3. Statement of the problem and main results

In this section we state the problem and the main results of the paper. The proofs of the
theorems are contained in sections 4 and 5.

Our aim is to prove a priori estimates and existence results for problems of the type

(3.1)

{

− div (a(x, u,Du)) = b(x, u,Du) + g(x, u) + f (x) in Ω,
u = 0 on∂Ω,

wherea: Ω × R × RN → RN is a Carathéodory function verifying

(3.2) a(x, s, ξ) · ξ ≥ H(ξ)p,

with 1 < p < N, and

(3.3) |a(x, s, ξ)| ≤ α(|ξ|p−1
+ |s|p−1

+ k(x)),

for a.e.x ∈ Ω, for any (s, ξ) ∈ R × RN, whereα > 0 andk ∈ Lp′

+ (Ω). Moreover,

(3.4) (a(x, s, ξ) − a(x, s, ξ′)) · (ξ − ξ′) > 0,

for a.e.x ∈ Ω, for all s ∈ R, ξ , ξ′ ∈ RN. As regards the lower order terms, we suppose that
b: Ω × R × RN → R andg: Ω × R→ R are Carathéodory functions such that

(3.5) |b(x, s, ξ)| ≤ β(|s|)H(ξ)q

for a.e. x ∈ Ω, for any (s, ξ) ∈ R × RN, with p − 1 < q ≤ p, andβ : [0,+∞[→ [0,+∞[ is
continuous. Moreover,

(3.6)
g(x, s)s≤ c(x)|s|p,
|g(x, s)| ≤ d(x)|s|p−1,

for a.e.x ∈ Ω and for alls ∈ R, wherec(x) andd(x) are measurable functions inΩ such that

(3.7) (c+)⋆(x) ≤
λ

Ho(x)p
, ∀x ∈ Ω⋆,

with λ ≥ 0, andd(x) ∈ L
(

N
p ,∞

)

.
Finally, we takef is in some suitable Lebesgue or Lorentz spaces which will be specified

in the following.
If f ∈ L((p∗)′, p′), we say thatu ∈ W1,p

0 (Ω) is a weak solution of (3.1) if
∫

Ω

a(x, u,Du) · Dϕ dx=
∫

Ω

[b(x, u,Du) + g(x, u) + f ]ϕ dx,

for anyϕ ∈W1,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω).

The summability condition onf given above is the one which yields solutions in the
energy spaceW1,p

0 (Ω).
In order to state the main results, we need further assumptions onβ andλ. First of all, let

(3.8) B(∞) =

(

|Ω|

κN

)
p−q
N

(∫ ∞

0
β(t)

1
q−(p−1) dt

)q−(p−1)

< ∞,

and, for 1< m< N
p , define the valueλ(m) as

(3.9) λ(m) = e−B(∞) N(m− 1)(N −mp)p−1

mp(p− 1)p−1
.

The first result we get is the following.
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ΛN

N−p
p

N−p
p−1

α

λ

λ(m)

αm

vα ∈W1,p ∩ Lq vα ∈W1,p \ Lq vα <W1,p

Figure 1. Graph of the functionF(α) = −(p−1)αp
+ (N− p)αp−1 in Remark

3.1. Here we consider the caseN
p > m> (p∗)′, andq = Nm(p−1)

N−mp .

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that(3.2) ÷ (3.7), (3.8) hold. Moreover, suppose that0 ≤ λ <

ΛNe−B(∞). The following results hold:

(i) if f ∈ L((p∗)′, p′), problem(3.1)admits a weak solution u∈W1,p
0 (Ω);

(ii) if f ∈ L(m, σ), with (p∗)′ < m< N
p , max

{

1
p−1, 1

}

≤ σ ≤ +∞, and0 ≤ λ < λ(m), then
there exists a weak solution u to(3.1)such that

‖u‖ Nm(p−1)
N−mp , σ(p−1) ≤ C‖ f ‖

1
p−1
m,σ.

From the embedding of Lorentz spaces, the above theorem gives immediately the follow-
ing result.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that the hypotheses(3.2) – (3.7),(3.8) hold. If f ∈ Lm(Ω), with
(p∗)′ < m< N

p , and0 ≤ λ < λ(m), with λ(m) as in(3.9), then there exists a weak solution u
to (3.1)such that

‖u‖ Nm(p−1)
N−mp

≤ C,

for some constant C depending on the norm‖ f ‖m.

Remark 3.1. At least in the caseβ = 0, the valueλ = λ(m), with λ(m) as in (3.9), is optimal
in order to obtain the estimates in (4.2). Let (p∗)′ = Np

Np−N+p < m < N
p , and 0< λ < ΛN =

(

N−p
p

)p
. For sake of simplicity, we prove the optimality ofλ(m) in the case of estimates in

Lebesgue spaces, that is whenσ = Nm
N−mp.

We first consider radial solutionsv(x) = v(r), r = Ho(x), x ∈ W, of the equation

−Qv =
λ

Ho(x)p
|v|p−2v, x ∈ W,

whereW is the Wulff shape. We also suppose thatH ∈ C2(RN \ {0}). In particular, we look
for solutionsv = vα = r−α, with α > 0, which satisfy the ODE

(3.10) −|v′|p−2

(

(p− 1)v′′ +
N − 1

r
v′
)

=
λ

r p
|v|p−2v in ]0, 1[.

Then,vα solves (3.10) ifα satisfies the equation

F(α) = λ, whereF(α) := −(p− 1)αp
+ (N − p)αp−1.
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We stress thatvα ∈ L
Nm(p−1)

N−mp (W) if α < αm =
N−mp
m(p−1). Moreover,αm <

N−p
p , beingm> (p∗)′.

Hencev ∈ W1,p(W). Furthermore,F(αm) = λ(m). In order to prove the optimality ofλ(m),
we observe that the positive functionzα(x) = zα(r) = vα(r) − 1 is such that



















−Qzα =
λ(m)

Ho(x)p
zp−1
α + g(Ho(x)) inW,

zα = 0 on∂W,

with

g(r) = λ(m)
(zα + 1)p−1 − zp−1

α

r p
= λ(m)

1− (1− rαm)p−1

rαm
·

1
r p+αm(p−2)

.

The conditionm < N
p gives thatg ∈ Lm(W). Nevertheless, forα ≥ αm, zα does not belong

to L
Nm(p−1)

N−mp (W). This prove the optimality ofλ(m).

Next step is to state an existence and regularity result for problems whose datumf is in
Lm, m> 1. To this aim, we deal with entropy solutions.

Following [10], for a generalf ∈ L1(Ω) we will say that a measurable functionu is an
entropy solution of (3.1) ifg(x, u), b(x, u,Du) ∈ L1(Ω) and, for anyk > 0, Tk(u) ∈ W1,p

0 (Ω)
and

(3.11)
∫

Ω

a(x, u,Du) · DTk(u− ϕ) dx≤
∫

Ω

[b(x, u,Du) + g(x, u) + f ]Tk(u− ϕ) dx,

for all ϕ ∈ W1,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). WhenTk(u) ∈ W1,p

0 (Ω) for anyk > 0, it is possible to define
the weak gradient ofu, namelyDu, as the function such thatDTk(u) = (Du)χ{|u|≤k}, for any
k > 0 (see [10]).

The following result holds.

Theorem 3.2. Let us suppose that(3.2) – (3.7), (3.8) hold. If f ∈ L(m, σ), 1 < m < (p∗)′,
p′ ≤ σ ≤ ∞, and0 ≤ λ < λ(m), with λ(m) as in(3.9), then there exists an entropy solution
of (3.1)such that

(3.12)
∥

∥

∥H(Du)p−1
∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−m,σ

≤ C‖ f ‖m,σ.

Remark 3.2. We stress that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 do not allow to obtain the
estimate (3.12) forσ = m. As matter of fact, defined ¯m = N

Np−N+1, when f ∈ Lm(Ω),
max{1, m̄} ≤ m< (p∗)′, it is possible to prove the existence of a solution such that

‖H(Du)‖ Nm(p−1)
N−m
≤ C(‖ f ‖m).

We refer the reader to remarks 4.1 and 5.1.
In the case 1< m < max{1, m̄}, the solutions we obtain no longer belong to a Sobolev

space, but Theorem 3.2 guarantees that there exists a solutionu such that, for example,
∥

∥

∥H(Du)p−1
∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−m,∞

≤ C‖ f ‖m,∞.

Actually, m̄> 1 only if p < 2− 1
N . In this case an estimate of the type

‖H(Du)p−1‖ Nm
N−m
≤ C(‖ f ‖m)

holds for any 1< m≤ m̄ (see Remark 4.1).
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Remark 3.3. We explictly observe that, in general, the above Theorem does not hold for
f ∈ L1(Ω). For example, it has been proved in [15] that, whenH(ξ) = |ξ|, p = 2 andβ ≡ 0,
for anyλ > 0 no a priori estimate holds for problem (3.1). As matter of fact, whenλ = 0,
if β ∈ L1(Ω) and p = q it is possible to prove the existence of a solution of (3.1) (see for
example [36], [34]).

Remark 3.4. We stress that the bounds (2.2) and (2.4) onH andHo, and the conditions
(3.2), (3.5) and (3.7) give that

a(x, s, ξ) · ξ ≥ cp
1 |ξ|

p, |b(x, s, ξ)| ≤ cq
2 β(|s|)|ξ|q,

and

(c+)⋆(x) ≤
λcp

2

|x|p
.

Hence, under the above growth conditions, the classical Schwarz symmetrization tecnique
can be applied to problem (3.1). In this way, it is possible toobtain analogous results than
Theorem 4.2, and consequently Theorem 3.1, but requiring a stronger assumption on the
smallness ofλ > 0 (see also [5] and Remark 4.1 in [20]). This justifies the use of the more
general convex symmetrization.

Remark 3.5. Let H(ξ) = |ξ|. If q = p, the regularity estimates obtained in Theorems 4.2
and 4.3 are slightly more general than the analogous one contained in [31]. Indeed, in such
paper the datumf in suitable Lebesgue space is considered, while we give optimal regularity
results in Lorentz spaces.

4. A priori estimates and approximating problems

The first aim of this section is to prove three integro-differential inequalities for the re-
arrangements of solutions of (3.1), in the spirit of the comparison results contained, for
instance, in [37], [38], [6], [23]. To prove such inequalities we need the additional assump-
tion (3.8).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that(3.2), (3.3), (3.5)÷ (3.7)hold, and f∈ L((p∗)′, p′). Moreover,
suppose thatβ(s) verifies (3.8). Then any weak solution u∈ W1,p

0 (Ω) of problem(3.1)
satisfies

(4.1) −
d
dt

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)pdx≤ eB(∞)

∫ µu(t)

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗(s)p−1

+ f ∗(s)]ds, a.e. t> 0,

(4.2)

u∗(s) ≤ e
B(∞)
p−1

(

Nκ1/N
N

)−p′
∫ |Ω|

s
t−

p′

N′

(∫ t

0
[(c+)∗(r)(u∗(r))p−1

+ f ∗(r)]dr

)
1

p−1

dt, s ∈]0, |Ω|].

Moreover, for anyα > p′

N′ − 1 we have that

(4.3) [H(Du)∗(s)]p ≤

≤ e
B(∞)
p−1

(

Nκ1/N
N

)−p′














1
sα+1

∫ s

0
tα−

p′

N′

(∫ t

0
[(c+)∗(r)(u∗(r))p−1

+ f ∗(r)]dr

)p′

dt+

+
1
s

∫ |Ω|

s
t−

p′

N′

(∫ t

0
[(c+)∗(r)(u∗(r))p−1

+ f ∗(r)]dr

)p′

dt















, s ∈]0, |Ω|[.
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Proof. Let u ∈W1,p
0 (Ω) be a solution to (3.1). Using the following test functionϕ ∈ W1,p

0 (Ω),

ϕ(x) =























0 |u| ≤ t,

(|u| − t) signu t < |u| ≤ t + h,

hsignu t+ h < |u|,

by the hypotheses (3.2), (3.5)÷ (3.7), and the Hardy-Littlewood inequality we obtain

−
d
dt

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)p dx≤

≤

∫

{|u|>t}
β(|u|)H(Du)q dx+

∫ µu(t)

0

(

(c+)∗(σ)u∗(σ)p−1
+ f ∗(σ)

)

dσ.

By the continuity ofβ we have
∫

{|u|>t}
β(|u|)H(Du)q dx=

∫

+∞

t
β(s)

(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>s}
H(Du)q dx

)

ds.

Hence, using also the Hölder inequality we get

(4.4)
∫

|u|>t
β(|u|)H(Du)qdx≤

∫

+∞

t
β(s)













(

−
d
ds

∫

|u|>s
H(Du)pdx

)q/p

(−µ′u(s))
1−q/p













ds,

and
(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)pdx

)
q
p

(−µ′u(s))
1− q

p ≤

≤

(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)dx

)q−p (

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>s}
H(Du)pdx

)

(−µ′u(s))
p−q.

The coarea formula (2.3) and the isoperimetric inequality (2.5) imply

(4.5)

(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>s}
H(Du)pdx

)
q
p

(−µ′u(s))
1− q

p ≤

≤
(

Nκ1/N
N µu(s)

1− 1
N

)q−p
(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>s}
H(Du)pdx

)

(−µ′u(s))
p−q.

So, from (4.4) and (4.5) we have

(4.6) −
d
dt

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)p dx≤

≤
(

Nκ1/N
N

)q−p
∫

+∞

t
β(s)

(

−
d
ds

∫

{|u|>s}
H(Du)p dx

) 











−µ′u(s)

µu(s)1− 1
N













p−q

ds+
∫ µu(t)

0
z(s) ds,

where for sake of brevity we setz(s) = (c+)∗(s)u∗(s)p−1
+ f ∗(s).

Now, using the Gronwall Lemma and the properties of rearrangements in (4.6), it follows
that
(4.7)

−
d
dt

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)p dx≤

∫ µu(t)

0
z(s) exp











(

Nκ1/N
N

)q−p
∫ u∗(s)

t
β(y)













−µ′u(y)

µu(y)1− 1
N













p−q

dy











ds.
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On the other hand, ifp− 1 < q < p, using Hölder inequality we have

(4.8)
∫ u∗(s)

t
β(y)













−µ′u(y)

µu(y)1− 1
N













p−q

dy≤

[∫ u∗(s)

t
β(y)

1
1−p+qdy

]1−p+q 











∫ u∗(s)

t

−µ′u(y)

µu(y)1− 1
N

dy













p−q

.

(Observe that last inequality is trivial ifq = p). Furthermore, by the properties of the
distribution functionµ of u, we have

(4.9)
∫ u∗(s)

t

−µ′u(y)

µu(y)1− 1
N

dy≤
∫

+∞

0

−µ′u(y)

µu(y)1− 1
N

dy≤ N|Ω|
1
N .

Using (4.8) and (4.9) in (4.7), we get

(4.10) −
d
dt

∫

{|u|>t}
H(Du)pdx≤

∫ µ(t)

0
z(s) exp















(

|Ω|

κN

)
p−q
N

[∫ u∗(s)

t
(β(y))

1
1−p+q dy

]1−p+q












ds≤

≤ eB(∞)

∫ µu(t)

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗(s)p−1

+ f ∗(s)]ds,

where last inequality follows by (3.8), andB(∞) is finite by the assumption onβ. This
proves the inequality (4.1).

In order to show (4.2), using similarly as before the Hölderinequality, the coarea formula
and the isoperimetric inequality in the left-hand side of (4.10), we get that

(−µ′u(t))
−1 ≤ e

1
p−1 B(∞)

(

Nκ1/N
N

)−p′

µu(t)
−

p′

N′

(∫ µu(t)

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗(s)p−1

+ f ∗(s)]ds

)1/(p−1)

.

Integrating betweensand|Ω|, we get (4.2).
Finally, following the argument contained in [6], we get last inequality (4.3). �

In order to get existence and regularity results for (3.1), we will consider the approximated
problems

(4.11)

{

− div a(x, un,Dun) = bn(x, un,Dun) + gn(x, un) + fn(x) in Ω,
un = 0 on∂Ω,

wherebn(x, s, ξ) = Tn(b(x, s, ξ)), gn(x, s) = Tn(g(x, s)), fn(x) = Tn( f (x)), and Tn(s) =
max{−n,min{s, n}} is the standard truncature function. Under the assumptions(3.2)÷ (3.7),
the existence of a weak solutionun ∈ W1,p

0 (Ω) to problem (4.11) follows by the classical
Leray-Lions result (see [32]). Moreover, such solution is bounded.

Now we use the inequalities proved in Theorem 4.1 in order to obtain some a priori
estimates for problems (4.11). As stated in the introduction, an additional assumption on
the smallness of the valueλ, depending on the summability off , is needed.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the hypotheses(3.2)÷ (3.7), (3.8) hold. Let f ∈ L(m, σ), with
1 < m< N

p andmax
{

1
p−1, 1

}

≤ σ ≤ +∞, and

0 ≤ λ < λ(m),

with λ(m) as in(3.9). Then, the weak solutions un of (4.11)are such that

(4.12)
∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−mp, σ

≤ C‖ f ‖m,σ,

for some positive constant C independent of n.
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Proof. We first consider the caseσ = +∞. Problem (4.11) verifies the assumptions of
Theorem 4.1. Hence, we can use the inequality (4.2) forun. Recalling that (c+)∗(τ) ≤

λκ
p
N
Nτ
−

p
N , τ ∈]0, |Ω|[, we obtain that

(4.13) u∗n(s)
p−1 ≤ eB(∞)(Nκ

1
N
N )−p















∫ |Ω|

s
t
−p′

N′

[∫ t

0

(

λκ
p
N
Nτ
−

p
N (u∗n(τ))

p−1
+ f ∗n (τ)

)

dτ

]
1

p−1

dt















p−1

≤

≤ eB(∞)(Nκ
1
N
N )−p















∫ |Ω|

s
t
−p′

N′

[∫ t

0

(

λκ
p
N
N ‖u

p−1
n ‖ Nm

N−mp,∞
+ ‖ fn‖m,∞

)

τ−
1
mdτ

]
1

p−1

dt















p−1

.

Last inequality follows simply by the definition of the Lorentz norms.
Hence, from (4.13), recalling also that| fn| ≤ | f |, we get

u∗n(s)
p−1 ≤

(

λeB(∞)N−p‖up−1
n ‖ Nm

N−mp,∞
+C‖ f ‖m,∞

)

















∫ |Ω|

s
t−

p′

N′

(∫ t

0
τ−

1
mdτ

)
1

p−1

dt

















p−1

≤

≤

(

λ

λ(m)
‖up−1

n ‖ Nm
N−mp,∞

+C‖ f ‖m,∞

)

s−
N−mp

Nm ,

whereC is a constant which does not depend onn. Finally, beingλ < λ(m), the above
inequality gives that

∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−mp,∞

≤ C‖ f ‖m,∞,

and we get the thesis whenσ = ∞. Now, suppose that max
{

1
p−1, 1

}

≤ σ < +∞. For the sake
of brevity, we denote withz(τ) the functionz(τ) = (c+)∗(τ)(u∗n(τ))

p−1
+ f ∗n (τ). As before,

from (4.2) applied toun we obtain that

(4.14)
∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥

σ

α,σ
=

∫ |Ω|

0
s
σ
α u∗n(s)

σ(p−1)ds
s
≤

≤ eσB(∞)
(

Nκ1/N
N

)−pσ
∫ |Ω|

0

















s
1

α(p−1)

∫ |Ω|

s
t−

p′

N′

(∫ t

0
z(τ)dτ

)
1

p−1

dt

















σ(p−1)
ds
s
≤

≤ eσB(∞)
(

Nκ1/N
N

)−pσ
[α(p− 1)]σ(p−1)

∫ |Ω|

0

[

s
1
α−1+ p

N

∫ s

0
z(τ)dτ

]σ ds
s
,

where last inequality is obtained by using (2.6), beingσ(p− 1) ≥ 1.
Let us observe that

(4.15)
1
α
− 1+

p
N
< 0 ⇐⇒ α >

N
N − p

.

If this is the case, beingσ ≥ 1, by (2.7) we get from (4.14) that

(4.16)
∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥

σ

α,σ
≤

≤ eσB(∞)(Nκ1/N
N )−pσ[α(p− 1)]σ(p−1)

(

1−
p
N
−

1
α

)−σ ∫ |Ω|

0

[

s
1
α
+

p
N z(s)

]σ ds
s
=

= K
∫ |Ω|

0

[

s
1
α
+

p
N z(s)

]σ ds
s
.
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Hence, using the Minkowski inequality, we get that

(4.17)
1

K
1
σ

∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥

α,σ
≤

(∫ |Ω|

0

[

s
1
α
+

p
N z(s)

]σ ds
s

)

1
σ

≤

(∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
p
N (c+)∗(s)

)σ
s
σ
α u∗n(s)

σ(p−1) ds
s

)

1
σ

+

(∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
1
α
+

p
N f ∗n (s)

)σ ds
s

)

1
σ

.

Being (c+)∗(s) ≤ λκ
p
N
N s−

p
N , writing explicitly the value ofK in (4.16), (4.17) implies

κ
p
N
N

(

α(N − p) − N
eB(∞)N1−pαp(p− 1)p−1

− λ

)

∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥

α,σ
≤ ‖ fn‖ Nα

N+αp ,σ
.

Hence, form= Nα
N+αp we have thatα = Nm

N−mp verifies (4.15), and for

λ < e−B(∞) α(N − p) − N
N1−pαp(p− 1)p−1

= e−B(∞)N
(N −mp)p−1(m− 1)

mp(p− 1)p−1
= λ(m),

we get
∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−mp,σ

≤ C‖ fn‖m,σ,

for some constantC. Being| fn| ≤ | f |, we get the thesis. �

Remark 4.1. We observe that, in particular, the result obtained in Theorem 4.2 provides
estimates in terms of suitable Lebesgue norms ofun, and f . Indeed, choosingσ = Nm

N−mp in

(4.12), and supposing thatNm
N−mp ≥ max{ 1

p−1, 1}, beingLm(Ω) ⊂ L
(

m, Nm
N−mp

)

, if λ < λ(m) we
have that

(4.18)
∥

∥

∥|un|
p−1

∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−mp
≤ C‖ f ‖m.

Clearly, if p ≥ 2 no further assumption onm ∈
]

1, N
p

[

is needed to get (4.18). Otherwise, we

have to require thatm ≥ (p∗)′

p . This additional hypothesis is due only to technical reasons,

but, whenλ < λ(m), the estimate (4.18) holds also in the case 1< m <
(p∗)′

p . For sake of
completeness, we sketch the proof of (4.18) in the general case. We use the same notation
of Theorem 4.2.

Let ε > 0, andα > 0. By (4.10) we have:

−
d
dt

∫

{|un|>t}

H(Dun)p

(ε + |un|)α
dx≤ eB(∞)(1+ t)−α

∫ µun(t)

0
[(c+)∗u∗n(τ)

p−1
+ f ∗(τ)] dτ,

and

(4.19)
∫

Ω

H(Dun)p

(ε + |un|)α
dx≤ eB(∞) 1

1− α

∫ |Ω|

0
[(ε + u∗n(s))

1−α − ε1−α][(c+)∗u∗n(s)
p−1
+ f ∗(s)]ds.

Now we recall that for anyε > 0 sufficiently small and 0< γ < 1, the following inequality
holds:

xp−1[(ε + x)pγ−(p−1) − εpγ−(p−1)] ≤ [(ε + x)γ − εγ]p, ∀x ≥ 0.
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Then we have, for 0< α < 1,

(4.20)
∫ |Ω|

0
(c+)∗u∗n(s)

p−1[(ε + u∗n(s))
1−α − ε1−α]ds≤

≤ λκ
p
N
N

∫ |Ω|

0

[(ε + u∗n(s))
1− αp − ε1− αp ]p

s
p
N

ds= λκ
p
N
N ‖(ε + |un|)

1− αp − ε1− αp ‖
p
p∗,p .

Moreover,

(4.21)
∫ |Ω|

0
[(ε + u∗n(s))

1−α − ε1−α] f ∗(s) ds≤ C‖ f ‖m‖|un|
1−α‖m′ .

As matter of fact, we have that by Hardy inequality (2.8),
∫

Ω

H(Dun)p

(ε + |un|)α
dx=

(

p
p− α

)p ∫

Ω

H(D((ε+|un|)
1− αp ))pdx≥

(

N − p
p− α

)p

‖((ε+|un|)
1− αp−ε

1− αp )‖pp∗,p.

Using the above inequality, (4.20) and (4.21) in (4.19) we have that, by the properties of
rearrangements and the Fatou lemma,

((

N − p
p− α

)p

−
λ

1− α
eB(∞)

)

‖u
1− αp
n ‖

p
p∗,p ≤ C‖ f ‖m‖u

1−α
n ‖m′ .

Let chooseα such that (1−α)m′ = (1−α/p)p∗, after some computations we get that, being
m<

(p∗)′

p , then 0< α < 1 and

(λ(m) − λ) ‖|un|
p−1‖ Nm

N−mp
≤ C (‖ f ‖m) ,

and forλ < λ(m) we get the estimate (4.18).
Finally, the above estimate gives also a uniform bound forDun, that is

(4.22) ‖H(Dun)
p−1‖ Nm

N−m
≤ C(‖ f ‖m).

Clearly, if m > max{1, m̄}, m̄ = N
N(p−1)+1, this follows from (4.18) by Sobolev inequality.

Otherwise, the above computations give that forε > 0
∫

Ω

H(Dun)p

(ε + |un|)α
dx≤ C‖ f ‖m‖(ε + |un|)

1−α‖m′ .

Hence, reasoning as in [31], Hölder and Sobolev inequalities give (4.22).

Remark 4.2. We explicitly observe that ifm= (p∗)′ = Np
Np−N+p, then

λ(m) =

(

N − p
p

)p

e−B(∞)
= ΛNe−B(∞).

Next proposition will be an useful tool to pass to the limit inthe approximating problems
(4.11), and is a consequence of the obtained estimates onun.

Proposition 4.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 4.2, for any t> 0 it holds that

(4.23)
∫ |Ω|

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗n(s)

p−1
+ f ∗n (s)]ds≤ C‖ f ‖m,σ,

and

(4.24)
∫

{|un|>t}
|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤ Ct−α,

whereα = (p−1)[N(m−1)+m(p−q)]
N−mp > 0, and C denotes a positive constant independent of n and t.
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Proof. The estimate (4.23) follows immediately from (4.12) and thedefinition of Lorentz
space.

In order to show (4.24), lett > 0. Reasoning as in Theorem 4.1, and using the same
notation, we have that

(4.25)
∫

{|un|>t}
|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤

∫

{|un|>t}
β(|un|)H(Dun)

qdx≤

≤

∫

+∞

t
β(s)















(

−
d
ds

∫

{|un|>s}
H(Dun)

pdx

)
q
p

(−µ′un
(s))1− q

p















ds≤

≤ C
∫

+∞

t
β(s)

(∫ µun(s)

0

[

(c+)∗(τ)u∗n(τ)
p−1
+ f ∗(τ)

]

dτ

)

(

µun(s)
)−

p−q
N′ (−µ′un

(s))p−qds,

where last inequality follows from (4.1) and (4.2). We always denote withC a constant
independent ofn. As matter of fact, the properties of Lorentz spaces give that f ∈ L(m,∞)
and, by the estimate (4.12),|un|

p−1 are uniformly bounded inL
(

mN
N−mp,∞

)

. This implies that,
for s≥ t,

(4.26)
∫ µun(s)

0

[

(c+)∗(τ)u∗n(τ)
p−1
+ f ∗(τ)

]

dτ ≤ C
∫ µun(t)

0

[

τ−
p
N τ−

N−mp
Nm + τ−

1
m

]

dτ =

= Cµun(t)
1− 1

m ≤ Ct−
N(p−1)(m−1)

N−mp .

Hence, applying (4.26) in (4.25), we get
∫

{|un|>t}
|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤ Ct−

N(p−1)(m−1)
N−mp

∫ ∞

t
β(s)

(

µun(s)
)−

p−q
N′ (−µ′un

(s))p−qds.

Hence, ifq = p, the thesis follows immediately by (3.8). Otherwise, usingthe Hölder
inequality, the hypothesis (3.8) and again the boundednessof up−1

n in L( Nm
N−mp,∞), we get

that
∫

{|un|>t}
|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤ Ct−

N(p−1)(m−1)
N−mp

(∫

+∞

t
β(s)

1
q−(p−1)ds

)q−(p−1) (∫ µun(t)

0
s−

1
N′ ds

)p−q

≤ Ct−
N(p−1)(m−1)

N−mp µun(t)
p−q
N ≤ Ct−α,

with α = (p−1)[N(m−1)+m(p−q)]
N−mp > 0, and the proposition is completely proved. �

Now we consider the casef ∈ L(m, σ), with 1 < m < (p∗)′ and 1< σ < +∞, and get
some estimates for the Lorentz norm of the gradient ofun.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that the hypotheses(3.2)÷ (3.7), (3.8) hold. Let f ∈ L(m, σ), with
1 < m < (p∗)′, p′ ≤ σ ≤ +∞, and0 ≤ λ < λ(m), with λ(m) as in (3.9). Then, the weak
solutions un of (4.11)are such that

(4.27)
∥

∥

∥H(Dun)
p−1

∥

∥

∥ Nm
N−m,σ

≤ C‖ f ‖m,σ,

for some constant C independent of n.

Proof. We reason similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.2. First of all,let σ = +∞. Then,

recalling (4.12) and that (c+)∗(s) ≤ λκ
p
N
N s−

p
N , we have

(c+)∗(s)u∗n(s)
p−1 ≤ Cs−

1
m .
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Hence, substituting in (4.3), and integrating, we get that

[H(Dun)
∗(s)]p−1 ≤ Cs−

N−m
Nm ,

that gives (4.27) whenσ = +∞.
In the caseσ < +∞, by (4.3) we have:

∥

∥

∥H(Dun)
p−1

∥

∥

∥

σ

d,σ
=

∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
1
d [H(Dun)

∗(s)]p−1
)σ ds

s
≤

C
∫ |Ω|

0















s
p′

d −α−1

∫ s

0
rα−

p′

N′

(∫ r

0
z(t)dt

)p′

dr















σ
p′ ds

s
+

+C
∫ |Ω|

0















s
p′

d −1

∫ |Ω|

s
r−

p′

N′

(∫ r

0
z(t)dt

)p′

dr















σ
p′ ds

s
,

with z= (c+)∗(u∗n)
p−1
+ f ∗n . Beingα > p′

N′ − 1, if N′ < d < p′, using the inequalities (2.6) and
(2.7), we obtain that

∥

∥

∥H(Dun)
p−1

∥

∥

∥

σ

d,σ
≤ C

∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
1
d+

1
N z(s)

)σ ds
s
≤

≤ C
∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
1
d+

1
N−

p
N (u∗n(s))

p−1
)σ ds

s
+C

∫ |Ω|

0

(

s
1
d+

1
N f ∗n (s)

)σ ds
s
.

Choosingd such that1d +
1
N =

1
m, we have thatd = Nm

N−m, andN′ < d < p′, being 1< m <

(p∗)′.
Beingλ < λ(m), we can use the estimates of Theorem 4.2, obtaining the thesis. �

5. Proofs of the existence and regularity theorems

Now we can prove the existence and regularity results for problem (3.1) stated in Section
3. Using the estimates of the previous section, we will pass to the limit in the approximating
problems

(5.1)

{

− div a(x, un,Dun) = bn(x, un,Dun) + gn(x, un) + fn(x) in Ω,
un = 0 on∂Ω,

where, as in the previous section,bn, gn and fn are the truncates ofb, g and f , respectively.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.As usual, we show that the solutionsun ∈ W1,p
0 (Ω) to problem (5.1)

found in Theorem 4.2 converge to a weak solution of (3.1), i.e. for anyϕ ∈W1,p
0 (Ω)∩L∞(Ω)

it is possible to pass to the limit in

(5.2)
∫

Ω

a(x, un,Dun) · Dϕ dx=
∫

Ω

[bn(x, un,Dun) + gn(x, un) + fn]ϕ dx.
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By Theorem 4.1, beingun bounded,

e−B(∞)

∫

Ω

H(Dun)
pdx≤

∫ ∞

0

(∫ µun(t)

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗n(s)

p−1
+ f ∗(s)] ds

)

dt =

=

∫ |Ω|

0
(−u∗n(r))

′

(∫ r

0
[(c+)∗(s)u∗n(s)

p−1
+ f ∗(s)] ds

)

dr =

= λ

∫

Ω⋆

(u⋆n (x))p

Ho(x)p
dx+

∫ |Ω|

0
f ∗(s)u∗n(s)ds.

Then, by the Hardy inequality (2.8) and the Hölder inequality we get

e−B(∞)

∫

Ω

H(Dun)
pdx≤

λ

ΛN

∫

Ω⋆

H(Du⋆n )pdx+ ‖ f ‖(p∗)′,p′‖un‖p∗,p.

Hence, by the Pólya-Szegö inequality we get that
(

e−B(∞) −
λ

ΛN

) ∫

Ω

H(Dun)
pdx≤ ‖ f ‖(p∗)′,p′‖un‖p∗,p.

Recalling the Remark 2.1, and beingλ < ΛNe−B(∞), we get thatun is uniformly bounded in
W1,p

0 (Ω) and, up to a subsequence,

un ⇀ u weakly inW1,p
0 (Ω),

gn(x, un) → g(x, u) strongly inL1(Ω).

Moreover,bn(x, un,Dun) is bounded inL1(Ω). Indeed, beingβ continuous, using (4.24) of
Proposition 4.1, we get that

∫

Ω

|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤
∫

{|un|≤k}
β(un)H(Dun)

qdx+
∫

{|un|>k}
β(un)H(Dun)

qdx

≤ |Ω|1−
q
p

(∫

Ω

H(Dun)
pdx

)
q
p

max
[0,k]

β +Ck−α.

Hence, we can apply the compactness result of [14], obtaining that Dun → Du a.e. in
Ω. Now we prove the strong convergence ofbn(x, un,Dun) to b(x, u,Du) in L1. If q =
p, this can be shown by a standard procedure (see for instance [31] and the references
therein). Otherwise, we use the Vitali Theorem. The equiintegrability of bn(x, un,Dun)
follows observing that, similarly as before,

∫

E
|Tn(b(x, un,Dun))|dx≤

∫

{|un|≤k}∩E
β(un)H(Dun)

qdx+
∫

{|un|>k}
β(un)H(Dun)

qdx

≤ |E|1−q/p

(∫

Ω

H(Dun)
pdx

)
q
p

max
[0,k]

β +Ck−α ≤ C

(

|E|1−
q
p max

[0,k]
β + k−α

)

.

Finally, we observe that, recalling (3.3),a(x, un,Dun) is bounded inLp′(Ω), and then it
weakly converges toa(x, u,Du) in (Lp′(Ω))N. Beingu ∈W1,p

0 (Ω), we can pass to the limit in
(5.2), and this concludes the proof of part (i).

Clearly, if f ∈ L(m, σ), (p∗)′ < m < N
p and max{1, 1

p−1} ≤ σ ≤ +∞, by Theorem 4.2 the
obtained solutionu verifies the estimate in (ii). �
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Proof of Theorem 3.2.Let un be a solution of (5.1). Then, the estimates (4.12) and (4.27)
hold. As matter of fact, for a.e.t > 0 we have that

−
d
dt

∫

{|un|>t}
H(Dun)

pdx=
d
dt

∫

{|un|≤t}
H(Dun)

pdx.

Hence, applying (4.1) toun, and integrating between 0 andk, by (4.23) we have that

(5.3)
∫

Ω

H(DTk(un))
pdx≤ Ck.

Hence,Tk(un) are bounded inW1,p
0 (Ω) and, up to a subsequence,Tk(un) ⇀ Tk(u) weakly

in W1,p
0 (Ω). Moreover, |u|p−1 ∈ L

(

Nm
N−mp, σ

)

, and gn(x, un) → g(x, u) strongly in L1(Ω).
Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, by (4.24) we get

(5.4)
∫

E
|bn(x, un,Dun)|dx≤ |E|1−q/p

(∫

Ω

H(DTk(un))
pdx

)
q
p

max
[0,k]

β +Ck−α ≤

≤ C

(

|E|1−
q
p k

q
p ·max

[0,k]
β + k−α

)

,

where last inequality follows from (5.3). Then, (5.4) givesthat bn(x, un,Dun) is bounded
in L1(Ω), and by the compactness result contained in [13] (see also [18]), Dun → Du a.e.
in Ω (up to a subsequence). Ifq < p, the Vitali Theorem assures the strong convergence
of bn(x, un,Dun) to b(x, u,Du) in L1(Ω), and the strong convergence ofTk(un) to Tk(u) in
W1,p

0 (Ω). Otherwise, forq = p this can be shown in a standard way using a suitable expo-
nential test function (see for instance [31], and the reference therein). Hence, we can pass
to the limit in the right-hand side of

(5.5)
∫

Ω

a(x, un,Dun) · DTk(un − ϕ) dx=
∫

Ω

[bn(x, un,Dun) + gn(x, un) + fn]Tk(un − ϕ) dx,

for all ϕ ∈W1,p
0 (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω).

As regards the left-hand side of (5.5), a simple argument based on the Fatou Lemma
(see [12]) allows to show that

∫

Ω

a(x, u,Du) · DTk(u− ϕ)dx≤ lim inf
n→+∞

∫

Ω

a(x, un,Dun) · DTk(un − ϕ) dx.

Thenu verifies (3.11), and this concludes the proof of the existence result.
Finally, by Theorem 4.3 the obtained solutionu verifies (3.12). �

Remark 5.1. In order to get an existence and regularity result forf ∈ Lm, 1 < m < (p∗)′,
we can repeat line by line the above proof using the estimatescontained in Remark 4.1.
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Francesco Della Pietra, Università degli studi del Molise, Dipartimento di Bioscienze e Territorio, Via
Duca degli Abruzzi, 86039 Termoli (CB), Italia.

E-mail address: francesco.dellapietra@unimol.it
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